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The dual-frame formalism leads to an approach to extend numerical relativity simulations in
generalized harmonic gauge (GHG) all the way to null infinity. A major setback is that without
care, even simple choices of initial data give rise to logarithmically divergent terms that would
result in irregular variables and equations on the compactified domain, which would in turn prevent
accurate numerical approximation. It has been shown, however, that a suitable choice of gauge
and constraint addition can be used to prevent their appearance. Presently we give a first order
symmetric hyperbolic reduction of general relativity in GHG on compactified hyperboloidal slices
that exploits this knowledge and eradicates these log-terms at leading orders. Because of their
effect on the asymptotic solution space, specific formally singular terms are systematically chosen to
remain. Such formally singular terms have been successfully treated numerically in toy models and
result in a formulation with the desirable property that unphysical radiation content near infinity
is suppressed.

I. INTRODUCTION

There is strong motivation coming from gravitational
wave astronomy to calculate wave content at future null
infinity in asymptotically flat spacetimes. The relevant
geometric notions were pioneered long ago [1–5], and so
it is no surprise that there are various proposals to do so.
The key idea is always to compactify– to draw null infin-
ity to a finite coordinate. Such a proposal requires pick-
ing the character of the domain on which the equations
should be solved. The two possibilities are to use either
outgoing characteristic slices [6] or hyperboloidal slices,
which are spacelike but nevertheless terminate at future
null infinity. For the type of domain chosen, a specific for-
mulation of the field equations must be specified. The use
of compactified coordinates necessarily means that large
quantities enter the game, and need to be offset against
the decay following from asymptotic flatness. Without
care the resulting equations are thus too irregular to be
meaningfully treated either at the PDE or numerical lev-
els. Based on Penrose’s idea of conformal compactifica-
tion, Hübner [7, 8] and Frauendiener [9] make use of the
conformal Einstein field equations (CEFEs), which are
explicitly regular, to try to solve this problem. Although
this has shown remarkable results [10, 11], we have not
yet figured out how to apply it to certain spacetimes of
interest and in particular, to compact binary inspiral and
merger. Albeit with different applications in mind, a host
of different proposals have been considered for the reg-
ularization on hyperboloidal slices [12–15], and treating
specifically the spherically symmetric case in [16–19]. A
recurring complication is the appearance of formally sin-
gular terms which need to be treated by application of
L’Hôpital’s rule at null infinity.

Yet another proposal, the subject of this paper, is
the dual-frame approach [20], which consists of decou-
pling the coordinates from the tensor basis and carefully
choosing each. This allows us to write the Einstein field

equations (EFEs) in generalized harmonic gauge (GHG)
and then solve them in hyperboloidal coordinates [21–
24]. This is dependent on imposing a certain decay of
the derivatives of the radial coordinate light speeds at
null infinity, and is deeply related to the weak-null condi-
tion [22, 25], a condition on the non-linearities of quasi-
linear wave equations expected to be a sufficient for small
data global existence.

The dual foliation (DF) formulation of General Rela-
tivity (GR), together with hyperboloidal coordinates can
be used to avoid most of the formally singular terms [21].
Although it has been shown that even the simplest
choices of initial data give rise to terms that diverge
with logR near null infinity, R being a suitably defined
radial coordinate. These logs create significant problems
in numerical evolutions. However, in [23] the authors
studied a simple system of wave equations dubbed good-
bad-ugly whose non-linearities are known to mimic the
ones present in the EFEs, and found that the logarith-
mically divergent terms can be explicitly regularized at
first order through a non-linear change of variables.

Later work around the same model and a generaliza-
tion to curved spacetimes resulted in a heuristic method
to find asymptotic solutions and, more importantly, to
find which terms may contain logs well beyond first or-
der [26]. This idea was subsequently adapted and applied
to GR in [27] to study peeling, a requirement on the decay
of the components of the Weyl tensor near null infinity
which is a necessary condition for the smoothness of null
infinity [2]. The authors found that a näıve choice of
gauge and constraint addition prevents the Weyl tensor
from peeling due to the presence of logs. Furthermore, it
was shown that there is special interplay between gauge
and constraint addition which can be exploited to turn
all of the metric components into non-radiating fields at
null infinity, except the two that correspond to gravita-
tional radiation. This idea can be used to prevent the
existence of logs up to arbitrarily high order, effectively
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regularizing the EFEs up to that order.
Armed with this knowledge, in this work we build a for-

mulation of GR in GHG on compactified hyperboloidal
slices that provides a set of regularized equations (in a
sense to be clarified) that can be implemented numer-
ically. We start in section II by outlining our setup
and notation. In section III, convenient gauge source
functions and constraint additions are chosen for each
of the 10 metric components. This involves introduc-
ing a gauge driver function that satisfies a wave equa-
tion chosen so that it asymptotes in a certain way. This
is a subtle but crucial step to eradicate the divergent
terms. For this reason we end up with 11 second or-
der differential equations. In section IV we write these
equations in a concise way that is ideal to perform the
first order reduction, which is itself performed in sec-
tion V. By considering first derivatives of our fields to
be evolved variables in their own right, we find a system
of 55 regular first order equations whose principal part
can be written in a very compact way. In section VI
we choose a radially compactified coordinate system and
hyperboloidal time coordinate, and show how that alters
the directional derivatives in the system of equations. Fi-
nally on section VII we present the full system of first
order differential equations and discuss the existence of
formally singular terms, ways to make most of them not
appear in the final equations and the way to deal with
the ones that do. The final system has only two types of
formally singular terms, both of which can be rendered
harmless in the numerics, through the use of L’Hôpital’s
rule. This amounts to a first order log-free formulation of
the EFEs in GHG and we expect it to serve as an alter-
native to the conformal field equations for the inclusion
of null infinity in the computational domain. We wrap
up in section VIII with a proof that the final system is
symmetric hyperbolic. Concluding remarks are collected
in section IX.

II. FRAMEWORK

To have a self-contained discussion, in this section
the general geometric set up to be used is described in
broad terms. Nonetheless, for a detailed exposition of
the geometric framework to be used we refer the reader
to [26, 27]. Latin indices will be used as abstract ten-
sor indices while Greek indices will be used to denote
spacetime coordinate indices. (M, gab) will denote a 4-
dimensional manifold equipped with a Lorentzian met-
ric. On (M, gab) the coordinate system Xα = (T,X i)

will be asymptotically Cartesian. Let ∇̃ denote a flat
(and torsionless) covariant derivative with the key prop-

erty that ∇̃a∂
b
α = 0 where ∂α is the coordinate basis

associated to Xα (we use the obvious analogous nota-
tion with alternative coordinates). The notion of flat
covariant derivative is simply a way to write partial
derivatives using abstract index notation as it is used
in xAct —see [28]. Since different coordinate systems

will be used, we make formally identical definitions for
the other coordinate systems. The coordinates given
by Xα′

= (T ′, X i′) = (T,R, θA), where R is a radial
coordinate defined via R2 = (X1)2 + (X2)2 + (X3)2 will
be called Shell coordinates. Shell coordinates are a gen-
eralization of the standard spherical polar coordinates
—see for instance [21], however, for some of the calcula-
tions discussed in this paper we have used the standard
coordinatization of S2 so that the Shell coordinates are
simply spherical polar.
Since the difference between two connections is a ten-

sor, the Christoffel transition tensor of a given pair of
covariant derivatives is fixed by the relation,

Γ[∇,
•

∇]a
b
cv
c = ∇av

b −
•

∇av
b , (1)

where va is a vector. The transition tensor Γ[∇,
•

∇]a
b
c is

defined analogously.
We will use (1) extensively hence to have a simpler

notation we define

•

Γa
b
c := Γ[∇,

•

∇]a
b
c . (2)

A. Representation of the metric

Introduce the following vectors

ψa = ∂aT + CR+∂
a
R , ψa = ∂aT + CR−∂

a
R , (3)

where CR+ and CR− are fixed by the requirement that ψa

and ψa are null vectors with respect to the metric gab.

With these conventions ψa and ψ̄a correspond to outgo-
ing and incoming null vectors respectively.
Additionally let

σa = e−ϕψa , σa = e−ϕψ
a
, (4)

where ϕ is fixed by requiring that

σa∂
a
R = −σa∂

a
R = 1 , (5)

so we can write,

σa = −CR+∇aT +∇aR+ C+
A∇aθ

A ,

σa = CR−∇aT −∇aR+ C−

A∇aθ
A . (6)

With these elements the inverse metric is written as

gab = −2τ−1e−ϕ ψ(aψb) + /g
ab , (7)

where the null vectors satisfy,

σaψ
a = σaψ

a = 0 , σaψ
a = σaψ

a = −τ , (8)

where we define τ := CR+ − CR− . In (7), the normalization
ensures that

/g
abσb = /g

abσb = 0 , (9)
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where /ga
b acts as a projection operator orthogonal to

these two covectors. Note that /g
ab is not the inverse

induced metric on the surfaces of constant T and R, as
it is not orthogonal to ∇aT or ∇aR, but rather to σa
and σa. The covariant version of metric can be written
naturally as,

gab = −2τ−1eϕ σ(aσb) + /gab . (10)

Moreover, for the sector /g
ab, we introduce the following

split,

qab = R̊−2
/gab , (q−1)ab = R̊2

/g
ab , (11)

with

R̊2 := R2eǫ := R2
√

|/g|/|/
•

g| (12)

where R̊ is known as the areal radius and |/
•

g| represents
the determinant of the standard metric of S2 of radius R.
In [27] the areal radius is never used, however, it plays
a central role in the calculations of this paper. The use
of R̊ can be thought then as a further refinement of the
geometric framework of [27]. Additionally, to simplify
the notation we also define

•

ǫ := 1
2 ln |/

•

g|. Observe that

the determinant of q is that of the metric of the unit S2

in shell coordinates. Finally, we use a particular param-
eterization of the angular part of (q−1)ab, which in shell
coordinates reads

(q−1)AB =

[

e−h+ coshh×
sinhh×

sin θ
sinhh×

sin θ
eh+ coshh×

sin2 θ

]

. (13)

Despite that no linearization is intended, in the last equa-
tion we use the symbols h× and h+ to denote the two
degrees of freedom of gravitational waves.
In this work we will also use the components of /ga

b in
mixed form, so we write the non-zero ones here,

/gA
T =

CA
τ
, /gA

R =
C+
AC

R
+ + C−

AC
R
−

τ
, /gA

B = δBA .

(14)

The metric is thus represented by,

CR± , C±

A , ϕ , R̊ , h+ , h× . (15)

The projected covariant derivative: We define the
derivative /DA for scalar functions φ,

/DAφ := /gA
b

•

∇bφ . (16)

We write the inverse conformal metric as (q−1)ab to stress
that, in general, to raise and lower indices we do not use
qab but /g

ab instead. Namely, qab = /g
ac
/g
bdqcd 6= (q−1)ab.

However, for simplicity of the expressions, the index as-
sociated with this derivative and only that index will be
raised with /g

ab. We wrote the lower index in (16) as an

angular one since /ga
b∂aT 6= 0 and /ga

b∂aR 6= 0. In fact /DAφ
can be written as,

/DAφ =
1

τ
(C+
A∇ψφ+ C−

A∇ψφ) + ∂θAφ . (17)

We define the vector field T a := ∂aT and denote the co-
variant derivative in the direction of T a as ∇T . Anal-
ogous notation will be used for directional derivatives
along other vector fields. Since in expressions to be de-
rived, terms of the form R−n(logR)m will appear, we
make clear at this point that the phrase ’order n’ will
mean terms proportional to R−n.
Representation of the connection: A calculation using

•

Γa
b
c =

1

2
/g
bd(

•

∇a/gdb +
•

∇b/gad −
•

∇d/gab) , (18)

gives

∇aC
R
+ = −

•

Γa
σ
ψ , ∇aC

R
− =

•

Γa
σ
ψ ,

∇aC
+
A = 2/gbA

•

Γa
(bσ) −

C+
A + C−

A

τ

•

Γa
σ
ψ ,

∇aC
−

A = 2/gbA
•

Γa
(bσ) −

C+
A + C−

A

τ

•

Γa
σ
ψ ,

∇aϕ =
•

Γa
b
c(δ

c
b − /gb

c) ,∇a/g
AB = −2/gb

A
/gc
B

•

Γ(bc)
a ,

∇a(ǫ+
•

ǫ) = /ga
b

•

Γb
a
c . (19)

These expressions will serve as shorthands to write the
EFE in a more compact way. Similarly one can write the
derivatives of metric components in terms of

•

Γa
b
c. For

brevity these expressions are omitted. Note that these co-
variant derivatives are interchangeable with

•

∇ even when
they act upon C±

A , as A is not a tensorial index but rather
a coordinate one.

B. The good, the bad, the ugly and the stratified

null forms

The term stratified null forms (SNFs) will refer to ex-
pressions involving products of terms containing at most
one derivative of the evolved fields and having a faster de-
cay than R−2 close to I +. As was shown in [26] and [27],
this definition is important because it includes every term
that cannot possibly interfere with the first order asymp-
totics of a good-bad-ugly system, which we introduce be-
low. This allows us to categorize terms in an effective
way according to their influence on the leading order be-
havior at null infinity. Throughout this work we will use
a calligraphic Nφ to denote stratified null forms, where φ
is the field whose evolution equation contains Nφ. We
introduce the good-bad-ugly model,

�g = Ng ,

�b = (∇T g)
2 +Nb ,

�u = 2
R∇Tu+Nu , (20)
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Here, � is defined as gab∇a∇b and an analogous defini-
tion holds for

•

�. Good fields are characterized asymp-
totically by a leading order term with no logs whose de-
cay improves under derivatives along outgoing null curves
and does not under derivatives along incoming ones. Bad
fields have a leading term proportional to logR and be-
have similarly under null derivatives. Ugly fields in gen-
eral have logs in subleading terms and their decay im-
proves under derivatives of any kind. In its simplest form,
this system has been studied extensively as a toy model
for the EFEs because the latter can be written in such
a way that its leading order non-linearities are mimicked
by those present on the RHSs of (20). In fact if we con-
sider wave operators in curved spacetimes and allow the
existence of more than one good and one ugly, The EFEs
can be written in exactly this form. Even in flat space-
times and with Nφ = 0, this system is known to give rise
to logarithmically divergent terms at null infinity. How-
ever it is shown in [27] that gauge picking and constraint
addition can be used to prevent the appearance of those
logs up to an arbitrarily high order. This is what we will
explore throughout this work.
Ugly equation with p: It is convenient to introduce

different wave operators that will make expressions more
tractable throughout this work. We define the shell wave
operator as,

•

�φ = gab
•

∇a∇bφ . (21)

The ugly equation with a natural number p, as defined
in [27], can be written in the form,

•

�u =
2(p+ 1)

R
∇Tu+Nu , (22)

but it can also be written in an equivalent, yet more
convenient way,

•

�u =
2(p+ 1)e−ϕ

τR̊
∇ψR̊∇ψu+Nu , (23)

by simply redefining Nu The shell wave operator can be
expanded as,

•

�u =−
2e−ϕ

τ
∇ψ∇ψu+

2e−ϕ

τ
(

•

∇ψψ)
a∇au+ /g

ab
•

∇a∇bu

=−
2e−ϕ

τ
∇ψ∇ψu+

2e−ϕ

τ2
∇ψC

R
−(∇ψu−∇ψu) +

•

��u

(24)

where
•

��u := /g
ab

•

∇a∇bu. For conciseness we define the

second order differential operator
•

�p as,

•

�pu :=
•

�u−
2(p+ 1)e−ϕ

τR̊
∇ψR̊∇ψu

= −
2e−ϕ

τR̊p+1
∇ψ

[

R̊p+1∇ψu
]

+
•

��u

+
2e−ϕ

τ2
∇ψC

R
−(∇ψu−∇ψu) . (25)

Putting (22) and (24) together we get that every ugly
equation with a natural number p can be written in the
form,

•

�pu = Nu . (26)

Good equation: The general form of a good equation
can be obtained straightforwardly from the ugly one (22)
by setting p = 0. Therefore if g is good, it satisfies the
following equation,

−
2e−ϕ

τR̊
∇ψ

[

R̊∇ψg
]

+
•

��g = (27)

−
2e−ϕ

τ2
∇ψC

R
−(∇ψg −∇ψg) +Ng ,

or more simply,

•

�0g = Ng . (28)

Alternative form: Another way to write the equations
is to push as many SNFs as possible to the RHS and
keep on the LHS only the terms which are either princi-
pal or contribute to leading order. For this we need to

rewrite
•

��,

•

��u =
1

τ

(

CA
τ
/D
A
CR+ − /D

A
C+
A

)

∇ψu (29)

−
1

τ

(

CA
τ
/D
A
CR− + /D

A
C−

A

)

∇ψu+ /∆u ,

where CA := C+
A + C−

A and /∆u := /D
A
/DAu. All terms on

the RHS are SNFs except the last one, so we write (26)
as,

1

R̊p+1
∇ψ

[

R̊p+1∇ψu
]

−
τeϕ

2
/∆u = Ñu (30)

with the RHS being a set of null forms,

Ñu =−
τeϕ

2
Nu +

eϕ

2

(

CA
τ
/D
A
CR+ − /D

A
C+
A

)

∇ψu

−
eϕ

2

(

CA
τ
/D
A
CR− + /D

A
C−

A

)

∇ψu

+
1

τ
∇ψC

R
−(∇ψu−∇ψu) . (31)

Naturally, the version of (30) for the good fields is ob-
tained simply by setting p = 0.

C. Asymptotic flatness at null infinity

Astrophysically relevant objects are modeled in Gen-
eral Relativity via asymptotically flat spacetimes. Al-
though, from a physical perspective the notion of asymp-
totic flatness is clear: it represents the requirement that
the metric asymptotes to the Minkowski spacetime in far
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regions of the spacetime, from a mathematical perspec-
tive there are several related but not necessarily equiva-
lent definitions. Our working notion of asymptotic flat-
ness near null infinity is that,

γ|I + = 0 , (32)

where we define

ϕ = γ1 , CR± = ±1 + γ±2 , C±

A = R̊γ±3 ,

R̊−1 = γ4 , h+ = γ5 , h× = γ6 . (33)

D. Initial data

Let S denote the Cauchy surface defined by T = T0,
with T0 constant. In [27], we considered initial data with
the following fall-off at spatial infinity,

γ|S =

∞
∑

n=1

mγ,n

R̊n
, ∇T g|S = OS(R̊

−2) , (34)

where mγ,n denote functions that only depend on the
angular coordinates θA. Here the subscript S is placed
to stress that this decay is assumed only on the initial
hypersurface and not close to null infinity. Although this
data is not the most general one, this class of initial data
is large enough to admit non-vanishing ADM mass and
linear momentum. Moreover, it includes initial data of
physically relevant spacetimes. In practice for the results
in this paper this assumption could be relaxed to,

γ|S =
mγ,1

R̊
+OS(R̊

−2) , ∇T g|S = OS(R̊
−2) , (35)

without further change.
Permissible coordinate changes: There is not one uni-

versal definition of asymptotic flatness at spatial infinity,
rather there is an interplay between the field equations,
the physics under consideration, and the rate at which
the metric becomes flat. A weak definition thereof is,

gαβ = ηαβ +Op(R
−1) , (36)

where ηαβ is the Minkowski metric, p ≥ 1 and Op(R
−m)

means that its partial derivatives ∂α of order n decay
as R−n−m for all n = 1, . . . , p. Note that our require-
ments (34) satisfy this definition of asymptotic flatness.
It has been shown in [29] that a coordinate transforma-
tion is permissible, meaning it preserves (36), if and only
if it is asymptotically a Poincaré transformation in the
following sense,

Xα = Λααx
α + cα(θ, φ) +Op+1(r̃

−1) , (37)

where Λαα is a Lorenz transformation and xα is another
asymptotically Cartesian coordinate system with a ra-
dial coordinate r̃ built in the usual way. It is interesting
to see how a permissible coordinate change affects our

initial data. In many spacetimes of interest, the func-
tions mγ,1 = m, where m is a constant, e.g the Kerr met-
ric in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates. If we boost this met-
ric with a generic permissible coordinate change, the new
functions mγ̃,1 will pick up dependencies on the angles at

leading order in R̊−1, that is, mγ̃,1 = mγ̃,1(m, θ, φ). Note
that the initial data that one gets after such a boost,
still satisfies the requirements (36) and hence can be
used evolved numerically with the method we will present
throughout this work.

III. GAUGE AND CONSTRAINT ADDITION

In [27], the vacuum EFEs were derived as a set of non-
linear wave equations satisfied by the variables (15). We
present them here as concisely as possible while still keep-
ing the freedom to choose the gauge and the constraint
addition in each of the equations,

•

�CR+ = e−ϕR̃ψψ + (ΓΓ)ψψ ,
•

�CR− = −e−ϕR̃ψψ + (ΓΓ)ψψ ,

•

�ϕ =
2e−ϕ

τ
R̃ψψ + (ΓΓ)ψψ ,

•

�C+
A = −e−ϕR̃ψA +

C̄A
τ

•

�CR+ + (ΓΓ)ψA ,

•

�C−

A = −e−ϕR̃ψA −
C̄A
τ

•

�CR− + (ΓΓ)ψA ,

•

�(ǫ+
•

ǫ) = − /̃R+ (✟✟ΓΓ) ,
•

�h+ = −
2

/g
θθ
R̃θθ + (ΓΓ)θθ ,

•

�h× = −2/gθφ cothh×R̃
θφ + (ΓΓ)θφ . (38)

where the different components of (ΓΓ)ab conceal the
complicated non-linearities,

(ΓΓ)ψψ :=
2

τ

•

Γψ
σ
a

•

Γψ
σa − e−ϕ

•

Γψ
b
a

•

Γψb
a − 2/ga

c
•

Γψ
a
b

•

Γc
σb ,

(ΓΓ)ψψ := −
2

τ

•

Γψ
σ
a

•

Γψ
σa + e−ϕ

•

Γψ
b
a

•

Γψb
a

+ 2/ga
c

•

Γψ
a
b

•

Γc
σb ,

(ΓΓ)ψψ :=−
2

τ2

[

•

Γψ
a
(ψ

•

Γψ)
σ
a +

•

Γψ
a
(ψ

•

Γψ)
σ
a

]

+
•

Γa
db

•

Γace

[

2/gcb(δ
e
d − /gd

e) + /gcd(δ
e
b − /gb

e)
]

,

(ΓΓ)ψA :=
2

τ

•

ΓσA
a(

•

Γψ
σ
a −

•

Γψ
σ
a)−

2

τ

•

Γψ
σ
b(

•

ΓA
σb +

•

ΓA
σb)

+ 2e−ϕ/gf
e

•

ΓaAe
•

Γψ
fa − 4/gde

•

ΓA
d
b

•

Γ(σe)b ,

(ΓΓ)ψA :=
2

τ

•

ΓσA
a(

•

Γψ
σ
a −

•

Γψ
σ
a)−

2

τ

•

Γψ
σ
b(

•

ΓA
σb +

•

ΓA
σb)

+ 2e−ϕ/gf
e

•

ΓaAe
•

Γψ
fa − 4/gde

•

ΓA
d
b

•

Γ(σe)b ,

(✟✟ΓΓ) := −
•

Γbac
•

Γe
d
c

[

/gad(δ
e
b − /gb

e)− /gbd/ga
e
]

,
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(ΓΓ)θθ := −
•

�(ǫ+
•

ǫ)− /g
θθ 1 + cos θ2

sin θ2
− /g

a
b/g
c
d

•

Γa
b
e

•

Γc
de

2 cot θ/g
a
b/g
cθ

•

Γa
b
c +

4

/g
θθ

•

Γθθc

(

/g
a
b

•

Γa
bc − cot θgcθ

)

+
1

coshh×
(

•

� coshh× + 2∇a coshh×∇
ah+)

+∇ah+∇
ah+

(ΓΓ)θφ := −/gθφ cothh×
[

2
•

Γa
θ
b

•

Γaφb + /g
θφ

•

�(ǫ+
•

ǫ) (39)

−4/g
b
c

•

Γ(θφ)
a

•

Γb
ca + /g

θφ
/g
b
c/g
d
e

•

Γb
c
f

•

Γd
ef − /g

θφ∇ah×∇
ah×

]

,

and R̃ab is an auxiliary tensor we introduce simply to
make expressions shorter,

R̃ab := Rab +∇(aFb) +Wab , (40)

Rab being the reduced Ricci tensor defined as,

Rab := Rab −∇(aZb) −Wab , (41)

where F a are the gauge source functions and Wab repre-
sents a a generic constraint addition, by which we mean
any expression homogeneous in the constraints. We do
not expect the reader to be enlightened by these long ex-
pressions. However we choose to present them nonethe-
less for the sake of completeness and in order to highlight
the fact that the information contained in them, together
with (19) and the help of computer algebra, provides a
fairly quick way to write the EFEs in terms of deriva-
tives of the 10 metric functions. We will only be working
in vacuum, so all the components of the reduced Ricci
tensor Rab are zero. In order to get our final equations
we only have to pick the gauge source functions F a and
the constraint addition Wab. We have seen in [27] that
the special interplay between gauge choice and constraint
addition can be exploited to turn the EFEs into a system
of 8 ugly equations with a natural number p and 2 good
equations. These choices are highly non-unique as only
the first few orders of the solutions to these equations
are concerned. Here we want to find a choice that en-
sures this number of uglies and goods, while preventing
the appearance of logs up to order p, and then show the
final form of the EFEs in the most convenient way.

A. Constraints

Up to gauge fixing, the constraints Za :=
•

Γa + F a are
defined by the following,

•

Γσ =
2e−ϕ

τ
∇ψC

R
+ −

2e−ϕ

R̊
∇ψR̊ −

CA
τ
/D
A
CR+ + /D

A
C+
A ,

•

Γσ = −
2e−ϕ

R̊
∇ψR̊ −

2e−ϕ

τ
∇ψC

R
− +

CA
τ
/D
A
CR− + /D

A
C−

A ,

•

ΓA = R̊

(

/g
AB /D

C
qBC −

1

2
/g
BC /D

A
qBC

)

+ /D
A
ϕ

−
/g
AB

τ

(

∇ψC
+
B +∇ψC

−

B − CB
∇ψCR+ −∇ψCR−

τ

)

, (42)

where the only terms that contribute to leading order are
the ones proportional to bad derivatives of CR+ , R̊ and C+

B ,
respectively. This means that we can write,

Zσ ≃ ∇ψC
R
+ ,

Zσ ≃ −
2

R̊
∇ψR̊ ,

ZA ≃ −
/g
AB

2
∇ψC

+
B . (43)

The fact that, to leading order, each constraint is essen-
tially a bad derivative of a metric function will allow us
to use constraint addition for two separate purposes. The
first is to turn 4 out of 10 equations into uglies with a
natural number p, which is done by adding constraints
in such a way that they will contribute to second order
in R−1. Later in this work, we will see that bad deriva-
tives of CR+ , R̊ and C+

A give rise to formally singular terms
that create problems in numerical implementations. We
will see that these terms appear at third order in R−1 in
some of the equations and that we can get rid of them
by constraint addition. For this reason, we will sepa-
rate Wab into a leading and a subleading contributions,

W
(1)
ab and W

(2)
ab , respectively,

Wab =W
(1)
ab +W

(2)
ab . (44)

In this section, because we are only worried about estab-
lishing the leading asymptotics of the metric fields and
not the existence of formally singular terms, we will only

fix W
(1)
ab and leave W

(2)
ab free for the moment.

B. Gauge

We introduce the Cartesian harmonic gauge defined
by F a = F̊ a with,

F̊ a = gbcΓ[∇̃,
•

∇]b
a
c , (45)

where Γ[∇̃,
•

∇]a
b
c are given functions of the coordi-

nates. For conciseness we will use explicitly standard
spherical polar coordinates as shell coordinates but in
the code a different choice could be needed. For this
reason, Γ[∇̃,

•

∇]b
a
c are just the Christoffel symbols of

Minkowski spacetime in polar coordinates. Explicitly,

F̊ σ =
2e−ǫ

R
coshh+ coshh× + C+

A F̊
A ,

F̊ σ = −
2e−ǫ

R
coshh+ coshh× + C−

A F̊
A ,

F̊ θ =
cot θ

R̊2
eh+ coshh× −

2

R
/g
Rθ ,

F̊φ = −
2 cot θ

sin θR̊2
sinhh× −

2

R
/g
Rφ . (46)
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We choose a gauge that is Cartesian harmonic to leading
order, with a higher order correction F̌ a which we specify
later,

F σ =
2

R̊
coshh+ coshh× + C+

A F̊
A + F̌ σ ,

F σ = −
2

R̊
coshh+ coshh× + C−

A F̊
A + F̌ σ ,

F θ =
cot θ

R̊2
eh+ coshh× −

2

R̊
/g
Rθ + F̌ θ ,

Fφ = −
2 cot θ

sin θR̊2
sinhh× −

2

R̊
/g
Rφ +

F̌φ

sin2 θ
. (47)

Notice that we in its present form, (47) does not have any
explicit ǫ or R. We can do this because it does not require
changing the fact that the gauge is Cartesian harmonic
to leading order and we choose to do it because the final
expressions turn out to be simpler if these objects are
replaced by R̊.

C. Ugly equations with p

In order to turn a wave equation into an ugly, we only
need to consider the leading order contributions of the
various terms. In total we have 4 constraints and 4 gauge
source functions we are free to add and choose, respec-
tively. Each of these can be used to turn one metric
function into an ugly. In other words, this freedom al-
lows us to write 8 out of 10 equations as uglies. In the
following we explain how to do this for each of them.
Radial coordinate light speed CR+ : The equation for CR+

can be written as,

•

�CR+ = e−ϕψa∇ψFa + e−ϕWψψ + (ΓΓ)ψψ . (48)

Plugging (47) in the first term on the RHS we get that,

e−ϕψa∇ψFa = −
2

R̊2
∇ψR̊−

1

τ
F σ∇ψC

R
+ + o+(R−2) .

(49)

The notation f = o+(h) means

∃ǫ > 0 : lim
R→∞

f

hR−ǫ
= 0 . (50)

or in other words, fall off faster than f = o(h); more
precisely, o+(h) = o(hR−ǫ). Whenever it is unambigu-
ous, we will use ≃ to denote the presence of these higher
order terms because it makes expressions shorter. Using
computer algebra, it is possible to show that,

(ΓΓ)ψψ =
2e−ϕ

τ2
(∇ψC

R
+)

2 +
2e−ϕ

R̊2
(∇ψR̊)

2 + o+(R−2) .

(51)

As was said above, the constraint Zσ is essentially a bad
derivative of CR+ to leading order and hence it can be used

to make sure that (48) is an ugly by changing the RHS
to satisfy (23). With this in mind we choose,

W
(1)
ψψ = Zσeϕ

(

p

R̊
∇ψR̊−

1

τ
∇ψC

R
+

)

, (52)

so that the wave equation for CR+ can be written as,

•

�CR+ =
2(p+ 1)e−ϕ

τR̊
∇ψR̊∇ψC

R
+ +NCR

+
. (53)

This means that CR+ is now an ugly with natural num-
ber p.
Radial coordinate light speed CR−: The equation for CR−

is the following,
•

�CR− = −e−ϕψa∇ψFa − e−ϕWψψ + (ΓΓ)ψψ . (54)

where the first term on the RHS, to leading order, be-
haves as,

−e−ϕψa∇ψFa ≃ −∇ψF̌
σ +

1

R̊
∇ψC

R
− +

2

R̊2
, (55)

and the second as,

(ΓΓ)ψψ ≃ −
1

2
(∇ψh+)

2 −
1

2
(∇ψh×)

2 −
2

R̊2
. (56)

Because none of the constraints contains a bad derivative
of CR− , we cannot use constraint addition to turn this
variable into an ugly. So we choose,

W
(1)
ψψ = 0 . (57)

However, a bad derivative of F σ contributes to leading
order, so we can choose the gauge in order to get the
asymptotic behavior that we are looking for. In order
to get (23), we need to make sure that our gauge choice
satisfies the following condition,

∇ψF̌
σ ≃

1

2
(∇ψh+)

2 +
1

2
(∇ψh×)

2 −
p

R̊
∇ψC

R
− . (58)

We do that by separating F̌ σ in two parts,

F̌ σ =
1

R̊
F̌
σ
1 −

p

R̊
(1 + CR−) , (59)

where F̌
σ
1 is a function we will call gauge driver since

its purpose will be to drive the asymptotics of one of
the gauge source functions to a preassigned value at null
infinity. The condition (58) implies that,

1

R̊
∇ψF̌

σ
1 ≃

1

2
(∇ψh+)

2 +
1

2
(∇ψh×)

2 , (60)

which cannot be simply integrated. As other derivatives
of the function F̌

σ
1 will show up in other equations, it is

possible that these will interfere with the principal part
of those equations potentially spoiling hyperbolicity. The
way to get around this is to treat F̌

σ
1 as another evolved

variable and choosing a wave equation for it to satisfy
that forces the asymptotic condition (60). As this equa-
tion will not be an ugly, we dedicate to its treatment its
own subsection at the end of this section.
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Determinant of the metric in the T -R plane ϕ: The
equation for ϕ is,

•

�ϕ =
2e−ϕ

τ
ψ(aψb)(∇aFb +Wab) + (ΓΓ)ψψ . (61)

Since no constraint contains any bad derivative of ϕ, we
choose,

W
(1)
ψψ =W

(1)
ψψ = 0 , (62)

and we must rely on gauge fixing to turn ϕ into an ugly.
To leading order we have,

2e−ϕ

τ
ψ(aψb)∇aFb ≃

1

2
∇ψF̌

σ +
1

R̊
∇ψϕ+

2

R̊2
, (63)

and,

(ΓΓ)ψψ ≃ −
2

R̊
. (64)

In order to obtain (23), we must only guarantee that F σ

satisfies,

∇ψF̌
σ ≃

2p

R̊
∇ψϕ , (65)

so we make the explicit choice,

F̌ σ =
2p

R̊
(eϕ − 1) . (66)

Finally, we can write,

•

�ϕ =
2(p+ 1)e−ϕ

τR̊
∇ψR̊∇ψϕ+Nϕ . (67)

Angular coordinate light speeds C+
A : The variables C+

A
with wave equations,

•

�C+
A = −2e−ϕ/gA

(aψb)(∇aFb +Wab) + (ΓΓ)ψA , (68)

need to be rescaled in order to be classified as uglies, and
the same goes for C−

A . That is done by defining the new
variables,

R̊Ĉ±

A = C±

A , (69)

and requiring that Ĉ±

A behave as ugly fields instead. This
rescaling yields,

•

�C±

A ≃ R̊
•

�Ĉ±

A −
2e−ϕ

τ
∇ψR̊∇ψĈ

±

A . (70)

Also, it can be seen that,

−2e−ϕ/gA
(aψb)∇aFb + (ΓΓ)ψA ≃ 2∇ψĈ

+
A , (71)

so a choice of constraint addition we can use to turn Ĉ+
A

into an ugly is,

W
(1)
ψA = 2ZA

(

p∇ψR̊− 2eϕ
)

. (72)

Putting all this together we find,

•

�Ĉ+
A =

2(p+ 1)e−ϕ

τR̊
∇ψR̊∇ψĈ

+
A +N

Ĉ
+

A
. (73)

Angular coordinate light speeds C−

A : The wave equa-

tion satisfied by C−

A is,

•

�C−

A = −2e−ϕ/gA
(aψb)(∇aFb +Wab) + (ΓΓ)ψA . (74)

Rescaling C−

A as in (69) yields (70). Since none of the

constraints contain bad derivatives of Ĉ−

A , we set,

/gA
aW

(1)
(aψ) = 0 , (75)

and we must now use our last 2 free gauge source func-
tions FA. We have that,

−2e−ϕ/gA
(aψb)∇aFb ≃ 2∇ψĈ

−

A − R̊2
•

∇ψF̌
A (76)

+ cot θδθA(2−∇ψh+) + 2 cos θδφA∇ψh× ,

and,

(ΓΓ)ψA ≃ − cot θδθA(2−∇ψh+)− 2 cos θδφA∇ψh× .

(77)

So the condition we need FA to satisfy is,

R̊2
•

∇ψF̌
A ≃ (1− p)∇ψ Ĉ

−

A , (78)

and one possible choice is,

F̌A =
1− p

R̊2
Ĉ−

A . (79)

So we can write,

•

�Ĉ−

A =
2(p+ 1)e−ϕ

τR̊
∇ψR̊∇ψĈ

−

A +N
Ĉ
−

A
. (80)

D. Ugly equation with p = 1

Determinant of the metric in the θ-φ plane ǫ or in-
verse areal radius R̊−1: There is only one more metric
function that we can possibly hope to turn into an ugly
field with natural number p with this method. The field ǫ
satisfies the following equation,

•

�(ǫ+
•

ǫ) = −/g
ab∇aFb −✚✚W + (✟✟ΓΓ) , (81)

and we want to deal with it a little differently. Instead of
evolving ǫ, we want to evolve R̊−1. Notice that this new
variable is necessarily an ugly, since both good and bad
derivatives of it must improve, even if ǫ is just a good
field. To see this we can expand the exponential in the
definition of R̊,

R̊−1 =
1

R
−
ǫ1,0(ψ

∗)

2R2
+ o+(R−2) , (82)

where ǫ1,0(ψ
∗) is a function that does not vary along out-

going null curves. To leading order, the quantities
•

�(ǫ+
•

ǫ)

and
•

�R̊−1 are related in the following way,

•

�(ǫ+
•

ǫ) ≃ 2R̊
•

�R̊−1 −
4e−ϕ

τ
∇ψR̊∇ψR̊

−1 . (83)
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Also, we have that,

−/g
ab∇aFb ≃ −

2R̊

τ
F σ∇ψR̊

−1 , (84)

and,

(✟✟ΓΓ) = o+(R−1) . (85)

Setting the constraint addition✚✚W to be,

/W
(1)

= Zσ
2(p̄− 1)

τR̊
∇ψR̊ , (86)

we get that R̊−1 is an ugly with natural number p̄,

•

�R̊−1 =
2(p̄+ 1)e−ϕ

τR̊
∇ψR̊∇ψR̊

−1 +NR̊−1 , (87)

where we introduced the natural number p̄ instead of p
because we want R̊−1 to behave differently from the other
fields.
If ǫ is a good, then the SNFs of R̊−1 are O(R−4): This

choice of constraint addition yields a wave equation for ǫ
of the type,

•

�ǫ =
2p̄e−ϕ

τR̊
∇ψR̊∇ψǫ+Nǫ . (88)

Plugging (88) in (83) then gives,

•

�R̊−1 =
2(p̄+ 1)e−ϕ

τR̊
∇ψR̊∇ψR̊

−1 +
p̄− 1

R̊3
+ o+(R−3) ,

(89)

or equivalently,

NR̊−1 ≃
p̄− 1

R̊3
. (90)

This means that if we choose p̄ = 1, we can ensure that
the stratified null forms in the wave equation for R̊−1 are
one order better than what would normally be expected,
o+(R−3) rather than o+(R−2). According to (88), this

choice makes ǫ become a good field, while R̊−1 remains an
ugly by construction, see (82). It is worth pausing here
a moment to analyze this choice from the point of view
of the peeling property. The strategy employed in [27]
to ensure that the components of the Weyl tensor peel
was to make 8 metric functions be ugly with a natural
number p that guarantees no logs are generated up to
that order. Here, by choosing ǫ to be a good, we are
forced to have R̊−1 be an ugly with p̄ = 1, so by what we
know about the subleading asymptotics of generic ugly
fields, we could expect logarithmically divergent terms to
appear from second order near null infinity. However R̊−1

is not a generic ugly. It is built purely from ǫ. Now we
also know that good fields cannot generate logs, they can
merely inherit them. So, despite R̊−1 being an ugly with
a fixed p̄ = 1, it cannot generate logs at any order down
in the expansion. In other words, for p sufficiently large
(p = 7, see [27]), the Weyl tensor necessarily still peels
(with the strict assumptions (34) on initial data).

E. Good equations

h+ and h×: The wave equations satisfied by h+
and h× are,

•

�h+ = −
2

/g
θθ

[

(∇F )θθ +W θθ
]

+ (ΓΓ)θθ ,

•

�h× = −2/gθφ cothh×
[

(∇F )θφ +W θφ
]

+ (ΓΓ)θφ . (91)

We can see that,

−
2

/g
θθ
(∇F )θθ + (ΓΓ)θθ =

1

R̊
∇ψh+ + o+(R−2) , (92)

− 2/gθφ cothh×(∇F )
θφ + (ΓΓ)θφ =

1

R̊
∇ψh× + o+(R−2) ,

so, according to (28) we do not need to add constraints
to get the behavior we are looking for. This means that,

W (1)θθ =W (1)θφ = 0 , (93)

and we can write both equations as standard good equa-
tions,

•

�h+ =
2e−ϕ

τR̊
∇ψR̊∇ψh+ +Nh+

,

•

�h× =
2e−ϕ

τR̊
∇ψR̊∇ψh× +Nh×

. (94)

F. Gauge driver

Gauge driver F̌
σ
1 : To make sure that hyperbolicity

remains untouched while the gauge source functions sat-
isfy (58) we need to treat F̌

σ
1 as an eleventh evolved vari-

able and require it so satisfy a wave equation that forces
the asymptotic behavior (58). Let us then consider the
equation,

•

�F̌
σ
1 =

2e−ϕ

τR̊

[

(p+ 1)∇ψR̊∇ψF̌
σ
1 −

p

R̊
H

]

, (95)

where 2H/R̊2 := (∇ψh+)
2 +(∇ψh×)

2. We want to show

that the wave equation (95) makes F̌
σ
1 satisfy (58), so for

now we are only interested in the leading order terms.
Therefore, we can write

∇ψ∇ψf1 ≃ −
p

R

[

∇ψf1 −H
]

, (96)

where f := R̊F̌
σ
1 . Adding the stratified null form ∇ψH

to either side, which we can do because SNFs do not
influence the leading order behavior by definition, we get
an ODE for the leading behavior of ∇ψF̌

σ
1 −H,

∇ψ

[

∇ψf1 −H
]

≃ −
p+ 1

R

[

∇ψf1 −H
]

. (97)
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This can be integrated to give the asymptotics we are
looking for,

∇ψf1 −H ≃
α(ψ∗)

Rp
, (98)

as long as p is a natural number. The wave equation sat-
isfied by the gauge driver in [27] is not exactly the same
as this one, but they coincide asymptotically. Therefore,
the proof that the variable F̌

σ
1 cannot introduce any logs

in the system up to order p goes through in exactly the
same way and we repeat it here. Note that we we have
assumed that the gauge driver satisfies the same require-
ments on initial data than the rest of the metric fields
namely (34).

IV. THE EINSTEIN FIELD EQUATIONS IN

SECOND ORDER FORM

Based on the discussion from the last section, we sum-
marize the choices we have made for the constraint ad-
ditions and gauge source functions. Then we write the
resulting second order equations explicitly as concisely as
possible. The choice of constraint addition encoded by

the tensor W
(1)
ab is the following,

W
(1)
ψψ = Zσeϕ

(

p

R̊
∇ψR̊ −

1

τ
∇ψC

R
+

)

,

W
(1)
ψA = 2ZA

(

p∇ψR̊ − 2eϕ
)

, (99)

with all other components set to zero. Notice that up

to this point we have not yet chosen W
(2)
ab for any of the

equations and we do not have to, since by construction
this choice bears no influence on the leading asymptotics
of the metric functions. The choice of gauge is,

F σ =
2

R̊
coshh+ coshh× + C+

A F̊
A +

2p

R̊
(eϕ − 1) ,

F σ = −
2

R̊
coshh+ coshh× + C−

A F̊
A −

p

R̊
(1 + CR−) +

1

R̊
F̌
σ
1 ,

F θ =
cot θ

R̊2
eh+ coshh× −

2

R̊
/g
Rθ +

1− p

R̊2
Ĉ−

θ ,

Fφ = −
2 cot θ

sin θR̊2
sinhh× −

2

R̊
/g
Rφ +

1− p

sin2 θR̊2
Ĉ−

φ . (100)

Einstein field equations: Here it pays off to change
the variables that usually appear inside exponentials in
such a way that we can clearly separate the leading ±1
from the functions we wish to evolve. This will allow us
to rescale the variables directly by R̊, as we will have to
do later on. Let ϕ̃ denote field eϕ− 1, h̃+ denote eh+ − 1

and h̃× denote eh× − 1. Then the wave equations for
these variables change like,

•

�qϕ̃ = Ñϕ(ϕ̃+ 1)−
1

ϕ̃+ 1
∇aϕ̃∇

aϕ̃ ,

•

�qh̃+ = Ñh+
(h̃+ + 1)−

1

h̃+ + 1
∇ah̃+∇

ah̃+ ,

•

�qh̃× = Ñh×
(h̃× + 1)−

1

h̃× + 1
∇ah̃×∇

ah̃× . (101)

Although this choice of variables changes the second or-
der equations, it does so in such a way that the leading
order remains unaffected. Hence good equations remain
good, ugly ones remain ugly and so on. Expanding the
wave operator and using (25) we can write all 11 field
equations as,

•

�pC
R
+ = σa∇ψFa + e−ϕWψψ −

2(p+ 1)e−ϕ

τR̊
∇ψR̊∇ψC

R
+

+ (ΓΓ)ψψ ,

•

�pC
R
− = −σa∇ψFa + (ΓΓ)ψψ −

2(p+ 1)e−ϕ

τR̊
∇ψR̊∇ψC

R
− ,

•

�pϕ̃ =
2e−ϕ

τ
σ(aψb)∇aFb + e−ϕ(ΓΓ)ψψ

−
2(p+ 1)e−3ϕ

τR̊
∇ψR̊∇ψϕ̃− e−ϕ∇aϕ̃∇

aϕ̃ ,

•

�pĈ
+

A = −2e−ϕ/g
a
A
ψb∇(aFb) +

2e−ϕ

τ
∇ψR̊∇ψĈ

+

A + (ΓΓ)ψA

− 2e−ϕ/g
a
A
Wψa −

2pe−ϕ

τR̊2
∇ψR̊∇ψĈ

+

A

− Ĉ
+

A

•

�R̊− 2 /∇aĈ
+

A /∇
a
R̊ ,

•

�pĈ
−

A = −2e−ϕ/g
a
A
ψb∇(aFb) +

2e−ϕ

τ
∇ψR̊∇ψĈ

−

A + (ΓΓ)ψA

−
2pe−ϕ

τR̊2
∇ψR̊∇ψĈ

−

A − Ĉ
−

A

•

�R̊− 2 /∇aĈ
−

A /∇
a
R̊ ,

•

�1R̊
−1 =

1

2R̊

[

−/g
ab∇aFb −✚✚W + (✟✟ΓΓ)− /g

θθ(1 + cot θ2)
]

+
1

R̊
∇aR̊∇

aR̊ ,

•

�0h+ = −
2e−h+

/g
θθ

(∇F )θθ + e−h+(ΓΓ)θθ

−
2e−ϕ−2h+

τR̊
∇ψR̊∇ψh̃+ − e−h+∇ah̃+∇

ah̃+ ,

•

�0h× = −
2e−h×

/g
θθ

(∇F )θφ + e−h×(ΓΓ)θφ

−
2e−ϕ−2h×

τR̊
∇ψR̊∇ψh̃× − e−h×∇ah̃×∇

ah̃× ,

•

�pF̌
σ
1 +

2pe−ϕ

τR̊2
H = 0 . (102)

Only the LHSs of these equations can possibly contribute
to leading order and all of the RHSs are stratified null
forms. This means that the leading order asymptotics of
each metric function, and therefore whether it qualifies
as a good or an ugly or otherwise, is determined solely
by the operator on the LHS. Therefore the 11 equations
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can be written in the very concise form,

•

�qφ = Nφ ,
•

�pF̌
σ
1 = −

p+ 1

R̊
H , (103)

where φ ∈ {CR± , Ĉ
±

A , ϕ, R̊
−1, h+, h×}, q = p for φ ∈

{CR± , Ĉ
±

A , ϕ}, q = 1 for φ = R̊−1 and q = 0 for φ ∈
{h+, h×}. The stratified null forms Nφ are the RHSs of
the corresponding equations in (102).
Alternative form: A less concise way to write the

wave equations that is more useful for what we aim to do
in the next section makes use of (30),

1

R̊q+1
∇ψ

[

R̊q+1∇ψφ
]

−
τeϕ

2
/∆φ = Ñφ , (104)

1

R̊p+1
∇ψ

[

R̊p+1∇ψF̌
σ
1

]

−
τeϕ

2
/∆F̌

σ
1 −

p

R̊2
H = ÑF̌

σ
1
.

This amounts to simply moving all the stratified null
forms in

•

�qφ to the RHS and redefining Ñφ so that all
the principal terms and those that contribute to leading
order are on the LHS.

V. FIRST ORDER REDUCTION

In order to implement the EFEs in this framework nu-
merically it is useful to reduce them to a system of first
order differential equations. This is done by defining re-
duction variables, then rescaling the evolved fields and
compactifying the radial coordinate. Although the equa-
tions in question are naturally more numerous and com-
plicated, most of this goes along the lines of the work
done in [23].

A. Picking the variables

We begin by choosing the variables we will use in or-
der to build our first order system. As was said above, it
pays off to avoid special functions of variables, e.g. expo-
nentials, in the equations because they have a leading 1
that is not explicit. We leave a more detailed explanation
of this problem for the last section of this work. Let φ
denominate any of the following fields,

CR± ∓ 1 , Ĉ
±

A , eϕ − 1 , R̊−1 ,

eh+ − 1 , eh× − 1, F̌
σ
1 . (105)

Moreover, let φ,ψ, φ,ψ and φ,A denote ∇ψφ, ∇ψφ

and /DAφ, respectively.

B. Picking the equations

The first order reduction is done by treating φ,ψ, φ,ψ
and φ,A as independent variables and the second order

differential equations as first order ones for these vari-
ables. In order to relate them to the original variables φ,
we will choose one (or a combination) of the definitions
as an additional evolution equation and treat the others,

φ,ψ = ∇ψφ , φ,ψ = ∇ψφ , φ,A = /DAφ , (106)

as reduction constraints. After the reduction, where we
had 11 independent variables, we end up with 4 addi-
tional variables per original one so we will need 55 inde-
pendent equations. The first set of equations is naturally
the wave equations (103), which we can now write in
terms of the reduction variables. This way we have,

1

R̊q+1
∇ψ

[

R̊q+1φψ

]

−
τeϕ

2
/D
A
φA = Ñφ , (107)

for the uglies and goods. Finally, the equation for the
derivative along ψ of the gauge driver reads,

1

R̊p+1
∇ψ

[

R̊p+1F̌
σ
1,ψ

]

−
τeϕ

2
/D
A
F̌
σ
1,A −

p

R̊2
H = ÑF̌

σ
1
.

(108)

Replacing φ with the appropriate fields, this gives 11 first
order differential equations for the variables φ,ψ. The
second and third sets of equations will be given by the
torsion-free condition

•

∇a∇bφ =
•

∇b∇aφ contracted with
the vectors ψa and ψa, and T a and /gA

a, respectively. Let
us take the first combination of vectors,

ψaψb
•

∇a∇bφ = ψaψb
•

∇b∇aφ , (109)

⇒∇ψ∇ψφ− (
•

∇ψψ)
a∇aφ = ∇ψ∇ψφ− (

•

∇ψψ)
a∇aφ ,

⇒∇ψφ,ψ −∇ψφ,ψ =
1

τ

(

CR−,ψ − CR+,ψ

)(

φ,ψ − φ,ψ

)

.

We already have an evolution equation for φ,ψ in (107),

so we want (112) to be one for φ,ψ. To do this, we expand
the LHSs of (107) and (108) and plug them in (112) to
get,

∇ψφ,ψ =
τeϕ

2
/D
A
φ,A + Ñφ − (q + 1)R̊φ,ψ(R̊

−1),ψ

−
1

τ

(

CR+,ψ − CR−,ψ

)(

φ,ψ − φ,ψ

)

. (110)

We are free to add any amount of the constraints we
wish to these equations and it is worth doing so in (110)
in order to get rid of the bad derivative of CR+ . We do
this for reasons we will explain later on when we discuss
the existence of formally singular terms. We add,

eϕ

2
Zσ
(

φ,ψ − φ,ψ

)

, (111)

so that (110) becomes,

∇ψφ,ψ =
τeϕ

2
/D
A
φ,A + Ñφ + (q + 1)R̊φ,ψ(R̊

−1),ψ

−
1

τ

(

CR+,ψ − CR−,ψ −
τeϕ

2
Zσ
)

(

φ,ψ − φ,ψ

)

. (112)
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for all metric functions except the gauge driver and,

∇ψF̌
σ
1,ψ =

τeϕ

2
/D
A
F̌
σ
1,A +

p

R̊2
H+ (p+ 1)R̊F̌

σ
1,ψ(R̊

−1),ψ

−
1

τ

(

CR+ψ − CR−ψ −
τeϕ

2
Zσ
)

(

F̌
σ
1,ψ − F̌

σ
1,ψ

)

+ Ñφ .

This gives us 11 additional equations. Following the same
procedure with the second combination of vectors we get
and evolution equation for φ,A,

τ∇Tφ,A − CR+ /DAφ,ψ + CR− /DAφ,ψ =

φ,ψ

(

CR−
τ
τ,A +

CA
τ
∇TC

R
− +∇TC

+
A + /DAC

R
+

)

(113)

+ φ,ψ

(

−
CR+
τ
τ,A −

CA
τ
∇TC

R
+ +∇TC

−

A − /DAC
R
−

)

,

where ∇T was used merely as shorthand for 1
τ (C

R
+∇ψ −

CR−∇ψ). Again we are free to add any amount of the
constraints to this equation and we choose to add,

W
(3)
φ =

CR+R̊e
ϕ

2∂RR̊
∂R /DA(R̊φ)Z

σ , (114)

to the LHS, to get,

τ∇Tφ,A +W
(3)
φ − CR+ /DAφ,ψ + CR− /DAφ,ψ =

φ,ψ

(

CR−
τ
τ,A +

CA
τ
∇TC

R
− +∇TC

+
A + /DAC

R
+

)

(115)

+ φ,ψ

(

−
CR+
τ
τ,A −

CA
τ
∇TC

R
+ +∇TC

−

A − /DAC
R
−

)

.

This is not done in order to eliminate formally singular
terms, but to make the proof of symmetric hyperbolicity
of the final system of equations more straightforward.
This gives us another 22 equations and it is valid for all
the metric functions. We now have one equation for each
of the reduction variables, leaving us only with the task
of choosing equations that will relate these to the original
variables. We pick the equations,

φ,ψ = ∇ψφ , (116)

to serve that purpose and treat,

φ,ψ = ∇ψφ , φ,A = /DAφ , (117)

as constraints that one needs to make sure are satisfied
everywhere when evolving the system numerically.

C. Rescaling the variables

We know from previous studies on the good-bad-ugly
model that the fields themselves have decay and their
derivatives may enhance that decay or keep it the same
depending on if the derivative is good or bad. Ideally,

when implementing this model numerically, we would
have regular equations for variables that we expect to
have regular behavior and a finite value at null infinity.
In this section we will rescale the fields and the reduc-
tion variables with powers of R̊ to find the best possible
variables to evolve. Naturally we cannot rescale the vari-
able R̊−1 by powers of R̊, so we will have to treat this
particular variable differently. We begin by rescaling all
the other variables in the following way,

Φ := R̊φ , Φψ := R̊∇ψΦ ,

Φψ := ∇ψΦ , ΦA := /DAΦ . (118)

Having in mind the asymptotics of goods and uglies de-
rived in [26], and of the gauge driver in [27], we can expect
this rescaling to give reduction variables that asymptote
to finite values or zero at null infinity in all cases. For
the variable R̊−1 we introduce a different rescaling,

ρψ := −R̊
[

R̊2(R̊−1),ψ + 1
]

, ρψ := −R̊2(R̊−1),ψ + 1 ,

ρA := −R̊2(R̊−1),A , (119)

which can be written alternatively as,

∇ψR̊ = 1 +
ρψ

R̊
, ∇ψR̊ = −1 + ρψ ,

/DAR̊ = ρA . (120)

Plugging this into the equations derived in the last sec-
tion, (107), (112), (115) and (116), we find,

1

R̊q+1
∇ψ

[

R̊qΦψ

]

−
τeϕ

2R̊
/D
A
ΦA = N

(1)
φ ,

1

R̊2
∇ψΦψ −

τeϕ

2R̊
/D
A
ΦA +

q

R̊2
Φψ = N

(2)
φ ,

τ∇TΦA +W
(3)
φ − CR+ /DAΦψ +

CR−

R̊
/DAΦψ = N

(3)
φ R̊ ,

∇ψΦ− Φψ = 0 , (121)

where we have packed all the stratified null forms in the

definitions of N
(1)
φ , N

(2)
φ and N

(3)
φ on the RHS,

N
(1)
φ := Ñφ − ΦÑR̊−1 +

Φψ

R̊3
(ρψ − 1)−

τeϕΦA

R̊2
ρA ,

N
(2)
φ :=

1

τR̊

(

CR+,ψ − CR−,ψ −
τeϕ

2
Zσ
)(

Φψ

R̊
− Φψ

)

−
q

R̊3
Φψρψ +

2Φψ

R̊3
(ρψ − 1)−

τeϕΦA

R̊2
ρA + Ñφ − ΦÑR̊−1 ,

N
(3)
φ =

1

R̊
Φψ

(

−
CR+
τ
τ,A −

CA
τ
∇T C

R
+ +∇TC

−

A − /DAC
R
−

)

+
1

R̊2
Φψ

(

2CR−ρA +
CR−
τ
τ,A +

CA
τ
∇TC

R
− +∇T C

+
A + /DAC

R
+

)

.

(122)

To obtain the equations for the gauge driver we only need
to modify (121) slightly in order to include the RHS of
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the third equation in (103),

1

R̊p+1
∇ψ

[

R̊pΦψ

]

−
τeϕ

2R̊
/D
A
ΦA −

p

R̊2
H = N

(1)

F̌
σ
1

,

1

R̊2
∇ψΦψ −

τeϕ

2R̊
/D
A
ΦA −

p

R̊2
(H− Φψ) = N

(2)

F̌
σ
1

,

τ∇TΦA +W
(3)
φ − CR+ /DAΦψ +

CR−

R̊
/DAΦψ = N

(3)
φ R̊ ,

∇ψΦ− Φψ = 0 , (123)

where the stratified null forms (122) still apply. Following
the same procedure that resulted in (121) we obtain for

the inverse areal radius R̊−1,

1

R̊2
∇ψρψ −

τeϕ

2R̊2
/D
A
ρA = −ÑR̊−1 −

τeϕ

R̊3
ρAρ

A ,

1

R̊3
∇ψρψ −

τeϕ

2R̊2
/D
A
ρA = N

(2)

R̊−1
,

τ∇T ρA +W (3)
ρ − CR+ /DAρψ +

CR−

R̊
/DAρψ = N

(3)

R̊−1
R̊2 ,

∇ψR̊
−1 =

1

R̊2
(1− ρψ) , (124)

where the stratified null forms on the RHSs are defined
as,

N
(2)

R̊−1
:= −ÑR̊−1 −

ρψ(1− ρψ)

R̊4
−
τeϕρAρ

A

R̊3

+
1

τR̊2

(

CR+ψ − CR−ψ −
τeϕ

2
Zσ
)(

2− ρψ +
ρψ

R̊

)

,

N
(3)

R̊−1
=

CR−

R̊4
ρψρA (125)

+

(

1

R̊2
+
ρψ

R̊3

)(

−
CR+
τ
τ,A −

CA
τ
∇TC

R
+ +∇TC

−

A − /DAC
R
−

)

−

(

1

R̊2
−
ρψ

R̊2

)(

CR−
τ
τ,A +

CA
τ
∇T C

R
− +∇T C

+
A + /DAC

R
+

)

.

We now have all the wave equations in first order form
with all variables rescaled.
Rescaled reduction constraints: With the exception

of R̊−1 all variables must satisfy the following reduction
constraints,

R̊∇ψΦ− Φψ = 0 , /DAΦ− ΦA = 0 , (126)

whereas R̊−1 must satisfy,

∇ψ(R̊
−1) +

1

R̊2

(

1 +
ρψ

R̊

)

= 0 ,

/DA(R̊
−1) +

ρA

R̊2
= 0 , (127)

This concludes the rescaling of the variables and we are
now ready to compactify the radial coordinate and move
to hyperboloidal slices.

VI. HYPERBOLOIDAL COMPACTIFICATION

In order to write the evolution equations in their fi-
nal form, we want to define a radially compactified hy-
perboloidal coordinate system in much the same way as
was done in [23]. However, we want to work with the

areal radius R̊ as our preferred radial coordinate rather
than R. So as an intermediate step we do another coor-
dinate change.

A. From radius to areal radius

Let us consider the coordinate system (T̊ , R̊, θ̊A) re-
lated to (T,R, θA) by,

T̊ = T, R̊ = Reǫ/2, θ̊A = θA , (128)

and let us define the outgoing and incoming null vectors ψ̊

and ψ̊ in a way analogous to ψ and ψ,

ψ̊a = ∂a
T̊
+ CR̊+∂

a
R̊
, ψ̊a = ∂a

T̊
+ CR̊−∂

a
R̊
. (129)

We define the null covectors σ̊ and σ̊ analogously to σ
and σ. Similarly we define the quantities ϕ̊, τ̊ , /̊g

ab

and C̊±

A . We can write the vectors ∂aT and ∂aR in terms
of ∂a

T̊
and ∂a

R̊
in the following way,

∂aT = ∂a
T̊
+

1

τ

(

CR+∇ψR̊− CR−∇ψR̊
)

∂a
R̊
,

∂aR =
1

τ

(

∇ψR̊ −∇ψR̊
)

∂a
R̊
, (130)

and from (130) a straightforward calculation leads to,

ψ̊a =
1

∇ψR̊−∇ψR̊

[(

CR̊+ −∇ψR̊
)

ψa +
(

∇ψR̊− CR̊+

)

ψa
]

,

ψ̊a =
1

∇ψR̊−∇ψR̊

[(

CR̊− −∇ψR̊
)

ψa +
(

∇ψR̊− CR̊−

)

ψa
]

.

(131)

At this point, in order to complete the expressions that
relate the null vectors that correspond to either coordi-
nate system, we need only to find an expression for the

coordinate light speeds CR̊+ and CR̊− . This is given by,

CR̊+ =
J R̊T + CR+J

R̊
R

J T̊ T + CR+J
T̊
R

= ∇ψR̊ ,

CR̊− =
J R̊T + CR−J

R̊
R

J T̊ T + CR−J
T̊
R

= ∇ψR̊ . (132)

Plugging (132) into (131) we find that,

ψ̊a = ψa , ψ̊a = ψa . (133)

In other words, the expression for our incoming and
outgoing null vectors are invariant under the coordinate

change (T,R, θA) → (T̊ , R̊, θ̊A).
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Angular derivatives /Da: With (133) we already know
how null derivatives transform under this coordinate
change, so we are only lacking an expression that re-

lates /Da to /̊Da, where the latter is defined analogously
to the former. We contract σ̊ with ∂R̊ in order to find
the relation between ϕ and ϕ̊,

eϕ−ϕ̊ =
τ̊

τ
. (134)

Under this change of coordinates the angular basis vec-
tors transform in the following way,

∂aθA = (∂θAR̊)∂
a
R̊
+ ∂a

θ̊A
, (135)

and we can use this to find the relation between C±

A

and C̊±

A . By recognizing that,

C̊±

A = σ̊a∂
a
θ̊A
, (136)

we find that,

C̊+
A = − /DAR̊+

1

τ
(C−

A∇ψR̊+ 2C+
A∇ψR̊− C+

A∇ψR̊) ,

C̊−

A = /DAR̊−
1

τ
(2C−

A∇ψR̊+ C+
A∇ψR̊ − C−

A∇ψR̊) .

(137)

We can now build the derivatives by expanding the com-
ponents of /̊ga

b in mixed form,

/̊DAφ = /̊gA
T̊∂T̊φ+ /̊gA

R̊∂R̊φ+ /̊gA
B∂θ̊Bφ . (138)

Using (14) the non-trivial components of /̊ga
b can be writ-

ten as,

/̊gA
T̊ =

CA
τ
, /̊gA

R̊ =
C+
A∇ψR̊+ C−

A∇ψR̊

τ
. (139)

A straightforward calculation then leads to,

/̊DAφ = /DAφ , (140)

which shows that under this coordinate transformation,
all derivatives stay the same.

B. Hyperboloidal Compactification

Let us consider a third coordinate system (t, r, θ̄A)
which is related to the previous one by,

T̊ = t+H(R̊(r), θ̊A), R̊ = R̊(r), θ̄A = θ̊A , (141)

where H(R̊(r), θ̊A) and R̊(r) are called height and com-
pression functions, respectively. Note that this coor-
dinate change differs from the one in [23] insofar as
the height function depends on the angular coordinates.

Once again we define a set of null vectors associated
to (141),

ξa = ∂at + Cr+∂
a
r , ξa = ∂at + Cr−∂

a
r . (142)

For this set of coordinates we define σ̄, σ̄, ϕ̄, τ̄ , /̄g
ab

and C̄±

A .The relations between the first two coordinate
basis vectors can be written as,

∂at = ∂a
T̊
, ∂ar = H ′R̊′∂a

T̊
+ R̊′∂a

R̊
, (143)

where H ′ := ∂R̊H and R̊′ := ∂rR̊, which yields,

ξa = (1 +H ′R̊′CR̊+)∂
a
T̊
+ R̊′CR̊+∂

a
R̊
,

ξa = (1 +H ′R̊′CR̊−)∂
a
T̊
+ R̊′CR̊−∂

a
R̊
. (144)

The last ingredient we need is the expressions that relate
the coordinate light speeds. We find this for Cr+ as the
derivation of Cr− is completely analogous,

CR̊+ =
J R̊t + CR+J

R̊
r

J T̊ t + CR+J
T̊
r

=
∇ξR̊

∇ξT̊

=
Cr+R̊

′

1 + Cr+H
′R̊′

. (145)

Inverting (145) we get,

Cr± =
CR̊±

R̊′(1 − CR̊±H
′)
, (146)

where we have also included the expression for Cr−. Sub-
stituting (146) into (144) and using (129) we get,

ξa =
1

1−H ′CR̊+
ψ̊a , ξa =

1

1−H ′CR̊−
ψ̊a . (147)

Finally, using the invariance of the null vectors under the
first coordinate change we find the relation between ψa

and ψa, and ξa and ξa,

ψa = Ω+ξa , ψa = Ω−ξa , (148)

where the scalar factors Ω± are defined as,

Ω+ := 1−H ′∇ψR̊ , Ω− := 1−H ′∇ψR̊ . (149)

Angular derivatives /Da: In order to finish the com-
pactification of the coordinates we only need to find

how /̊Da transforms. In other words, we want to find

a relation between /̄Da and /Da, where the former is de-
fined in the obvious way. The steps of the procedure are
the same, so we present only the relevant expressions in
this derivation,

eϕ̊−ϕ̄ =
1

R̊′
, ∂aθ̄A = (∂θ̊AH)∂a

T̊
+ ∂a

θ̊A
, (150)
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C̄+
A =

C̊+
A −∇ψR̊(∂θ̊AH)

R̊′Ω+
, C̄−

A =
C̊−

A +∇ψR̊(∂θ̊AH)

R̊′Ω−
.

A rather lengthy calculation leads to the following result,

/DAφ = /̄DAφ−H ′

[

C̊+
A∇ξφ− C̊−

A∇ξφ
]

, (151)

where C̊±

A are given in terms of our metric variables
by (137).

VII. COMPACTIFIED EFES IN FIRST ORDER

FORM

We are now equipped to present the EFEs regular-
ized at null infinity in first order form and in radially
compactified coordinates. The equations for the metric

functions CR± ∓ 1, Ĉ
±

A, ϕ, h+ and h× are

Ω+

R̊q+1
∇ξ

[

R̊qΦψ

]

−
τeϕ

2R̊
/D
A
ΦA = N

(1)
φ ,

Ω−

R̊2
∇ξΦψ −

τeϕ

2R̊
/D
A
ΦA +

q

R̊2
Φψ = N

(2)
φ ,

CR+Ω
−∇ξΦA − CR−Ω

+∇ξΦA − CR+ /DAΦψ +
CR−

R̊
/DAΦψ

+W
(3)
φ = R̊N

(3)
φ ,

Ω−∇ξΦ− Φψ = 0 , (152)

where p is set to 0 in the cases of h+ and h× and the we

use /D
A
merely as a shorthand for the expression on the

RHS of (151) with raised indices. The equations for F̌
σ
1

are,

Ω+

R̊p+1
∇ξ

[

R̊pΦψ

]

−
τeϕ

2R̊
/D
A
ΦA −

p

R̊2
H = N

(1)

F̌
σ

1

,

Ω−

R̊2
∇ξΦψ −

τeϕ

2R̊
/D
A
ΦA −

p

R̊2
(H− Φψ) = N

(2)

F̌
σ

1

,

CR+Ω
−∇ξΦA − CR−Ω

+∇ξΦA − CR+ /DAΦψ +
CR−

R̊
/DAΦψ

+W
(3)
φ = R̊N

(3)
φ ,

Ω−∇ξΦ− Φψ = 0 , (153)

and the ones for R̊−1 are,

Ω+

R̊2
∇ξρψ −

τeϕ

2R̊2
/D
A
ρA = −ÑR̊−1 −

τeϕ

R̊3
ρAρ

A ,

Ω−

R̊3
∇ξρψ −

τeϕ

2R̊2
/D
A
ρA = N

(2)

R̊−1
,

CR+Ω
−∇ξρA − CR−Ω

+∇ξρA − CR+ /DAρψ +
CR−

R̊
/DAρψ

+W (3)
ρ = R̊2N

(3)

R̊−1
,

Ω−∇ξR̊
−1 =

1

R̊2
(1− ρψ) , (154)

Compactified reduction constraints: The final form of
the reduction constraints for all variables except R̊−1 is,

R̊Ω+∇ξΦ− Φψ = 0 , /DAΦ− ΦA = 0 , (155)

whereas R̊−1 must satisfy,

Ω+∇ξ(R̊
−1) +

1

R̊2

(

1 +
ρψ

R̊

)

= 0 ,

/DA(R̊
−1) +

ρA

R̊2
= 0 , (156)

We now have the complete set of equations written
in a radially compactified coordinate system. Equa-
tions (152), (153) and (154) are the EFEs in GHG written
as a system of first order differential equations that are
regular at null infinity, with reduction constraints given
by (155) and (156).

A. Comment on the choice of reduction variables

Thus far we have written the first order equations in
the third coordinate system (141), which we referred to
as radially compactified coordinates. We have written
the derivatives in the EFEs in terms of the compression

and height functions R̊(r) and H(R̊(r), θ̊A), but we have
said nothing so far about how we want these functions to
behave. Strictly speaking, we have not done a compacti-
fication yet. To do that we assume,

R̊′(r) ≃ R̊n , (157)

where 1 < n ≤ 2. The lower bound on n is necessary to
make r approach a finite value as R̊ goes to null infinity,
whereas 0 < n ≤ 2 is required for numerical stability, as
discussed in [30]. Moreover, we want Cr+ ≃ 1 which, to-
gether with (157) gives us the requirement on the leading
order behavior of H ,

H ′(R̊(r), θ̊A) ≃ 1−
mCR

+
,1

R̊
−

1

R̊n
, (158)

wheremCR
+
,1 is the leading order term of the field R̊(CR+−

1) and depends only on the angular coordinates. Our re-
quirements on the functional dependence of H forbid the
inclusion of higher order time dependent corrections, but
could include higher order corrections in mCR

+
,1. Fortu-

nately, provided that n < 2 the condition Cr+ ≃ 1 is sat-
isfied with (158) anyway. In the desirable n = 2 case we
instead obtain Cr+ = O(1), provided that p ≥ 2 so that no

logs are present to order R̊−2, which is acceptable also.
For all 1 < n ≤ 2 we end up with a formally singular
term in Cr+ that is easily evaluated with L’Hôpital’s rule.
To obtain instead the sharper condition Cr+ = 1 over the
full range of n we could instead solve the eikonal equa-
tion as proposed in [21]. Plugging this in (148) we get
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that the outgoing and incoming null vectors transform
asymptotically as,

Ω+ ≃
1

R̊n
, Ω− ≃ O(1) . (159)

This has a very significant influence on how far we can
go in rescaling reduction variables, because replacing ψa

with ξa gives an extra n powers of R̊−1, whereas ψa does
not. Take the first equation in (152), for example. As the
stratified null forms are o+(R−2), we can write asymp-
totically,

1

R̊q+1+n
∇ξ

[

R̊qΦψ

]

= o+(R−2) ,

⇒
1

R̊1+n
∇ξΦψ − q(R̊−1),ψΦψ = o+(R−2) ,

⇒∇ξΦψ − qR̊1+n(R̊−1),ψΦψ = o+(Rn−1) . (160)

According to the findings in [26], the only possibility for
the error terms on the RHS of the second line to decay
slower than O(Rn−2) is if there are terms proportional
to logR. As we know that such terms are suppressed up
to order q, if this number is sufficiently large we can write
that,

∇ξΦψ +
qΦψ

R̊
= O(Rn−2) . (161)

This guarantees that when we integrate numerically
along integral curves of ξa, the integral will not act upon
terms that diverge at null infinity. If we had rescaled Φψ

by another power of R̊, then we would have had to in-
tegrate an error term of the type O(Rn−1) which always
diverges. This is the reason why we cannot afford to
have this particular reduction variable approach a (non-
vanishing) finite value at null infinity. It is worth pausing
here for a moment to analyze what (158) means.

Remark 1. Our hyperboloidal compactification is differ-
ent from others done in the literature, for example in [31]
and [24], in the sense that we have allowed the height
function H to depend upon the angular coordinates (141).
The reason for this is that H ′ depends on mCR

+
,1 and we

know from [27] that that function, the numerator at first

order in R̊−1 in the polyhomogeneous expansion of CR+ ,
is an angular function, as it would be for a general ugly
field in a curved spacetime. If CR+ were a good, then mCR

+
,1

would be a radiation field, meaning that it would be al-
lowed to vary along integral curves of ψa. As a conse-
quence, H would have to vary with T as well as all other
coordinates and this type of compactification (141) would
not work.

B. Formally singular terms

When implementing this system numerically, it is help-
ful if the terms we integrate have explicitly regular lim-
its at null infinity, as opposed to terms which can only

be written as the quotient of divergent terms, for in-
stance O(R)/O(R). These formally singular terms are
implicitly regular as they acquire regular values with the
asymptotics we expect for each field, but they cause prob-
lems in the implementation nonetheless. They need to be
identified and carefully processed using L’Hôpital’s rule
before the numerical implementation, as was done for
example in [14]. This subsection is dedicated to identi-
fying the terms in (152), (153) and (154) that contribute
to subleading order and are formally singular so they can
later be treated separately, as well as to choosing the con-

straint addition W
(2)
ab so that the null forms Nφ cannot

possibly have these terms.

N
(i)
φ in terms of Nφ: For the sake of tidiness, a lot

of terms in every equation have been put together into
groups of SNFs throughout this work to allow us to fo-
cus on the principal terms and those that contribute to
leading order. However, because the goal of this paper is
ultimately to write down a set of equations that are ready
to be numerically implemented, we have to be able write
all terms in all equations explicitly as products of deriva-
tives of metric functions. In order to help the reader
navigate through these SNFs we gather those terms in

this paragraph. The SNFs named as N
(i)
φ are defined as,

N
(1)
φ := Ñφ − ΦÑR̊−1 +

Φψ

R̊3
(ρψ − 1)−

τeϕΦA

R̊2
ρA ,

N
(2)
φ :=

1

τR̊

(

CR+,ψ − CR−,ψ −
τeϕ

2
Zσ
)(

Φψ

R̊
− Φψ

)

−
q

R̊3
Φψρψ +

2Φψ

R̊3
(ρψ − 1)−

τeϕΦA

R̊2
ρA + Ñφ − ΦÑR̊−1 ,

N
(3)
φ =

1

R̊
Φψ

(

−
CR+
τ
τ,A −

CA
τ
∇T C

R
+ +∇TC

−

A − /DAC
R
−

)

+
1

R̊2
Φψ

(

2CR−ρA +
CR−
τ
τ,A +

CA
τ
∇TC

R
− +∇T C

+
A + /DAC

R
+

)

,

(162)

for all variables except R̊−1, whereas for the latter they
are,

N
(2)

R̊−1
:= −ÑR̊−1 −

ρψ(1− ρψ)

R̊4
−
τeϕρAρ

A

R̊3

+
1

τR̊2

(

CR+ψ − CR−ψ −
τeϕ

2
Zσ
)(

2− ρψ +
ρψ

R̊

)

,

N
(3)

R̊−1
=

CR−

R̊4
ρψρA (163)

+

(

1

R̊2
+
ρψ

R̊3

)(

−
CR+
τ
τ,A −

CA
τ
∇T C

R
+ +∇T C

−

A − /DAC
R
−

)

−

(

1

R̊2
−
ρψ

R̊2

)(

CR−
τ
τ,A +

CA
τ
∇TC

R
− +∇TC

+
A + /DAC

R
+

)

.

The SNFs named Ñφ are defined in terms of Nφ as,

Ñφ =−
τeϕ

2
Nφ +

eϕ

2

(

CA
τ
/D
A
CR+ − /D

A
C+
A

)

∇ψφ
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−
eϕ

2

(

CA
τ
/D
A
CR− + /D

A
C−

A

)

∇ψφ

+
1

τ
∇ψC

R
−(∇ψφ−∇ψφ) . (164)

Finally, the SNFs Nφ for each of the variables are exactly
the RHSs of (102).
Identifying formally singular terms: In order to sin-

gle out which terms might cause problems, one needs to
look at each equation carefully and multiply it through
by whatever required power of R̊ is in front of the leading
second order term. For example, in (152), the last two

equations have no R̊ in front of them, so nothing needs
to be done. The second equation needs to be multiplied
through by R̊3, whereas the first one should be multiplied
by R̊1+n, as can be seen in (160). After that, the terms
we are looking for will be those that still have some ex-
plicit positive power of R̊ left over and contribute to sub-
leading order. We begin with (152). The first equation
has a formally singular term on the LHS upon expanding
the ∇ξ derivative

qR̊n−1Φψ . (165)

On the RHS there are no such terms outside Nφ and we
leave the analysis of Nφ to the next paragraph. Bear in
mind that upstairs A indices have an implicit /g

ab, which

contains an explicit R̊−2, see (11). The second equation
in (152) contains no formally singular terms on the LHS
and none on the RHS outside Nφ. The third and fourth
equations have no formally singular terms at all. Note
that in the good equations, namely h+ and h×, terms
like (165) vanish since q = 0. In (153) we find similar
terms. In the first equation we have,

pR̊n−1(Φψ −H) . (166)

Note that the reduction variable associated with a bad
derivative of the gauge driver does not necessarily have
decay, since the gauge driver is not an ugly, so this term
seems like it diverges. However, we have built F̌

σ
1 in such

a way that (Φψ −H) decays (98). Therefore these terms

are only formally singular. In (154) there are no formally
singular terms outside NR̊−1 . The only thing left to do is
then to check if any of these terms show up in the original
stratified null forms.
Formally singular terms in Nφ: With the help of

computer algebra we typed the wave equations in sec-
ond order form (102) and substituted the gauge source
functions and constraint additions with the choices that
suppress logs up to order p, (100) and (99). Once the
EFEs were written in terms of (ΓΓ)ab functions, we re-
placed them with derivatives of the metric functions us-
ing all the components of

•

Γa
b
c. Then we rescaled all

the variables and their derivatives in order to make the
powers of R̊−1 explicit and most of the equations have
formally singular terms that arise from the fact that bad
derivatives of ugly fields have an implicit R̊−1. So terms
that are O(R−3) but contain a bad derivative of an ugly

are necessarily formally singular. However, all these bad
derivatives act upon either CR+ , R̊

−1 or C+
A , precisely the

fields associated with the 4 constraints. Because the con-
straints are essentially bad derivatives of these functions
to leading order, we can add specific combinations of the
former so the latter do not appear at third order. This is
the reason why we kept the subleading constraint addi-

tionW
(2)
ab free in the equations for the 10 metric variables.

The constraints we have to add to each of the equations
so that the stratified null forms Nφ contain no formally
singular terms are,

W
(2)
ψψ =

∇ψR̊

R̊
Zσ +

∇ψCR−
τ

Zσ ,

W
(2)
(ψψ) =

1

τR̊
Zσ +

∇ψϕ

τ
Zσ +

∇ψC
+
A

τ
ZA ,

W
(2)
ψA = −

∇ψC
−

A

τ
Zσ ,

W
(2)
ψA =

∇ψC
−

A

τ
Zσ

+ R̊
[

−2/gA
θρψ + sin θ/gA

φR̊∇ψh× − /gA
θR̊∇ψh+

]

Zθ

+ sin2 θR̊

[

−2/gA
φρψ + /gA

θ R̊

sin θ
∇ψh× + /gA

φR̊∇ψh+

]

Zφ ,

W (2)θθ =
2

τR̊
Zσ −

∇ψC
+
θ

τ
Zθ ,

W (2)θφ = −
∇ψC

+
θ

τ
Zφ , (167)

and all the unmentioned components are zero. This
means that these SNFs can now be multiplied by
the R̊1+n that comes from the LHS of the first equation
in (152) or the R̊3 in the second one and still not have
diverging factors. We have now used up all the freedom
we had in choosing gauge, adding constraints and picking
equations and reduction variables, so the set of equations
is finally complete. Equations (152), (153) and (154) are
a system of 55 first order differential equations that con-
tain a few formally singular terms which will take finite
limits on null infinity, (165) and (166).

VIII. HYPERBOLICITY

Let us define a vector va whose entries are each of
the 55 reduction variables,

v = (Φψ ,Φψ,ΦA,Φ, ..., ρψ, ρψ, ρA, ρ)
T . (168)

In order to show hyperbolicity we only need to look at
the principal part so, by definition, we can disregard all
the SNFs. Moreover, although we want to show that the
system (152), (153) and (154) is hyperbolic, we choose
to work with the system in the second coordinate sys-
tem (128), because it is simpler and there is a straight-
forward way to show that hyperbolicity gets carried over.
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Hyperbolicity in second coordinate system: We take
the equations before any change of coordinates,
(121), (123) and (124) and see that, as the the first
coordinate change leaves the directional derivatives un-
touched, replacing the standard radius with the areal ra-
dius leaves us with essentially the same equations. Split-
ting the null derivatives as combinations of coordinate
basis vectors we can write the principal part of our sys-
tem as the following,

A
T̊ ∂T̊v = M

p̊∂p̊v + S , (169)

where S denotes all the non-principal terms and M
p̊

and A
T̊ can be written as block diagonal matrices,

M
p̊ = diag(P p̊ , . . . , P p̊) ,

A
T̊ = diag(Q , . . . , Q) . (170)

Here all entries left blank are zero and P p̊ and Q can be
written as,

P p̊ =











−CR+s
p̊ 0 τeϕ

2 /g
p̊A 0

0 −CR−s
p̊ τeϕ

2 R̊/gp̊A 0
C
R
+

τ /gA
p̊ −

C
R
−

τR̊/gA
p̊ αsp̊ 0

0 0 0 −CR−s
p̊











, (171)

and,

Q =











1 0 − τeϕ

2τ̊ /g
AB C̊B 0

0 1 − τeϕ

2τ̊ R̊/g
AB C̊B 0

−
C
R
+

τ τ̊ C̊A
C
R
−

τ τ̊ R̊
C̊A 1 0

0 0 0 1











, (172)

where sp̊ = ∂R̊
p̊ and α := −(∂T R̊+

R̊eϕC
R
+

2τ Zσ). We want
to show that our equations are symmetric hyperbolic
and that requires finding a matrix D such that DM

p̊

and DA
T̊ are symmetric and DA

T̊ is positive definite.
We try the simplest possible ansatz, a diagonal matrix
and we find that a matrix of the form,

D = diag(P̃ , . . . , P̃ ) , (173)

and find that,

P̃ =









2e−ϕ

τ2 CR+
− 2e−ϕ

τ2R̊2
CR−

/gAB

1









, (174)

fulfills these criteria. To see this, we show the prod-

ucts P̃P p̊ and P̃AT̊ ,

P̃P p̊ = (175)












− 2e−ϕ

τ2 (CR+)
2sp̊ 0

C
R
+

τ /g
p̊A 0

0 2e−ϕ

τ2R̊2
(CR−)

2sp̊ −
C
R
−

τR̊/g
p̊A 0

C
R
+

τ /g
Bp̊ −

C
R
−

τR̊/g
Bp̊ αsp̊/g

AB 0

0 0 0 −CR−s
p̊













,

and,

P̃AT̊ = (176)












2e−ϕ

τ2 CR+ 0 −
C
R
+

τ τ̊ /g
AB C̊B 0

0 − 2e−ϕ

τ2R̊2
CR−

C
R
−

τ τ̊ R̊/g
AB C̊B 0

C
R
+

τ τ̊ /g
AB C̊B

C
R
−

τ τ̊ R̊/g
AB C̊B /g

AB 0

0 0 0 1













,

and check that these matrices are indeed symmetric. Fur-
thermore, using computer algebra is is straightforward to
compute the eigenvalues of the matrix (176) and see that
it is positive-definite. We then conclude that our system

of equations in the coordinates (T̊ , R̊, θ̊A) is symmetric
hyperbolic.
Coordinate change: Changing the coordinates

of (169) to the compactified ones (141) we get,

A
T̊ JT̊

α∂αv = M
p̊Jp̊

α∂αv + S (177)

⇒X∂tv = (Mp̊Jp̊
p −A

T̊JT̊
p)∂pv + S ,

whereX := A
T̊JT̊

t−M
p̊Jp̊

t and Jα̊
α are the components

of the Jacobian associated to the change (T̊ , R̊, θ̊A) →
(t, r, θ̄A). We can then write that,

∂tv = M̄
p∂pv + S̄ , (178)

where M̄
p is given by,

M̄
p = X

−1(Mp̊Jp̊
p −A

T̊ JT̊
p) . (179)

It can be seen that the Jacobian of the change of coordi-
nates and its inverse are,

J =





1 0 0

H ′R̊′ R̊′ 0
∂θ̊AH 0 1



 , J−1 =





1 0 0
−H ′ 1

R̊′
0

−∂θ̊AH 0 1



 , (180)

respectively, so that,

M̄
p = X

−1
M

p̊Jp̊
p . (181)

We claim that the matrix DX diagonalizes the new
matrix M̄

p and to show that we only need to prove
that DXM̄

i is symmetric and that DX is positive defi-
nite. It is easy to see that DXM̄

p is indeed symmetric,
so let us analyze the second condition. We have that,

DX = D

[

A
T̊ +M

R̊H ′ +M
θ̊A(∂θ̊AH)

]

. (182)

Once again using computer algebra to compute the eigen-
values of this matrix we can easily see that they are all
positive. Therefore we conclude that our system in radi-
ally compactified coordinates, (152), (153) and (154) is
symmetric hyperbolic.
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IX. CONCLUSIONS

Continuing our research program on the inclusion of
null-infinity in the computational domain, we studied the
hyperboloidal compactification of the dual-frame general-
ized harmonic gauge formulation. Our aim was to obtain
the most regular form of the equations of motion with
this formulation on the compactified domain. We have
given a procedure which, upon careful choice of gauge and
constraint addition, allows us to turn the Einstein field
equations in generalized harmonic gauge into a set of 11
second order differential equations, 10 of which fall into
the categories of good and ugly, whose asymptotic solu-
tions behave respectively like those of the wave equation
or decay faster. The eleventh is a wave equation satis-
fied by a gauge driver, an auxiliary function that is used
to sway the asymptotics of one of the metric functions
without spoiling hyperbolicity. As shown in [26], polyho-
mogeneous expansions of ugly fields may have logarith-
mically divergent terms in subleading orders in R−1. Our
method allows us to make sure that those terms are not
generated below a specified order. Therefore, this ap-
proach effectively provides a way to help regularize the
equations at null infinity. As the character of the metric
functions is determined solely by their asymptotics and
that of their first derivatives, the choice of gauge and
constraint addition that allows for this to happen is not
unique.
Treating the first derivatives of the original variables

as evolved variables in their own right we transformed
the system of 11 second order wave equations into a set
of first order equations. We then made use of the tor-
sion free conditions to find additional equations for the
remaining variables and regarded the definitions of the
reduction variables as reduction constraints and trans-
formed to a radially compactified hyperboloidal coordi-
nate system. Formally singular terms were identified in
most of the equations and almost all of them were then
canceled through another constraint addition at sublead-
ing order, leaving the final set of equations with only two
kinds of simple formally singular terms that can be dealt

with easily using L’Hôpital’s rule. What is more, one of
these two types of singular terms serve the specific pur-
pose of suppressing unphysical radiation fields that are
otherwise present when using harmonic-like gauges. We
concluded by showing that the final system is symmet-
ric hyperbolic. Despite the presence of formally singular
terms, one strength of the approach from the numeri-
cal perspective is that it is very close to standard for-
mulations used in numerical relativity. We have thus
opened the possibility to use well-established numerical
techniques to treat to the strong field region (including
for instance compact binaries) in conjunction with our
proposed setup for compactification.

In this paper we have focused exclusively on the evolu-
tion problem and ignored completely the question of find-
ing suitable constraint solved initial data. Nonetheless
we note that the constraint equations on hyperboloidal
slices have been studied, see for example [12, 32–34], and
we expect that such data can be constructed numeri-
cally and evolved using the formulation put forward. An-
other shortcoming of the derivations here is that we have
viewed the field equations primarily as a set of partial
differential equations rather than geometrically. Aesthet-
ically it is therefore appealing to give a more geometric
version of the formulation, but that is again work for the
future.
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