Gauge structure of the Einstein field equations in Bondi-like coordinates
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The characteristic initial (boundary) value problem has numerous applications in general relativity
(GR) involving numerical studies, and is often formulated using Bondi-like coordinates. Recently it
was shown that several prototype formulations of this type are only weakly hyperbolic. Presently
we examine the root cause of this result. In a linear analysis we identify the gauge, constraint and
physical blocks in the principal part of the Einstein field equations in such a gauge, and show that the
subsystem related to the gauge variables is only weakly hyperbolic. Weak hyperbolicity of the full
system follows as a consequence in many cases. We demonstrate this explicitly in specific examples,
and thus argue that Bondi-like gauges result in weakly hyperbolic free evolution systems under
quite general conditions. Consequently the characteristic initial (boundary) value problem of GR in
these gauges is rendered ill-posed in the simplest norms one would like to employ. The possibility
of finding good alternative norms, in which well-posedness is achieved, is discussed. So motivated,
we present numerical convergence tests with an implementation of full GR which demonstrate the
effect of weak hyperbolicity in practice.

I.

INTRODUCTION

Characteristic formulations of general relativity (GR)
have proven to be particularly useful in a number of cases.
In the growing field of gravitational wave astronomy, they
can help provide waveform models with high accuracy.
Since characteristic formulations are based on null hypersurfaces, future null infinity can be naturally included
in the computational domain. This is the region where
quantities such as the Bondi news function are unambiguously defined, and so methods like Cauchy characteristic
extraction (CCE) [1–15] and matching (CCM) [16, 17]
can eliminate systematic extrapolation errors (the main
alternative strategy for this is to use compactified hyperboloidal slices [18–25]).
Characterstic formulations are used more broadly. For
instance characteristic codes have been built to explore
the behavior of relativistic stars [26, 27]. In the study
of gravitational collapse, codes based on null foliations
offer a practical alternative to the standard spacelike foliation approach. Their advantage lies in the compactness of the system of partial differential equations (PDE)
solved [28–32] as well as the inclusion of null infinity in
the computational domain. The aforementioned setups
are usually considered in asymptotically flat geometries;
though see [33, 34] for gravitational collapse in asymptotically anti-de Sitter (AdS) spacetimes. In these geometries, characteristic formulations have most often been
used in the field of numerical holography. Exploiting
holographic duality [35, 36], the aim is to obtain a better insight of the behavior of strongly coupled matter
out of equilibrium [37–48] (for an introduction see the
reviews [49, 50]). Even applications to cosmology have
been pursued [51].
When formulating the characteristic initial value problem (CIVP) or characteristic initial boundary value problem (CIBVP) in GR, it is common practice to choose a

Bondi-like gauge. Codes built upon these formulations
have successfully passed a plethora of tests and provided
physically sensible results. Their performance and stability during simulations has often led to the expectation
that the continuum PDE problem is well-posed. A PDE
problem is called well-posed if it possesses a unique solution that depends continuously, in an appropriate norm,
on the given data. Existence and uniqueness of solutions
to the Bondi-like CIBVP in GR have long been studied [52, 53]. Recently, working with first order reductions,
continuous dependence on given data was examined by
analyzing the degree of hyperbolicity of the continuum
PDE systems [54]. These reductions can be written in
the compact form
At (u, xµ ) ∂t u + Ap (u, xµ ) ∂p u + S(u, xµ ) = 0 ,
with the state vector u = (u1 , u2 , . . . , uq )T and principal
part matrices,
 µ

a11 . . . aµ1q


Aµ =  ... . . . ... 
µ
aq1 . . . aµqq
where det(At ) 6= 0 . Working in the constant coefficient
approximation, the degree of hyperbolicity of the system
can be classified locally by examining the principal symbol
−1 p
Ps = At
A sp ,
with si an arbitrary unit spatial vector. The PDE system
is called weakly hyperbolic (WH) if the principal symbol
has real eigenvalues for all si . It is called strongly hyperbolic (SH) if moreover Ps is diagonalizable for all si and
a constant K independent of si that satisfies
|Ts | + |T−1
s | ≤ K,

2
exists, with Ts the similarity matrix that diagonalizes Ps .
A classic strategy [55, 56] for well-posedness analysis of the CIVP is to reduce to an initial value problem (IVP). Well-posedness in L2 for the IVP is characterized by strong hyperbolicity [57, 58]. The IVP of a
WH PDE system is ill-posed in L2 , but it may be wellposed in a different norm [59]. This well-posedness is
however delicate and, unlike the well-posedness of a SH
PDE, can be broken by source terms. Well-posedness is
a necessary condition for a numerical approximation of
a PDE problem to converge to the continuum solution
with increasing resolution. Convergence here is to be understood in terms of a discretized version of the norm
in which the continuum problem is well-posed. An error estimate obtained from the numerical solutions of an
ill-posed PDE problem should, a priori, be treated with
great care. Therefore, well-posedness of the Bondi-like
CIVP and CIBVP in GR is a particularly pressing open
question for studies that focus on accuracy.
The result of [54] was that two commonly used Bondilike gauges give rise to second order PDE systems that
are only WH outside of the spherical context. Toy models
that mimic this structure were used to demonstrate the
effect of weak hyperbolicity in numerical experiments. In
this paper we examine the cause of this result and, following [60, 61], identify this weak hyperbolicity as a pure
gauge effect. We argue that the construction upon radial null geodesics renders the vacuum EFE only WH in
all Bondi-like gauges. We explicitly show the effect of
weak hyperbolicity in numerical experiments in full GR
formulated in the Bondi-Sachs proper gauge. This result
implies that the CIVP and CIBVP of GR in vacuum are
ill-posed in the simplest norms one might like to employ
when formulated in these gauges. This issue can potentially be sidestepped by working with alternative norms,
or higher derivatives of the metric, which might be taken
explicitly as evolved variables, or simply placed within
the norm under consideration. The latter tack has been
successfully followed in for example [62–65].
In Sec. II we map the Bondi-like equations and variables to the ADM ones, so that we can straightforwardly
apply the aforementioned tools. In Sec. III we summarize the relevant theory and the structure of the principal
part resulting from gauge freedom. In Sec. IV we analyze
the affine null gauge [16], showing it to be only WH, both
in the characteristic and in the equivalent ADM setups.
In Sec. V A this analysis is repeated for the Bondi-Sachs
gauge proper [66, 67] in the ADM setup. In Sec. V B
the calculation is repeated for the double null gauge [68].
We argue that all Bondi-like gauges possess this pure
gauge structure. In Sec. VI we examine the numerical consqeuences of WH by performing robust-stabilitylike [69–71] tests. The results are compared against those
of an artificial SH system. The tests are performed using
the publicly available PITTNull thorn of the Einstein
Toolkit [72]. We conclude in Sec. VII. Geometric units
are used throughout. Our scripts are available in the

ancillary files and our data in [73].

II.

BONDI-LIKE FORMULATIONS AND THEIR
ADM EQUIVALENT

In this section we review the main features of Bondilike formulations and map the corresponding equations
and variables to the ADM language. To do so we employ
a coordinate transformation between generalized Bondilike and ADM coordinates. The gauge, and thus the PDE
character of the system are fixed by the Bondi-like coordinates. This choice determines for instance which metric
components and/or derivatives thereof vanish. The subsequent transformation to the ADM coordinates merely
results in relabeling variables and expressing directional
derivatives of the Bondi-like basis in terms of those of the
ADM basis.

A.

Main features of Bondi-like formulations

To demonstrate relevant features common to all Bondilike gauges we work with the generalized Bondi-Sachs
formulation of [74] with line element
ds2 = guu du2 + 2gur du dr + 2guθ du dθ + 2guφ du dφ
+ gθθ dθ2 + 2gθφ dθ dφ + gφφ dφ2 .

(1)

We consider a four dimensional spacetime and identify
the coordinates θ, φ with the usual spherical polar angles on the two-sphere. All seven nontrivial metric components of (1) are functions of the characteristic coor0
dinates xµ = (u, r, θ, φ), with the hypersurfaces of constant u null and henceforth denoted by Nu . The null vector (∂/∂r )a is both tangent and normal to Nu and hence
orthogonal to the spatial vectors (∂/∂θ )a and (∂/∂φ )a
that lie within Nu . This vector basis guarantees that
g uu = g uθ = g uφ = 0 ,

(2)

and every distinct null geodesic in Nu can be labeled
by θ, φ. The characteristic hypersurface Nu can be either outgoing or ingoing. If the formulation incorporates
both types of null hypersurfaces, then the double null
gauge [68] is imposed. In this case g rr = 0 and the coordinates u, r correspond to the advanced and retarded
time rather than an advanced (or retarded) time and the
radial coordinate.
A free evolution PDE system for the vacuum EFE in
an asymptotically flat spacetime in a Bondi-like gauge
consists of
Rrr = Rrθ = Rrφ = Rθθ = Rθφ = Rφφ = 0 ,

(3)

which is often called the main system. The equation Rur = 0 is commonly referred to as the trivial equation, because solutions to the main system automatically
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satisfy it, as shown in [66, 74] via the contracted Bianchi
identities. The supplementary equations
Ruu = Ruθ = Ruφ = 0 ,
are guaranteed to be satisfied in Nu if they are satisfied
on a cross-section [66, 74]. The main system provides six
evolution equations for the seven unknown metric functions. Usually, a definition for the determinant of the
induced metric on the two-spheres is made, namely
2

2
gθθ gφφ − gθφ
= R̂4 sin θ ,

Affine null [29, 75]: The final choice of equations is
achieved by setting g ur = −1 for outgoing Nu
and g ur = 1 for ingoing Nu . R̂ is then taken to
be an unknown of the problem.
Bondi-Sachs proper [66]: The radial coordinate matches
the areal radius R̂ = r and so the definition (4)
reduces the number of unknowns to six.
Double null [68]: The residual gauge freedom is fixed by
the condition g rr = 0.
From the characteristic to the ADM equations

We now map from the characteristic to the ADM variables and present the system equivalent to (3) in the
ADM formalism. We assume that Nu are outgoing,
but an analogous analysis can be performed for ingoing
null hypersurfaces. To begin, we choose ADM coordinates xµ = (t, ρ, θ, φ). They are related to the characteristic coordinates via
u = t − f (ρ) ,

r = ρ.

and its covector form is
nµ = gµν nν = (−α, 0, 0, 0) .
The metric induced on Σt is

(4)

where R̂ is taken to be a function of the coordinates, and
reduces to the areal radius of the two-sphere in spherical
symmetry.
The aforementioned are common to all Bondi-like
gauges. There is a residual gauge freedom which corresponds to the choice of the coordinate labeling the position within the null geodesic. This is done differently
in the various Bondi-like gauges. We focus on three common choices:

B.

given by β i (t, xj ), where xit+dt = xit − β i (t, xj )dt. The
quantity β i is called the shift vector. The future directed
unit normal 4-vector on Σt is

nµ ≡ −α∇µ t = α−1 1, −β i ,

(5)

As in [76], the quantity −df /dr determines the slope
of the constant t spacelike hypersurface Σt on the u, r
plane. The angular coordinates θ, φ are unchanged and
in this subsection we may label them with the Latin indices A, B.
The lapse of proper time between Σt and Σt+dt along
their normal observers is dτ = α(t, xi )dt, with the lapse
function defined by

γµν ≡ gµν + nµ nν .
The ADM form of the equations is obtained by systematic contraction with nµ and γµν . This geometric construction is discussed in most numerical relativity textbooks [77–79]. The spacetime metric takes the form
 2

−α + βk β k βi
gµν =
,
βj
γij
where lowercase Latin indices denote spatial components.
The inverse of gµν is


−α−2
α−2 β i
µν
g =
.
α−2 β j γ ij − α−2 β i β j
By comparing the 3 + 1 form of the metric and its inverse to the generalized Bondi version (1) we can interpret the Bondi-like gauges in terms of lapse and shift,
and relate the characteristic variables to the ADM ones.
Every Bondi-like vector basis gives (2), which in ADM
coordinates reads

g uA

and leads to

2
1 + f 0βρ
ρρ
γ =
,
f 0α

γ ρA = β A

1 + f 0βρ
.
f 0 α2

(6)

The Bondi-like metric ansatz (1) implies
grr = grA = 0 ,
which after using βi = γij β j yields
(f 0 )2 (α2 + β A β B γAB )
,
(1 + f 0 β ρ )2
f0
=−
β B γAB .
1 + f 0βρ

γρρ =
γρA

µ

(7)

ν

∂x ∂x
Using the latter and gµ0 ν 0 = ∂x
µ0 ∂xν 0 gµν provides the
following relations between the characteristic and ADM
variables, for all Bondi-like gauges:

α−2 (t, xi ) ≡ −g µν ∇µ t∇ν t .
The relative velocity between the trajectory of those observers and the lines of constant spatial coordinates is

∂u ∂u µν
g = g tt − 2f 0 g tρ + (f 0 )2 g ρρ = 0 ,
∂xµ ∂xν
∂u ∂xA µν
=
g = g tA − f 0 g ρA = 0 ,
∂xµ ∂xν

g uu =

β A βA − α2 (1 + 2f 0 β ρ )
−f 0 α2
,
g
=
,
ur
(1 + f 0 β ρ )2
1 + f 0 β ρ (8)
= −γρA /f 0 ,
gAB = γAB .

guu =
guA
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The above combined with γ AB −α−2 β A β B = g AB further
yield
2
γθφ
γφφ
βθ
βθ βφ
−
+
, γ θφ =
,
α
det(gAB )
α2
det(gAB )
 φ 2
β
γθθ
=
+
.
(9)
α
det(gAB )

γ θθ =
γ φφ



for all Bondi-like gauges.
To proceed with the mapping between characteristic
and ADM formalism, we simply take the standard tensor
transformation rule. The main system (3) written in the
ADM coordinates is then
Rrr = (f 0 )2 Rtt + 2f 0 Rtρ + Rρρ = 0 ,
RrA = f 0 RtA + RρA = 0 ,
RAB = 0 .

(10)

1
Dµ Dν α + (3) Rµν
α
(11)
− 2Kµλ K λ ν ,

⊥
γ λ µ γ σ ν Rλσ ≡ Rµν
= −Ln Kµν −

⊥
with Rµν
a purely spatial tensor, and

γ µ ν = δ µ ν + nµ nν ,
Kµν = − (∇µ nν + nµ nκ ∇κ nν ) ,

(12)

the orthogonal projector and the extrinsic curvature of Σt
when embedded in the full spacetime, respectively. The
following purely spatial quantities have been used
(3) µ
Dµ Sνλ =⊥ ∇µ Sνλ ,
Γ νλ =⊥ Γµ νλ ,

(3)
Rµν =⊥ ∂λ (3) Γλ µν − ∂ν (3) Γλ µλ
(3) λ

+

Γ

µν

(3) σ

Γ

λσ

−

(3) λ

Γ

µσ

(3) σ

Γ


νλ

,

where Dµ is the covariant derivative compatible with γµν ,
the symbol ⊥ denotes projection with γ µ ν on every open
index and Sµν denotes an arbitrary spatial tensor. Imposing Rµν = 0 and focusing only on the spatial compo⊥
nents of Rµν
one can obtain the evolution equations for
the spatial components of the extrinsic curvature


Kij ≡ −∂t Kij − Di Dj α + α (3) Rij + KKij − 2Kim K m j
+ β m ∂m Kij + Kim ∂j β m + Kmj ∂i β m = 0 ,
where K = g µν Kµν . The full projection perpendicular
to Σt is
nµ nν Rµν ≡ Rk = Ln K +

1 i
D Di α − Kij K ij .
α

Using
Ln K = γ ij Ln Kij + 2Kij K ij ,

⊥
H ≡ (3) R + K 2 − Kij K ij = Rk + γ ij Rij
= 0.

Finally, the mixed projection is given by the contracted
Codazzi relation
nµ γ λ ν Rµλ ≡ Rν|⊥ = Dν K − Dµ K µ ν ,
|⊥

with nµ Rµ = 0. After imposing the EFE it yields the
momentum constraints
Mi ≡ Dj K j i − Di K = 0 .
From Eq. (12) and the previous projections we write
⊥
+ nµ nν Rk − nµ Rν|⊥ − nν Rµ|⊥ . (13)
δ α µ δ β ν Rαβ = Rµν

Using Eq. (13), with Eq. (10) and taking linear combinations of Eq. (3), we obtain the ADM system

The complete orthogonal projection onto Σt is given by

+ KKµν

Eq. (11) and imposing the EFE, Rk provides the Hamiltonian constraint

((f 0 )2 − 1)(1 + f 0 β ρ )2
Kρρ + α2 H − 2αf 0 (1 + f 0 β ρ )Mρ
(f 0 )2
− 2αβ A MA = 0 ,
(1 + f 0 β ρ )KρA − αf 0 MA = 0 ,
KAB = 0 ,

(14)

that is equivalent to the main Bondi-like system (3),
where we have also used Eq. (6), (7) and (9).
If the slope of Σt of the 3 + 1 foliation in the u, r
plane is f 0 6= 1, then the main Bondi-like system (3) corresponds to evolution equations for all the components
of Kij with specific addition of the ADM Hamiltonian
and momentum constraints. For f 0 = 1 though, the first
equation of (14) involves only ADM constraints. In this
foliation the evolution equation for Kρρ is provided by
the trivial equation, which after imposing (14) reads
(1 + β ρ )Kρρ − αMρ +

α
β A MA = 0 .
1 + βρ

The lapse and shift are not determined by the Einstein
equations, but in a 3+1 formulation are arbitrarily specifiable. In the present setting, their choice is dictated by
the explicit Bondi-like gauge imposed. Adopting the terminology of [60] we can classify between algebraic and
differential gauge choices:
Affine null : It is a complete algebraic gauge for the lapse
and shift, which is apparent by combining (7) and
β ρ = α2 − 1/f 0 ,
which results from g ur = −1 = 1/gur . The determinant condition (4) does not act as a constraint
among the three unknown metric components of
the two-sphere, but merely relates them to the areal
radius R̂ that is an unknown. The six equations of
the main system (3) correspond to the six ADM
equations for Kij (if f 0 6= 1) with a specific addition of Hamiltonian and momentum constraints, as
well as the lapse and shift.
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Bondi-Sachs proper : This gauge choice is completed by
the definition of the determinant (4). As we show
in Sec. V A this definition can be viewed as providing a differential relation for the shift vector component β ρ . In this sense, the Bondi-Sachs gauge
proper is a mixed algebraic-differential gauge in
terms of the lapse and shift.

cθ−

Double null : It is also a complete algebraic gauge. The
complete gauge choice is implied by g rr = 0, which
combined with g uu = 0 yields β ρ = 0.
C.

out

in
cθ+

cφ−

cρ+

cφ+

cρ−
ρ = ρc

Coordinate light speeds

Bondi-like gauges are constructed using either incoming or outgoing null geodesics (or both). It is therefore
natural to examine the coordinate light speeds in these
gauges. It is helpful to employ a 2 + 1 split of the spatial metric γij for this purpose. We briefly review the
key elements of this decomposition as necessary for our
discussion. The interested reader can find a complete
presentation in [80].
Level sets of constant ρ are two-spheres. The coordinate ρ defines an outward pointing normal vector on
these spheres
si(ρ) ≡ γ ij LDj ρ ,

L−2 ≡ γ ij (Di ρ)(Dj ρ) .

(15)

We call L the length scalar. The induced metric on twospheres of constant ρ is
q(ρ) ij ≡ γij − s(ρ) i s(ρ) j ,

(17)

where bi s(ρ)i = 0 and bi is called the slip vector. The
length scalar L and the slip vector bi are analogous to
the 3 + 1 lapse and shift. They are not, however, freely
specifiable but rather are pieces of the spatial metric γij .
Let γ(t) be a null curve parameterized by t and Lµ =
µ
ẋ = (1, ẋi (t)) a null vector tangent to γ(t). The coordinate light speeds are C i ≡ ẋi (t). Let us further assume
that the chosen null vector obeys the relation
Lµ ∝ nµ ± sµ(ρ) .

Lµ ∝ (1, −β ρ ± αL−1 , −β A ∓ αL−1 bA )
from which we read off the coordinate light speeds along
null curves orthogonal to level sets of constant ρ. They
are
cρ± = −β ρ ± αL−1 ,
in the radial direction and
A
A
−1
cA
,
± = −β ∓ b αL

cρ+ = 1 ,

cA
+ = 0,

(23)

which just expresses the fact that transverse coordinates are Lie dragged along outgoing null geodesics. For
an ingoing single-null Bondi-like characteristic formulation ci+ → ci− and for double null cρ± = ±1. Away from
spherical symmetry it is not generally possible to have cA
±
both vanishing.

GAUGE FIXING AND THE PRINCIPAL
SYMBOL

(19)

Using ρµ = (0, 1, 0, 0), solving (17) for si(ρ) and comparing
with (19) we obtain
−bA = L2 γ ρA .

(22)

in the angular directions. The subscript ± refers to outgoing/ingoing trajectories. See Fig. 1 for an illustration of the coordinate lightspeeds. For f (ρ) = ρ, using
Eq. (20), the gauge conditions (6) yield

III.

sµ(ρ) = (0, L−1 , Lγ ρA ) .

(21)

(18)

From (15) we get

bρ = 0 ,

After multiplying (18) with α we have

(16)

where the indices of si(ρ) and q(ρ) ij are lowered and raised
with γij and its inverse. Let ρi be the vector tangent to
the lines of constant angular coordinates xA i.e. ρi =
(∂ρ )i . Then
ρi = Lsi(ρ) + bi ,

FIG. 1. The coordinate light speeds for an ingoing and outgoing null ray that pass through a surface of constant radius ρc
i.e. a two-sphere in this example. In an outgoing Bondi-like
gauge cθ+ = 0 = cφ+ , i.e. the coordinates θ, φ are Lie dragged
along the outgoing null ray. This ray is orthogonal to the
depicted two-sphere.

(20)

Following closely [60, 61] we now discuss the structure of the principal symbol of the systems we analyze.
See [81, 82] for interesting related work on systems with
constraints. As shown in [61], working with the ADM formalism, in this context, one can distinguish between the
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gauge, constraint and physical variables of the system.
This distinction is reflected in the structure of the principal symbol and allows us to understand which gauges
can possibly result in SH systems.
FT2S Systems and their principal part: According
to [83, 84] the general first order in time and second in
space (FT2S) linear constant coefficient, system that admits a standard first order reduction is of the form
∂t v = Ai1 ∂i v + A1 v + A2 w + Sv ,
∂t w = B1ij ∂i ∂j v + B1i ∂i v + B1 v + B2i ∂i w
+ B2 w + Sw ,

(24)

where Sv , Sw are forcing terms and Ai1 , A2 , B1ij , B2i the
principal matrices. In the linear constant coefficient approximation the ADM equations lie in this category. By
standard first order reduction we mean one in which all
first order derivatives (temporal and spatial) of variables
that appear with second order derivatives are introduced
as auxiliary variables. We call any first order reduction
different than the aforementioned non-standard. In such
a case only a subset of the first order derivatives of a
variable that appears up to second order is introduced
as auxiliary variables. Or else specific higher derivatives
could be. Given an arbitrary unit spatial covector si (not
to be confused with si(ρ) from the previous section), the
principal symbol of the system in the si direction is defined as
 s

A1 A2
s
P =
,
(25)
B1ss B2s
where As1 ≡ Ai1 si (and so forth). Writing u = (∂s v, w),
we have
∂t u ' Ps ∂s u ,

(26)

where here we dropped non-principal terms and all
derivatives transverse to si . The definitions of weak and
strong hyperbolicity are identical to those discussed for
first order systems in the introduction; weak hyperbolicity is the requirement that the eigenvalues of Ps are
real for each si , strong hyperbolicity furthermore that
it is uniformly diagonalizable in si . The second order
principal symbol (25) is inherited as a diagonal block of
the principal symbol of any standard first order reduction, where the latter furthermore takes an upper block
triangular form. Consequently only strongly hyperbolic
second order systems may admit a standard first order
reduction that is strongly hyperbolic. The importance of
this is that (24) has a well-posed initial value problem in
the norm
X
E1 =
||∂i v||L2 + ||w||L2 ,
i

if and only if it is strongly hyperbolic, where here the
norms are defined over spatial slices of constant t. For
our analysis, observe that the original characteristic form

of the equations of motion is not of the form (24), even
after linearization. This issue is overcome by working
instead with the ADM equivalent obtained in Sec. II.
Working with the equivalent furthermore has the advantage that the theory discussed below was developed in
this language, making application straightforward. Due
to the freedom in choosing a time slicing, there is freedom in the construction of the equivalent ADM formulation. This was parameterized by f 0 (ρ) in the previous
section. For brevity we work assuming f 0 (ρ) = 1, but
since the structural properties discussed above hold true
in any alternative slicing this restriction does not affect
the outcome of the analysis.
Pure gauge degrees of freedom: In many cases of physical interest FT2S systems arise with additional structure
in their principal symbol. In GR for instance, structure arises as a consequence of gauge freedom. To see
this, suppose that we are working in a coordinate basis
with an arbitrary solution to the vacuum field equations.
The field equations are of course invariant under changes
of coordinates xµ → X µ , so that both the metric and
curvature transform in the same manner. This invariance has important consequences on the form of the field
equations. Consider an infinitesimal change to the coordinates by xµ → xµ + ξ µ . Such a change results in a
perturbation to the metric of the form
δgµν = −∇µ ξν − ∇ν ξµ = −Lξ gµν .
This transformation, the linearization of condition for covariance in a coordinate basis, simultaneously serves as
the gauge freedom of linearized GR. Working now in the
ADM language, and 3 + 1 decomposing ξ a by
Θ ≡ −nµ ξ µ ,

ψ i ≡ −γ i µ ξ µ ,

the pure gauge perturbations (Θ, ψ i ) satisfy,
∂t Θ = δα − ψ i Di α + Lβ Θ ,
∂t ψ i = δβ i + αDi Θ − ΘDi α + Lβ ψ i ,

(27)

with δα and δβ i the perturbation of the lapse and shift
respectively. The resulting perturbation to the metric
and extrinsic curvature can be explicitly computed [61],
and are given by,
δγij = −2ΘKij + Lψ γij ,
δKij = −Di Dj Θ

(28a)


+ Θ Rij − 2K k i Kjk + Kij K + Lψ Kij , (28b)
where γij and Kij are to be understood by their background values. It is a remarkable fact that these equations are nothing more than the ADM evolution equations under the replacements α → Θ and β i → ψ i , so
that the ADM evolution equations can be interpreted as
a local gauge transformation in a coordinate basis. Given
a choice for either the lapse and shift, or an equation of
motion for each, or a combination thereof, we may combine (27) and (28), to obtain a closed system for the pure
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gauge variables (Θ, ψ i ) and (δα, δψ i ), on the background
spacetime. We call this the pure gauge subsystem. Suppose for example that we employed a harmonic time coordinate (2t = 0) with vanishing shift. In 3 + 1 language
this gives

About this background the pure gauge equations (27)
simplify to

∂t α = −α2 K.

Pure gauge projection operators: Let si be an arbitrary constant spatial unit vector. To extract the gauge,
constraint and physical degrees of freedom within the
principal symbol in this direction we must decompose
the state vector appropriately. The induced metric on
the surface transverse to si is

The pure gauge subsystem (27) for (Θ, ψ i ), is then completed by
∂t δα ' α2 ∂ i ∂i Θ ,

δβ i = 0 ,

where we have used (28) and discarded non-principal
terms. The additional structure alluded to above is that
for a given choice of gauge, the principal symbol of the
pure gauge subsystem is inherited as a sub-block of the
principal symbol of any formulation of GR that employs
said gauge. This is demonstrated by using suitable projection operators which are stated explicitly below.
Constraint violating degrees of freedom: Yet more
structure arises from the constraints. Assuming the
ADM evolution equations hold, the Hamiltonian and Momentum constraints formally satisfy evolution equations,
∂t H = −2αDi Mi − 4M i Di α + 2αKH + Lβ H ,
∂t Mi = − 12 αDi H + αKMi − Di αH + Lβ Mi ,
so that constraint satisfying initial data remain so in their
domain of dependence. These equations follow from the
contracted Bianchi identities. In free-evolution formulations of GR however, the ADM evolution equations need
not hold, since combinations of the constraints can be
freely added to the evolution equations. Doing so results
in adjusted evolution equations for the constraints, which
nevertheless remain a closed set of equations. Just as the
principal symbol of the full equations of motion inherit
the pure gauge principal symbol, the principal symbol of
the constraint subsystem manifests as a sub-block. This
is again seen using the projection operators stated below.
Linearized ADM: To apply straightforwardly the theory described at the start of this section we linearize
about flat space in global inertial coordinates. The analysis can be carried out around a general background leading to the same conclusions. In this setting we obtain
for the metric and extrinsic curvature perturbations the
evolution equations,
∂t δγij = −2δKij + ∂(i δβj) ,

(29a)

∂t δKij = −∂i ∂j δα − 12 ∂ k ∂k δγij
−

1
2 ∂i ∂j δγ

k

+ ∂ ∂(i δγj)k .

(29b)

The constraints become
δH = ∂ i ∂ j δγij − ∂ i ∂i δγ ,
δMi = ∂ j δKij − ∂i δK ,

(31a)
(31b)

qij ≡ γij − si sj .
Here we denote by Â, B̂ the spatial directions transverse
to si , which –since in general si 6= si(ρ) – do not necessarily
coincide with the angular directions from our earlier discussion. Projections of the ADM variables that capture
pure gauge equations of motion (31) are given by,
[∂s2 Θ] = −δKss ,

[∂s2 ψs ] = 21 ∂s δγss

[∂s2 ψÂ ] = ∂s δγsÂ .

(32)

Here the notation [· · · ] is used to emphasize that the
specific projection of the ADM variables on the righthand-side shares, within the principal symbol, the structure of the pure gauge variable named on the lefthand-side. This is spelled out below. Thus, together
with ∂s δα, ∂s δβs , ∂s δβÂ they encode the complete pure
gauge variables of the system, with δα, δβ i the perturbation to the lapse and shift.
Constraint projection operators: Likewise, within the
principal symbol the Hamiltonian and Momentum constraints are encoded by the projections,
[H] = −∂s δγqq ,
[MÂ ] = δKsÂ ,

[Ms ] = −δKqq ,

(33)

with the naming convention as above. Here and in the
following indices qq denote that the trace was taken
with q ij .
Physical projection operators: Finally, the remaining
variables to be taken account of are the trace free projections. Defining the projection operator familiar from
text-book treatments of linear gravitational waves,
P

k l
kl
1
⊥kl
ij ≡ q (i q j) − 2 qij q .

(34)

we define
TF
∂s δγÂ
= P⊥ij
∂ δγij ,
B̂
ÂB̂ s

TF
δKÂ
= P⊥ij
δKij .
B̂
ÂB̂

The superscript TF denotes trace free. These variables
are associated with the physical degrees of freedom.
The principal symbol: Employing the notation above
we can now write out the principal symbol in the
form (26). Starting with the pure gauge block, this gives
∂t [∂s2 Θ] ' ∂s (∂s δα) + 21 ∂s [H] ,

and evolve according to
∂t δH = −2∂ i δMi ,
∂t δMi =

∂t Θ = δα ,
∂t ψi = δβi + ∂i Θ .

− 12 ∂i δH

.

(30)

∂t [∂s2 ψs ] ' ∂s (∂s δβs ) + ∂s [∂s2 Θ] ,
∂t [∂s2 ψÂ ]

' ∂s (∂s δβÂ ) − 2∂s [MÂ ] .

(35)
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Comparing this with (31) it is clear that up to additions
of the “constraint variables” there is agreement. Next,
the constraint violating block gives
∂t [H] ' −2∂s [Ms ] ,
∂t [Ms ] ' − 12 ∂s [H] ,
∂t [MÂ ] ' 0 .

(36)

Comparing this with (30) there is perfect agreement. Finally the physical block is
TF
TF
∂t ∂s δγÂ
' −2∂s δKÂ
,
B̂
B̂

(37)

TF
TF
,
∂t δKÂ
' − 21 ∂s2 δγÂ
B̂
B̂

which is decoupled from the rest of the equations. These
equations are not yet complete, because we have not
yet made a concrete choice of gauge. Several Bondi-like
gauges are treated in detail in the following sections.
Discussion: The results of the foregoing discussion
follow because GR is a constrained Hamiltonian system
that satisfies the hypotheses of [61]. To make the presentation here somewhat more stand-alone however, let us
consider a plane wave ansatz
(ψs ) µ
x

(H)

si sj [∂s ψ˜s ] − 12 qij eκµ

δγij = 2eκµ

(ψ )
κ µ A xµ

+ 2e

δKij = −e
+ 2e

µ
κ(Θ)
µ x

q Â (i sj) [∂s ψ̃Â ] + e

si sj [∂s2 Θ̃] − 12 qij e

(M )
κ µ A xµ

q

Â

(i sj) [M̃Â ]

+e

xµ

δg uu = δg uA = 0 .
There remains one gauge condition to be specified,
namely the parametrization along outgoing null surfaces
by a radial coordinate. Next we study specific instances
of this condition.

[H̃]

) µ
κ(P
µ x P

B̂
TF
⊥Â
ij δγÂB̂ ,

s ) xµ
κ(M
µ

) µ
κ(P
µ x P

even upon linearization about an arbitrary background.
Here PG , PC , PP denote the gauge, constraint and physical sub-blocks and PGC , PGP , PP C parameterize the
coupling between them. As seen in [61] there is a very
large class of gauge conditions and natural constraint additions that result in PGP = PGC = PP C = 0. Consequently, it follows from (39) that a necessary condition for
strong hyperbolicity of the formulation is that the pure
gauge and constraint subsystems are themselves strongly
hyperbolic. Following [60] we may therefore restrict our
attention first to pure gauge systems of interest, which
have the advantage of being smaller, and thus much easier to treat.
Bondi-like gauges: The gauges we are concerned with
all require the condition (2), which in characteristic coordinates implies the same for the perturbation to the
metric, that is,

[M̃s ]

B̂
⊥Â
ij

TF
δKÂ
B̂

,
(38)

with each wave vector of the form κµ = (κ, i ωsi ). These
solutions travel in the ±si directions, although since the
lapse and shift are as yet undetermined, the κ’s can
not be solved for so far. Defining the projections exactly as above, the unknowns can be decomposed explicitly into their gauge, constraint violating and gravitational wave pieces as indicated by the naming, and
equations (35), (36) and (37) become exact. In the nonlinear setting it is of course hopeless to try and decompose
metric components into constituent gauge, constraint violating and physical degrees of freedom. But even in
the linear constant coefficient approximation, solutions
consist in general of a sum over many such plane waves
propagating in different directions, and so the decomposition (38) is not a sufficient description. What is important for our purposes however, is that the structure in
the field equations that permits the decomposition (38)
for plane wave solutions is present regardless of the direction si considered. The principal symbol sees only this
structure and thus, with the equations (35), (36) and (37)
above completed with a choice for the lapse and shift, can
be written in the schematic form


PG PGP PGC
Ps =  0 PP PP C  ,
(39)
0
0
PC

IV.

THE AFFINE NULL GAUGE

In this section we analyze the degree of hyperbolicity of the EFE in the affine null gauge [29, 75]. In [54]
a hyperbolicity analysis for the EFE in the affine null
gauge for asymptotically AdS five dimensional spacetime
with planar symmetry was performed and the full system
was shown to be WH. Here, we do this analysis in four
dimensional asymptotically flat spacetime, but more importantly we also analyze the pure gauge subsystem and
show that the weak hyperbolicity of the full system stems
from that of the pure gauge subsystem.
The complete affine null gauge fixing is given by,
α = L−1 ,

β ρ = L−2 − 1 ,

β A = −bA L−2 ,

(40)

where Eq. (21)-(23) and g ur = −1 have been combined.
As in the previous section, we work in the linear, constant
coefficient approximation and for simplicity we assume
that in (5) f (ρ) = ρ.

A.

Pure gauge subsystem

Let us first consider pure gauge metric perturbations (28). To close the system (31) further input for δα
and δβ i is needed. For the affine null gauge this follows
from (40), which after linearization about flat space reads
δα = − 21 δγρρ ,
δβ ρ = −δγρρ ,

δβ θ = −ρ−2 δγρθ ,
δβ φ = −ρ−2 sin2 θ δγρφ .
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Using δγij = ∂i ψj + ∂j ψi and ψ i = γ ij ψj the latter reads
δα = −∂ρ ψ ρ ,
ρ

ρ

δβ θ = −∂ρ ψ θ − ρ−2 ∂θ ψ ρ ,
φ

φ

δβ = −2∂ρ ψ , δβ = −∂ρ ψ − ρ

−2

2

(41)
ρ

sin θ ∂φ ψ .

The pure gauge subsystem (31) is then
(∂t + ∂ρ )(ψ ρ − Θ) = 0 ,
(∂t + ∂ρ )ψ ρ + ∂ρ (ψ ρ − Θ) = 0 ,

(42a)
(42b)

(∂t + ∂ρ )ψ θ + ρ−2 ∂θ (ψ ρ − Θ) = 0 ,

(42c)

−2

φ

(∂t + ∂ρ )ψ + (ρ sin θ)

ρ

∂φ (ψ − Θ) = 0 ,

(42d)

where ∂t +∂ρ = ∂r is an outgoing null derivative and (42a)
results from a linear combination of (31a) and (31b)
with i = ρ. Along an arbitrary spatial direction si a
first order linear system can be written as
∂t v ' Js ∂s v ,
s
s
where T−1
s P Ts ≡ J is the Jordan normal form of the
s
principal symbol, P , v ≡ T−1
s u are the associated (generalized) characteristic variables and ' denotes equality up to source terms and derivatives transverse to si .
The principal symbol of the pure gauge subsystem (42)
is clearly non-diagonalizable along the ρ, θ, φ directions,
and in fact in any direction. In (42b), (42c) and (42d)
the terms ∂ρ (ψ ρ − Θ), ∂θ (ψ ρ − Θ) and ∂φ (ψ ρ − Θ) result
in 2 × 2 Jordan blocks, along ρ, θ and φ respectively. The
principal symbol of the full set of equations of motion for
GR has the upper triangular form (39) when a standard
first order reduction is considered. Thus it will possess
non-trivial Jordan blocks along all ρ, θ, φ directions as
well. In Sec. IV B and IV C we show this explicitly and
demonstrate the connection to the PDE system in characteristic coordinates.
An intriguing observation is that the pure gauge variable (ψ ρ − Θ) satisfies a transport equation along ∂r . So,
acting from the left on (42) with ∂r and commuting the
spatial and null derivatives on (ψ ρ − Θ), one obtains

∂r2 (Θ − ψ ρ ) = 0 ,
∂r2 ψ ρ
∂r2 ψ θ
∂r2 ψ φ

the first (42). In view of the results of [61], if such a formulation exists it would necessarily admit a non-standard
first order reduction. In subsection IV B we show that
there is a convenient combination of ADM variables that
allows one to remove the non-trivial Jordan block along
the ρ direction that appears in a standard first order reduction. This is true due to the specific gauge choice and
its construction upon outgoing null geodesics. Crucially
however, this special combination is only possible along
the ρ direction but not θ, φ. So, away from spherical
symmetry the EFE in the affine null gauge are only WH.

(43a)

= 0,

(43b)

= 0,

(43c)

= 0.

(43d)

This system admits a non-standard reduction to first order which is strongly hyperbolic. To see this, we introduce only outgoing null derivatives of the unknowns as
auxiliary variables. All of the variables then satisfy transport equations in the outgoing null direction. In contrast
to this, for a standard first order reduction both the time
and space derivatives of the unknowns would be introduced as auxiliary variables.
The relevant question is whether or not there exists a
formulation of GR that inherits the structure of the second version of the pure gauge subsystem (43), rather than

B.

Pure gauge sub-block: radial direction

We now demonstrate how the radial part of the pure
gauge subsystem (42) is inherited by the linearized EFE.
For brevity in this subsection we work in spherical symmetry, which is sufficient, since the coupled gauge variables in the radial Jordan block of (42) are present already under this assumption.
1.

ADM setup

In spherical symmetry the principal part of the linearized ADM equations in outgoing affine null gauge is
∂t δγρρ ' −2δKρρ − 2∂ρ δγρρ ,
∂t δKρρ '

1 2
2 ∂ρ δγρρ

−

ρ−2 ∂ρ2 δγθθ

(44a)
,

∂t δγθθ ' −2δKθθ ,
∂t δKθθ '

− 21 ∂ρ2 δγθθ

(44b)
(44c)

.

(44d)

From Eq. (32), the gauge variables along the ρ direction
in spherical symmetry are
− δKρρ = [∂ρ2 Θ] ,

1
2 ∂ρ δγρρ

= [∂ρ2 ψ ρ ] .

(45)

To recover the pure gauge structure it suffices to analyze
the coupling between (44a) and (44b)
∂r ( 12 δγρρ ) ' −δKρρ − ∂ρ ( 12 δγρρ ) ,
∂r (δKρρ +

1
2 ∂ρ δγρρ )

'

−ρ−2 ∂ρ2 δγθθ

,

(46a)
(46b)

where ∂r = ∂t + ∂ρ is an outgoing null vector, and (46b)
results from a linear combination of (44a) and (44b). The
right hand side of (46b) involves the constraint variable
[H] = −∂ρ δγqq = −2ρ−2 ∂ρ δγθθ .
In a standard first order reduction, the term (∂ρ δγρρ )
would be introduced as an evolved variable satisfying
∂r ( 21 ∂ρ δγρρ ) ' −∂ρ δKρρ − ∂ρ ( 21 ∂ρ δγρρ ) .

(47)

The above and (46b) expressed in terms of gauge and
constraint variables read
∂r [∂ρ2 ψ ρ ] + ∂ρ [∂ρ2 (ψ ρ − Θ)] ' 0 ,
∂r [∂ρ2 (Θ − ψ ρ )] ' 21 ∂ρ [H] .
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As explained in Sec. III, this system has a pure gauge
part which consists of the coupling among the gauge variables Θ and ψ ρ and a part that captures the coupling of
the gauge to the constraint variables. The pure gauge
part PG is obtained by neglecting the term ∂ρ [H]/2. This
part has the same principal structure as the pure gauge
subsystem (42) in the radial direction, since it is just an
overall ∂ρ2 derivative of the latter. This is in accordance
with the result of [61], because for a standard first order reduction PG inherits the structure of the first order
system formed by (Θ, ψi , δα, δβi ). The term ∂ρ [H]/2 is
encoded in the PGC sub-block of the full principal symbol Pρ .
Next, let us consider a reduction in which (∂r δγρρ ) is
introduced as an auxiliary variable rather than (∂ρ δγρρ ).
From (46a) and (45) we get
∂r ( 21 δγρρ ) = [∂r ∂ρ ψ ρ ] ' [∂ρ2 (Θ − ψ ρ )] ,

(48)

where in the first step we are just using our normal
naming convention with [. . . ], and likewise in the second
Eq. (45). Similarly, from Eq. (45) we get
1
2 ∂ρ δγρρ

+ δKρρ = [∂ρ2 (ψ ρ − Θ)] = [∂r ∂ρ ψ ρ ] = −[∂r ∂ρ Θ] ,
(49)

where in the second step Eq. (42b) and in the third
Eq. (42a) are used. The equation of motion for the auxiliary variable (∂r δγρρ ) results from (46a) after acting
with ∂r , namely
∂r ( 12 ∂r δγρρ ) ' −∂r (δKρρ + 12 ∂ρ δγρρ )
' ρ−2 ∂ρ2 δγθθ ,

(50)

where in the second step Eq. (46b) is used. The above
together with Eq. (46b) in terms of the gauge and constraint variables read
∂r [∂r ∂ρ ψ ρ ] ' − 12 ∂ρ [H] ,
∂r [∂r ∂ρ Θ] '

1
2 ∂ρ [H] ,

(51a)
(51b)

where the relations (48), (49) have been used. Thus,
the system (46b), (50) inherits the principal structure
of (43a)-(43b) in PG . Again the term ∂ρ [H]/2 is in
the PGC sub-block. This result does not contradict [61]
due to the non-standard first order reduction considered.
In the outgoing affine null gauge the outgoing null direction possesses a special role as the foundational piece of
the construction. This construction provides the opportunity to group ADM variables in such a way that we can
avoid the non-trivial Jordan block in the radial direction.
2.

Characteristic setup

The ADM analysis above teaches us which variables
inherit the principal structure of the pure gauge degrees
of freedom. However, the original PDE problem is formulated in the characteristic domain. In [61] the pure

gauge structure was identified for a spacelike foliation.
Whether or not this is possible in the characteristic domain is closely related to the existence of the previous
first order reductions in this domain as well. We show
here that both previous first order reductions and their
principal structure can be realized in the characteristic
setup directly.
To demonstrate this consider the affine null gauge in an
outgoing characteristic formulation. The complete calculation can be found in the ancillary files. We first employ
the metric ansatz
ds2 = guu du2 − 2dudr + gθθ dθ2 + gφφ dφ2 ,
which for flat space reads
guu = −1 ,

gθθ = r2 ,

gφφ = r2 sin2 θ .

Analyzing the main equations Rrr = Rθθ = Rφφ = 0
linearized about flat space we see the following structure

1
∂ρ ∂r δgθθ + sin−2 θ∂r δgφφ = 0 , (52a)
2ρ

∂r ∂r δgθθ + sin−2 θ∂r δgφφ = 0 .
(52b)

The variable ∂r δgθθ + sin−2 θ∂r δgφφ in (52a) prevents δguu from satisfying just an advection equation
along ∂r and so provides a non-trivial Jordan block. The
combination of δgθθ and δgφφ in the former hints that
a different choice of variables may be more appropriate.
This combination of variables furthermore appears in the
trivial equation Rur = 0 when linearized about flat space,
and so it may be optimal to group them together. We
thus next consider the equations as resulting from the
metric ansatz

ds2 = guu du2 − 2dudr + R̂(u, r)2 dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2 ,
∂r δguu −

where R̂ is the radius of the two-sphere. This form of the
metric ansatz is used in the spherically symmetric case
of [75], employed by [29] in the study of gravitational
collapse of a massless scalar field, as well as in [51] for
cosmological considerations using past null cones. Upon
linearization about flat space the characteristic PDE system takes the form
∂r2 δ R̂ = 0 ,

(53a)

2r∂u ∂r δ R̂ + 2∂u δ R̂
− 2∂r δ R̂ + r∂r δguu + δguu = 0 ,
4∂u ∂r δ R̂ + r∂r2 δguu + 2∂r δguu = 0 .

(53b)
(53c)

Eq. (53a) and (53b) correspond to the main equations Rrr = 0 and Rθθ = 0 respectively, and Eq. (53c)
to the trivial one Rur = 0. The main equation Rφφ
is dropped since it is proportional to Rθθ and the twosphere is parameterized only by its radius.
Comparing once more with the ADM form of the problem, including in the system the trivial equation (53c)
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corresponds to including in the analysis the linearized
ADM equation for δKρρ . This is an essential component
in identifying the pure gauge sub-block along the radial
direction. To achieve this we first make the following
identification using Eq. (8)
guu = α−2 − 2 ,
which after linearization about flat space yields
δguu = −2δα = δγρρ ,

(54)

where the gauge condition δα = −δγρρ /2 is used. We
consider now a first order reduction with
(∂r δ R̂) ,

(∂u δ R̂) ,

(∂r δguu )

promoted to independent variables where, by (54), the
latter is equivalent to (∂r δγρρ ) being treated as a reduction variable. This first order reduction provides
a diagonalizable radial principal part for (53) with advection equations along ∂r for all variables–original and
auxiliary–and corresponds to the pure gauge subsystem (43). More precisely, the relation between the ADM
gauge variables and the characteristic variables is
1
2 ∂ρ δγρρ

= 12 (∂r δguu − ∂u δguu ) ,

−δKρρ = ∂r δguu −

1
2 ∂u δguu

.

as auxiliary variables, only the latter is introduced, renders the characteristic PDE system in spherical symmetry strongly hyperbolic. Consequently, the initial value
problem of this system is not well-posed in a norm where
both (∂t δguu )2 and (∂ρ δguu )2 are included in the integrand, but in one that involves only (∂r δguu )2 . Based on
this norm, one can study well-posedness of the CIBVP of
the system by seeking energy estimates, similarly to the
analysis of [54]. See also [85] for energy estimates of the
wave and Maxwell equations in a single-null characteristic setup.
C.

Pure gauge sub-block: angular direction θ

We next expand the previous analysis to a setup without symmetry, focusing purely on the angular direction θ.
The pure gauge structure is identified in both the ADM
and characteristic setups. In contrast, however, to the
radial direction there is no combination of variables that
allows us to avoid the non-trivial Jordan block of the pure
gauge. We also discuss which choice of variables is most
convenient for the analysis.
1.

(55a)
(55b)

Since all characteristic variables satisfy advection equations along ∂r , combining (55) with (48), (49) one recovers (51).
If (∂u δguu ) is also taken as an auxiliary variable, then
the first order reduction is of the standard type, since
∂ρ δguu = ∂r δguu − ∂u δguu .
The equation of motion for (∂u δguu ) can be obtained
from

The partition in to gauge, constraint and physical
variables along the θ direction is still achieved using
Eq. (32), (33) and (34), respectively. The gauge variables are
[∂θ2 Θ] = −δKθθ ,
1
[∂θ2 ψ θ ] = 2 ∂θ δγθθ ,
2ρ

(∂t + ∂ρ )(∂u δguu ) + ∂ρ (∂r δguu ) = 0 ,
(∂t + ∂ρ )(∂r δguu ) = 0 ,
and a linear combination yields
(∂t + ∂ρ ) [(∂r δguu ) − (∂u δguu )] = ∂ρ (∂r δguu ) .
Via the identification (55) the latter matches (47), modulo an overall factor of 1/2. Hence, the Jordan block
of the characteristic PDE with this characteristic standard first order reduction coincides precisely with the
pure gauge principal part (42a), (42b). This is merely
the characteristic version of the standard first order reduction in the Cauchy frame. The alternative choice
where, instead of introducing both (∂u δguu ) and (∂r δguu )

[∂θ2 ψ ρ ] = ∂θ δγρθ ,
(56)
1
[∂θ2 ψ φ ] = 2 2 ∂θ δγθφ .
ρ sin θ

The constraint variables are
[H] = −∂θ δγρρ −

∂r (∂u δguu ) = ∂u (∂r δguu ) .
This first order reduction of (53) possesses the following
non-trivial Jordan block

ADM setup

1
∂θ δγφφ ,
ρ2 sin2 θ

[Mρ ] = δKρθ ,
(57)

[Mθ ] = −δKρρ −

1
δKφφ ,
ρ2 sin2 θ

[Mφ ] = δKθφ .

The physical variables are obtained with the action of P⊥
on δγij and δKij . As seen from the physical subsystem (37), the latter is essentially a time derivative of the
former. We work with the physical variables
1
1
δγρρ − 2 2 δγφφ , [h× ] ≡ δγρφ , (58a)
2
2ρ sin θ
1
[ḣ+ ] ≡ 2 2 δKφφ − δKρρ , [ḣ× ] ≡ −2δKρφ ,
ρ sin θ
(58b)

[h+ ] ≡

which correspond to the two polarizations of the gravitational waves in GR. In Eq. (58b) we have multiplied with
an overall factor of −2 for the definitions to be compatible with the physical subsystem (37) when [ḣ+ ] = ∂t h+ ,
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and similarly for [h× ]. As expected for a gravitational
wave that travels along the θ direction, the physical variables involve only spatial metric components that are
transverse to this direction. The principal symbol in the
form (26) in the θ direction for the linearized ADM formulation is
∂t δγρρ
∂t δγρθ
∂t δγρφ
∂t δγθθ
∂t δγθφ
∂t δγφφ

' −2δKρρ ,
' −2δKρθ − ∂θ δγρρ ,
' −2δKρφ ,
' −2δKθθ − 2∂θ δγρθ ,
' −2δKθφ − ∂θ δγρφ ,
' −2δKφφ ,

(59a)
(59b)
(59c)
(59d)
(59e)
(59f)

and
1 2
∂ δγρρ ,
2ρ2 θ
' 0,
1
' − 2 ∂θ2 δγρφ ,
2ρ
1
' − 2 2 ∂θ2 δγφφ ,
2ρ sin θ
' 0,
1
' − 2 ∂θ2 δγφφ .
2ρ

∂t δKρρ ' −

(60a)

∂t δKρθ

(60b)

∂t δKρφ
∂t δKθθ
∂t δKθφ
∂t δKφφ

(60c)
(60d)
(60e)
(60f)

For a standard first order reduction the pure gauge principal structure along the θ direction is inherited by
∂t ( 2ρ12 ∂θ δγθθ ) ' −ρ−2 ∂θ (∂θ δγρθ + δKθθ ) , (61a)
∂t (∂θ δγρθ + δKθθ ) ' −∂θ2 δγρρ −

1
∂ 2 δγφφ
2ρ2 sin2 θ θ

− 2∂θ δKρθ .

(61b)

After using Eq.(56), (57), (58) the system (61) yields
∂t [∂θ2 ψ θ ] + ρ−2 ∂θ [∂θ2 (ψ ρ − Θ)] ' 0 ,
∂t [∂θ2 (ψ ρ − Θ)] ' 43 ∂θ [H] − 2∂θ [Mθ ] − 12 ∂θ2 [h+ ] ,

(62)

so that, comparing with (42), the pure gauge structure
of PG is manifest within the full principal symbol, as
too is the coupling between gauge, constraint and physical variables encoded in PGC and PGP . Here we have
worked with the plain ADM evolution equations. Working with the ADM equivalent discussed in Sec. II changes
only the coupling to the constraints. To obtain this result
the necessary conditions were:
1. Introduction
of
the
quantities
and (∂θ δγρθ ) as auxiliary variables.

(∂θ δγθθ )

2. Inclusion of the equation of motion for δKθθ in the
analyzed system.
Interestingly, the affine null gauge provides an explicit
example where the sub-block PGP of the full principal
symbol Ps is non-vanishing, so there is non-trivial coupling between gauge and physical variables in the principal symbol.

2.

Characteristic setup

We repeat now the previous analysis directly in the
characteristic coordinates and variables to demonstrate
how the pure gauge structure is inherited in Pθ for the
characteristic setup. The ADM analysis is again used as
guidance in this. More specifically, from the equivalent
ADM system (14) we know that the characteristic system involves the equation of motion for δKθθ , which is
one of the two necessary conditions in order to recover
the structure we are looking for. We parameterize the
metric functions simply by guu , guθ , guφ , gθθ , gφθ , gφφ .
For the present calculations this choice, as opposed to
that of [75], is preferred due to its cleaner connection to
the ADM variables, and allows us to uncover the pure
gauge structure more easily.
With this parametrization the PDE system consisting
of the main equations (3) does not involve terms of the
form ∂θ2 δguθ and ∂θ2 δgθθ , which in the ADM language
correspond to ∂θ2 δγρθ and ∂θ2 δγθθ . A minimal first order reduction of the characteristic system, the details of
which can be found in the ancillary files, exhibits the
following Jordan block in the θ direction
1
∂t (∂r δgθθ )
2ρ sin2 θ
1
cot θ
− 2 ∂θ δguθ +
∂θ δgθθ ' 0 ,
ρ
2ρ3
cot θ
1
∂t δguθ −
∂t δgθθ ' 0 .
ρ2
2ρ3

∂t δguu +

This reduction is minimal in the sense that the minimum
number of auxiliary variables needed to form a complete
first order system were introduced. The above structure
motivates the introduction of (∂θ δguθ ) and (∂θ δgθθ ) as
auxiliary variables in addition to the minimum, since
they form the non-trivial Jordan block. But, as we saw
earlier, this is the other necessary condition to recover
the pure gauge structure in the full system. Thus in the
new first order reduction the 2 × 2 Jordan block along
the θ direction persists, namely
∂t (∂θ δgθθ ) − ρ2 ∂t (∂r δguθ )

(63a)
1
− ∂θ (∂r δgθθ ) −
∂θ (∂r δgφφ ) ' 0 ,
sin2 θ
1
∂t (∂r δgθθ ) +
∂t (∂r δgφφ ) ' 0 .
(63b)
sin2 θ
The latter is indeed the pure gauge sub-block expected
from the ADM analysis. To realize this explicitly we first
express the characteristic auxiliary variables in terms of
the ADM ones
∂θ δgθθ
∂r δgθθ
∂r δguθ
∂r δgφφ

= ∂θ δγθθ ,
= (∂t + ∂ρ )δγθθ ' −2δKθθ − 2∂θ δγρθ ,
= (∂t + ∂ρ )δγρθ ' −2δKρθ − ∂θ δγρρ ,
= (∂t + ∂ρ )δγφφ ' −2δKφφ ,
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where we have dropped derivatives transverse to ∂θ .
Then, (63) reads
∂t ∂θ δγθθ + 2ρ2 ∂t δKρθ + ρ2 ∂θ ∂t δγρρ
2
∂θ δKφφ ' 0 ,
+ 2∂θ δKθθ + 2∂θ2 δγρθ +
sin2 θ
1
∂t δKφφ ' 0
∂t δKθθ + ∂t ∂θ δγρθ +
sin2 θ
which after replacing ∂t δγρρ , ∂t δKρθ , ∂t δKφφ with the
right hand side of (59a), (60b), (60f) respectively yields


1
−2
∂t
∂
δγ
∂θ (δKθθ + ∂θ δγρθ ) '
(64a)
θ
θθ + ρ
2ρ2
1
∂θ δKρρ − 2 2 ∂θ δKφφ ,
ρ sin θ
1
∂t (δKθθ + ∂θ δγρθ ) ' 2 2 ∂θ2 δγφφ ,
(64b)
2ρ sin θ
where in (64a) we have multiplied overall with a factor
of 1/2ρ2 . The right hand side of (64) involves only constraint and physical variables along the θ direction, while
the left hand side shows the coupling only between gauge
variables. Using the relations (56), (57) and (58) the system (64) reads
∂t [∂θ2 ψ θ ] + ρ−2 ∂θ [∂θ2 (ψ ρ − Θ)] ' −∂θ [ḣ+ ] ,
1
1
∂t [∂θ2 (ψ ρ − Θ)] ' − ∂θ [H] + ∂θ2 [h+ ] ,
4
2

(65a)
(65b)

which again inherits the structure of the pure gauge
subsystem, namely the Jordan block (42a), (42c), and
provides non-trivial coupling of gauge to constraint and
physical variables. Hence, the non-trivial Jordan block
of Pθ in the characteristic affine null system corresponds
precisely to the non-trivial Jordan block of the pure gauge
subsystem (42) along the same direction. Comparing the
form (65) to the form (62) in the ADM setup, the only
difference is in the coupling of gauge variables to constraint and physical ones.
A different choice of variables that makes use of the
definition (4) is common in affine null formulations. Such
a choice can however make less clear the distinction
between gauge, constraint and physical variables. In
the ancillary files we include analyses where we explore
such parametrizations. Crucially, the principal symbol
of the characteristic system is still non-diagonalizable
along θ, φ, but the choice of variables is inconvenient in
identifying the different sub-blocks.
V.

MORE BONDI-LIKE GAUGES

In this section we repeat the previous analysis for the
Bondi-Sachs gauge proper [66, 67] in the ADM setup.
This specific system is already shown to be WH [54].
Again we identify the non-trivial Jordan block of the full
system to that of the pure gauge subsystem. Additionally, we present the pure gauge subsystem of the double

null gauge and show that it is also only WH. We argue
that the full system in the double null as well as other
Bondi-like gauges is necessarily WH when up to second
order metric derivatives are considered.

A.

Bondi-Sachs gauge proper

In the outgoing Bondi-Sachs proper gauge the coordinate light speed conditions cρ+ = 1, cA
+ = 0 are imposed
–as in all outgoing Bondi-like gauges– and lead to
αL−1 − β ρ = 1 ,

β A = −bA αL−1 ,

in terms of lapse and shift. The gauge is closed by setting
ρ = R̂ .

(66)

In this form the gauge fixing is not so easily expressed in
an ADM setup, since we do not have a complete specification of the lapse and shift. We can however achieve
this by combining the ADM equations (29), the 2 + 1
split (16) of the spatial metric γij and the determinant
condition (66). We basically want to specify a β ρ for
which the determinant condition (66) is satisfied at later
times. Starting from the standard ADM equations on
the two-sphere we get
Lt qAB = −2α (q)⊥KAB
+ L[β ρ ∂ρ ] qAB − L[(1+β ρ )b] qAB ,

(67)

where (q)⊥ denotes the projection with respect to qAB on
every open index and ba denotes the slip vector. The
general relation between the derivative of a matrix and
the derivative of its determinant applied to qAB yields
q ab Lt qab = q ab ∂t qab = ∂t ln(q) ,
where q ≡ det(q). Imposing the determinant condition (66) the latter yields q ab Lt qab = 0. Then, Eq. (67)
after tracing with q AB returns


/ A bA − 2D
/ A bA ,
0 = −2αKqq + β ρ ∂ρ ln(q) − 2D
/ A is the covariant derivative compatible
where D
with qAB . Using cρ+ = 1 = −β ρ + α/L we finally obtain β ρ = ρ X/(4 − ρ X) with
/ a ba
X = 2LKqq + 2D
and ∂ρ ln(q) = 4/ρ. In terms of the lapse and shift the
Bondi-Sachs proper gauge can thus be imposed by
X ρ/4
1 − X ρ/4

α = L(1 + β ρ ) ,

βρ

=

β θ = −bθ αL−1 ,

βφ

= −bφ αL−1 ,

which is a mixed algebraic-differential gauge.

(68)
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1.

The minimal first order reduction of this system reads

Pure gauge subsystem

To proceed with our analysis we first need to obtain the
pure gauge subsystem (31) for the Bondi-Sachs gauge.
We continue in the linear constant coefficient approximation. Under this assumption the Bondi-Sachs proper
gauge (68) reads

1
δα = δβ ρ + δγρρ ,
2
δKφφ
∂θ δγρθ
∂φ δγρφ
δK
θθ
+
+
+
δβ ρ =
2
2ρ
2ρ
2ρ sin θ
2ρ sin2 θ
cot θ δγρθ
+
,
2ρ
δβ θ = −ρ−2 δγρθ ,
φ

δβ = −(ρ sin θ)

−2

∂t (Θ − ψ ρ ) + ∂ρ (Θ − ψ ρ ) = 0 ,
(71a)
ρ
ρ
∂t [∂θ (Θ − ψ )] + ∂ρ [∂θ (Θ − ψ )] = 0 ,
(71b)
ρ
ρ
∂t [∂φ (Θ − ψ )] + ∂ρ [∂φ (Θ − ψ )] = 0 ,
(71c)
cot
θ
∂θ (Θ + ψ ρ )
∂t (Θ + ψ ρ ) − ∂ρ (Θ + ψ ρ ) −
2ρ
+ ρ−1 ∂θ [∂θ (Θ − ψ ρ )] + ρ−1 sin−2 θ∂φ [∂φ (Θ − ψ ρ )]
cot θ
+
∂θ (Θ − ψ ρ ) + ρ cot θ∂ρ ψ θ
2ρ
− ρ∂ρ (∂θ ψ θ ) − ρ∂ρ (∂φ ψ φ ) = 0 ,
(71d)
∂t ψ θ + ∂ρ ψ θ − ρ−2 [∂θ (Θ − ψ ρ )] = 0 ,
θ

θ

∂t (∂θ ψ ) + ∂ρ (∂θ ψ ) − ρ
(69)

φ

φ

−2

∂t ψ + ∂ρ ψ − ρ
φ

−2

−2

sin

(71e)
ρ

∂θ [∂θ (Θ − ψ )] = 0 , (71f)

θ[∂φ (Θ − ψ φ )] = 0 ,

(71g)

φ

∂t (∂φ ψ ) + ∂ρ (∂φ ψ )
− (ρ sin θ)−2 ∂φ [∂φ (Θ − ψ ρ )] = 0 .

(71h)

δγρφ .

Replacing these in Eq. (31) and using the relations (56)
to translate to the gauge variables, the pure gauge subsystem of the Bondi-Sachs proper gauge reads

All principal matrices of this system possess real eigenvalues, but the angular principal matrices are nondiagonalizable. The non-trivial Jordan block along the θ
direction is given by (see ancillary files)
∂t [∂θ (Θ − ψ ρ )] ' 0 ,
∂t (∂θ ψ θ ) − ρ−2 ∂θ [∂θ (Θ − ψ ρ )] ' 0 ,
and similarly along φ by

1
1
1
1
∂φ2 Θ − ∂θ2 ψ ρ −
∂φ2 ψ ρ
∂t Θ + ∂θ2 Θ +
2ρ
2ρ
2ρ sin2 θ
2ρ sin2 θ
ρ
ρ
cot θ
− ∂ρ ∂θ ψ θ − ∂ρ ∂φ ψ φ − ∂ρ ψ ρ −
∂θ ψ ρ
2
2
2ρ
ρ cot θ
∂ρ ψ θ = 0 ,
−
2
1
1
1 2 ρ
1
2
∂t ψ ρ + ∂θ2 Θ +
∂φ2 ψ ρ
2 ∂φ Θ − 2ρ ∂θ ψ −
2ρ
2ρ sin θ
2ρ sin2 θ
ρ
ρ
cot θ
− ∂ρ ∂θ ψ θ − ∂ρ ∂φ ψ φ − ∂ρ Θ −
∂θ ψ ρ
2
2
2ρ
ρ cot θ
−
ψρ ψ θ = 0 ,
2
∂t ψ θ + ∂ρ ψ θ + ρ−2 ∂θ (ψ ρ − Θ) = 0 ,

∂t (∂φ ψ φ ) − ρ−2 sin−2 θ∂φ [∂φ (Θ − ψ ρ )] ' 0 ,
∂t [∂φ (Θ − ψ ρ )] ' 0 .
As in the PDE analysis of [54] for the axisymmetric characteristic Bondi-Sachs system, the coupled generalized
characteristic variables obtained here effectively involve
second order angular derivatives. Hence, they cannot
be removed with a different first order reduction of the
second order system (70). Thus, the analysis based on
the minimal reduction just performed suffices to show
that the pure gauge subsystem of the Bondi-Sachs proper
gauge (70) is only WH.

∂t ψ φ + ∂ρ ψ φ + (ρ sin θ)−2 ∂φ (ψ ρ − Θ) = 0 .
(70)
To analyze the hyperbolicity of this second order in space
system we consider a first order reduction with variables

Θ − ψ ρ , ∂θ (Θ − ψ ρ ), ∂φ (Θ − ψ ρ ) ,
Θ + ψ ρ , ψ θ , ∂θ ψ θ , ψ φ , ∂φ ψ φ .

2.

Pure gauge sub-block: angular direction θ

Similarly to Sec. IV C we present the set of evolution
equations that inherit the structure of the pure gauge
subsystem in the ADM setup. The necessary conditions
to uncover this structure remain the same. The system
that captures the structure of the pure gauge subsytem
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along the θ direction is
1 2
∂ δγρρ + 2∂θ δKρθ
(72a)
2 θ
1
1
+ ∂θ2 δγρρ + 2 2 ∂θ2 δγφφ ,
2
2ρ sin θ
1
− ∂t (δKθθ − ∂θ δγρθ ) ' ∂θ2 δγρρ − 2∂θ δKρθ
(72b)
2
1
1
+ ∂θ2 δγρρ + 2 2 ∂θ2 δγφφ + ∂θ2 δβρ ,
2
2ρ sin θ
1
1
1
∂t (∂θ δγθθ ) ' − 2 ∂θ δKθθ + 2 ∂θ2 δβθ ,
(72c)
2ρ2
ρ
ρ
1
∂t (∂θ δγθφ ) '
(72d)
2
ρ sin2 θ
−2
1
∂θ2 δβφ ,
2 ∂θ δKθφ + 2
2
ρ sin θ
ρ sin2 θ
− ∂t (δKθθ + ∂θ δγρθ ) '

where spatial derivatives transverse to θ are dropped.
This system results from linear combinations of the linearized about flat space ADM equations and does not
include equations outside the main system (3). Combining Eq. (69), (56), (57), (58) and (30), the system (72)
yields
1
3
∂t [∂θ2 (Θ − ψ ρ )] ' − ∂θ [H] + 2∂θ [Mρ ] + ∂θ2 [h+ ] ,
4
2
(73a)
cot
θ
∂t [∂θ2 (Θ + ψ ρ )] ' −ρ−1 ∂θ2 [∂θ2 (Θ − ψ ρ )] −
∂θ [∂θ2 ψ ρ ]
ρ
3
1
− 2∂θ [Mρ ] − ∂θ [H] + ∂θ2 [h+ ]
4
2
3 2
1 2
− ∂θ [Mθ ] + ∂θ [ḣ+ ] ,
(73b)
2
2
∂t [∂θ2 ψ θ ] ' ρ−2 ∂θ [∂θ2 (Θ − ψ ρ )] ,
(73c)
1
−2
(73d)
∂t [∂θ2 ψ φ ] ' 2 2 ∂θ [Mθ ] + 2 2 ∂θ2 [h× ] .
ρ sin θ
ρ sin θ
To see how this system inherits the structure of the pure
gauge subsystem (71), let us neglect all non-gauge variables. Let us furthermore consider adding to the system
the following equations: ∂θ of (72a), ∂φ of (72a), ∂θ
of (72c) and ∂φ of (72d). As seen from the form (73)
these additional equations provide the identification to
Eq. (71b), (71c), (71f) and (71h), respectively i.e. the
equations of the auxiliary variables introduced by the
minimal first order reduction. The resulting system is an
overall ∂θ2 derivative of the first order reduced pure gauge
subsystem (71). Thus, the hyperbolic character of the
sub-block PG is that of the pure gauge subsystem, which
is WH. Furthermore, from the form (73) we see another
explicit example of a Bondi-like gauge where PGP 6= 0.
Identification of the pure gauge structure directly in the
characteristic setup is messy with this radial coordinate,
so we do not discuss it in detail.

B.

Double-null & more gauges

Another common choice is to use double null coordinates [68]. Working with f (ρ) = ρ in the coordinate
transformation (5), the conditions g uu = 0 and g rr = 0
yield
(β ρ + 1)2 = α2 γ ρρ ,

(β ρ − 1)2 = α2 γ ρρ ,

(74)

where the first is the former of the conditions (6)
with f 0 = 1. The conditions g uA = 0 are still imposed in
the double null gauge, which provide the latter of conditions (6) with f 0 = 1. From the coordinate light speed
expressions (21) the conditions (74) yields
cρ+ = ±1 ,

cρ− = ∓1 .

We choose to set cρ+ = 1 and cρ− = −1. Then, cρ+ + cρ− =
0 = −2β ρ implies β ρ = 0, which from (74) leads to α = L.
Replacing these in the second of conditions (74) with f 0 =
1 and using (20) provides β A = −bA αL−1 . Then, the
whole set of the coordinate light speeds (21), (22) in the
double null gauge reads
cρ+ = 1 ,

cρ− = −1 ,

cA
+ = 0.

After linearization about Minkowski, lapse and shift perturbations read
1
δα = − δγρρ ,
2
δβ ρ = 0

δβ θ = −ρ−2 δγρθ
δβ φ = −ρ−2 sin2 θ δγρφ .

In term of Θ and ψ i the above is similar to (41) with the
only difference that here δβ ρ = 0. Then, the pure gauge
subsystem (31) for the double null gauge choice reads
∂t Θ − ∂ρ ψ ρ = 0 ,
∂t ψ ρ − ∂ρ Θ = 0 ,
∂t ψ θ + ∂ρ ψ θ + ρ−2 ∂θ (ψ ρ − Θ) = 0 ,
∂t ψ φ + ∂ρ ψ φ + (ρ sin θ)−2 ∂φ (ψ ρ − Θ) = 0 ,
which again possesses non-trivial Jordan blocks along
the θ and φ directions and so is only WH. This was expected since the difference among the affine null, BondiSachs proper and double null cases with respect to the
lapse and shift is only in the specification of the radial
coordinate.
This structure in the pure gauge subsystem of the double null gauge was already discovered in [80]. We review
it here in order to stress its differences and similarities
with other Bondi-like gauges. We observe that in all
three examples that are presented, the gauge choice β A =
−bA αL−1 renders the pure gauge subsystem only WH.
This choice implies the condition cA
+ = 0. Thus the pure
gauge subsystem will also be WH if cA
− = 0 is instead
imposed. In such a case the difference would be a sign
change in the non-trivial Jordan block along the angular
directions. Furthermore, since the specific nature of the
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angular coordinates (i.e. coordinates on a two-sphere) is
not essential to the WH, we expect that the pure gauge
subsystem would retain this structure if these coordinates
parameterize level sets of a different topology. Our expectation is the same for higher dimensional spacetimes.
In fact, in [54] it was shown that the full characteristic
system in the affine null gauge is WH for a five dimensional asymptotically AdS spacetime with planar symmetry. The value of the cosmological constant does not
affect the principal part of the EFEs and so neither their
hyperbolic character.
In summary, we expect that formulations that result from the EFE, including up to second order metric
derivatives will be at best WH if they are formulated in
a Bondi-like gauge. The claim is based on the following:

A
where hAB hBC = δC
, det(hAB ) = det(qAB ) = q,
with qAB the metric on the unit sphere. The sphere is
parameterized using the stereographic coordinates xA =
(q, p) following [2], though see [17, 88] for a different but
equivalent choice. The metric of the unit sphere reads

qAB dxA dxB =

where P = 1 + q 2 + p2 . One can introduce a complex
basis vector q A (dyad)
qA =

qAB =

VI.

1
(qA q̄B + q̄A qB ) .
2

Using the complex dyad, a tensor field FA1 ...An on the
sphere can be represented as

3. The pure gauge sub-block PG inherits the structure
of the pure gauge subsystem.
4. The pure gauge subsystem is WH.

P
(1, i) ,
2

and then the metric of the unit sphere can be written as

1. The system admits an equivalent ADM setup.
2. The principal symbol Ps has the upper triangular
form (39).


4
dq 2 + dp2 ,
2
P

F = q A1 . . . q Ap q̄ Ap+1 . . . q̄ An FA1 ...An ,
which obeys the relation F → eisψ F , with spin
weight s = 2p − n. The eth operators for this quantity
are defined as

NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

ðF ≡ q A ∇A F = q A ∂A F + ΓsF ,
In this section we present convergence tests of the
publicly available characteristic code PITTNULL [7] which
employs the Bondi-Sachs formalism and is part of
the Einstein Toolkit [72]. Although similar tests have
been successfully performed in the past [3, 7, 86, 87], the
novelty here is that we examine convergence of solutions
to the full discretized PDE problem and not just the individual grid functions. The motivation for this comes
from the fact that well-posedness is a property of the full
PDE problem. We examine the practical consequene of
the foregoing results by performing convergence tests in
a discretized version of the L2 norm. The specific form
of that norm plays a key role, depends on the geometric setup and is inspired by a hyperbolicity analysis of
the PDE system solved. This analysis is similar to that
of [54] and can be found in the ancillary files. The data
illustrated in Fig. 2, 3 can be found in [73].

A.

with spin s ± 1 respectively and ∇A the covariant derivative associated with qAB i.e. Γ = − 21 q a q̄ b ∇a qb . In the
chosen stereographic coordinates the above reads
P
P
∂q F + i ∂p F + (q + ip) sF ,
2
2
P
P
ð̄F = ∂q F − i ∂p F − (q − ip) sF .
2
2
ðF =

It is convenient to introduce the following complex
spin-weighted quantities
J≡

hAB q A q B
,
2

K≡

Here we collect the fundamental elements on which
the PITTNULL code is based. The interested reader can
find more details e.g. in [2, 7]. The Bondi-Sachs metric
ansatz [66, 67] used has the form


V
ds2 = − e2β − r2 hAB U A U B du2 − 2e2β dudr
r
(75)

hAB q A q̄ B
,
2

U ≡ U A qA ,

as well as the real variable
W ≡

The setup

− 2r2 hAB U B dudxA + r2 hAB dxA dxB ,

ð̄F ≡ q̄ A ∇A F = q̄ A ∂A F − Γ̄sF ,

V −r
.
r2

Due to the determinant condition det(hAB ) = det(qAB )
¯ J
the quantities K and J are related via 1 = K 2 − J J.
has spin-weight two, U one and K, W , β zero. The spinweight of the complex conjugate is equal in magnitude
and opposite in sign. To eliminate second radial derivatives of U the following intermediate quantity is introduced
QA ≡ r2 e−2β hAB U,rB .
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Using these variables, the implemented vacuum EFE consist of the hypersurface equations
β,r = Nβ ,


r Q ,r = −r2 ð̄J + ðK ,r

(76a)

where
βq ≡ ∂q β ,
Jq ≡ ∂q J ,

βp ≡ ∂p β ,
Jp ≡ ∂p J ,

Uq ≡ ∂q U ,
Jr ≡ ∂r J ,

Up ≡ ∂p U ,

2

+ 2r4 ð r−2 β



+ NQ ,
,r

U,r = r−2 e2β Q + NU ,
1
W,r = e2β R − 1 − eβ ðð̄eβ
2


1
+ r−2 r4 ðŪ + ð̄U ,r + NW ,
4

(76b)
(76c)

(76d)


1 2
ð̄ J + ð2 J¯
2

1
¯ − ð̄JðJ¯ ,
+
ð̄JðJ
4K

The complete form of Nβ , NQ , NU , NJ in terms of the
eth formalism can be found in [89]. The system (76), (77).
corresponds to the main equations (3) in the Bondi-Sachs
proper gauge (75). A pure gauge analysis of this system
was presented in Sec. V A. For comparison purposes we
employ also the following artificial symmetric hyperbolic
system
(78a)
(78b)
(78c)
(78d)
(78e)

Equations (76d) and (77) involve the conjugate vari¯ for which the system (76), (77) does not
ables Ū and J,
explicitly possess evolution equations. For the hyperbolicity analysis provided in the ancillary files we need to
complete the system in the sense of having one equation for each variable. We obtain the equations for Ū , Q̄
and J¯ by taking the complex conjugate of (76b), (76c)
and (77), respectively. The state vector of the linearized
about Minkowski and first order reduced system is
u = β , βq , βp , Q , Q̄ , U , Uq , Up , Ū , Ūq , Ūp ,
T
W , J , Jr , Jq , Jp , J¯ , J¯r , J¯q , J¯p ,
,

∂t u + Bρ ∂ρ u + Bq ∂q u + Bp ∂p u + S = 0 .

J
+ Jr ,
r

the curvature scalar for surfaces of constant u and r. The
evolution equation of the system is



r+W
2 (rJ),ur −
(rJ),r
= −r−1 r2 ðU ,r
r
,r

+ 2r−1 eβ ð2 eβ − J r−1 W ,r + NJ . (77)

U,r = r−2 e2β Q + NU ,
W,r = 0 ,


r+W
2 (rJ),ur =
(rJ),r
.
r
,r

r = ρ,

Just like the systems analyzed in [54] it is only WH due
to the non-diagonalizability of the principal symbol along
the angular directions q and p. The characteristic variables along the radial direction with speed −1 are ingoing
and consist of

R = 2K − ðð̄K +

β,r = Nβ ,

r Q ,r = 0 ,

u = t − ρ,

the system can be written in the form

where Q ≡ QA q A and

2

and the complex conjugates are defined in the obvious
way. In the ADM coordinates (t, ρ, p, q) with

and its complex conjugate. The outgoing variables are
those with speed 1, namely
−

J
,
r
Q,

Jq ,

Jp ,

W,

β,

U,

Uq ,

βq ,

Up ,

βp ,

and their appropriate complex conjugates.
In analogy to the characteristic toy models of [54], we
perform norm convergence tests where the ingoing variables are integrated over a null hypersurface and the outgoing ones over a worldtube of constant radius. The code
works with the compactified radial coordinate
z=

r
,
RE + r

where RE is a constant that denotes the extraction radius and for our tests we set it equal to one. If the grid
spacing is denoted as hz , hq , hp for the coordinates z, q, p
respectively and the timestep as hu , then the discretized
version of the L2 norm that we use is
(
)1/2
 ¯

X  J
J
||uh || =
+ Jr
+ J¯r
hz hq hp
r
r
z,q,p
(
X
+ maxz
β 2 + βq2 + βp2 + W 2 + QQ̄ + U Ū
u,q,p


1/2
J J¯
¯
¯
¯
¯
+Uq Uq + Up Up + 2 + Jq Jq + Jp Jp hu hq hp
,
r
(79)
where the functions in the sums are to be understood as
grid functions. All the outgoing variables of the artificial SH system (78) satisfy advection equations towards
future null infinity. We further introduce
Uq

Up ,

βq ,

βp ,
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as well as the appropriate complex conjugates as independent variables, even though it is not necessary, in order
to include in the norm terms with angular derivatives.
These variables are also outgoing and their equations
of motion are obtained by acting with the appropriate
derivatives to those of U , Ū and β. Consequently, the
appropriate L2 norm for this system is (79) without the
terms Jq J¯q and Jp J¯p .

adapted to the notation used here in [86, 91], namely
p
J = (l − 1)l(l + 1)(l + 2)2 Rlm <(Jl (r)eiνu ) ,
p
U = l(l + 1)1 Rlm <(Ul (r)eiνu ) ,
β = Rlm <(βl eiνu ) ,
Wc = Rlm <(Wcl (r)eiνu ) ,
where Wc gives the perturbation to V and for l = 2

B.

Convergence tests

In the convergence tests we solve the same PDE problem with increasing resolution and we monitor the behavior of the numerical error. The numerical domain is
u ∈ [0, 12.8] ,

z ∈ [0.45, 1] ,

p, q ∈ [−2, 2] ,

where u denotes time, z is the compactified radial coordinate p, q the angular coordinates. The two-sphere is
covered by overlapping north and south patches. In the
parameter files included in the supplementary material
the variables y, x correspond to the p, q angular coordinates. These variables refer to the Einstein Toolkit
thorn CartGrid3D and their domain size is different. The
grid they provide corresponds to the grid for p, q. As described in [86], the p, q grid points are
pi = −1 + ∆(i − O − 1) ,
qj = −1 + ∆(j − O − 1) ,
where O denotes the number of overlapping points beyond the equator. The range of the indices is
1 ≤ i, j ≤ M + 1 + 2O ,
where M 2 is the total number of p, q grid points inside
the equator and ∆ = 2/M is the grid spacing. The physical part of the stereographic domain consists of the grid
points for which
p2 + q 2 ≤ 1 ,
and these are the only points considered in our tests. We
label the different resolutions as h0 , h1 , h2 , h3 with
h0
h1
h2
h3

:
:
:
:

Nz , Np , Nq
Nz , Np , Nq
Nz , Np , Nq
Nz , Np , Nq

= 33 ,
= 65 ,
= 129 ,
= 257 ,

hu = 0.04 ,
hu = 0.02 ,
hu = 0.01 ,
hu = 0.005 ,

and Nz , Np , Nq the number of points in the z, p, q numerical grids. Np , Nq refer to the total number of grid points
(overlapping and non-overlapping regions together). By
construction the grid points and timesteps of h0 are common for all resolutions.
We perform convergence tests using both smooth and
noisy given data. The former are based upon the linearized gravitational wave solutions derived in [90] and

β2 = β0
24β0 + 3iνC1 − iν 3 C2
C1
C2
,
+
−
36
4r
12r3
−24iνβ0 + 3ν 2 C1 − ν 4 C2
2β0
C1
U2 (r) =
+
+ 2
36
r
2r
iνC2
C2
+
+ 4,
3r3
4r
24iνβ0 − 3ν 2 C1 + ν 4 C2
ν 2 C2
Wc2 (r) =
− 2
6
r
3iνC1 − 6β0 − iν 3 C2
iνC2
C2
+
+ 3 + 4.
3r
r
2r
J2 (r) =

We fix the parameters of these solutions to
ν = 1,

l = 2,

C1 = 3 · 10

−3

,

m = 0,
C2 = 10−3 ,

β0 = i · 10−3 .

The constant ν controls the frequency of the solution, l, m refer to the spin-weighted spherical harmonics
and C1 , C2 , β0 are integration constants.
For the noisy tests we set all the initial and boundary
data to their Minkowski values, perturbed with random
noise of amplitude A with
A(h0 ) = 4096 · 10−10 ,

A(h1 ) = 512 · 10−10 ,

A(h2 ) = 64 · 10−10 ,
on all the given data. The scaling of the amplitude by a
factor of eight every time we double resolution is due to
the first order derivatives in the norm (79), as explained
in Sec. IV of [54]. The amplitude of the noise is low
enough for the non-linear terms to be negligible with the
precision at which we work. The complete parameter
files used in the simulations can be found in the ancillary
files. We call self convergence the tests in which we obtain an error estimate by taking the difference between
two numerical solutions. This is useful when an exact solution is not known, as for instance for the artificial SH
system (78) when smooth data are given. Hence, we perform self convergence tests in the smooth setup for both
WH and SH systems. On the contrary, the noisy tests
consist of random noise on top of vanishing given data
for both systems and zero is a solution for both cases.
So, for this case we perform exact convergence tests, i.e.
the error estimate is provided by a comparison between
the numerical and the exact solution. We use the operator ⊥hhi0 to denote that we consider only the common
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FIG. 2. Self (above) and exact (below) convergence tests for the artificial SH system and the full Bondi-Sachs system that is
WH. The rescaled norms are shown, with rescaling factor Q = 4. The overlap of the rescaled norms is understood as convergence
and the lack of overlap as non-convergence. The tests are performed in the norm (79) for the WH and the norm (79) without
the Jq J¯p + Jp J¯p term for the SH system. The self convergence tests with smooth data are passed by both systems. The
exact convergence tests with noisy data are passed only by the SH system. In the bottom right subfigure we see the failure of
convergence of the full Bondi-Sachs system, as expected by theory.

grid points of the resolution hi with the coarse resolution h0 , as well as the common time steps. For the self
convergence tests we monitor
||uh0 − ⊥hh10 uh1 || ,

|| ⊥hh10 uh1 − ⊥hh20 uh2 || ,

|| ⊥hh20 uh2 − ⊥hh30 uh3 || ,
and for the exact convergence
||uh0 || ,

|| ⊥hh10 uh1 || ,

norm (79) and there is no sign of exponential growth in
the solution. This fact alone may be evidence for numerical stability in the colloquial sense that the code does
not crash but, as we demonstrate in Fig. 2, is not enough
evidence for convergence. It becomes apparent then that
the choice of norm in which the convergence tests are
performed is crucial. A norm that is compatible with the
PDE system under consideration should be used.

|| ⊥hh20 uh2 || .

The code uses finite difference operators that are second
order accurate. This, combined with the doubling of grid
points every time we increase resolution provides a convergence factor Q = 4 [54].
In Fig. 2 the rescaled norms for both smooth and
noisy tests, for the artificial SH (78) and the full BondiSachs system (76), (77) that is WH are illustrated. The
overlap of the rescaled norms indicates good second order convergence, whereas the lack of overlap suggests
non-convergence. For smooth given data both the SH
and WH systems exhibit good decent order convergence.
However, for noisy given data only the SH has the appropriate convergence. This feature is expected, as noisy
given data are important to demonstrate WH in numerical experiments [54, 71]. These results are compatible
with earlier tests with random noise that demonstrated
the lack of exponential growth in the solution [7]. In
Fig. 3 the sum only over the null hypersurface from (79)
is shown, that is similar to earlier tests. The loss of convergence in the WH system is less severe than for the full

VII.

CONCLUSIONS

Characteristic formulations of GR are used in a number of cases such as gravitational waveform modeling,
critical collapse and applications to holography. These
formulations are most commonly built upon Bondi-like
gauges. In [54] the EFEs were shown to be only weakly
hyperbolic in second order metric form in two popular
Bondi-like gauges. Computational experiments were performed on toy models to examine the consequences of
this fact, with the conclusion that numerical convergence
in the simplest desired norms does not occur. Building on [54], in this paper we showed that this weak hyperbolicity is caused by the gauge condition g uA = 0
common to all Bondi-like gauges. Subsequently we performed numerical experiments performed in full GR, and
found that the conclusions of [54] indeed carry over; illposedness of the continuum PDE (in the natural equivalent of L2 ) for the characteristic problem serves as an
obstruction to convergence of the numerics (in a discrete
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FIG. 3. Exact convergence test with noisy data for both PDE systems, using only the null part of the norm (79). The WH
system does not manifest a clear loss of convergence. Similarly to [7] there is no evidence of exponential growth.

approximation to the same norm).
To show that weak hyperbolicity was a pure gauge effect we had to jump through a number of technical hoops.
We mapped the characteristic free evolution system to
an ADM setup so that the results of [60, 61] could be
easily used. This allowed us to distinguish between the
gauge, constraint and physical degrees in the linear, constant coefficient approximation. Crucially it is known
that weakly hyperbolic pure gauges give rise to weakly
hyperbolic formulations. We were able to show the former in a number of cases. Specifically, we have studied
three Bondi-like setups: the affine null, the Bondi-Sachs
proper and the double null gauges. All three have the
same degenerate structure rendering the pure gauge subsystem weakly hyperbolic. We have thus argued that
when the EFE are written in a Bondi-like gauge with
at most second derivatives of the metric and there are
non-trivial dynamics in at least two spatial directions,
then, due to the weak hyperbolicity of the pure gauge
subsystem, the resulting PDE system is only WH.
The implication of weak hyperbolicity is that the CIVP
and CIBVP of GR are ill-posed in the natural equivalent
of L2 on these geometric setups. Therefore we carried
out convergence tests in a discretized version of such a
norm. The specific form of the norm is inspired by the
characteristic toy models of [54]. We performed the tests
on the Bondi-Sachs gauge system (76), (77) implemented
in the PITTNull thorn of the Einstein Toolkit, as well
as on the artificial strongly hyperbolic system (78). The
norm used is compatible with the strongly hyperbolic
model in the characteristic domain. The tests are performed with smooth and with noisy given data. For
smooth data both the strongly and weakly hyperbolic
systems model exhibit good convergence. But with noisy
data only the strongly hyperbolic model retains this behavior. These findings are compatible with previous results [54, 71, 92], namely that noisy given data are essential to reveal weak hyperbolicity in numerical experiments. We have furthermore seen that even with noisy
data one might overlook this behavior if tests are performed in a norm that is not suited to the particular
problem.
Given all of the above, the obvious approach to circumvent weak hyperbolicity is to adopt a different gauge.

For applications in CCM this may be necessary, since it
is otherwise not at all clear how a well-posedness result
for the composite PDE problem could be obtained. Yet,
as discussed in the introduction, concerning purely characteristic evolution, symmetric hyperbolic formulations
of GR employing Bondi-like gauges are known [62–65].
At first sight this seems to contradict the claim that any
formulation of GR inherits the pure gauge principal symbol within its own. But these formulations all promote
the curvature to be an evolved variable, so the results
of [61] do not apply. As we have seen in Sec. IV, taking
an outgoing null derivative of the affine null pure gauge
subsystem, we obtain a strongly hyperbolic PDE. It is
thus tempting to revisit the model of [61] to investigate
the conjecture that formulations of GR with evolved curvature can be built that inherit specific derivatives of
the pure gauge subsystem. A deeper understanding of
the relation between the latter and the Bondi-like formulations analyzed in this paper could suggest norms
in which they are actually well-posed. Obtaining such
a proof would help validate error estimates for numerical solutions so relevant for applications in gravitational
wave astronomy. Work in this direction is ongoing and
will be reported on elsewhere.
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[24] A. Vañó-Viñuales and S. Husa, Class. Quant. Grav. 35,
045014 (2018), arXiv:1705.06298 [gr-qc].
[25] J. M. Stewart and H. Friedrich, Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A
384, 427 (1982).

[26] P. Papadopoulos and J. A. Font, Phys. Rev. D 61, 024015
(1999).
[27] F. Siebel, J. A. Font, E. Müller, and P. Papadopoulos,
Phys. Rev. D 65, 064038 (2002).
[28] D. Garfinkle, Phys. Rev. D 51, 5558 (1995).
[29] J. A. Crespo, H. P. de Oliveira, and J. Winicour, Phys.
Rev. D100, 104017 (2019), arXiv:1910.03439 [gr-qc].
[30] C. Gundlach, T. W. Baumgarte, and D. Hilditch, Phys.
Rev. D 100, 104010 (2019), arXiv:1908.05971 [gr-qc].
[31] F. Siebel, J. A. Font, E. Müller, and P. Papadopoulos,
Phys. Rev. D 67, 124018 (2003).
[32] M. A. Alcoforado, W. O. Barreto, and H. P. de Oliveira,
(2021), arXiv:2110.09640 [gr-qc].
[33] D. Santos-Olivan and C. F. Sopuerta, Phys. Rev. Lett.
116, 041101 (2016), arXiv:1511.04344 [gr-qc].
[34] D. Santos-Olivan, Numerical Relativity studies in Antide Sitter spacetimes: Gravitational Collapse and the
AdS/CFT correspondence, Ph.D. thesis, Barcelona U.
(2017).
[35] J. M. Maldacena, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2, 231 (1998),
arXiv:hep-th/9711200.
[36] E. Witten, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2, 253 (1998),
arXiv:hep-th/9802150.
[37] P. M. Chesler and L. G. Yaffe, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106,
021601 (2011), arXiv:1011.3562 [hep-th].
[38] P. M. Chesler and L. G. Yaffe, JHEP 10, 070 (2015),
arXiv:1501.04644 [hep-th].
[39] R. A. Janik, J. Jankowski, and H. Soltanpanahi, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 119, 261601 (2017), arXiv:1704.05387 [hepth].
[40] M. Attems, J. Casalderrey-Solana, D. Mateos, D. SantosOliván, C. F. Sopuerta, M. Triana, and M. Zilhão, JHEP
01, 026 (2017), arXiv:1604.06439 [hep-th].
[41] M. Attems, J. Casalderrey-Solana, D. Mateos, D. SantosOliván, C. F. Sopuerta, M. Triana, and M. Zilhão, JHEP
06, 154 (2017), arXiv:1703.09681 [hep-th].
[42] M. Attems, Y. Bea, J. Casalderrey-Solana, D. Mateos,
M. Triana, and M. Zilhão, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 261601
(2018), arXiv:1807.05175 [hep-th].
[43] M. Attems, Y. Bea, J. Casalderrey-Solana, D. Mateos,
and M. Zilhão, JHEP 01, 106 (2020), arXiv:1905.12544
[hep-th].
[44] L. Bellantuono, R. A. Janik, J. Jankowski,
and
H. Soltanpanahi, JHEP 10, 146 (2019), arXiv:1906.00061
[hep-th].
[45] S. Waeber, A. Rabenstein, A. Schäfer, and L. G. Yaffe,
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