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Abstract

Unimodular gravity can be formulated so that transverse diffeomorphisms and Weyl
transformations are symmetries of the theory. For this formulation of unimodular grav-
ity, we work out the two-point and three-point h,, contributions to the on-shell classical
gravity action in the leading approximation and for an Euclidean AdS background. We
conclude that these contributions do not agree with those obtained by using General
Relativity due to IR divergent contact terms. The subtraction of these IR divergent
terms yields the same IR finite result for both unimodular gravity and General Relativ-
ity. Equivalence between unimodular gravity and General Relativity with regard to the

gauge/gravity duality thus emerges in a non trivial way.
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1 Introduction

Unimodular gravity is a theory of gravity which puts the cosmological constant problem into
a new perspective [1, 2, 3], for the vacuum energy does not gravitate in that theory. In
unimodular gravity the cosmological constant does not enter the classical action and thus it
occurs as an integration constant in the classical theory [1, 2, 3]. At the quantum level, the
cosmological constant occurs as parameter of the background field when computing the on-
shell perturbative background-field effective action [4] and as a property of boundary states

when computing transition amplitudes between those states [5].

In the current century, several issues have been studied over the years in connection with
unimodular gravity —see [6], for a recent review. Let us mention just a few. Unimodular
gravity as one of the two sound theories with transverse-diffeomorphism invariance [7]. How
unimodular gravity arises from interacting gravitons [8]. The quantization of unimodular
gravity within the BRST formalism [4, 9, 10, 11, 12, 5]. Whether unimodular gravity and
general relativity agree as effective quantum field theories [13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20].
Asymptotic-safety analysis of unimodular gravity [21, 22, 23, 24, 25]. The formulation of
unimodular supergravity [26, 27, 28]. Sundry topics like the first order formalism [29] and
the hamiltonian formalism [30] as applied to unimodular gravity, and a massive version of the
theory [31].

The gauge/gravity duality conjecture states that a gravity theory in a d + 1-dimensional
space-time with boundary is equivalent to an appropriate gauge theory —with no gravity—
in its d dimensional boundary. There is a wealth of evidence —see [32, 33] and references
therein— that this conjecture holds for the pair of theories for which the duality was originally
put forward [34], namely: type IIB superstring on AdSs x S° with N units of flux on S%,
on the one hand, and N = 4 super-Yang-Mills for SU(N) on four dimensional Minkowski
space-time, on the other. Another well-established instance of the gauge/gravity duality is the
pair constituted by M-Theory on AdS, x S7/Z; and the large N limit of the ABJM theory,
which was introduced in [35]. We see that at low energy these two instances involve General
Relativity on AdSs and AdS; as duals of strongly interacting field theories without gravity

in 4 and 3 dimensions, respectively.

The reader should bear in mind that from now on shall consider Euclidean AdS only. In

Poincaré coordinates, Euclidean AdS is the space Hgi1 = {(2,7) | 2 > 0,7 € R?} with line



element 12
ds® = ;(d% + 6 da’da?). (1.1)

The (conformal) boundary of Hgyq is at z =0.

The gauge/gravity duality, when it holds, is a precisely formulated realization of the holo-
graphic principle [36, 37]. The formulation in question entails the so-called holographic dictio-
nary introduced in [38, 39]. This dictionary sets a correspondence between objects (parameters
and fields) of the quantum gravity theory in d + 1-dimensions and the dual quantum field
uv » of the Euclidean

AdS metric is linked with the energy-momentum tensor, 7;;, of the dual quantum field theory.

theory in d-dimensions. In particular, the quantum fluctuations, say h

Indeed, the data, say hgs) , setting the value of h,, at the conformal boundary of Euclidean

AdS acts a source of the energy-momentum tensor of the dual quantum field theory: it is

postulated that the n-point connected Green function of Tj; is given by

. b
0" L Z gy quity [hz(j)]
6h(b)’l1]1 (x1> oo 5h(b)7/n]n ((L‘n> o )

(Tz’u’l ($1) .. 'Tz‘njn (xn»(connected) _ (1'2)

where Zg, quity [h(b)] is the partition function of the gravity theory on the Euclidean AdS back-

j
ground for the boundary data hg) .

In this paper we shall be concerned only with the leading saddle point approximation to

Zgravity [hg))] . This approximation is given by
b b
In Zgravity[hz('j)] = _Sclassical[huu[hgj)]]a (13)

where h,, [hg’)] is the solution to the classical gravity equations of motion in the Euclidean
AdS background with boundary data equal to hg) .

Of course, as they stand, both (1.2) and (1.3) are formal equations: they need regularization
and renormalization to be well-defined. We shall regularize and renormalize S.qssical [hu,,[hg)]]
as done in [38, 40, 41, 42, 43], ie, first, by cutting off at ¢ > 0 the “z” coordinate of the
Euclidean AdS metric in Poincaré coordinates; and, then, subtracting the divergences which
arise as €y goes to zero. We shall not use the holographic renormalization framework of [44]
—see [45], for a pedagogical exposition. This framework demands the use of the Graham-

Fefferman form of the near boundary metric, which in not a unimodular metric.

The purpose of this paper to work out, in the leading saddle point approximation, the 2-

point and 3-point contributions to the partition function —see (1.3)— of unimodular gravity for



an Euclidean AdS background and thus to begin the analysis of the properties of unimodular
gravity from the gauge/gravity duality standpoint. By unimodular gravity we shall mean a
gravity theory as formulated by using the framework of references [7, 13, 4]. In the framework in
question the unimodular metric, say g, , is expressed in terms of the unimodular background
metric g, and the unconstrained field h,, as follows

Guv _
L g/,bl/ = gMV + I‘{:huy- (1.4)

Jiv = Jgltm

In the previous equations g denotes the determinant of g, , n is the space-time dimension
and © = V887G ; G being the gravitational constant. The two-tensor h,. describes the
perturbations of the background g, , classically, and the fluctuations of the latter at the
quantum level. Upon quantization h,, becomes the graviton field [7, 13]. The gauge symmetry
of this formulation of unimodular gravity is constituted by transverse diffeomorphisms and

Weyl transformations of g,, [7, 46].

The classical action of our unimodular gravity theory for a manifold M with boundary

OM s [47, 14]

1
Sue = ([ o Rl +2 [ @y ViUK), (1.5)
M oM

2K2
where R|[g] is the Ricci scalar, g is the determinant of the induced metric on the boundary
and K is the trace of the extrinsic curvature of the boundary for the unimodular metric g, .

Of course, g, is given in (1.4). The equation of motion derived from Syq reads [4]

(n=2)2n—-1) (V,gV,g 1(Vg)? n=2(V,V,g 1V
4n? g2 n gz M 2n g n g ")’

Ry — %Rguu =

(1.6)
where R,, and R are the Ricci tensor and the Ricci scalar for g, —not for g,, , respectively;
V.9 = 0,9 . The previous equations, which we shall call the unimodular equation of motion,
are obtained by setting to zero the infinitesimal variations of Syg induced by infinitesimal

variations of g,, which vanish at OM .

The reader should notice that no Cosmological Constant occurs in Sy and yet g, = g is
a solution to the unimodular equation of motion in (1.6) when g, is the unimodular Euclidean
AdS metric. This result holds whatever the value of the Cosmological Constant which occurs
in the Euclidean AdS metric. This is in sharp contrast with the General Relativity situation
where the Cosmological Constant enters the action and the value of Cosmological Constant

which characterizes the Euclidean AdS metric is only the one which occurs in the action.



We shall show that the two- and three-point contributions to the r.h.s of (1.3) in General
Relativity and unimodular gravity are not the same for the IR regularized theories. However,
this difference is due only to IR divergent contact contributions so that once these IR divergent
terms are subtracted full agreement between the unimodular gravity and General Relativity
results is reached. As a consequence, the two-point and three-point correlation functions of
the energy momentum tensor defined according to (1.2) are the same for both gravity theories.
And yet, this equivalence between unimodular gravity and General Relativity regarding those

IR finite results cannot hide the fact that it is obtained in a non trivial way.

The layout of this paper is as follows. In section 2 we put forward the unimodular coun-
terpart of Euclidean AdS in Poincaré coordinates. In section 3 we solve the linearized version
of unimodular gravity equation (1.6) for the unimodular Euclidean AdS background. We
shall show that a suitable gauge choice —the axial gauge— and coordinates turns the linearized
equation in question into the equation of a free massless scalar field on the Euclidean AdS
background. Sections 4 and 5 are devoted, respectively, to the computation of the two- and
three-point contributions to the r.h.s. of (1.3) for unimodular gravity and how these con-
tributions compare to their General Relativity counterparts. In section 6 we shall state our
conclusions. We also include an Appendix where we discuss how to find the solution to the
linearized General relativity equations in the axial gauge, the solution satisfying Dirichlet
Boundary conditions and having a well-defined limit as we move towards the interior of Eu-
clidean AdS.

2 Euclidean AdS with unimodular metric. Unimodular Poincaré

coordinates.

In the standard Gauge/Gravity duality discussions [43], one usually characterises Euclidean
AdS by using Poincaré coordinates, and thus Euclidean AdS in d + 1 dimensions is identified
with the set of R points {(2,7),z > 0,7 € R} with line element

2
dst = L (422 + dydaidat), ij=1...d (21)

52
In this coordinate system the boundary is at z = 0 and it is RY.

The determinant of the metric of the previous line element is not 1, so this metric does



not suit our purposes. Let us introduce a new coordinate, say w, w > 0, defined as follows

[d+1
w=— 279, (2.2)

Here and elsewhere d > 3. In terms of w the line element in (2.1) reads
L\’ wd\**
2 = _ . t J
ds (wd) dw? + ( 7 ) 0i;dx"da’. (2.3)

The Riemannian metric of the line element in (2.3) is unimodular; but now Euclidean AdS is
identified with set of real d+1-tuples (w,#), w >0, ¥ € R and the boundary is at w = co.

The graviton field, A, ,

AdS background with unimodular metric g,, -the background metric— given by

G (w, T) = <(%>2 (%1)2”5“) , (2.4)

where p,v =0,1...d and 7,5 =1...d.

of our unimodular gravity theory will propagate in an Euclidean

Let us close this section by making some comments regarding the killing vectors of a
general unimodular metric. First, any such killing vector, &, is transverse, ie, 0," = 0,
since transversality is equivalent to covariant transversality, V,{#* = 0, when the metric is
unimodular. Secondly, the number of independent killing vectors of a unimodular metric and
any metric obtained from it by a diffeomorphism is the same. This is relevant with regard to

the gauge/gravity duality.!

3 The linearized unimodular gravity equation on an Euclidean AdS

background.

The linearized unimodular gravity equation in the Euclidean AdS background with the uni-
modular metric, g, , in (2.4) is obtained from the equation in (1.6) with n = d+1, by setting
9w = Guw + khy, and expanding at first order in . Thus, one gets

s0M = 5 9w Oh = 3V, — 5V VI 4+ 255V Vb + 75V, Vb
} 1 (3.1)
+ 22w — G (d+1)L2h 0,

1We thank E. Alvarez for pointing out these two results to us.



where all the covariant derivatives are defined with respect to g,, —hence, the upper bar— and
h = g" h,, . Let us point out that (3.1) is quite different from the corresponding General
Relativity equation, (8.1), in the Appendix.

The aim of this section is to find the solution to (3.1) for suitable Dirichlet data at the
boundary and such that —see [43, 32]- the solution in question has a well-defined limit as
one moves deep into the interior of Euclidean AdS, ie, as w — 0. We shall cut-off the w
coordinate at pg —ie, 0 < w < pg— to regularize the IR divergent contributions to the r.h.s
of (1.3) coming from regions arbitrarily close to w = oco. Thus, we shall solve (3.1) in the
domain {(w,%);0 < w < po, ¥ € IR} . We shall show that in the axial gauge, hg.[w,7] =0,

such a solution can be brought to a solution, say h,, = (ho, = 0, h;;) , satisfying
5ijhij[w,f] =0 and Whjl[w,f] = O, (32)

by doing a gauge transformation that preserves the axial gauge condition. In (3.2), 7,5 = 1...d
and & = §7'2; .

To solve (3.1) for h,, , we shall take advantage of the gauge symmetries:

Shy(x) = ?,ﬂy(zz) + ?,,eu(a;), ?,ﬂ“(m) =0,

(3.3)
Swhuw(x)(x) =20(2)Juw, == (w,7)

of the equation in question. V, is defined with regard to the unimodular metric g, in (2.4).
That the transformations in (3.3) leave (3.1) invariant can be easily checked directly and it
is a consequence of the fact —see [4]- that the unimodular action in (1.5) is invariant under
transverse diffeomorphisms and Weyl transformations of g,, in (1.4). Recall that 9,0* = 0

is equivalent to V,0/(x) =0 if the metric is unimodular.

By using the transformations in (3.3), one may impose the gauge condition hg,[w,Z] =0,
0<w<py and & € R?. From now on we shall assume that the previous gauge condition is

imposed so that only h;;[w,Z] occurs in (3.1).

Let us introduce the following definitions

Hylz, @ = hylw= L2247, Hz, &) = 09Hylz, @), i,j=1..d
ik .

=1 —ik-& I (1.1 d n __ d*f ¢ df
f[Z,l’] = f(27‘(‘)d f[Z> k] € ) k= (k a'-'>k: )a f — dz2 f — dz®

Then, after changing variables from w to z = ( thgfl)_l/ 4 equation (3.1) boils down to the



following set of equations

-,

H"[2, K)(—1 + d)22) + H'[z, k](—((=5 + d) (=1 + d)2))+ (3.4)
H(z, k|(=2(=2 + d)(—=1 + d) + (3 + d)k222) — kiki H,; [z, k|(2(1 + d)22) = 0, '

-,

— 2k;zH'[2, k] + (=5 + d)k;H[2, k| + (1 + d)(2k? H};[2, k] + 2K Hj;[2, k]) = 0. (3.5)

-, —.

H"[z, k(=34 d)2*)d;; + H'[2, k] ((—5 + d)(3 + d)20;;)+

Hz, k)(—2(1 + d)22kik; + (3 + d)(—4 + 2d + k>2%)d;;)+

HE [z R+ d)222  HY [, B)(— (=5 + d)(1+ d)22) + Hy[z B)(—(1+ d2(—4 + 24 + K222))

(=2(1 + d)22) 83k k™ Hypn [2, K] + (1 + d)222(k;k Hy[2, k] + kik'Hj[z, k]) = 0.
(3.6)
Let us stress that equations (3.4), (3.5) and (3.6) are equivalent to the components 00, 0i

and ij of equation (3.1), respectively. 4,7 run from 1 to d.

Let us first show that (3.4), (3.5) and (3.6) imply that, modulo a transverse diffeomeorphism

transformation that preserves hg,[w,Z] =0,
H[z, k=0 and Kk Hjlz k|l =0, (3.7)

when h;;[w,Z] has a well-defined limit as w — 0. To do this we shall proceed as follows.

Contracting equation (3.5) with &° one gets
2k H'[2, k) + (=5 + d)K*H 2, k] + (1 + d) k'K HL;[2, k] + 2(1 + k'K Hy;[2, k] = 0. (3.8)
By taking the derivative with respect to z of the previous equation, one obtains
(1+d)2k' k7 H[2, k) + 3(1 + d)k'K H[[2, k] — 2k*2H" [z, k] + (=7 + d)k*H'[z,k] = 0. (3.9)
Let us now contract (3.6) with k'k7 :
H"[2, k] (—(3 + d)k222) + H'[2, E](—(—5 +d)(3 + d)k*2)+
H[z, E)(2(—6 + d + d®)k* — (=1 + d)k*2%)+
. . (3.10)
KK H5 [z, k(14 d)?2%) + kK Hj;[2, k] (= (=5 + d)(1 + d)*2)+

k'kd Hyjlz, K] (4 + 6d — 2d3 4 (—1 4 d2)k22%) = 0.



Let us consider the system constituted by (3.8), (3.9) and (3.10). Solving this system for
k'kI Hyjlz, k], one gets
KR Hijle, K] = g {(=2 = (=3 + d)d + K222 H 2, k| + 2(2(=2 + d)H'[2, k| — 2H"[2, K])}.
(3.11)

The contraction of equation (3.6) with ¢ yields the following equation

H"[2, k) (=(=1 + d)22) + H'[2, k(=5 + d) (=1 + d)2)+ .
H[Z, E](Q(_Q + d)(—l + d) — (3 + d)k222) + kiijij[27 ]%’](2(1 + d>22> —0. ’

This is equation (3.4), so we conclude that equation (3.4) is contained in equation (3.6) and

provides no extra information. By solving for k'k/ H;;(z, E] , (3.12) can be recast into the form

KR Higlz, K] = sz {(—2(=2+ d) (=1 + d) + (3 + d)k*2%) H 2, K]+

- . (3.13)
(=14 d)z(—(=b>+d)H'[z, k| + zH"[z, K]}
Next, subtracting (3.13) from (3.11), one gets
k22H[z, k] — (=3 + d)H'[2,k] + zH"[2, k] = 0.
Since k? > 0, the general solution to the previous equation reads
H[z, k] = 275 Y2(CyJyja 1 [[K] 2] + CoYapai[K] 2]), (3.14)

where |k| = VA2, and C; and C, are functions of k.

Let us assume that d > 3. Then, the asymptotic behaviour of Jd/2_1[|E|z] and Yd/2_1[|lg|z])
leads to the conclusion that H[z, k] = 6 Hy;[z, k] in (3.14) has a well-defined limit as z — oo

only if both C; and C3 vanish. Recall that there is the condition that H;;[z, /Z] = hijlw =
Lt

y 27, E] must have a well-defined limit as w — 0, ie, as z — o0

-,

Next, the substitution of H|z, k| =0 in equation (3.5) leads to
ok Y[z, k] + 2K Hy[2, k] = 0,
whose general solution is

ki f) = 2

»2

-,

This solution is compatible with equation (3.4) for H|z, k] = 0 if, and only if,

59 kyv;(k) = 0. (3.15)



It can be shown that
articular % 1 7 %

HPerreten [ k] = W(kivj(k) + kjui (k). (3.16)
is a solution to equation (3.6), for 5“Hi(]’.’“mc“l“r) [2,k] = 0. Hence, when Hlz,k] = 0, the
general solution, Hy;[z, k], to (3.6) can be expressed as the sum H;;[z, k] = Hgmnsveme) (2, k] +
Hi(;)articular) [27 ]%’] ’ where

kiﬂgansverse[z7 ]Z] — 0

Let us show that

—

(particular) — ddk (particular) ™ —ik-
Hij 2, 7] = (2r)d Hij [z, k] e )

. —1/d . . .
with z = (Lﬁ‘j—fl) / , can be recast as a unimodular gauge transformation which preserves the

axial gauge condition ho,[w,Z] = 0. This gauge transformation reads

VW, [w, 7] + VoW, [w, &, (3.17)
where . -
. . dw \2/4 A’k . vi(k

W()[’UJ, .fl}'] = 0, W@[U), ,’,U] = <m) 7,/ (27‘(‘)d (& k ]{(:2 ) (318)

and the covariant derivative is defined with regard to the unimodular Poincaré metric in (2.4).

wd )_1/d

Let us change variables from (w,Z) to (z, ), where z = (%4 — ¥ does not change.

Then the vector field W, [w, Z] changes to V, [z, Z] as follows

WO[wu'f] = g—; VO[Zu'f]v Wz[wvf] = VZ[Z7f]

Hence, the following results hold

Wolz, 2] =0, Vilz, 4] = %zf dk e‘“‘”@
VoWo[z, 7] = (2225 V|2, 7, 519
VoWi[w, 7 + VWo[w, 7] = 22 (VI [2, 7] + VIV [z, 7)),

ViW;lw, 7] + VWilw, @] = VIV [2, 7 + VIV,

where VLS) denotes the covariant derivative with respect to the standard Poincaré metric

whose line element is in (2.1). A little computation yields

ViVz, 7 =0, V2,2 + VO[22 =0,

10



which guarantees, in view of (3.3) and (3.19), that the axial gauge condition hg,[w,Z] =0 is

preserved. Besides

My rs oSy o L[ A%, kv(k) + Ejui(k)
Vi Vjlz, 2 + V7 Vilz, 7 _;/(zmd e j . j 7

which matches (3.16). Hence, the last equation in (3.19) yields (3.16).

It remains to be seen that W, [w, Z] is covariantly transverse: VAW, [w,Z] = 0. Indeed,

A’k 09k (k)
(2m)d ‘ k2

VW, [w, 7] = VOV [z, 7] = / =0,
for equation (3.15) holds. Recall that unimodularity of the metric implies that transversality

with regard to 9, and V,, are equivalent.

Let us recapitulate. We have just shown that, in the axial gauge, hg,[w,Z] = 0, any
solution to (3.1) in the domain with cutoff {(w,#),0 < w < po, Z € R?} which has a well-
defined limit as w — 0 is gauge equivalent, under the transformation in (3.17) and (3.18), to

a solution of (3.1), say h;;[z, ], such that
H[z,7] = 0 and & Hjlz 7] =0, (3.20)

where & = 02 H[2,7) = 69Hylz, 7] and Hylz, 7] = hylw = £z~ 7). Notice that

(3.20) can be recast as (3.2).

If we substitute (3.7) in (3.4) and (3.5) in turn, we shall see that they are trivially satisfied.
However, the substitution of (3.7) in (3.6) yields the following equation

PH [z k] — (=5 + d)zH; [z, k] — (—4 + 2d + K*2*) Hy[z, k] = 0, (3.21)
to be satisfied by Hj,[z k]. Let H i, k] be given by the following set of equations

Ld—i—l
d

, L . . L\ .
274 k], h;[w,k]:g”hlj[w,k]:( ) hij[w, k],

wd

Hjlz, k] = hjlw =

where g" is the inverse of the unimodular metric (2.4). Obviously, Hy[z, k] = g—;H}[z, K,
which substituted in (3.21) yields
2 ryi 7 i P 2. 2770, 1
2 H" [z, k] 4+ (1 — d)zH}'[2, k] — k*2"Hj[2, k] = 0. (3.22)

The general solution to this equation is well known: it is a linear combination of z%2K/[|k|2]
and 2%21,[|k|z], where Kgp[|k|z] and I,p[|k|2] are the modified Bessel function of second

11



kind. And yet, we have to drop z%?1, /2[|k|2], for it has an exponentially divergent behaviour in
the deep interior of Euclidean AdS, ie, as z — oo —recall that z — oo corresponds to w — 0.
We then conclude that the solution to (3.22), in the domain {(z,k),z>¢ >0,k € R%, ¢y =
(%>_1/d}’ satisfying Dirichlet boundary conditions at z = ¢; and having a well-defined

limit as z — 0 reads
R 2L o[k -
Hiz K] = 2 a2llklz] R, (3.23)
€ Kd/2[‘k‘€0]

-,

Notice that hgTT)i[ | is any traceless and transverse function whose inverse Fourier transform
is real so that (3.7) holds. Obviously,

AR = TR - %(5;1—&?) ROTE),  ROE] = 6h{0 [R)
(3.24)

-,

| — Sk kb k] — ki R

-,

DR = B |+ ek Kk DR,
where hgb)i[lg] is the Fourier transform of an arbitrary real hgb)i(f) , which sets the value of

hyw|w, 2] at boundary w = py .

Putting it all together we finally conclude that in the axial gauge, ho,w,Z] = 0, any
solution to (3.1) —the linearized unimodular gravity equation— in the domain {(w,7);0 < w <
po, 7 € R} is gauge equivalent, under a gauge transformation —see (3.18)- preserving the

axial gauge, to an hy,[w,Z] whose Fourier transform is given by

hOu[w7E] = 0? h’l][walg] = gzk h'_I;[waE]a

V2 Kapllhl (wd/D)" ) oy )

hEfw, k] = HE[z = (wd/L) ™" k] = (@) Koyallb| md/ L)

w

Of course, we have demanded that the solution, h,,[w,Z], be such that it has a well-defined

limit as w — 0 and satisfies Dirichlet boundary conditions at w = py .

It will be useful for use in the following sections to realize that in the axial gauge, ho,[w, 2] =

0, the equations in (3.2) are equivalent to
hlw, 7] = §"* hy[w, ) and V¥ h,,[w, 7] =0, (3.26)

respectively; g, being defined in (2.4). Besides, the substitution of the equations (3.26) in
(3.1) leads to the conclusion that our h,[w,Z] in (3.25) satisfies

Oy = ~ 5y (3.27)

12



A final comment: It is not difficult to show that each component of h’[w,Z], with Fourier
transform in (3.25), satisfies the free massless Klein-Gordon equation for the unimodular metric
n (2.4).

4 The two-point function

The purpose of this section is to work out the expansion up to quadratic order in h,, of Syq
in (1.5) for the h,, in (3.25) and compare the result with that of General Relativity.

By using integration by parts and not dropping the total derivative terms, the contribution

d
2;@2 d%x / dw R[g

in question, say Sggrugs, tO

reads
Supveallyn] = — 5 [ dlx [ dw{ _ did+) — kDbt
+5 (38 0hap — 555500k — 1hPV VRS — ShePV sV ah)+ (4.1)
MV VR 4 5ROV Vg = 5h s + rmh?] + K2VAB |,
where?
B = ﬁhﬁﬂ%hwvwwﬁ Wb, 0| —h”vyh:—%hwvyhi

and h = g"h,, . Notice that we are integrating over the domain with cutoff {(w,z);0 <w <
po, € RY} that we have introduced in the previous section. The IRY boundary is at w = pq .
The introduction of the cutoff p, regularizes the otherwise IR divergent value of the action.

po is to be taken to oo upon renormalization.

When h,, in (4.1) satisfies —as does our solution in (3.25)- the equations in (3.26) and
(3.27), Supuas[huw] boils down to

dd+1) = 3—d 1 =
= —— d -2 1V, V)\ W T pTU A
SHEUG2 ;w /d / dw { 2] 2 + (4(d—|— 1)h,w h 2h V,,hT)}
(4.2)

Notice that —as in the General Relativity case [41, 42]- Sugue. in (4.2) only contains boundary

contributions.

2To obtain (4.1), we have used the algebraic package xAct [48].
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Let us introduce the metric, say gfj’);z’, j = l..d, that the unimodular metric in (2.4)

induces on the boundary, {(po, ),z € R}, at w = py:

B dxt Ox” L pod \ "
3 [P0, @ = Guvlpo, 7 T 5 g = Julpo, T = (%) 0ij (4.3)

where z# = (w,z"). Let n* denote the unitary vector which is orthogonal to the boundary

{(po, %), 7 € R} and it is given by
[ pod
7 ( - 0) (4.4)

0 being the zero vector of RY. Of course, 7* satisfies guwntn” =1 and g, n"ej =0, where
el! = gf;,z' = 1...d are the coordinates of an orthogonal basis of the boundary at w = pg in
the vector basis {0, =0, 1...d}. With this definitions in hand, the divergence theorem tell

us that Sumues|hyuw]| in (4.2) is given by

1 d(d+1) — 3—d 1
Snaltul = = [ @' { Lo w o Vi (o T - ) |

(“45)

where g denotes the determinant of gﬁ” )

Now, substituting ho, =0, Viho; = —5hi;, /g® = %l and (4.4) in (4.5), one gets

1y d(d+1) pod\> [ 3—d i i
Stupvcal ] = 2/“{ K212 '0°+<L Ha+1y it g, dhlhﬂ

Next, we shall expand the unimodular Hawking-Gibbons-York action

SHGY - 2[{2 ddx2\/ g(b pO ,’L’ p07 7 (47)

up to second order in h, . Recall that g, is given in (1.4), with n = d + 1, so that both

w=po

(4.6)

the determinant of induced metric on the boundary, g®[po, ], and the trace of the extrinsic

curvature of the boundary, K{po,Z], are to be computed for g, .

Taking into account that

. oxt ox”
gl(]b)[po’ ]_gMV[pOa ] Ot Oxd _glj[pOa ] (48)
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where 2# = (w, 2"), one concludes that in the axial gauge, ho,[po, 7] =0, we have

d
~b) _ Po@
g L

1 1 o
h — K2h5h] +

[H 2(d+ 1) 4d+1)

——k?h? hi;)? 4.
st ] ), (49)
where h = g"”h,, and indices are raised and lowered with the Euclidean AdS unimodular

metric g, in (2.4).

To compute K|pg, ¥] we shall take advantage of the foliation of {(w,Z);0 < w < po, & €
IR} furnished by the hyperplanes w xR?, w fixed. Indeed, if n[w, ] denotes the vector field
constituted by the unitary vectors normal to each hyperplane that we have just mentioned, we
have

Klpo, @ = V,n"[po, 7] = 9,n*|po, 7. (4.10)

The covariant derivative @u is defined with regard to the metric g,, which has determinant
equal to 1; this is why the rightmost equal sign in (4.10) is right. As we have said the vector

field, nfw,Z], must satisfy the following unitarity and orthonormality conditions

gutn” =1 and g,nte; =0, i=1..4d, (4.11)

—

at each point (w, )
fields of w x RY.

. . nwo_ OxH I . .
In the previous equation e; = g7, {€l'0,}i=1..a is a basis of vector

Let us solve the second equation in (4.11) first. Defining n, = §,,n", we conclude that
this second equation in (4.11) is equivalent to n,ef = 0. Hence,

ﬁu[w7 f] = (no[w, f], O)

(4.12)

Now, in the axial gauge hg, = 0, so we have g,y = 0, for g,, is diagonal. Then, n; =
Gin” = g;;n? and n; = 0 imply that (g;; + khy;)7? = 0; which in turn leads to n‘[w,Z] =0,

for (g;; + khsj) is an invertible matrix in perturbation theory of h;; .

Summarizing, in the axial gauge, hg, = 0, the orthogonality condition -see (4.11)— on the
vector field n# yields

' w, 7] = (n°[w, ], 0).

Substituting this result in the first equation —the unitarity condition— in (4.11), one gets
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By taking into account that, in the axial gauge, it holds that goo = goo(det(g., +

kh,, )~ @HD | one obtains the following result:

1 1 o 1
1 h— 2pipd f
[ DT TP IS R TP

The substitution of (4.12) and (4.13) in (4.10) yields

cop o wd
n°w, ¥ = 7

K2h?| 4 o((hij)?). (4.13)

K[p07 ] 0 nu[p(b ] 8077, [w LU] = [1 + (d—l—l) rh — 4(d{|—1) th;hz + 8(di1)2 H2h2i| ‘w:po +

+’%d[2<d—iwoh s RSO0l + gk ehooh] |+ ol(hy)?)

w=po
(4.14)
Notation: Jy = = . Let us now substitute (4.9) and (4.14) in (4.7). Then,
Swox = — b [ a2 B8 (14 ghymh + gzbmr®h? = sk nhin]) + .
+ (2d)? (2(d+1 KOoh + gz hdoh — gk 2hzaohﬂ> ] ’w:po + o((hi;)?).

Recall that at the end of the day we have to replace hy,[w,Z] in the previous equation with
the hy,[w,Z] in (3.25). Then we can set h =0 in (4.15) to get

Shay = 2,-@2 fdde[pOd <1 - 2(d+1 2h2h]) - (pOTd)2 (2(d+1 2h180h]) Hw_ + 0((hz’j)3)-
o (4.16)
To obtain the expansion of Sy in (1.5) up to second order in h,, for the solution in (3.25),
all that is left for us to do is to add (4.6) and (4.16). Thus, we obtain

_ 1
SUG _— —WX

fdd { P + 2L2 2Ed_|__d§h§-[w,f]hg[w,f]—/{2 (p%df ih [w, x]aoh [, z]}’w:po_l_o((hij)g)’
(4.17)

where h’[w,Z], or rather its Fourier transform, is given in (3.25).

To compare the result in (4.17) with the corresponding results in General Relativity, which
we shall borrow from [41] and [42], we have to change coordinates from (w,Z) to (z,Z) by

inverting the transformation in (2.2). Upon making this change of coordinates, one gets

St { S0 ()% () ez, A H o, 8+ () 2, 70, 12, ) |

L +o((Hy)?),

zZ=€q
(4.18)
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where € = (pod/L*™)71/4 is the infrared cutoff for the z variable. H![z, ] is defined its
Fourier transform, which is given in (3.23) and (3.24). H}[z,#] occurs in (4.18) because of the
definitions in (3.25). Notice that the second summand in (4.18) boils down to

€0\ ¢ f<&2(1 —d) (TT)if=7 (TT) i1~
=0 T s gt Al
(2) RSV ik

when z is set to €. The Fourier transform of A, ' ’[Z] is given in (3.24).

Now, €y is to be sent to 0 (ie, pg — oo) after subtracting the IR divergences regulated
by it. The first two summands in (4.18) diverge as ¢y — 0 and they must to be subtracted

altogether to get a finite result in the IR limit. Hence we will be left only with the contribution

B 1 d e\ 14 K2 Gt it
S=-—— dx{<z> —H; [z,x]@ij[z,x]} (4.19)

2K2

2=eo
This is precisely, modulo conventions, the result in (2.26) of the paper [42], where it is argued
that (2.26) yields the correct two-point function of the energy-momentum tensor of the dual
theory. Notice that our H/[z k], the Fourier transform of HY[z, k], is the same as hilz, K]
in [42]. Indeed, the latter is traceless and transverse —see (2.21) of [42]- and its actual value
is given in (2.23) of [42], which is our (3.23). Let us point out that to reach the conclusion
just stated one may carry out the whole computation in momentum and see that the IR finite
contribution to § in (4.19) reads

ddq ddp ds(= b ijlm b
Syite = Cr [ o / Gy (2R + @ h @I (B) F(5) ()

where C7 is a constant and
97 (3) = § (7 (577 () + 7 () — g () ),
7 () = 61 — p;gj7 (4.20)

F(p) = |pl?, ifdisodd and [p|?In]|p], if d is even.

Taking two derivatives of Spinire With respect to hg) (p) yields, modulo a constant, the two-
point correlation function of the energy-momentum tensor in momentum space found in [49]
for general CFT. F(p) in (4.20) can be read off from the on-shell action of a massless scalar
field on Eclidean AdS —see [32].

Let us point out that our sz [z, E] agrees with the bulk-boundary propagator used in
[50, 51]. Indeed, the propagator in question is the solution in the axial gauge to the linearized

Einstein equations for Dirichlet Boundary conditions and space-like momenta.
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Let us now go back to the first two terms in (4.18) that we have subtracted to get an
IR finite result. The corresponding contributions in General Relativity can be obtained from
equation (4.15) of [41] and they read

1 g 2(d—1) re\ K2

Obviously, the integrand of (4.21) and the two first summands of (4.18) are linear combinations

of the same type of monomials, namely 1 and h;'-hg , but with different coefficients. So these

IR divergent contributions in General Relativity differ from those of our unimodular theory.

It has been shown in [41] that the IR divergences we have just quoted can be subtracted

a / diz/g®

and choosing the coefficient a appropriately. One may wonder if the analogous term, namely

;o

would do the job for unimodular gravity. The answer is no, for the expansion in (4.9) yields

just by adding the term

the following contribution

c pod 1 9 i
YA QR S— R
L/ L [ ad+n" }

so that one can choose, eg, ¢ = 2(1 — d), to cancel the h;'-hg summand in (4.17); but, then

there remains an IR —ie, as py — oo — divergent contribution

which has to be subtracted anyway.

Summarizing, we have shown that, up to the quadratic order, the value of the on-shell
classical action for our unimodular gravity differs from that of General Relativity by IR diver-
gent contact terms —see (4.18) and (4.21). Hence, our unimodular theory differs from General
Relativity at the (IR) regularized level. And yet, for the leading saddle point approximation to
the two-point contribution of the gravity field to In Zg, 4yt [hg’)] in (1.3), a sensible subtraction
of the IR divergences yields the same finite result for our unimodular theory as for General
Relativity. So the equivalence between our unimodular gravity theory and General Relativity

holds, in the case at hand, in a nontrivial way. Of course, the two-point correlation function
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of the energy-momentum tensor of the dual theory obtained from the on-shell classical grav-
ity action in the leading approximation is the same for both unimodular theory and General

Relativity.

5 The three-point function

Here we shall work out the contribution to Sy in (1.5) involving three h,, , h,, being given
n (3.25). We shall compare the contribution in question with that of General Relativity and

draw conclusions.

The use of the algebraic package xAct [48] and some very lengthy computations yields that

the three- h,, contribution, say Sugyas, to

d
%2 dz / dw R[j
reads
SHEUGS - SBulkUGS + BHEUG3> (5'1)

where
Snavocs = =5 [ 4 [ dw JG{ G + N ey 0 = AR R gy b,
Brgvas = _% fdd$ Opo dw VB, (5.2)
BY = FE2h by VAR — 5 h WA By, + WA By 4+ 5 TN R,

4(d+1) d+1

To obtain (5.1) and (5.2), the equations in (3.26) and (3.27) are to be employed profusely.

Let us simplify the boundary contribution, Bygyas, t0 Susues by imposing the axial gauge

condition hygfw, ] = 0:

Busvas = —gfdd:z P dw /g VB w, 7] fdd [\/77’“ B’\] ’w:po =
st | () sty honiovhy, — SRR | = (5.3)
— 5 Jdta | (59) 5555 hinfout — o (4 ) hintht] =
where gi(;’) and n* are given in (4.3) and (4.4), respectively. Recall that dy = -2 and that
g=1.
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To compute the three- h,, contribution coming from the unimodular Hawking-Gibbons-

York action in (4.7), the following results are needed

T 71 = 5 [1 = skt + sk Wind] |+ ol
A0 = i, 2] = 5 |1 = sy ] + it BhdRG + ol (hi)), -
5.4
K[po,f] :0Mﬁ”[Po, ] a()n 'lU ZIZ' [[i, [1 d{l—l 2hlh] 6(;“1 3h2hjhl] w:po_l_

20 [ = LS wPhiouh] + kb ] Ooh]

2(d+1)

+ o((hi)*h),

w=pg

where g ) has been defined in (4.8) and 7* = (7°,0) and K[po,Z] have been introduced in
the paragraph beginning right below (4.9). To obtain (5.4) the conditions h,y =0 and h =0

must be imposed, recall that these conditions are satisfied by our solution in (3.25).

Using the results in (5.4), it can be shown that three-field contribution, Syays, to the
action in (4.7) runs thus:

_ K pod Lo Ly pod _2d ;000
Suucivs = Q/dzz[(L) = hihonhi + L2 3(d+1)hjhlhz} L (5.5)
w=po
Let us introduce Bygs:
K d\? d d—3 o
w=po
(5.6)
where Bygpues and Syeys are displayed in (5.3) and (5.5), respectively.
We then conclude that the three- h,, contribution, Syes, to Sye in (1.5) is given by
SUGS = SBulkUGS + BUG?n (5'7)

where Spurwes and Bpgs can be found in (5.2) and (5.6), respectively.

Let us carry out a similar computation for General Relativity. To do so we shall need
the following result obtained in the Appendix, namely, that, modulo a gauge transformation,
the solution, in the axial gauge h, = 0 and having a well-defined limit as z — oo, to the

linearized General Relativity equations for Dirichlet boundary conditions satisfies

2

hlz, %] = §" huwlz, @), VFPhulz,7] =0 and Ijh“,,[z,f]:—ﬁ

holz, 7. (5.8)

20



Gy is the Euclidean AdS metric with line element in (1.1). The covariant derivative V,, is

defined with regard to g, .

Let Sgr be defined as follows

SGR = SHEGR + SHGYGR7

Stupcr = _# f dx j:)o dz /g (R[g;w] + d(igl))a Shcyer = f d*z 2 V g® K‘
r=co
(5.9)
where ¢,, = G + Khy, . The computation of the three-field contribution, Supars, t0 Surar
yields
SHEGRS = SBulkGRS + BHEGRS) (5'10)
where
SBulkGR3 = f ddx f dZ\/_{ 622 hA y)\hwj _'_ ihuyﬁuhﬂ'oﬁuhﬂy - %huT@Thygﬁahuu}u
Bugras = — % f dix f dz VABGRsv
By = =30 hy VAT, — WY BN phyy 4 BTNy, 4 hy BTV
(5.11)

To obtain (5.10) and (5.11) we have integrated by parts —keeping the boundary contributions—
and used (5.8).

The axial gauge condition h,o = 0 and a little algebra leads to the conclusion that

_ d €N (3N Liriq g €0\ ¢ ipipl
Busnes = — 2/d [(L) <4> hihIO.hL + (L) 2L hih h} By (5.12)
It has been shown in [41] that
1 d 8 5
Sheyar = T2 /d v (—22) 9 g® [Z,:L’] Z:E()a (5.13)

where Spayer is defined in (5.9) and g® [z, 7] denotes the determinant of g;;[z,%]. Hence, by

taking into account that

d
gz = () [ bt ] o),

z

we obtain that the three- h;; contribution to Sucyer in (5.13) reads
€o 1-d i1d € —d d i
Stcvers = D) /dd [(L) (—1) hjh?azhé + (E) <3L) h' h]hl}
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Putting it all together we conclude that the three-field contribution, Sggs, to Sgr in (5.9) is
given by
SGRB = OBukcrs T BGR37 (5’15)

where Spucers 18 displayed in (5.11) and

BGRB = BHEGR3 + SHGYGR3 =

K d e\ 14 1 i1J 1 e\ —9 [2d—3 i 1911 (516)
—5 [ d% [(f) (=3) Binio-h+ (2)  (562°) hjhlhi]

z=€g

The values of Bypcrs and Sycyers can be found in (5.12) and (5.14), respectively.

We may compare now the three-field contribution Sye; in (5.7) with the three-field contri-
bution Sggs in (5.15). But before we make that comparison, let us point out a fact regarding
the h[z, 7] field which 4) solves the linearized General Relativity equations for the metric in
(1.1), ) satisfies Dirichlet boundary conditions and i) has a well-defined limit as z — oco.
The fact is that h}[z,7] = H}[z,Z], where the Fourier transform of H}[z,7] is given in (3.23)
and (3.25). The reader should consult the Appendix for details.

It is plane that the change of variables z — w defined in (2.2) turns Spucrs, in (5.11),
into Spuues in (5.2). However, if we apply the change of variables we have just mentioned to
Bers in (5.16), we get

2
R pod 1\ ;. pod\ [2d—3\ ..
B = [ate [(%0) (5) moawnt+ () (2452 ) monin]

where py = L (eg) ™, 8y = 2 and k% = hi[w,7]; the Fourier transform of hi[w,#] being

. (5.17)

w=pg

given in (3.25).

Obviously, Bggrs in (5.17) and Bygs in (5.6) are not equal, the difference coming from the

IR divergent contact term

/dd:c [("LL;Z) PEhiH]

where hg-TT)i[a_f] has h;fTZ[E] in (3.24) as Fourier transform. This term -since it is a con-

- / iy <”L°—f) RS RTIF T , (5.18)
w=po

tact term— does not contribute to value of the three-point correlation function of the energy-
momentum tensor of the dual field theory. We see again the same picture as for the two-point
contribution discussed in the previous section. Indeed, the three-field contribution to right-

hand side of (1.3) in unimodular gravity is not the same as in General Relativity when the
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IR regulator is in place. However, the difference is an IR divergent contact term which does
not contribute to the value of the three-point correlation functions of the energy-momentum
tensor of the dual field theory. Of course, the subtraction of the term in question to get an IR
finite value for the right hand side of (1.3) will make unimodular gravity fully equivalent to
General Relativity as far as our results are concerned. This equivalence arising in a nontrivial

way, though.

6 Summary and Conclusions

The formulation of theory of unimodular gravity put forward in [7, 13, 4] has the nice feature
that transverse diffeomorphims and Weyl transformations are the gauge symmetries of the
theory. We have started the study of the properties of this formulation of unimodular gravity
from the gauge/gravity duality point of view. We do so by computing —at the lowest order—
the IR regularized two- and three-point h,, contributions to the on-shell classical gravity
action for an Euclidean AdS background. We have shown that these two- and three- point
contributions do not agree with the corresponding contributions in General Relativity due to
IR divergent contact terms —see (4.18) and (4.21), on the one hand, and (5.6), (5.17) and
(5.18), on the other. However, once those IR divergent terms are subtracted our unimodular
theory and General Relativity yield the same IR finite result. The subtraction in question
does not modify the value of the corresponding correlation functions of the energy-momentum
tensor of the dual field theory. So, we conclude that, as far as our computations can tell,
our unimodular gravity theory and General Relativity are equivalent in the sense that they
have the same dual boundary field theory. Of course, we have shown that this equivalence
emerges in a nontrivial way. Whether the equivalence in question will still hold for higher-
point functions and/or when one-loop corrections are taken into account is an open problem.

A problem which is worth studying.
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8 Appendix

In this Appendix we shall discuss how to find a suitable solution to the linearized General

Relativity equations

o (8.1)
+ by + §2G,h =0,

where g, is the metric with line element in (1.1) and all covariant derivatives are defined with
regard to §,,. Let us recall that given an arbitrary real vector field, U*[z,Z], the previous

equation is invariant the gauge transformations
SRy, =V, U, +V,U,.

We shall obtain the solution to (8.1) in the axial gauge, h,o = 0, which satisfies appropriate
Dirichlet boundary conditions and has a well-defined limit as z — oo. The domain where
(8.1) will be solved is {(z,%);¢e0 < z < 00,7 € RY}, with boundary at z = ¢,. What we shall
find is that the solution in question, say h;;[z, Z], is such that its Fourier transform h;;[z, /Z] is,
modulo a gauge transformation, equal to g;H jl 2, E] , H ]l 2, E] being given in (3.23); the gauge
transformation preserving the axial gauge condition. This means that this is the solution —see
(3.25)— we found for the linearized unimodular gravity equation in (3.1) expressed in terms
of the coordinate z instead of the coordinate w in (2.2). Notice, though, that this result is
nontrivial, for (8.1) and (3.1) are quite different. It is important to stress that the solution to

(8.1) that we shall find satisfies

2

hlz, @] = §"huwlz, @), VPhu,|z,7] =0 and Ijh“,,[z,f]:—ﬁ

—
)

hyw |z, T

for this was used in our computations of the General Relativity three-field contributions to the
right hand side of (1.3).

Let us point out that our result is not new. In [50] —see its eq. (2.43)- it is stated that
the axial gauge bulk-boundary propagator for the gravitational field for space-like momenta is
given by gyH![z, k|, where H HER k] is displayed in (3.23). This bulk-boundary propagator is
no other thing that the solution to the linerized General Relativity equations with Lorenztian
signature for space-like momenta and for the boundary conditions and behaviour in the AdS
interior stated in the previous paragraph. Of course, this solution yields the solution of the

corresponding equations with Euclidean signature —ie, the equations in (8.1). Indeed, one
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just has to replace in the former solution the space-like k? with k? defined with Euclidean

signature; bear in mind that we are using the most plus Lorentz metric.

Although, as we have discussed in the previous paragraph, the final result presented in this

Appendix is not new, we think that the analysis we shall display below will be helpful.

The Fourier transform with regard to Z of the 00, 0j and ij components of the equation
in (8.1) read
(2(d — Dh+ 22k*)h + (d — 1)zh — 22Kk hy; = 0 (8.2)

2(k'hyj — kjh) + 2(K'hj; — kiR') = 0 (8.3)
and

—Z2h;; + (d - 5)Zh;] + (2(d — 2) + ]{522’2)}17;]' - 2’2 [k‘lk‘ihlj + klk‘jhli] + 225ij]€lkmhlm+

y ) . (8.4)
5Z-jz2h” + (5 - d)éijzh' + (—2(—2 + d) - k2z2)5ij + kikaQ)h == O,
respectively. h;; is a function of z and the Fourier momentum k. h=di hij .
The general solution to (8.3) reads
;vlk]
k’lhlj - k’]h — ]22 y (85)
where vj[ﬁ],j = 1..d are integration constants. Substituting (8.5) in (8.2), one gets
2(d —1)h+ (d—1)zh' —k - k] = 0,
whose general solution is the following
e R
hlz, k] = -k 8.6
[Z’ ] 22 +2(d_1> ,U[ ]7 ( )

-,

where C[k] is another integration constant.

Now, since z = oo corresponds only to a point of Euclidean AdS and we want h;;[z, ] to

have a well-defined —ie, independent of Z — limit as z — oo, we must demand that

-,

k- o[k] = 0. (8.7)

Indeed, from (8.6), one gets lim,_,. hlz, @] = 5 d1_1)5 - 7[Z], where #[Z] has #[k] as Fourier

transform. Hence, we must demand that a - U[Z] = A, A being a constant, if we want the
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large z limit of h;j[z,Z] to be independent of . But, A must be equal to zero, for [z
should vanish fast enough as |Z| — oo —we are assuming that ¢]Z] has Fourier transform.
d-7[7] = 0 implies that its Fourier transform, k - #[k], vanishes.

Let us take stock. What we have obtained so far is that
Uj []Z] 1 7

oo Clk] .y .
h[z, k] ot k' = k;h + = ;(vj[k;] + k;C[k]). (8.8)
Recall that h = 6 hj .
Let us introduce hf]‘-m 2, K] :
art[ 7 1 > > 7 -1 7
e [z, k) = W(kiVa‘Vﬁ] + k;Vilk]),  Vilk] = v,[k] + 51%0[ ] (8.9)
Notice that ~
ez ) = S et L 4 ko) (8.10)
T2 b7 2\ J ) .
for (8.7) holds. But there is more: hf;-m[z, k] solves (8.2), (8.3) and (8.4), as can be seen by
just substituting (8.9) in those equations. This result is not surprising though, for h*;’-’f” [z, 7]

can be recast as gauge transformation that preserves the axial gauge condition hg,[z,2Z] = 0.

Indeed, let us define ©,[z, ] as follows

O,z T = (B[, 7], ©;]2, T)),

; d VIR (8.11)
Oolz, 7] =0, Oi[z,7] = & [ &k el
Then the following gauge transformation
V.6, +V,0,, (8.12)

where the covariant derivative is defined with regard to the metric g,, with line element in
(1.1), is such that

Voo =0, V0, + V.0, =0,

ViB; + V;0; = [ ks e o (kiVj[E] + kyVilk).

This last equation is (8.9).

Next, let express h;;|z, k], a solution to (8.2), (8.3) and (8.4) satisfying (8.8) for given V;[k]

-,

and C[k], as follows:
hijlz. k) = hitz, k] + B2 [2, k). (8.13)
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hf;”[z, k] is defined in (8.9). It follows from (8.8) and (8.10) that
Wz k=0, Kl =0, (8.14)
where h%[z, k| = 691" (2, k] .

Substituting (8.13) in (8.2) and (8.3), one sees that they are trivially satisfied. But the
substitution of (8.13) in (8.4) yields the following equation

zzhz [z, k] — (=5 + d)zhg [2,k] — (-4 +2d + k222)hf§-[2, k] = 0. (8.15)

We have met this equation already: it is equation (3.21). Hence, we know —see analysis below
(3.21)— that the general solution to (8.15) which has a well-defined limit as z — oo and satisfy
Dirichlet boundary condition at z = ¢, reads

z

— L 2 i e i T 7 7
hislz, k] = <_) W'z k], B[z k) = Hiz, k],

where H|z, k] is given in (3.23). Let us stress that the previous equation has been of

paramount importance to our discussion in sections 4 and 5.

Now, it is not difficult to see that (8.14) can be recast as follows
Spvptt THBpT
g"h,, =0, V'h, =0,

where hg, is by definition equal to zero. Substituting the previous to equation in (8.1), one

gets
2

it
Onf, = — 75

Let us finally point out that h;;[z, ], as obtained from its Fourier transform in (8.13), dif-

fers from hi%[z, Z] by the gauge transformation in (8.12) and (8.11); this gauge transformation

preserves the axial gauge condition.
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