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ABSTRACT: We extend the BMS(4) group by adding logarithmic supertranslations. This
is done by relaxing the boundary conditions on the metric and its conjugate momentum
at spatial infinity in order to allow logarithmic terms of carefully designed form in the
asymptotic expansion, while still preserving finiteness of the action. Standard theorems
of the Hamiltonian formalism are used to derive the (finite) generators of the logarithmic
supertranslations. As the ordinary supertranslations, these depend on a function of the
angles. Ordinary and logarithmic supertranslations are then shown to form an abelian
subalgebra with non-vanishing central extension. Because of this central term, one can
make nonlinear redefinitions of the generators of the algebra so that the pure supertransla-
tions (¢ > 1 in a spherical harmonic expansion) and the logarithmic supertranslations have
vanishing brackets with all the Poincaré generators, and, in particular, transform in the
trivial representation of the Lorentz group. The symmetry algebra is then the direct sum
of the Poincaré algebra and the infinite-dimensional abelian algebra formed by the pure
supertranslations and the logarithmic supertranslations (with central extension). The pure
supertranslations are thus completely decoupled from the standard Poincaré algebra in the
asymptotic symmetry algebra. This implies in particular that one can provide a defini-
tion of the angular momentum which is manifestly free from supertranslation ambiguities.
An intermediate redefinition providing a partial decoupling of the pure and logarithmic
supertranslations is also given.
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1 Introduction

The possibility to perform “logarithmic translations”
=t +CHlinr (1.1)

without changing the asymptotic form g, — 9, = O (%) of the metric was already pointed
out in the early 1960’s [1]. The physical implications of these coordinate transformations
were shown in [2] not to affect the definition of energy-momentum and angular momentum,
implying that these were somehow pure gauge (see also [3]). Related studies include [4-9].

Besides logarithmic translations, logarithmic supertranslations where the coefficients
C*, instead of being constants, depend on the angles, have also been contemplated [4, 7-9].
But because they induce logarithmic terms in the metric and hence conflict with its 1/r
asymptotic decay, they have not been studied much. However, one might wonder whether
this is due to a choice of boundary conditions that is too strict. The logarithmic terms
induced in the metric by logarithmic supertranslations can perhaps be tamed. In other
words, can one extend the formalism so as to accommodate logarithmic supertranslations
as symmetries? Exhibiting all the symmetries of a theory usually sheds useful insight on
its structure.

We show in this paper that it is possible to consistently include logarithmic super-
translations provided the coefficients C* (6, ) are submitted to parity conditions that we
explicitly spell out. These conditions imply that the logarithmic supertranslations that are
incorporated in our formalism are parametrized by a single function of the angles, like the
supertranslations. This function is naturally decomposed into an even and an odd part
(under the antipodal map) in our 3 + 1 presentation, associated with spacelike and normal
logarithmic supertranslations, respectively.

A hint that logarithmic supertranslations could be included, and the way to proceed,
are given by the study of gravity in five dimensions [10, 11]. The “Coulomb part” of the
metric decays in D = 5 as 1/72, and in order to exhibit the full symmetry, it is necessary
to include a term that decays slowlier (1/7) but takes the explicit form of a diffeomorphism
transformation (“improper gauge transformation” [12]). As we shall show, the procedure for
including logarithmic supertranslations in D = 4 parallels these steps, with the Coulomb
part behaving now as 1/r and the improper gauge part involving the slowlier decaying
logarithmic term logr/r.

The logarithmic supertranslations provide an infinite-dimensional extension of the stan-
dard BMS group exhibited first at null infinity [13-16] (for recent reviews, see [17-19]) and
later at spatial infinity [20, 21]. This extension will be called the “logarithmic BMS algebra”.
With the definition of the Lorentz generators that naturally arises, the logarithmic super-
translations turn out to transform in the same infinite-dimensional irreducible representa-
tion of the Lorentz group as the supertranslations (quotientized by the four-dimensional



invariant subspace of ordinary spacetime translations), even though they are characterized
by functions with opposite parities under the antipodal map. Logarithmic and BMS su-
pertranslation charges form furthermore a centrally extended abelian algebra such that the
logarithmic supertranslation charges are canonically conjugate to the pure supertranslation
charges (corresponding to ¢ > 1 in the expansion in terms of spherical harmonics, i.e.,
beyond the ordinary energy and momentum). One can take advantage of this property
to redefine the homogeneous Lorentz generators so as to eliminate some features of the
BMS algebra that have puzzled the relativity community ever since the BMS symmetry
was discovered. These features arise because pure supertranslations do not commute with
the homogeneous Lorentz transformations.
Three of these intriguing properties are:

e (Angular momentum ambiguity) It follows from the non-vanishing of the bracket of
the pure supertranslations with the homogeneous Lorentz transformations that the
angular momentum transforms under pure supertranslations. This non-invariance
comes on top of the familiar non-invariance of the angular momentum under ordinary
translations, but there one knows how to define an intrinsic angular momentum in
terms of Casimirs of the Poincaré algebra, which amounts to compute the angular
momentum with respect to the center of mass worldline. A similar construction for
supertranslations appears to be more intricate for the full BMS algebra.

e (Soft dressing by boosting) The Poisson brackets of the homogeneous Lorentz gen-
erators with the pure supertranslations involve not only the pure supertranslations,
but also the standard 4-momentum P* [15]. Thus if one boosts or rotates a solution
with P* # 0 one generates in general a solution with non-vanishing value of some
pure supertranslation charges, even if these are zero prior to the action of the Lorentz
transformation. This has raised some discussion in the literature.

e (No invariant Poincaré subalgebra) The fact that the Poisson brackets of the homo-
geneous Lorentz generators with the pure supertranslations involve the pure super-
translations implies that the Poincaré subalgebra is not an ideal. At the same time,
because the pure supertranslations do not form an ideal on account of the preceding
point, they cannot be meaningfully quotientized out to get the Poincaré algebra as a
quotient algebra.

All these features can be eliminated by a nonlinear redefinition of the homogeneous Lorentz
generators that involves the logarithmic supertranslation charges. This is because the log-
arithmic supertranslation charges are canonically conjugate to the pure supertranslation
charges.

We explicitly perform the construction of these new Lorentz generators in our paper.
Once this is done, the pure supertranslations and the logarithmic supertranslations have
vanishing Poisson brackets with all the Poincaré generators. The decoupling of the pure
supertranslations agrees with the ideas pursued in [22-25] along different quantum lines. In
particular, there are some similarities between the logarithmic supertranslation charges and
the boundary gravitons of [24, 25] which are conjugate to the supertranslations in that work.



Our considerations are, however, purely classical, do not need any form of regularization,
and fulfill automatically all necessary Jacobi identity required by consistency since we work
with a well-defined Poisson bracket. Furthermore, the new Lorentz generators manifestly
reduce on-shell to surface integrals at infinity.

Our paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we briefly review the standard
treatment of the BMS group at spatial infinity [20] and recall why logarithmic translations
(and a fortiori logarithmic supertranslations) do not appear in that approach. We then
provide in Section 3 boundary conditions on the canonical variables that include terms
generated by the logarithmic supertranslations. The boundary conditions involve also a
crucial strengthening of the asymptotic behaviour of the constraints which is worked out in
Section 4. The boundary conditions are then shown in Section 5 to keep the kinetic term
in the action finite, a key property that enables one to use standard Hamiltonian meth-
ods. The description of the asymptotic symmetries and the derivation through canonical
methods of their charge-generators are then successively achieved in Sections 6 and 7. The
algebra of these canonical generators is computed and analyzed in Section 8. We show
in particular that the pure supertranslation charges and the logarithmic supertranslation
charges are canonically conjugate. We take advantage of this property in Section 9 to rede-
fine the symmetry generators in such a way that the pure supertranslation and logarithmic
supertranslation charges have vanishing brackets with all the Poincaré generators. We first
give a general algebraic argument to show that this is possible and provide then the ex-
plicit redefinitions. An alternative nonlinear redefinition of the symmetry generators such
that the brackets of the pure supertranslations with the Lorentz boosts remain non-trivial
but do not involve the ordinary translations (“no soft dressing by boosting”) is also given.
The concluding section (Section 10) recapitulates our results and suggests various future

developments. Finally, three appendices of a more technical nature complete our paper.

2 The BMS group at spatial infinity [20]

We recall in this section how the BMS group (and not just its Poincaré subgroup or the
bigger Spi group [26]) emerges as symmetry group of the theory (i.e., of the action and the
boundary conditions) at spatial infinity.

In the Hamiltonian description of asymptotically flat spacetimes [27-29], the possibility
to perform logarithmic translations does not appear. This is because a consistent Hamil-
tonian formulation requires additional asymptotic conditions besides the mere requirement
that (i) the metric should deviate at infinity from the flat metric by terms of order 1/r and
(ii) its conjugate momentum should decay as 1/72,

T i
gij = 0ij + 7] +0(r7?),  w= % +0(r7?), (2.1)

where h;; and 7/ depend on the angles only, i.e., h;jj = h;j(n) and 7/ = 7 (n), where n
is the unit normal to the sphere ((n?) = (sin @ cos @, sin #sin ¢, cos #)). For the action to be



finite! and the Poincaré transformations to be bona fide canonical transformations (with
well-defined generators), it is necessary to restrict further the metric (and its conjugate
momentum).

The conditions that have been proposed in the literature are either strict parity condi-
tions on the leading orders of the fields [30],

hij(—n) = hij(n),  7(-n) = -7 (n), (2.2)

or parity conditions twisted by an improper diffeomorphism [20, 21]?. By this, it is meant
that one allows an odd (respectively, even) part in Eij (respectively, 7/), but it must take
the form of a diffeomorphism at order O(1/r) (respectively O(1/r?)). In polar coordi-
nates (r,z4), (x4 coordinates on the sphere), the diffeomorphism-twisted conditions read

explicitly
grr =1+ %EW +0(r %), (2.3)
gra=0(r"1), (2.4)
9aB =r’gap +rhap + O(1),
and
T =7+ 0>r ), (2.6)
A = %w”‘ +0(r?), (2.7)
m4B = %ﬁAB +0(r?), (2.8)
where the leading orders of the metric and the momenta obey the conditions?:
Torg = ()", (2.9)
hap = (hap)™*™ +2(DaDpU +g,5U), (2.10)
and
7= (7" — GAV, (2.11)
A (ﬁrA)even _ \/EEAV, (2.12)
7B = (74Byedd o /5 (D D"V — gABAY). (2.13)

We have imposed the extra condition that the radial-angular components h,4 are zero,
which insures that asymptotic Lorentz boosts are canonical transformations |20, 21]. We

!By finiteness of the action, we mean finiteness “on the nose”, without (foliation-dependent) regular-
ization. This enables one to apply straightforwardly standard theorems of the Hamiltonian formalism, in
particular the connection between symmetries, charges and their algebra.

2Strict parity conditions stronger than those of [30] have been considered later in [7] from a different
perspective.

3In writing the parity conditions, we assume that the coordinates z* transform as £ — —z* under the
antipodal map. If one uses instead standard polar coordinates for which 6 changes orientation (6 — 7w — 6,

%—)—%)bu‘cnotgp(ap—)ap—l—w 9 2

v 9p B(p)’ the necessary adjustements must be made.



have also used the fact that at the leading order relevant to the analysis, the diffeomorphisms
linearize so that their finite form is identical to their infinitesimal one.

The functions U and V', which parametrize the improper diffeomorphisms to be included
in the asymptotic form of the canonical variables, can be assumed to be odd and even,
respectively, since their even/odd parts can be absorbed through redefinitions. In the
canonical description, shifts of the even (respectively, odd) part of U (respectively, V') are
proper gauge symmetries with zero charges. Finally g4p is the metric on the round unit
sphere and D4 the corresponding covariant derivative. The indices A, B, ... of the barred
fields are raised and lowered using the metric g4z on the unit 2-sphere at spatial infinity.

The logarithmic translations are eliminated with either the strict parity conditions
(2.1) or the twisted parity conditions (2.3)-(2.13) because they induce terms that violate
these conditions [31]*. The connection between this Hamiltonian result and the insightful
work [2] on logarithmic translations is that the parity conditions imposed in [30] or their
weakened twisted form [20, 21] imply that the Weyl tensor fulfills the strict parity conditions
that were shown in [2]| to enable one to eliminate the logarithmic translation ambiguities.
Conversely, the strict parity conditions on the Weyl tensor considered in [2| imply the
weakened parity conditions of [20, 21| on the canonical variables assuming that the metric
possesses an asymptotic expansion in 1/7 starting as above at 1/r for the metric and 1/72
for the momenta (see appendix of [20] for precise information).

With the twisted boundary conditions (2.3)-(2.13), the asymptotic symmetry group is
the infinite-dimensional BMS group [20, 21]. The twist is essential since without it, the
remaining asymptotic symmetries are just the Poincaré transformations [30]. The super-
translations generate shifts in U and V', which must be therefore be allowed to take arbitrary
values.

3 Asymptotic conditions

To include the logarithmic supertranslations, one must impose less stringent boundary
conditions on the canonical variables. This enlargement of the asymptotic conditions must
obey two crucial consistency requirements: first, the action must be finite for all allowed
configurations of g;; (%) and 7% (%), even for those which do not obey the original boundary
conditions; second, the BMS transformations and the logarithmic supertranslations must
be canonical transformations with well-defined (finite) charges.

Deriving a set of boundary conditions that fulfill these consistency conditions follows
usually a trial-and-error procedure. Rather then repeating the somewhat zig-zag way in
which the conditions were arrived at, we shall write them first and shall then explain their
various properties as we check that all the consistency conditions are met.

As we indicated, the allowed asymptotic form of the fields must generalize (2.3)-(2.13)
by incorporating, besides the terms involving U and V', terms corresponding to changes
of the fields under logarithmic supertranslations. More precisely, one must twist the strict

4This argument also eliminates logarithmic translations for the differently twisted parity conditions
proposed in [32], since the radial-radial component R should also be even in that case, while logarithmic
translations induce the odd term ~ C'n;.



parity conditions of (2.1) by a diffeomorphism that involves now also logarithmic super-
translations.

By following a trial-and-error procedure, we arrived at the following consistent fall-off
of the spatial metric and its conjugate momentum,

1-— 1
Grr =14 —hpp + — <ln2 rhlo82) 4 ny plos) 4 h,(ﬂ%)) +o(r %), (3.1)
r r
_ 1 o _
gra =2+~ (W2 w5 + e %Y + 0% + o007, (3.2)
9ap =1°Gap + 1 (In70ap + hap) + In® rﬁg% +Inroap + hfj)g +o(1), (3.3)
1
" =Inrmg, +77 + = (1112 TTlog(2) T M T gy 1y + ”?5)) +o(r 1), (3.4)
. Inr 1_T 1
™ A = T loé + , A + — (ln Tﬂ-log( 2) + h’l’laﬂ'log( 1) + 77(2)> + 0( 2), (35)
7AB = Inr B 4 iﬁAB + i (ln2 7’7TAB +InrrdB 474 ) + o(r™3) (3.6)
= 2 Mog T3 3 log(2) log(1) (2) : :

The twisted parity conditions for the metric coefficients are

By = ()™ + 2U = even, (3.7)
A = DU + DAU — Uy = odd, (3.8)
04 = 2(DADBU + G4pU) = even, (3.9)
hap = (hap)™ +2(D(4Up) + DaDpU + 5 ,5U), (3.10)

while those for the momentum components read

Wlog _\/>AV = Odd (3 )
ﬁm«:( rr)odd 2\[‘/ \[AV (3 )
7Tlog \fD V = even, (3.13)
ﬁrA _ (—TA)even+\/:D V—\/:EAV (3 )
m? = Va0 D"V ~ g PAV) = odd, (315)
FAB = (7AByedd 5 (DA DV — gABAY), (3.16)

where U is even and V is odd. The function V is even (its odd part remains pure gauge), but
U has both odd (as before) and even parts, U = U®" + U°d the even component being
non trivial once the logarithmic terms are included. Finally Uy is odd®. The reasons behind
these parity assignments will be pointed out as we proceed with the various consistency
checks.

Since the parity conditions will be used very often in the sequel, we recapitulate them
in a table:

SWe initially allowed also an even part (Ua)®"*® # 0, but found that this part must be equal to U =
D AU something we already implemented in the equations in the text. The “left-over” U4 appearing in
the text have thus U3"" = 0.



Variable | Even component? | Odd component?
U Yes No
1% No Yes
U Yes Yes
\%4 Yes No
Ua No Yes

We observe that V°44 is in fact pure gauge, i.e., one may carry it along and observe in
the end that it can be gauged away by a proper diffecomorphism, exactly as in [20]. To
simplify the computations we set from the outset V44 = 0. The same is actually true for
U, which turns out also to be entirely removable by a proper gauge transformation, so that
only logarithmic supertranslations with V are improper. We keep U at this stage however,
since proving its triviality is one of the essential results of this paper, which we want to
explicitly establish.

Note that most metric and momentum components have mixed parity properties due
to the twist, except (., O4B, 77{0‘2) which are even and (\y4, Tlog: m{2B) which are odd.

g
A few comments are in order:

e Just as U and V parametrize the standard supertranslations, the functions U and
V parametrize the logarithmic supertranslations. Why they are only two of them
(where one would expect four) and why they are subject to parity conditions comes
from the requirements of consistency of the formalism, as we shall see below. In fact,
there are two “hidden” extra functions Uy giving the other two missing logarithmic
supertranslations but consistency with the absence of leading logarithmic term in A4,
which plays a central role in the integrability of the charges, forces them to be equal
to DU, so that they are not independent. This was explicitly taken care of in the
above formulas, which explains why U4 does not appear.

e The parametrization by the functions U,U,Uys, V and V of the metric and momentum

T rA =rA AB AB

components h,.., Aa, 0ap, hap, W{gg, T Togs T Tiog and 77 involves some

redundancy.

[ Consider first U, which is even. Given 845 (of the required form), the function
U is determined by (3.9) up to a solution of DsDgY +G45Y = 0. But the most
general solution of this equation is a linear combination of the ¢ = 1 spherical

harmonics Y, and so is odd or zero. Since it must be even, we conclude that

m>
T = 0 and that U is unique (for given 645 of the required form).

O The same argument shows that U° is determined by (hap)°3 from (3.10) up
to Zmzfl,o,l cmY,L. This ambiguity corresponds to spatial translations, which
are Minkowski isometries and have no effect on hap (but do act effectively on
some of the other variables).

O The functions U and Uy (which is odd) are determined from (3.8) up to a
solution of D 4u¥* — u4 = 0. But the general solution of this equation fulfills
Auever — Dy 4 = 0. We show below that such an ambiguity corresponds to a



proper gauge transformation, so that the redundancy in the description of A4
has a clear interpretation.

O The equation (3.7) can then be viewed as defining (h,.)

even given ETT, while the

even part of (3.10) defines (EAB)even, once a choice for U and U4 has been
made from (3.8).

O Similarly, one finds from the momenta relations that V is potentially determined
up to a constant, but since it is odd, it is unique and carries no redundancy. By
contrast, the function V is even and so is determined up to a constant. This
ambiguity corresponds to time translations, which are Minkowski isometries.
Time translations are redundancies for the asymptotic fields considered here,
but they are not when one takes into account all the other fields.

e The next terms in the expansions (T% In?r hﬁg@), etc) must be explictly written be-
cause they can potentially contribute to divergences and so one must check that they
are harmless. They are generated when one performs logarithmic supertranslations
(so it would be inconsistent to set them equal to zero), but their explicit expressions
are complicated because the non-abelian character of the diffeomorphisms becomes
relevant below the leading orders, and the finite form of the transformations is in-
tricate. We shall only need the equations that these lower order terms fulfill as a
result of the Hamiltonian and momentum constraints H ~ 0, H; ~ 0, which in fact
determine some of them completely in terms of the leading order variables.

e We have written in the expansion (3.1) for g, the subleading terms as o(r~2) rather
then O(r~2) because there are contributions such as r=3Inr, which are o(r~2) but

not O(r~3). The same feature holds for the other expansions.

e We will show below when computing the charges of the asymptotic symmetries that
U can be completely gauged away by a proper diffeomorphism. This justifies the
statement made above that it would not be a limitation to set U = 0, but - as also
announced above - we shall refrain from doing so since we want to establish its pure
gauge character.

e It is interesting to compare the status of A4 for the various boundary conditions.

O The strict parity conditions of [30] do not restrict A4, except that it must be odd.
By a coordinate transformation generated by a O(1) odd vector field, which is
an allowed proper gauge transformation in that context, one can set A4 equal to
Zero.

O With the boundary conditions of [20] that allows for a twist by an O(1) even
vector field, A4 is not arbitrary any more since this would conflict with the
integrability of the asymptotic boost charges. It is restricted to obey EAXA =0
(see appendix C of [21] for a detailed discussion). This enables one to set it
equal to zero by a proper gauge transformation [21], a permissible simplification
adopted in [20].



O Finally, with the more general twist involving a logarithmic supertranslation,
A4 # 0 because it transforms under such transformations (the D AU-term in
(3.8)). For that reason, one must carry A4. As we shall verify, this does not
conflict with integrability of the boost charges even though D AXA = ( in general,
because of the presence of the additional asymptotic fields.

4 Asymptotic form of the constraints

In addition to the above asymptotic behaviour of the fields, we must impose that the

Hamiltonian and momentum constraint functions

H=— (Wijwij - ;71'2> —VoR, (4.1)
Hi = -2V m;, (4.2)

go asymptotically to zero faster than what the decay of the fields imply. As we shall see,
this is necessary in order to have finite Lorentz charges and finite kinetic term. This extra
requirement is similar to what was found in [20]. Writing out explicitly the consequences
of this faster decay is the purpose of this section.

The first step is to expand the constraint functions in the limit » — co. We start with

the Hamiltonian constraint.

4.1 Hamiltonian constraint

In order to compute the asymptotic form of the Hamiltonian constraint (4.1), we need the
asymptotic form of the spatial curvature. Using the useful expressions of the radial 2 4 1
decomposition of the spatial metric given in Appendix A, we find the somewhat involved
formulas:

1 1
G R = — (3) . R 2, ¥ (4) @) —4
R= (mmbg +R ) + 3 (m P Rypoy t TR + R ) +o(r7%), (43)

~10 -



where

1

R = 5 (DaDp0"” —57) (4.4)
R® = —Ah — Ahyy + DaDph™? + 2D, (4.5)
R{) oy =—0@ + D' D0F) — R o® — 2ploe® — A ploe
+ 2(393‘95 — 02 D Da0 + EC%‘EC@B> : (4.6)
RU) 1y =40 + 4k, — 20D — A peEW) — 6+ DD 0 pp — R — %(39@95 —6?)
+ gﬁgog — e~ 510 =34 D0 — 60" X+ [ DAID ey — DATAD"0

o m 1 . h o
+04D,D 1 — 64D Do + 5DAeD“‘h — 0AD" A + 02D AD Ry,

— —p_ __ 1 e
— 0ADDPRS + 0AR R, + 5DAegD"‘hg , (4.7)

R =20 4+ 2k2 | —2h@ — A p@ — 2@ £ D Dph@P ~ K@ 4 982, + K, ATy
A_

log(1)
l— — —4—  3-a—p 1l —A—pB— — —a— —c2B l— ——
+ §DAh,_TDAhM, + Zhghﬁ - ZhZ + iy DPDah — haDAD RE — ;Dah D'

~ DuRAD G + DR DTy ~ Wy DeD RS + FAA R, — S DR T

4 SDCRED RS ~ Lk~ LDARD Ry + Dl DRy + H3D Dk,

T DN = DD o — AAD T~ RDAN — BTN + 2N — N DD

DN DN L AN - %EAXBEBXA + gﬁAxBEAXB + %eﬁag _ 392

- gﬁﬁeg + %E@ T+ 3aD 0 4+ 0D AN — 08D (4.8)
In the above formulas, which involve the sub-subleading terms in the asymptotic ex-

pansion of the fields (among which o4p), the variables {kl(()Qg)(2)’ kl(fé(l), k@Y are the sub-

subleading coefficients of the fall-off of the 2-dimensional extrinsic curvature:
_ 1 1, — - _ - -
Kap =—-rgap — 3 Inrfap + 5 (—hAB + hyGap — 04 + Darp + DB/\A) (4.9)
12 @ &) (2) -1
+ - (m r R gy ap + TR g kAB) +o(r ). (4.10)

A direct computation shows that the square root of the determinant of the spatial
metric reads

\/§:\/§[r2+g(lnr0+ﬁw+ﬁ)+o(r)] : (4.11)

Taking into account the fall-off of the conjugate momentum given above, we then get that
the Hamiltonian constraint (4.1) behaves asymptotically as

by L
.

- - 1 _
<ln r\/g;Rl(S; + \/§R(3)> + 2 (1112 THlog(2) +1In THlog(l) + 7{(2)> +o0 (r 2) , (4.12)

— 11 —



where

—_ ~(p®W LPPNG)
Hlog(Z) - _\/-a(Rlog(Q) + 70Rlog>

1 1 rr

+ ﬁ |:2( log) + 27710g7rlogA + ﬂ-logBTrlog AB — 7T10g7'('10g — 7T120gi| s (413)
Hiog(ty = ~Va[ By + 5 B + IIRED + S0R)
1
5 (fwﬂfgg — Ty AT A A+ 2T 4 — T Mlog — ﬁmog) : (4.14)
-+ 11
N
(4.15)
It follows from the definition of the field 645 that RS’; 0,

EAEB(QAB - Zeﬁ =0. (4.16)

Thus for generic boundary conditions, H = O (r‘l). However, we will impose a faster
fall-off, namely H = o (T_Q). Therefore we add to the asymptotic conditions on the metric
and its momentum given in the previous section the additional requirement:

H=o0(r? & R® =0, Mg =0,  Higny=0, HP=0. (417

4.2 Momentum constraint

If one expands the radial component of the momentum constraint asymptotically, one gets

Inr 1 _
Hr = THirog (1) (hl THlog(Q) + In THTOg( 1) + H@)) (’I" 2) s (418)
with
Hivy = —2 (Damlis — Tioga) - (4.19)
f) = —2(DAT* = T4 + i) (4.20)
) A AB
{og(2) = _QDATrlog( 2) + 27Tlog( 2) + 27Tlog(Q)A + HABﬂlog ’ (421)
) A 7 B—=A N A | 7 AB
Tog(l) = —2DA7T10g( 1) + 27T10g( 1) — 47Tiro’rg(2) + 27T10g(1)A + hrrﬂ{gg + 9A7TB + 2)\A7T{Og + hABﬂ-lOg
_A_ _— = [ —
+ Oapmiel — 2l A D aher — 2N Dpmipg o — 2miel Dadp — 2k Dty (4.22)

H€2) = —2DA7T(2) + 27'['( ) — 271'{0%(1) + 27TE4)A "‘ ETTETT — 2Err7Tlrorg —l— 2XA%TA + EﬁfB —I— Qfﬁg
— 2\ agy — 274D gl — N D78 — 27ABD 4N — 2hey DA (4.23)

Similarly, the fall-off of the angular components of the momentum constraint is given

by

1 (0] O, —
HA _ lnr,Hlog + HE;)) + ; <h’127'H14g(2) + h,lT,HAlAg(l) + qul)) +0 (7,, 1) 7 (424)
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where

HE = —2(Dpmigga + Toga) » (4.25)
HY = —2(Dpml) + 7 4 + oy 4) (4.26)
1 = _ _

HAE? = —2D iy 04 — 208 Domioy 5 — Tiog Dabic (427)

_BC-—SA
H9ED = _grrd ) — 2D (wlog hB) + 139D hipe — 2D (7PC03) + 75D 0pc
— 40412 — 2Dy (Wlog)\ ) 9Dl + D hye + 20 ED Np, (4.28)
HY = 2 ) — 2l Bhy — 27 B0 — 2D (7 PXY) + 27 D N
— 9D p(FERS) + 7 DRy + 7D pe . (4.29)

It follows from the expressions of the fields Wligg that the logarithmic leading terms inden-
tically vanish, Hj,, = Hlog

) A A . _..B
DATrfog — TrlOgA =0 y DBTrlOgA + 7T1T0gA =0. (430)

Accordingly, the components of the momentum constraint go generically as H, = O (7’_1)
and Hqg = O (T‘O). However, a faster fall-off will be necessary for finiteness of the formalism
and we thus impose

Hr =0 (7“_2) , and Hy=o (7“_1) . (4.31)
This is equivalent to
H?I) - 0, HTOg(Q) = 07 /leog(l) = 0, HZQ) - 0, (432)
and
0 log(2 log(1 1
7_[( ) _ ng( ) _ 0, ng( ) _ 0, 7_[( ) _ (4.33)

Imposing that the constraints decay faster than what follows from the asymptotic con-
ditions on the fields is consistent in that it does not eliminate classical solutions, for which
the constraints hold to all orders. Furthermore, this requirement is compatible with the
asymptotic diffeomorphism symmetries given below because (i) the constraints transform
among themselves under diffeomorphisms (they are first class); and (ii) in each case we are
imposing the same extra condition that the first four non-trivial terms in the expansion
vanish.

5 Action and Finiteness of the symplectic structure
The action of General Relativity in four spacetime dimensions in Hamiltonian form reads
Irlgij, ™, N, N¥] = / dtd*z (7 g;; — NH — N'H;) + B, (5.1)

where B is the integral over time of a boundary term at spatial infinity, which depends on
the asymptotic form of the lapse and the shift and will be discussed below. We assume
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that the metric is fixed at the two time boundaries as appropriate for the “pg’-form - here
i d3x (77“ gl-j) - of the kinetic term. This is the form of the action needed for computing,

say, the transition amplitude < gg) (X),tg\gi(;)(x),tl >. If instead of fixing the ¢’s at the
time boundaries, one would fix the p’s, one would need to make an integration by parts in
time to convert pg to —gp, i.e., here, — [ 3z (gijfrij ) This is well known and not peculiar
to gravity. Such changes of representations are not the object of our paper, which focuses
instead on the boundary terms at spatial infinity.

The dynamical equations in Hamiltonian form follow from extremizing the action with
respect to the dynamical fields g;; and 7. Variation of the Hamiltonian action with
respect to N (lapse function) and N°* (shift vector) yields the Hamiltonian and momentum
constraints H ~ 0, H; ~ 0.

We now prove the finiteness of the kinetic term with our boundary conditions, some-
logr
T
we work in spherical coordinates. Recall that the momenta carry a density weight, so the

thing which is not manifest since there are for instance terms like [ dr . For definiteness,

integration in spherical coordinates is just [ drdfdpr® gij, without \/g. We write this in-
tegral as [ dr ¢ d>z, where the 2-sphere integral ¢ = ¢, involves functions depending only
on the angles., i.e., we integrate first over the angles and then over r.

The ingredients for proving finiteness of the kinetic term are:

e The (strict) parities of U, V and Uy, which are
G=goe, Vool g, =g (5.2)

e The faster decrease of the constraints, but for this step, it is sufficient to have H =
o(r 1), Hr=o0(r"') and Ha =0(1), i.e.,

R® = ~Ah—Ahy + DaDph™? + 2D =0, (5.3)
My = —2(DaT =74 +7ig) =0,
/HS]) = *2(EBﬁBA + ﬁTA + 7TlrogA) = 0’ (55)

from which one easily derives
DuDp7B +74 =0, (5.6)
using the expressions of ﬂforg and w{og 4 in terms of V.

Finiteness of the kinetic term is demonstrated as follows. Inserting the asymptotic
expansion of the fields inside the kinetic term of the action, one finds

In2 . 1 - - ) -
/d3x77”h,-j = /drdzx[ nr TﬂfgfﬁAB + % <7Tf(fghrr + ﬂfgghAB + 7480, + 277{52z\,4)
(5.7)

+ = (ﬁ”hw + 7B + 2%”AAA> + o(r*l)} . (5.8)
-

The o(r~1) are harmless since the integral [o(r~!)dr does not diverge at infinity. The
other written terms are potentially harmful and one must verify that they are zero. We
examine in turn the coefficients of @, lnT’" and %
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e For the first term in the r.h.s. of (5.7), we express TrfégB in terms of V using (3.15)
and get that

yﬁd?mﬁ‘)gé@ _ 7§d2x\/§(§f‘BZf/ DD T )ias
_ 55 LGN — DD 0,4p)V
~0. (5.9)

This integral over the sphere vanishes by virtue of (4.16). Hence, the coefficient of

2. .
"7 is zero.

For the second term in the r.h.s. of (5.7), we express the “log” momenta in terms of
V from (3.11) and (3.15) to get

}£d2$ (Trlrggﬁrr + Wf?)gﬁAB + fABéAB + 27T1To/2;j14> (5.10)
9 _AB/ SR T —— _ _ _-AB _ A

=¢d a:[ﬂ Oap — VIR + Dl —DaDgh  —2DN V] (5.11)

~ ¢d2x ﬁABéAB , (5.12)

where the constraint equation (5.3) was used. By expressing now 645 in terms of U,
one finds that this remaining term becomes

ygd% 748045 =2 515 d*vy/§ (DaDpm? +74) U=~0. (5.13)
It vanishes by virtue of (5.6). Hence, the coefficient of IHTT is also zero.

Finally, for the 1/r term given in (5.8), we use the expressions (3.12), (3.14) and
(3.16) for the momenta. After some integrations by parts we get:

yﬁd% (ﬁ”’fw + 74 Bhap + 27‘7“‘5\A) (5.14)
—T7T\0 =17 — odd7 —rA\even =AY
— ;ﬁd%{ [(@™)° — 2y/GV ]y + (7)Y g5 + 2[(7F ) + VgD V] /\A}
(5.15)
- = — — _-AB — A
—ygdzx\/E(AthAhw—DADBh — 9D 4\ )V. (5.16)

The last sphere integral vanishes by virtue of (5.3). Furthermore, since h,.,. is even

and its coefficient is odd, while A4 is odd while its coeflicient is even, the only term
that remains in the integral of the first line is (747)°4d} 4 5. We transform this term
by inserting the expression (3.10) and integrating by part, which yields (recalling that

U 4 is odd),
55612:5 (W%r + 7 Phap + 2%“‘%) (5.17)

—9 55 @y/G (DaDp(RAF)74 4 (74)o0d) {rodd . (5.18)
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This integral vanishes again by virtue of (5.6). Hence, the coefficient of % is also zero.

The vanishing of the % term, which is necessary for the finiteness of the kinetic term,
actually forces the parity of the functions U, V" and the form of U§"*", if we assume that 7,1,
Todd and Ei:en are independent fields. Indeed, the 1/r term reads, using the expressions of
the momenta and the constraint (5.3),

¢d2 {[(—r'r)odd 2\/>V]hrr+( AB)OddhA +2[( rA)evenjLWD V])\A} (519)

Inserting the explicit form of the fields, i.e.,

By = (B )&V + 20, (5.20)
XAZDAU—FEAﬁ—UA, (5.21)
hAB = (hAB)even + 2( (AUB) +3945U), (5.22)

(where we allow a priori an independent U§'*"-term, not necessarily fulfilling U§*" =
D 4U°) we find that the above integral becomes

¢d21‘{ o 2[_ —AB odd + (—rB)even] U -9 [EA(ETA)GVBH o ﬁodd] U (523)
—QW(AV—FV) —QWDAV(UA—DAU) (5.24)
+ 2[(—rr)odd DA(—TA)even] 2\/‘ V( )even} (525)

The line (5.23) vanishes by virtue of the asymptotic constraints (5.4), (5.5), which imply

EA(frA)even . ﬁodd — 07 (526)
EA(ﬁAB)odd + (ﬁ'rB)even =0. (5.27)

It follows from line (5.25) that U must be even and V must be odd. The above integral
reduces then to

—2 % dQI‘\/?EAf/(UA — EAU) , (5.28)
which vanishes if and only if
Uger = DU (5.29)

as we wanted to prove.

We have thus established the finiteness of the kinetic term in the action and hence of
the symplectic form. Finiteness of the symplectic structure is a cornerstone of our approach
because it enables one to straightforwardly apply standard Hamiltonian theorems and, in
particular, momentum map considerations. Note that finiteness holds exactly, without
having to perform any regularization procedure.
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6 Asymptotic symmetries

6.1 Form of vector fields

Since our boundary conditions involve explicitly terms generated by logarithmic supertrans-
lations and ordinary supertranslations, we expect them to be invariant under diffeomor-
phisms parametrized by vector fields (fL =¢, {i) combining both kind of transformations.
Their exact form will be shown to be

¢ =br+mr (T+Ty)) + T+ T +o(1), (6.1)

E=InrW +W +o(1), (6.2)
Inr [/ 2b _ 1/2b _ 1

A_ A =AY rA A [ “Y =rA A odd - 7A -1
=YY"+ . <\/§wlog+D W>+T<\/§7T + DAW) >+TI +o(r 1Y), (6.3)
where

- — _ o= — —a-p 1

Ty = 0abN" — (B +2) " (DaDg +9a5) [b (DA)\B _ 29“)} : (6.4)

Ty = —=bh. (6.5)

The function T(b) is well defined because the operator (Z + 2)_1 acts on a function with

no ¢ = 1 spherical harmonic component. The ambiguity in T{3), spanned by the linear

combinations of the Yfl with £ = 1, will be shown to be a proper gauge transformation.
The independent parameters in (6.1)-(6.3) are:

e the function b = b;n’, which parametrizes the Lorentz boosts;
e the vector Y4, which parametrizes the spatial rotations;

e the functions T' (odd) and W (even), which parametrize logarithmic supertranslations;
however, as we shall see, the transformations generated by W are proper (zero charge);

e the function 7" (even) and the odd part of W, which parametrize the familiar super-
translations;

e the even part of W and the vector I (odd), which generate a new type of super-
translations; however, only the combination AWee® — D 4I4 is physically relevant in
the sense that if AW — D 4I4 = 0, these new supertranslations are proper (see
below).

We summarize the properties of these independent parameters in the following table:

Variable | Parity Nature of diffeomorphism Proper or improper?
W Even | Logarithmic supertranslations Proper
T Odd | Logarithmic supertranslations | Improper (except £ =1 component)
Jyodd Odd Supertranslations Improper
T Even Supertranslations Improper
Wweven Even New supertranslations Improper if AW — D,IA #£0
14 Odd New supertranslations Improper if AWee™ — D T4 #£0
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The independent piece of (6.1) is thus br+1n rT+T, which can be chosen freely (within
the class of boosts for b, odd functions on the sphere for T and even functions on the sphere
for T'). The extra term

é(b) =1In TT(b) + T(b) , (6.6)

must be added when b # 0 in order to make the boost charges integrable (or, what is the
same, in order for the boosts to leave the action invariant, without surface terms at spatial
infinity). Similarly, the written terms in " can be chosen freely, while the independent
piece of (6.3) is ¢4 = Y4 + 14, The other terms involving b, W and W are included
to preserve the boundary conditions on A4 under boosts (b), logarithmic supertranslations
(W) and supertranslations (W).

The need to add extra correcting terms to the “naked” parameters is not a surprise since
it just generalizes to the logarithmic supertranslation case what was found to be already
necessary in the Hamiltonian formulation of the standard BMS symmetry [20]. While the
need for the correcting terms associated with the preservation of the boundary conditions
will be made obvious in the next subsections, the justification for those associated with
integrability will have to wait until Section 7.

6.2 Transformations of the canonical variables

The transformations generated by the diffeomorphisms (6.1)-(6.3) define asymptotic sym-
metries if and only if they preserve the asymptotic conditions and leave the action invariant
(up to possible terms at the time boundaries).

If the asymptotic conditions are preserved, the diffeomorphisms induce well-defined
transformations of the asymptotic fields appearing in the asymptotic expansion of the
canonical variables. We deal with this point in this subsection.

The action of diffeomorphisms (§ , §i) on the canonical variables is given by

2 1
5gi-=<m-—g¢-7r>+£ 9ij » 6.7
J JI 77 99 €9ij (6.7)
- 1 ggij 1,
1) — (/N ] mn _ -
5 m(R L9 R) v 5 <7r o 27r>
2 ( m 1 ) o -~ -~
— — | "), — - | + V'V — g ANE) + Lem® 6.8
Vi 5 \/g( §—yg f) 3 (6.8)

where the spatial Lie derivatives are given by

Legij = 205:075€" + " 0gij , (6.9)
Lem = —20, 0Dk 4 oy (P 7). (6.10)

One quick way to arrive at these formulas is to observe that they are certainly valid
for diffeomorphisms that decrease sufficiently fast at infinity that their canonical generator
Gegi [g,-j, ' ] = [ d3x(EH +EH;) without surface term is well defined (proper gauge trans-
formations, G¢ ¢ = 0). The variations of the canonical variables are then just obtained by
taking their brackets with [ d3z(éH +&H;), which yields (6.7)- (6.8). Since these formulas
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are local in space, however, they hold true independently of the asymptotic behaviour of
(€,€") and can be used even if a surface term must be added to [ d3x(EH + £'H;) to get a
well-defined generator (improper gauge transformation).

There might be extra terms proportional to the constraints in (6.7)- (6.8) when the
parameters (5 L=g¢, f’) involve the fields — as here, through the dependent correcting terms
added to preserve the boundary conditions and make the boost charges integrable — but since

the constraints decrease very fast at infinity, these terms play no role in our considerations.

6.2.1 Transformations under spatial diffeomorphisms

We first consider diffeomorphisms acting on the equal-time hypersurfaces ((£,£%) = (0,&%)).
One directly gets from (6.7) and (6.2), (6.3) that the boundary conditions are preserved
and that the successive terms in the asymptotic expansion transform as

e Leading order:

Sei0an :£y0A3+2(E(AEB)W+§ABW) . (6.11)
e First subleading order:
Seihyr = YAl +2W (6.12)
Ogida = Ly Ag + DAW" — Tg + DaAW, (6.13)
Seihap = Lyhap +2 (Dalp) + DaDpW +5,5W) . (6.14)

Note that the term h‘TTDAVNV + 1 DA(W)°d must be included in £ in order to maintain
the asymptotic form of the mixed component g,4. If we had allowed in &4 the term
thTfA + %IA + o(r~') with arbitrary T4 and with I having an arbitrary even piece, we
would have found the extra terms

(Gesgra)™H = Iny (EAW - iA) D ywedd _ peven (6.15)

which violate the asymptotic decay of g4 unless T4 = DAW (to eliminate the In r-piece)
and 19" = D 4W°44 (so0 that A4 is purely odd).

Turn now to the conjugate momentum. Under the action of £, the successive terms in
the asymptotic expansion transform as

e Leading order:

Sgimimy = 04 (Y712, (6.16)
Ogi Mg = Ly T » (6.17)
6@%{35 = ,Cyﬂ'fggB, . (6.18)
e First subleading order:
e =04 (YAT'T) (6.19)
Se A = LyT A, (6.20)
5emB = LyThB. (6.21)

This follows directly from (6.8) and (6.2), (6.3).
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6.2.2 Transformations under normal diffeomorphisms

The action of the “naked” boosts & = br on g,.4 violate the boundary conditions. Indeed, it

follows from (6.7) that g, transforms as

2b 2b

s+ Tt o(l). (6.22)

For this reason, as announced above, one must perform a corrective gauge transforma-

tion f(b) = 2b

"V

transformation is non-canonical and even generates divergences in the charge (see section 7.2

d¢gra = Inr

Tlog 4 il order to maintain the condition g4 = O(1). However, the resulting

below). To cure this problem, the leading corrective transformation fg)) must be accompa-

nied by a subleading corrective gauge transformation I ®) \2/%_7“ Similarly, integrability

dictate the need to include the corrective terms ) = In T, ® + T (see same section 7.2
below).
The normal diffeomorphisms £ with all the corrections included,

§:bT+lnT(T+T()>+T+T() (6.23)
ln7’ 2b TA+ 2b TA
R v A

preserve the asymptotic decay of the fields and their action on the successive terms in the

¢=0, = (6.24)

asymptotic expansion can be worked out to be:

e Leading order:

20 (g 4 — ,
owbap = 7 (WAB - QABﬂlog) + ﬁD(A |:b7rlogB):| : (6.25)
e First subleading order:
— b
whpr = —= (@ —7) , 6.26
7 ( ) (6.26)
— 2b
5bAA = 7_7710 , 6.27
\/g log A ( )
— b 4
ophap = —=[2Tap— 7 T 4+m] + —=D b | . 6.28
vl an (7" 47+ =D [b7) (6.25)
These transformations preserve the parity conditions.
For the conjugate momentum, one finds:
e Leading order:
1 .
O oy = < b0 = faAbD 0+ 8AbDBHAB> —VGAT, (6.29)
_A __A ~
el = [b (Dpo*? —D"0) + 0007 | — VGD'T", (6.30)

SemhB = ‘f b(eAB + A0 — ECEAHBC) + acb(ECQAB — 9D"9BC +§ABE%>}

+ \/5 (DAEBT’ - gABZT’) . (6.31)
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e First subleading order:
¢ = Y9 [b (6, — B — 20 + 4D,X" + DDA
+Oab (4XA D'+ 25352) } ~VIAT + 2T, (6.32)
57 — Vj (X" + DRy - D04 + A" + DN ~ 2D"hy, - DR
+D"0 - 2D DpAP) + o (K - 047 + DX - DN |
+v5 (-D'T + D) (6.33)

—CTAB

ser P = VIG5 - B D DURE - 5D5) 4 DD, + D D7
+ gAB( W4+ 2D — A + EAEBﬁf)} n acb[D PAB 5 (A B)C

+ gAB ( 2 D%, — DRy + zﬁDﬁg)} } n ﬁ(ﬁAﬁBT’ _gABA T/> :

(6.34)

with
T =T+Ty, (6.35)
T =T + T(b) . (6.36)

It follows in particular from the above formulas that the transformation laws of the
fields U and V under diffeomorphisms with both normal and spatial components are

e iU = LyU — bV + W, (6.37)
- - 1 -~ 1 A~ - .
deeiV = LyV — 20U — -0,0D" U+ T + Ty (6.38)

7 Canonical generator

We now turn to the computation of the canonical generator G ¢ [gij, 7 ], which takes the
form

Gg,gi [gija Wij] = /d3fL' <§/H + fZ/HZ> + Q&gi [gi]’, 7Tij] , (71)

where the surface term must be determined, following standard Hamiltonian methods, in
such a way that i¢ {2 = —dyG. Here, 1 i) is the internal contraction of the symplectic
form with the phase space vector field X, i associated with (£,£") and dy is the exterior
derivative in phase space. The equation guarantees dy (1¢¢i§2) =0, i.e, £ Xs,siQ = 0, which
expresses the invariance of the symplectic structure under the phase space transformation
(exactly and not up to surface terms at spatial infinity).

Because the symplectic form takes the standard bulk form Q = [ A3z dym A dv gij
(without surface contribution), this amounts to applying the method of [30] (see [33]
for more information). Namely, one computes dy Ge ¢i [gij,wij] and gets an equation for
dy Qg ¢i [gij, 7 } by requesting that the surface terms obtained through the integrations by
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parts necessary to bring dy G ¢i [gij, 7 ] to the canonical form [ d3x(AY dvg;j + Bijdvﬂ'ij )
be cancelled by dy Q¢ ¢ [gij,ﬂij ] Of course, for this to work, one must get a finite and
dy-closed (“integrable”) expression for dy Q¢ ¢ [gij, 7 ] In order to check these properties
and derive the surface term, one can of course use the boundary conditions.

The surface term that one gets from the variation of the bulk part of G [gij, TFij]
reads

7§ & [z\fgaK +/99%%gea <§KB o (a = AD8D§)6§> +ogionT — gragjkwfk} ,

where we have made the change of notations dyy — § to follow the tradition in the field. It
follows that the compensation condition that determines Q)¢ ¢: [gij, 7t ] is

0Qe ¢ [gij, 7] = yﬁd? [2[55K+f9305g0A <§KB+ (06— /\D8D£)63> LIS — €7 S g ] :
(7.2)
where K g is the extrinsic curvature of the 2-spheres in a 2+ 1 decomposition, see Appendix
A.
We shall now verify that with the above boundary conditions and improved diffeomor-
phism parameters, not only is the right-hand side of this equation finite but also integrable,
yielding a finite, well-defined Q¢ ¢: [gij, ﬂ'ij].

7.1 Generators of spatial diffeomorphisms

We shall compute in great detail the generators of spatial diffeomorphisms to illustrate
both the importance of the boundary conditions and the inner consistency of the formalism.
Inserting the variations of the fields under spatial diffeomorphisms in (7.2) yields

0Q¢ = 2rinr yﬁ d? $YA57TIOg (7.3)
+2r yf dPxY 074 (7.4)
+ 21?7 55 d*x {YA(S (ﬂ'log( o)+ FloggB) + W6 (7o — DATFIOg):| (7.5)

+ 2 hl?" ¢ d2 YA5 (Trlog(l) + T‘-log)\ + TrloghB + WTBGB)

+ W (77 — D) + Won, + IAawlog} (7.6)

n yﬁd% [2YA5W(2) OWET 21@%“‘} : (7.7)
where
T =i+ 7 PRy + 77X (7.8)

As it is manifest from this expression, the variation of the charge is plagued with four
different types of potential divergences, which we must show are actually zero. It is here
that we shall need the faster decay of the constraints.

We examine the potential divergences in turn, starting with the most “dangerous” ones.
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e The coefficient of rInr is zero by parity, since 771"0‘2 is even while Y4 is odd.

e For the term proportional to r, we use the asymptotic expression 74 = (ﬁ’"A)e"en +

NG DV - NG Dv. Taking into account the parities of the fields, the integral reduces
then to

7§d2x\/§YAﬁAv, (7.9)

which vanishes under integration by parts by using the Killing equation DY 4 = 0.

e For the term proportional to In? 7, we first observe that the integral that involves W

vanishes by parity (W is even). Using also that YAwfogé?g is odd, we therefore find

that this term reduces to
A
55 Az Yami o) - (7.10)

In order to show that this expression is zero, we use the assumption that the angular
component H 4 of the momentum constraint goes to zero as o(r~1). In particular, from

Hfg( )

= 0 (coefficient of =1 In7 in H4), we can relate the sub-subleading coefficient
M. 0‘2(2) with the leading and subleading coefficients in the asymptotic expansion of the

fields. Indeed, the equation ’Hfg(l) = 0 reads

—47T10g( 2) — 2D¢c (ngh3> + 7T10 D hBC’ — 2DC ( BCGA) BCD Opc (7,11)
—404772 — 2D (ﬂlog)\ ) 2Dl + 7D Ty + 201 2D N = 0.
(7.12)

Now, all the terms in the second line (7.12) are even, thus once they are inserted
in the integrand YAW{O‘E(Z), they will vanish (under the integral). Hence, the integral
(7.10) becomes

1 — 1 — —
7 55 ey [—2DC (%C hB) + 759D hBC} 7 515 2, [—QD(; (F5C03) +7B°D 050
(7.13)
[ Let us focus on the first integral
1 — — A—
T 55 e, [—2DC (ﬁ{gghg) n wﬁgDAth} . (7.14)
Using again parity arguments, we see that only the odd part of h4p contributes,

which is “pure gauge”, i.e

dd
Ig =2 (DaDpUsda + GapUodd) - (7.15)

Recall that U§™" = = D 4Uyqq. Thus, by using that Y4 is a Killing vector of the
2-sphere,
-D(AYB) =0 , _DADBYC = _§ABYC + EAC’YB ; (716)
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that ﬂﬁgB = f(D DPV - gAPAV), and integrating by parts, we get that the

first integral in (7.14) becomes

% §£d2m [—250 (WIOC h B)} - ?gd?x\/ﬁYA (BAZV + 25“(/) Unad
(7.17)
We also used the property that the commutator of two covariant derivatives on
the round 2-sphere implies [Da, Dp|DcV = —GpeDaV + GacDpV. For the
second integral in (7.14), besides of making use of exactly the same ingredients
as before, we must also use the expression for the commutator of two covariant
derivatives of a (symmetric) tensor field, which reads

(D, DYpC = 210 — mioegC . (7.18)
We obtain then the equality
1 2 2. /= AR AT
7 P da¥anfi; D e = — G d*ey/F Va (D AV +2D v) Usad.  (7.19)
Adding the two terms in (7.14), we get that the first integral in (7.13) vanishes,
1 — —A
1 yf 22 [—2DC (wggc hB) + 2D hBC} ~0. (7.20)
Now, for the second integral in (7.13),
1 — —
1 ¢d21’YA [—QDC (ﬁBng) —|—fBCDAQBC:| , (7.21)

the steps are very similar. We first note that (by parity) only the odd part of
4 and the even part of 748 contribute. These read

— ==A

ﬂ—ggd - _\/§D Veven (7.22)
— —= —~A—=B _AB——

ngn = \/§ (D D™ Veven — QABA‘/even) . (723)

Making use of the identities Dc7BS = —77 dd and Dfpc = Dpbac, the

even
integral (7.21) can be re-written as

1
i %d% (2Vu7i505 — YaTho, Deby) - (7.24)

It is easy to see that the first term of the above integral becomes (after integration
by parts and using the Killing equation)

1 _
1 §1§d2 (2Yami5i08) = ygd%\/?YADBOABVeven : (7.25)

The second term, on the other hand, can be written as (after integration by
parts)

i 515 &2z (—~Y7wBC Do) = 515 d22+/G [ECEB (YADcO2) + A (YAEAQ)] Voven -
(7.26)
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Expanding the derivatives in the above integral, using the identities of the Killing
vector Y4 and the commutator of two covariant derivatives, we get that the above
term reduces to

% ygd% (~Ya7E$ Dby = %d%\/ﬁYAﬁBeABveven . (7.27)
Thus, the integral (7.21) also vanishes
1¢d2$YA [ 2Dc (755,08) + 75D 0pc| = 0. (7.28)
Consequently, we have proven that
yﬁd%ymlog( 2 =0, (7.29)

so that the divergent term involving In?r is actually absent.

For the divergent term proportional to Inr, we proceed along lines that adopt similar

arguments. For the term proportional to T, we use the constraint ”H’("l) ~ 0 in (4.20),

to get
%d%W&( — D7) = yﬁd?m/& (7" — T4 + 7o) (7.30)

Note that by virtue of the parity conditions of the leading coefficients of the momenta,
the quantity (grr _ ﬁﬁ + w{gg) is strictly odd. Therefore, since W is even, the integral
vanishes. Consider now the terms involving W and I4. These become

¢d2 (WOddéﬂ-log Ievenéﬂ_log) _ ¢d2$W0dd5(7T1Tog DAﬂ-log) =0, (731)

where the relation 19" = D aW°4d was used. Thus, the total integral reduces to the

term coming from the spatial rotations

%CFQ?YA ﬂ-log( ) + 7T10g)\ + ﬂ-loghB + _TBQB> . (732)

Since the second term YA(TFlOg)\ ) is odd, it does not contribute. Thus, our remaining
duty is to show that

%d xYA (Trlog(l) —+ ﬂ-loghB + WTBQA) 0 . (733)

As for the divergence proportional to In? 7, we will make use of the fast fall-off of the
angular components of the momentum constraint. In this case, we need the equation
7—[541) = 0 expressing that the r~! term in H 4 vanishes,

_27TT'A

A = 2Bl — 2 Bep — 2Dp(w BN + 27 P D N (7.34)

—2Dp(FBRE) + 7D hyy + 7D e = 0. (7.35)
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Replacing W{O‘g(l) in (7.33), we find that this integral becomes
9§d2m DX + 7D,
+ % 55 PaY)y [—253(ﬁ’30ﬁé) L7 DY+ ﬁBCEAEBC} . (7.36)
In the first integral
55 LYy [—EB(WBXA) + ﬁTBEAXB] , (7.37)

we see that only the odd part of 5 contributes, which is “pure gauge”: ﬁgg‘d =

—/g EAVeven. Thus using the identities for Y4 and integrating by parts, we get that
the above integral becomes

515 Y [ DB + ’”BEAXB} - ygd%YAEAEBXBV;VQH . (7.38)
The second integral
1 _ — A— A—
= %d%YA [—2D s@ECRY) £ 7 D Ry + %BCDAhBC} , (7.39)

can be split in two integrals as (by making use of the asymptotic form of the variables)

1 —
= 55 ¥y |-2Dp(REGRE ) + 7D T | (7.40)
1 " v
+5 yfd%YA [ 2Dp(wBC e ™) + 7t D oy + 7EC, DR en} : (7.41)

For the terms in (7.40), we use the identities for the Killing vector Y4, the relation

DcerBl = B — ﬂfog, as well as
dd
hap =2 (DaDpUsdd + GapUodd) (7.42)
to show that
1
3 Eava [2Dp(REGREY) + =ED T < 0. (7.43

after integration by parts and some straightforward algebra.

For the terms in (7.41), we use the asymptotic conditions

7Teven = f A ‘/even (744)
fodd = _\/§D Veven » (745)
TAB = VG (D" D Veven — 5P AVeven) (7.46)
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to derive

1 e o o
75 Yy |~2Dp(FEGFE ™) + Toien Dy + 7EG D T |

2 even even even
1 - D770 F7eve A 7 EV A~ 7
= %d%YADA (DBDCheBg“ N A hw> Voven»  (7.47)

after some direct algebra and integrations by parts.

Putting together this result and (7.38), we obtain the required result that the integral

1

- 95 Pa¥y [~2Dp(EORE) + 7D By + 7D T

1 A [—B—(— - — —B—
=3 yfd%YADA (DBDCh;Yg“ — AR = Ahyy + 2D N B) Voven = 0. (7.48)
vanishes due to the asymptotic form of the Hamiltonian constraint. Thus, we have
established (7.33) and there is no divergence proportional to Inr.

This completes the proof that the surface term in the generator of spatial asymptotic
symmetries is free of divergences. It is manifestly integrable and given by

Qei = yﬁd% <2Yﬁ(§§ +2WR"T + 21,4%“4) : (7.49)

We note that W does not appear in this expression. This indicates that the corresponding
diffeomorphism is a proper gauge transformation. One could use this proper gauge freedom
to set 045 = 0 since U transforms as U — U + W under the logarithmic supertranslations
generated by W.

7.2 Generators of normal diffeomorphisms

The equation for 6Q)¢ reads, in the case of normal diffeomorphisms

Q¢ =rlnr 55 d?2/G bo0 (7.50)
2 = = T, om YA

b yﬁ Pary/g0i (2, + T+ 2D ) (7.51)

+1In?r }zﬁ d*z\/gbd <29<2> + 2k o) + 302 - 2959,/;) (7.52)

+ In70Q1og + 0Q (o) + 5@521)) (7.53)

where

- _ . 1 _
5Qog — yﬁd%\/ﬁ[zm (Fre + DaX") + (260 + 2062 ) + 56(-3T80% +h0)  (754)
R0 + 35(3959,@‘ — ) 4+ 0D 40N — 2045 D 5N" — 59ABEAXB) . aAbXAae] ,
(7.55)
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and

Qo) = 55 @0y/G | Toh + 276 (Ryy + DaX" - %9) - b(%ﬁdﬁ §h§5hg Ty 8T + 2612

(7.56)

_ 1_ 1 o oa h h A
+20k®) + B0 — Sho0 + 59355};‘, YDA — 2RE D — 5hffDBx“) - aAbx“ah} ,
(7.57)

and where 5Q§¢b is the contribution due to the correcting gauge transformation that main-

tains the asymptotic form of g,4. Using the formulas of the previous section,with

A 11’17’ 2b TA 1 2b—7”A

g(b) \/‘ Tog + ;ﬁﬂ— ’ (758)

one finds
ng =Inr % d2:nf 4bDAVD V %d%ﬁ”‘ﬁg (7.59)

The corrective term ;) = In T, (v) + T(p), necessary for integrability, has not been included
yet since we want to show why it must be added.

The charge of normal diffeomorphisms possesses thus a priori the same different types
of divergences as for spatial ones. However, it is easy to see that the coefficients of r Inr and
r are zero by using the parity of the asymptotic fields and the equation DADgb+gagb =0
for the boost parameter.

We show in Appendix B that the remaining divergences also cancel. The computation
is very similar to the one which we explicitly carried out in the previous section for the
spatial diffeomorphism charges. Key in establishing the absence of divergences in 0Q)¢ is
the faster fall-off of the Hamiltonian constraint, which is part of our boundary conditions.

Once all dangerous terms have been shown to vanish, one finds that §Q¢ reduces to the
finite term:

- _ o 1 1— —
5Qe = yﬁd%\/ﬁ [Téh + 25 (P + DX — 50+ b(ihéh - 3h§5hg — hiyp OB + 2603

(7.60)
_ 1_ 1 o —a e e 4
+ 26k + 1507 — Sho0 + Eeﬁahg YR DaNt — 2B Dt - 5hf{DBAA) - aAbAAah] :
(7.61)

While the terms proportional to T and T are integrable, those involving the boosts, which
can be rewitten as

1 a1 2
5Qy = ¢d2x\/§{b6[2k(2) +20® Rk, Zh ihffh — 2hap (DA)\B - §9AB) ¥ 5%”‘%2]

(7.62)
(= = <A 1 A T — < 1 —AB
+ bh5<hrr LD 59) — 94N 6h+b(DA>\B _ 59AB)5h }
(7.63)

are not integrable due to the second line.
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In order to get rid of these non-integrable terms, we perform the correcting diffeomor-
phism {3 = In rT(b) + T(3) announced above, to get that the boost charge is

—— 1— —B— — — A~ 1 2
Qp = 55 d2x/Fb [2k<2> 420D R4+ R = SRR —9Tan (DAAB - feAB) + :ﬁ““ﬁg] .
4 4 2 g
(7.64)
The total surface term for normal diffeomorphisms then reads
207 T+ 2T (hy + DN — & @ 495 _ 7T
Q¢ = ¢ d*ov/G {Th+ 2T (hyy + DaX" = 50) +b |26 + 20 — Ry, (7.65)
1_2 _ §_B_A _ 9} PHAYB _ } AB 2—7'14—7'
O 2hAB(D X720 )+§7r WA}}. (7.66)

Collecting the surface integrals for spatial and normal diffeomorphisms, we conclude
that the total charge to be added to the bulk term [ A3z (EHAEH;) when the diffeomorhisms
take the asymptotic form (6.1)-(6.3) is given by

Qe = yﬁd% {VGTh+2v5T (hry + DaX" - %e) + VG0 |26 4 20® — TRy, (7.67)

12 3-p-— — = A= 1 2

T Ty (DA)\B - feAB) n :ﬁ““ﬁg] (7.68)
4 4 2 g

+ 24T+ 2T + 21Aﬁ“4} . (7.69)

We note - also as announced - that the ¢ = 1 spherical harmonic component of T’ drops out
from the charge and defines therefore a proper gauge transformation since the odd part of
h annihilates it (under the integral sign).

8 Logarithmic BMS Algebra

8.1 Rewriting of charges

It is useful to rewrite Q)¢ ¢i in a way that makes manifest the proper gauge transformations.
By direct computation using the asymptotic form of the fields, one finds that the canonical
charge can be recast as

— 1-— 3—-B— — — A~ 1 2
Qeei = §1§d2x{¢§b (262 + 20 — Ry, + 1B = TR — 2hap(D*X7 = S047 ) + Zariw |

g
41
+ 2V AT+ 2V/G T (hw D - 59) + opyodd <ﬁ”" T w{gg)
+ 207 TiogU — 2V mogv} , (8.1)
with
1 35 1— — — -4 1-
@_ 1, . ,@_3 L 1
k S0+ = I+ SRk = 3aX" 4 Jhef (8.2)
_ 1 A 1— — —4 4 _
+ D4 + 5AADAh - §hMDA)\A ~N'Dgi% (8.3)

where Tioy = (Z + 2)T = odd and W, = ATWeven _ EAded = even. Boosts, spatial
rotations and supertranslations parametrized by 7¢V°" and W°44 are all improper, as in the
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case where logarithmic supertranslations are not included [20]. The new improper gauge
symmetries arising from the extension of the formalism are the logarithmic supertranslations
in time, parametrized by the odd function Tj,s, which has no £ = 1 spherical harmonic
component, and the subleading supertranslations parametrized by the even function W,
which has no ¢ = 0 spherical harmonic component. These subleading transformations
become improper and can be triggred because the condition A4 = 0 is not any more
necessary for integrability when the new asymptotc fields are introduced.

Note also that the ambiguity in U and V' mentioned in Section 3 is indeed irrelevant
for the charges, as it should.

8.2 Transformations of the parameters

The bracket of any two canonical generators is computed by evaluating the variation of
one generator under the canonical transformation generated by the other. One finds in this
manner

{Ge, [9i: 7], Gey [935, 7]} = G + Ciey 0y » (8:4)
where the terms Cy¢, ¢,) correspond to central terms between the usual and the “logarithmic”
supertranslations, and where

VA =YPopYs! + 348010pby — (1 & 2),
b=YPoghy — (1 2),
T = Y20uTs — 301 Wa — Oubi D W — b1 AW, — (1 ¢ 2),
W =Y Wo — b1 Th — (1 + 2),
T8 = YA9ATI® — 36, W% — 9,46, D W8 — b AWIE — (1 4 2),
W8 = VA0, — b Ty — (145 2). (

0 o~~~ —~

= © o oo o 0

e 0 S Ot

= D D e D

where from now on W = Weodd,
In order to arrive at these formulas, the following transformation laws were found useful,

T - 4 1 T - 4 1 b —rr — rr
¢ (e + Dax" = 504) = Ly (Bry + DaX" = S04) + = (77 =74+ 702 ) + Wieg

(8.11)

b (77— T+ i) = Ly (77— 7 + i)
+ \/E[bz + 96D + 3b} (ETT + D - %«9;‘) ~ViTes,  (8.12)
e U =YA0,U =0V + W, (8.13)
SeeiV = YA04V — bAU — 946D U — 3bU + T, (8.14)

as well as the transformation rules of the sub-subleading terms given in Appendix C.

The relations (8.5) and (8.6) encode the homogeneous Lorentz algebra. The relations
(8.7) and (8.8) indicate how the ordinary supertranslation parameters transform under
the homogeneous Lorentz group, described in 3 + 1 Hamiltonian terms. They match the
relations found previously in [9, 20|.
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Finally, the relations (8.9) and (8.10) define the Lorentz representation of the logarith-
mic supertranslations. As we have indicated, T'°% is odd and starts in a spherical harmonic
expansion at £ = 3. Similarly, W8 is even and starts at £ = 2. It is easy to verify that (8.9)
has no ¢ = 1 component and that (8.10) has no ¢ = 0 component, so that these properties
are preserved under Lorentz transformations. Since the minimum spin in the representation
of (T'°8, W'8) is £y = 2 and since the transformation of T'¢ (respectively, W'°8) under
boosts does not involve T'°8 (respectively, W'°8), one can conclude that the other parameter
/1 characterizing the irreducible representation in which (7%, W'°8) transform vanishes,
01 = 0 (see [34-36] for more information). Thus, the parameters associated with logarith-
mic supertranslations transform according to the irreducible representation (¢ = 2,¢; = 0)
of the homogeneous Lorentz group. This is the “tail” [35] of the finite-dimensional vector
representation (¢p = 0,¢; = 2) of the ordinary translations. As it is known the supertrans-
lations are in the semi-direct sum (¢g = 0,¢; = 2) ®, (lop = 2,¢; = 0), the tail being given
here by the proper supertranslations (beyond the translations). The tail appears therefore
twice when logarithmic translations are switched on, but it is realized by functions with
different parities under the antipodal map. The ordinary translations appear only once, be-
cause the transformations in the finite-dimensional vector representation (0,2) are proper
gauge transformations on the logarithmic side and are factored out.

8.3 Central terms

We close the discussion of the algebra by observing that the non-vanishing components of
the central terms appear in the brackets of the usual and “logarithmic” supertranslations.
Specifically, we have that

C{valog} - - C{Wlog,T} = 2 % de\/ET M/log 9 (815)
C{mﬂog} == C{ﬂog7W} = _2 % d2x\/§ W tZ—‘lOg . (8.16)

This is a centrally extended abelian algebra. It is easy (and instructive) to verify that these
relations are compatible with the Jacobi identity. The opposite parities of T' (even) and
Tiog (0dd) on the one hand, and of W (odd) and Wi, on the other hand, as well as the fact
that these functions transform in (almost) the same representation of the Lorentz group,
are essential for guaranteeing a non-trivial central charge and consistency with the Jacobi
identity.

We note the important fact that the central charges vanish for ordinary translations in
time (zero mode of T') and space (¢ = 1 spherical harmonics of W). This implies that the
transformation rules of the energy and the linear momentum are unaffected by the extension
of the formalism. In particular, the energy and momentum are unchanged if one performs
a logarithmic supertranslation. By contrast, the angular momentum does transform under
logarithmic supertranslations since these are in a non-trivial representation of the Lorentz
group. This is of course the logarithmic analog of the fact that the angular momentum
transforms under supertranslations, or even, for that matter, under ordinary translations.
How to extract an intrinsic angular momentum (analog of the angular momentum “in the
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center of mass frame”) will not be studied here because a dramatic simplification of the
algebra which bypasses this question can be achieved.

It is clear that the central charge is invertible in the remaining sector of the pure
supertranslations and the logarithmic supertranslations. The relations (8.15)-(8.16) ac-
tually express that the generators of pure supertranslations are canonically conjugate to
those of logarithmic supertranslations. More precisely, if we respectively denote by S; the
generators of the pure even T-supertranslations, by So the generators of the pure odd W-
supertranslations, by L; the generators of the logarithmic odd Tj,e-supertranslations and by
L, the generators of the logarithmic even Wj,.-supertranslations, the relations (8.15)-(8.16)
read®

{La7 Sﬁ} =0ap {SOH Sﬁ} =0, {La7L,3} =0 (817)

with
0 _9Jeven
(0ag) = (21—odd 0 > . (8.18)

Here I°V°" is the unit operator in the space of even functions on the sphere,
1
17 (0! = (5<2> (- 2') + 0Pz + x')) (8.19)
while 7°94 is the unit operator in the space of odd functions on the sphere,

0% (g o) = %(5@) (2 )~ 6D +a")). (8.20)

The Jacobi identity involving one Lorentz generator, one S, and one L, is equivalent
to the invariance of the bilinear form o, under Lorentz transformations.

9 Decoupling of the pure supertranslations from the Poincaré generators
in the logarithmic BMS algebra

In this section, we will show how we can take advantage of the central charge to redefine
the Lorentz generators such that their action on the pure and logarithmic supertranslations
is trivial. This decoupling of the supertranslations from the Poincaré algebra is performed
by exploiting the fact just observed that the pure and logarithmic supertranslations are
canonically conjugate.

First, we prove that it is possible to achieve this goal on general grounds, using gen-
eral algebraic considerations. We then proceed to display the explicit computation of the
realization of the decoupling mechanism.

SIn S,, the index o runs not only over the discrete values 1,2, but involves also the argument (z) = (z*)

of functions on the sphere, e.g, S1 =~ 2\/§(EM + EAXA — %9) (z) etc.

£>0
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9.1 General algebraic considerations

The logarithmic BMS algebra found in the previous section has the following structure

{Maa Mb} = ngca (9 1)
(M., T;} = R,/ Ty, (9.2)
{Ma) Soé} = GaaiTi + Gaaﬁsﬁ ) (93)
{M,,L*} = =G 5"L7, (9.4)
{L* S5} = 45, (9.5)

where M,, T;, S, and L are respectively the generators of the Lorentz transformations, of
the standard translations, of the pure supertranslations and of the logarithmic supertrans-
lations.

Before proceeding, a word of explanation concerning (9.4) and (9.5). As we have seen,
the generators of logarithmic supertranslations L, transform in the same representation
as the S, (modulo the standard translations), i.e., {Mg, Lo} = GaaﬁLﬂ. They also fulfill
{La,Ss} = 0ap. We define L® = %% Lg, where 0®0p, = 5 (inverse of 4p). Then (9.5)
follows immediately from the definitions, while (9.4) is an immediate consequence of the
Lorentz invariance of 043,

0a0ap = Goo 05 + Gaﬁ'yam =0. (9.6)
We now redefine the Lorentz generators by adding new terms as follows,

My = My — G,¢'LPTi — G ;' L7S, (9.7)
= M, — LP{M,, S5} . (9.8)

The extra terms have been added in order to trivialise the action of the Lorentz algebra on
pure supertranslations by leveraging the non-zero bracket between L* and Sg. One easily
shows that the action of the new Lorentz generators M, on both pure and logarithmic
supertranslations vanishes

{Maa Sa} = {MaaLa} =0, (9'9)

while the bracket {M,,T;} does not suffer any modification. The redefinition (9.8) of
the homogeneous Lorentz generators is bilinear in the generators of the inhomogeneous
logarithmic BMS algebra T;, S,, Lo. The corresponding transformations differ from the
original Lorentz transformations by a field-dependent logarithmic supertranslation, a field-
dependent translation and a field-dependent pure supertranslation,

6o F = {F,M,}
= 0uF + (=Gop'Ti = G, SOF, L7} + (=G LY F. Ti} + (=G5 L°){F, 5,} (9.10)

which, together, constitute by construction a canonical transformation (i.e., have an inte-
grable, well-defined, canonical generator).
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One also easily verifies that the Poincaré subalgebra is invariant under this redefinition
of the Lorentz generators

(Mg, My} = f&,M. , {M,,Ti}=R,T;. (9.11)

The modification of M, given in Eq. (9.8) is the most drastic option. There exists a
milder version that also decouples the pure supertranslations from the translations without
trivialising the action of the Lorentz algebra on the former,

Ma =M, — Gg'L°T;. (9.12)

With this alternative redefinition, only the contribution from the standard translations T;
is removed from the right hand side of (9.3):

{Ma, S0} = G’ S5, (9.13)

while all other Poisson brackets remain invariant. Both pure and logarithmic supertrans-
lations S, L, transform under the non-trivial infinite-dimensional Lorentz representation
characterized by Gao (or its dual for L®). Therefore, with this redefinition, one cannot
induce soft hair by boosting a solution with no soft hair and with P* # 0, but the angular

momentum “ambiguity” remains.

9.2 Explicit computations
9.2.1 New Lorentz transformations and charges

We now provide the detailed formulas. According to the derivations of the previous sub-
section, the combinations of field-dependent logarithmic supertranslations, field-dependent
translations and field-dependent pure supertranslations that compensate the action of the
Lorentz transformations on pure supertranslations and logarithmic supertranslations are
explicitly described by vector fields asymptotically given by

(b,Y)i_ i —=rr _ = rr _ 7 D _A_l
W) — [\/?(n 7+ nlog)LZ2 Ly (hry + DaX 20)}222 , (9.14)
) = [ <3b +o.0D" + bZ> (Bpr + DA — 19)} + {Lﬁy(f” — T + Meg)
log 2 13 LG &l e>3”
(9.15)
W(b’Y) = b(V)zZQ — ,Cy(U)gzg y (9'16)
TOY) = <3b + 96D + bz) (U)es3 — Ly (V)esa - (9.17)

Here the notation £ > n means that in the spherical harmonic expansion of the functions,
only the modes with ¢ greater than or equal to n are considered.
The charges associated with these vector fields are integrable and well-defined and read

Q™ = b a2V )7 — 7+ )

+ 2\/;7@,, D %9) <3b + 9D + bz) (U)gzg] . (9.18)

r — — — 1
Qgxtra — yﬁd% 2/GLy (hw + DN - 59) (V)esa + 2Ly (77 — 7 + w{gg)(wzg] .
(9.19)
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The new Lorentz generators @, and Qy are obtained by adding these extra terms to the
original generators @, and Qy:

Qb = Qp + QP (9.20)

Qv = Qy + Qy™™. (9.21)
These boundary terms must of course be supplemented by weakly vanishing bulk terms
with vector field 5&7},) = (fé’y), ééb,Y)) having the given asymptotic behavior.

9.2.2 Poisson brackets of Lorentz charges with all supertranslations

A direct computation shows that these new Lorentz charges possess indeed the advertised
property of acting non-trivially only on pure translations. The Poisson brackets of Lorentz

boosts with supertranslations take the form

Q0 Qr = 2p Pl — WD) (77 ~ 7 4 73) = Q. (9.2
{Qr, Qw} =2 55 d%\/g[ _ (3b + 9D + bZ) (W),gzl] (ETT + D - %9) — Qs
(9.23)
while the Poisson brackets of spatial rotations with supertranslations are given by
{Qv,Qr} =0, (9.24)
Qv Quw} =2 Y0 W )| 7~ 74 i) = @y (9.25)
We can read off the new algebra of the parameters:
W = YA94(W et — b(T)ey, T = (3b + 040D + bZ) (W), (9.26)

where we see that only the contributions from the translations are left. Similarly, one can
show that the Poisson brackets of all Lorentz charges with logarithmic supertranslations
identically vanish

{be QTlog} = {va QWlog} =0, (9.27)
{Qv,Qn.,} = {Qv,Qw,, } = 0. (9.28)

9.2.3 Poisson brackets of new Lorentz charges

We explicitly verify in this subsection the key property of our construction, namely, that
the redefinitions of the Lorentz charges also leave the homogeneous Lorentz subalgebra
invariant.

For this computation it will be useful to have at hand the new action of the Lorentz

transformations on the fields:

By = [VGEHT + 040D T + bAT))| Lt [cym] . (9.29)
- b

Soy T = [ﬁﬂ} 4 [EYT} o (9.30)
Oy U = —b(V) =g + Y204 (U) =1 , (9.31)
Sy V = —b(U) =1 — 846D (U)et (9:32)
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where, for convenience, we have defined
— =TT — rr — 7 - 34 1
O=7" =T+ myy , T = hpy + DaX —59. (9.33)
We will compute the Poisson brackets of the new Lorentz generators case by case.
e We start with the computation of the Poisson bracket between two Lorentz boosts:

{Qbys Qby} = 60, Qby = 06, Qo + I, Q. (9.34)

The last term in the above expression can be directly obtained using the new trans-
formation laws of the fields:

0, Q5 = yngx{Q\/? b1 (V)2 {3527' + Oaby DT + ngT} " (9.35)
+2 <3b1 + 90 D" + bIZ> e [bgn} H} . (9.36)

The first term on the right hand side of (9.34) must be carefully computed taking into
account the field-dependent gauge parameters given at the beginning of this section:

01y Qby = 0y Qpy + Oy Qb + Iy Qpy + 5W1(b2)Qb1 + 5T1(b2)Qb1 ~ (9.37)
og og

The second and fifth terms give

Sy (o) @by + 57&2)@1,1 =2 515 d?2/G(b204by — blaAbQ)EA(V)@ZQT (9.38)
~ 2 oy (V)isa [T + 040D T + 05T] .
(9.39)
while the third and fourth terms reduce to
B0 Qb + 8,500 Oy =2 y§ @ (bsdaby — b19bs) D™ (U)oslT (9.40)

~9 ;5 &z <3b1 +ab D+ b1Z> (U)e=3 [bgH] - (04D)

Thus, putting all the terms together we obtain the expected result
{Qby, @by} = Qy + Q™ = Qy (9.42)
where we used the bracket of the original generators, 6;,Qp, = Qy-, and
VA = 5,0, — b,D'0y . (9.43)
e We continue with the computation of the Poisson bracket between two spatial rota-

tions:

{Qvi, Qv } = 0y, Qv = 0y, Qy; + Oy, QF™. (9.44)
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The last term can also be directly computed, which gives
Oy, QT =2 55 d*zLy, (Ly,11)—1Upss . (9.45)
Decomposing dy,Qy, as before

0y Qvi = Oy, Qyy + Opyrva) Qyy + 0y Qyy + 5W1<O?)QY1 + 5TIE)>;2)QY1 , (9.46)
we can can combine the third and fourth terms to get
S @y, + 5W1(01;2)QY1 = -2 ;5 A2\G Ly, Ly, T Vi + 2 }Ig *2\/G Ly, (Ly, T)i>2Viso
=2 55 B?\G Ly, Ly, | T Viss . (9.47)
while the second and fifth terms reduce to
Sy ve) Qv + (5T1(OX;Q>QY1 = -2 515 d*x/G Ly, Ly, TUp>3 + 2 515 Bz Ly, (Ly, 1) >3Ur>3
=2 35 d*x[Ly,, Ly, TTUp>3 — 2 yﬁ Ly, (Ly, ) =1 Up>3. (9.48)

Thus, adding all the contributions we have shown that

{QY17QY2} = QY + Q%{(tra = QY ) (949)
where we used the original bracket dy,Qy; = Qy-, with

VB =vA0,.YL — vilo.vE. (9.50)

e A similar strategy allows us to compute the Poisson bracket between a Lorentz boost
and a spatial rotation, obtaining

(Qy,Q} =Q;,  with  b=Y"04b, (9.51)
{00, Oy} =Q;,  with  b=—Y"04b. (9.52)

We have thus shown that the new contributions to the Lorentz generators do not modify
the homogeneous Lorentz subalgebra. The Poincaré algebra remains therefore untouched.

9.2.4 Alternative redefinition of the Lorentz charges

As mentioned above, there exists an alternative redefinition of the Lorentz generators (9.12),
which decouples the pure BMS supertranslations from the translations, while keeping them
in a non-trivial infinite-dimensional representation of the Lorentz algebra. The canonical
realization for these charges can be obtained by adding a field-dependent improper gauge
transformation with the following parameters

() b
w — | Z
e vy

(T — 7+ 1l e )

2 Wi [b(V)ezz} : (9.53)
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This transformation leads to an extra term in the Lorentz boost charge of the form

Qe — yﬁd% [26(V) a7 =7 + e (9.54)

while keeping the spatial rotation charge invariant. One can check that the Poisson brackets
of these new Lorentz charges with pure supertranslations involve only pure supertranslations
and keep the brackets with all other charges unchanged.

10 Conclusions

In this paper, we have shown that a special class of logarithmic supertranslations, charac-
terized by definite parity properties under the antipodal map, can be consistently included
in the Hamiltonian formulation of asymptotically flat spaces. One can enlarge the bound-
ary conditions while keeping the action finite in such a way that these logarithmic super-
translations are symmetry transformations with well-defined (integrable, finite) canonical
generators. We have also computed the algebra of the logarithmic supertranslation genera-
tors with the other generators of the BMS algebra (“logarithmic BMS algebra”) and found
non-trivial central terms. Previous instances of central terms appearing in the asymptotic
symmetry algebra occur in AdSs gravity [37, 38|, or in five-dimensional gravity, which shares
a very similar structure [10, 11].

We insisted throughout our approach both on finiteness of the symplectic form and on
exact invariance of the symplectic form under the transformations of the logarithmic BMS
algebra — and not just invariance up to (possibly divergent) surface terms at spatial infinity.
These strong requirements lead to rather lengthy developments, but are worth being pursued
for at least two reasons. (i) First, the very fact that they can be successfully implemented “on
the nose”, making regularizations unnecessary, reveals non-trivial properties of the Einstein
theory on asymptotically flat spaces. The detailed non-trivial cancellations underlying this
success teaches us a lesson about the theory which might be less apparent in approaches
where these requirements are not put in the forefront. (ii) Second, our approach guarantees
that standard Hamiltionian methods can be used and, in particular, that the symmetry
generators form a true (possibly non-linear) algebra under the Poisson brackets, which
fulfills the Jacobi identity exactly.

Even though the logarithmic translations (1.1) are not contained in it, the class of
logarithmic supertranslations that are consistently included in our approach is rather huge.
Indeed, it involves one function of the angles, as do the supertranslations. The odd part
of this function of the angles is related to the logarithmic supertranslations in time, while
the even part is related to new supertranslations in space, which become improper with
the new boundary conditions and which we also call “logarithmic supertranslations” since
their presence is related to the logarithmic enlargement of the boundary conditions. As we
have also shown, logarithmic supertranslations in space parametrized by the function U are
proper gauge transformations with zero charge.

Furthermore, the logarithmic supertranslation charges are canonically conjugate to the
pure supertranslation charges. This implies that one can generate shifts of the pure super-
translation charges by performing logarithmic supertranslations. This remarkable feature
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enables one to completely decouple in the asymptotic symmetry algebra pure supertrans-
lations and logarithmic supertranslations from the Poincaré generators, without having to
fix the gauge or truncating the theory.

The new Poincaré generators are invariant under supertranslations. As we have pointed
out, this decoupling is conceptually very similar to the decoupling achieved in [22-25], but
our approach is entirely classical (non-quantum). The decoupling amounts to add to the
Lorentz transformations appropriately chosen supertranslations and logarithmic supertrans-
lations with coefficients that depend on the charges. These nonlinear redefinitions evade
the obstructions found earlier on the impossibility to extract a natural Poincaré subalge-
bra through linear methods. An intermediate decoupling can be achieved, such that the
brackets of the pure supertranslations with the Lorentz generators involve only the pure
supertranslations and not the ordinary translations.

The logarithmic supertranslations are allowed in the formalism by including in the
asymptotic form of the fields terms that take the precise form of logarithmic supertranslation
variations. This is reminiscent of the method of orbits, in which one parametrizes the fields
in terms of an orbit representative (which would in our case be the configuration with no
log-terms) and the symmetry element that brings that reference representative to the given
configuration (here, the improper logarithmic diffeomorphisms). Such a presentation can
in principle always be given for any symmetry.

We conclude this section with six open questions:

e What makes the decoupling possible between the Poincaré algebra and the supertrans-
lations is the invertible central charge appearing in the brackets of the logarithmic
supertranslations with the pure supertranslations. Such a mechanism would thus be
in principle available in any similar situation where such a central charge would be
present. It would be interesting to investigate this mechanism in the nonlinear con-
text of the BMS(5) algebra emerging in five spacetime dimensions [10, 11|, or in the
case of supersymmetry where a similar central charge also appears [39].

e Also of interest would be to study the analogs of the logarithmic supertranslations in
the Maxwell theory, which would be angle-dependent logarithmic «(1) gauge trans-
formations [33].

e One might wonder if the procedure followed to include logarithmic supertranslations
(i.e., introducing slowlier decaying terms in the metric that take the form of an (im-
proper) diffeomorphism) can be pushed further to include superrotations [40-42| or
diffeomorphisms of the sphere [43, 44|, which would need O(1) deviations from the flat
metric. The answer to this question is not immediate, precisely because the allowed
new terms would not be proper gauge transformations but would be (if successfully in-
cluded) improper gauge ones. In that context, adding new surface degrees of freedom
might perhaps help for finiteness or integrability of the charges [33].

e Since our new boundary conditions allow logarithmic supertranslations, a natural
question is: what are the Ward identities associated with these new symmetries [45—
47|?7 Furthermore, in view of the decoupling mechanism, one might wonder whether
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these Ward identities would provide new insightful information on “hard processes”,
or merely constraint “soft processes”, see [22-25].

e In the same vein, one would like to repeat the complete analysis at null infinity and,
in particular, write down the action of the logarithmic supertranslations there and
study their matching with logarithmic supertranslations at spatial infinity along the
lines of |9, 20].

e Finally we point out that our boundary conditions yield a Weyl tensor which contains
no log-type singularity as one integrates the equations to null infinity [20, 48-51], since
the boundary conditions differ from those of [20] or [30] only by diffeomorphism terms
to which the Weyl tensor is blind”. In that respect, it would be of interest to extend
the analysis to the alternative BMS-invariant boundary conditions of [32], which do
generically lead to log-type singularities at null infinity. A motivation for achieving
this task is given by [52].

Work along these lines is currently in progress.

Notes added

After our paper was completed, the reference [53] was posted on the archive. That work
studies how to redefine angular momentum flux at null infinity in order to make it free
from supertranslation ambiguities. It would be interesting to study the connection with
our construction.

We should also mention the existence of similarities of our symmetry structure with
the direct product structure of the symmetry algebra derived in [54] on null boundaries.
We thank Shahin Sheikh-Jabbari for a discussion on this point.
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Appendices
A 2+ 1 Decomposition of the spatial metric and spatial curvature

This appendix provides useful formulas related to the 2+ 1 slicing of the spatial equal time
hypersurfaces by spheres of constant radius r. The “lapse” is denoted A\ while the “shift” is

"In fact, the regularity and parity conditions on the Weyl tensor imply the boundary conditions given
in this paper if one allows log-terms in the asymptotic expansion of the metric. This is an extension of the
results of [20].
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A
YAB 9AB, A rA . .
Vg

The three-dimensional spatial metric and its inverse take the form

A2+ AcAC A L —A7
Gij = , gl =1 A A : A2
N ( Ad Y4B A5 AAB L A8 (A.2)

Here, the 2-dimensional metric v4p and its inverse v42 have been used to raise and lower
the angular indices A, B, .... The Christoffel symbols can be written in terms of the extrinsic

curvature of the spheres Kap:

1
Kap = 0 (—=0rgap + Dadp + DpAa) , (A.3)
1
AB = XKABa (A.4)
A A M
I'sc = "Tpe — ~Kbe (A.5)
1
ra =y (0ar+ Kap\?) | (A.6)
T 1 AA B
Frr - XaTA + 7 (aAA + KaBA ) s (A?)
)\A
I, = -5 (90X + KpcA\Y) + DpA?t — \Kj (A.8)
rd = —x (448 AP OpX + KpcA®) = \C (Do — AKA
rr — v + )\2 ( BA + BC ) - ( C — C)
M AB
_787)\ + v 87‘>\B . (AQ)

D 4 denotes the covariant derivative associated to v4p. The components of the Ricci tensor
can be obtained from

1 1

G Rap = O Kap + 9K 10K§ — KK — 1 DaDpA

1
+"Rap — X»CAKABa (A.10)
@ R.4 = X\ (04K — DpKE) + O R p\E (A.11)
GIR = M8, K — MOAK) — N2 KAKE — AD,DAX
—ORuAMNE 4+ 20 R, 5AB | (A.12)
which implies the expression
2 2

GIR = L0k — MOuK)+ 7R - KjKE — K? — XDADAA (A.13)

for the Ricci scalar.
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B  Vanishing of the logarithmic divergences in the boost generator

In this appendix we show that the remaining divergences (proportional to In?r and In T)
in the boost generator vanish. These are, taking into account that many terms obviously

vanish due to parity properties,

502 — 1021 b Pav/7 @ 4 9p@ L 1lg2 34Bpa

Qlog—ln r @ d°z\/gbd | 20 +2k:10g(2)+19 _ZQAGB , (B.1)
and

1 — 1
5Q = nr yﬁ d%\/ﬁ[b(%a + 26k{3) ) + 50(=3H108 + ho) + 16(36565 — 6%)

— 60 + 0D AN — 2045 D 6NE — 59ABBAXB) — 040060 + 4b6 (EAVEAV)] ,
(B.2)

(the term proportional to T' in Qjog in (7.56) is manifestly zero as follows from similar parity
considerations).
The critical tool in establishing the absence of divergences is the fast decay of the

constraints imposed in Section 4.

e Let us first focus on the In? r-divergent term, which reads
Pay7be (202 + 26?4 Lg2 %59;‘ : (B.3)
log(2) = 4 4

We can see that the quadratic terms in #4p vanish under the integral because of
parity (recall that 045 is even). Then, we must only deal with the integral

515 Pov/Gh (00 + 52 ) - (B.4)

We now make use of the condition Hjog(1) = 0 in (4.14), which allows to relate 62
with other coefficients of the fall-off of the fields. Thus, we find that

1
@ — 243
o 1 [4k

~ HAT — 1
log(2) 2hl~c;g(1) - A hlﬂorg(l) —0o+ DADBUAB —No+ 5( _ 39§9§ + 92>

_ - 1 - e 1 — A
+ %hgef — 5heif = SO =2 DY — 9D N4 + iDAGDAhM —DanxD"0
o e 1— o R
+0ADAD R — 04D DS + 5DAeDAh — 04D XA + 04D AD Dy
o _ 1— o a
— 94DcD RS + 048R, + 5D AegpAhg}

1/_ _ _ _ _ _
+ @ (n”“w{gg -7 ngg + 47TTA7TngA + QW‘gwﬁgA — T Mog — 7T7T10g) . (B.5)
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Then, the integral in (B.4) becomes

?gd%fb[ ohles®) L A ploe®) 1 5~ DDPoup + Do+ - (eAeA—92)]

(B.6)
+3 - d%T ("”’”w{“gg — Ty + AT Ay A+ 2T ey A — 7 Mlog — ﬁmog> (B.7)
yﬁd%[b( naeB — ;h 6 %Ee 2D — 6D 34+ %5A05Ahw
_DuRADP0 4 04D D T — 04D DTS + %EAHEAE —0ADPR,
+ 04D 4D Ry — 0ADDPRS + 045 ED + %meg#zg) . (B.8)

It is easy to show that the integral in (B.6) is zero by virtue of the equation for the
boost parameter D4Dpb + Gapb = 0 (after integrating by parts) and the fact that
O4p is even and b is odd.

For the integral in (B.7), we can see that only the “pure gauge part” of the subleading
terms in the asymptotic expansion of the conjugate momentum, i.e.,

7Teven = f A V'eveH (Bg)
fodd = _\/§D ‘/evenv (BIO)
TAB = VG (D" D Veven — 5P AVeven) (B.11)

contributes to the surface integral. Thus, (B.7) reduces to
ygd%b (—4D Vit +2DADVTHRE) . (B.12)
If we integrate by parts, we get
}Ing [41) Ab( + DB + 26(DaD i — miog + 2D Amog)} (B.13)

where the equation for the boost parameter was used. If we now consider the asymp-
totic constraint equations D ATI'IOB + 7T10g =0 and EAEBngg + mog = 0, the above
integral is straightforwardly seen to vanish.

Accordingly, it only remains to show that (B.8) is zero. Again parity considerations
imply that (B.8) reduces to

1 _ 1 — —a— — =B~  4—B— —
-3 yfd%\/z}b@hgef —5ho- DuhpD"0 + 0ADAD"h — 04D DS (B.14)

1— —a-— — —B— —_— 1— — A—
+ 5DAeDAh — 04DDPRS + 048RS + 5DAagDAhg) :

(B.15)
where only the pure gauge part of hyp (odd) contributes,
dd
Iy =2(DaDpUsda + GapUoda) - (B.16)
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Integrating by parts we get that (B.15) becomes
1 _ — 5 . .
2 /G U |0(2DADP0A — DADP A 04 + 2DAA D04 — 2D-D 4D D 64
1 B B B B
+ zmﬁ%g) + 8Ab(5A9 — 9D DD 98 + 2D D D 0B
—3DD D08 + 3ZEA9>] . (B.17)
Using that Dabpc = Dplac and the commutators
(A, DploAB = 2D — 3D 0B (B.18)
(D", AD"04p = DaD "B, (B.19)

we conclude that (B.17) vanishes (and thus also (B.8)).

o We will now show that the Inr-divergent term
= 2 1 —B — 1
yﬁd%\/g [b<25a + 20k 1) + 50(=3H10% + h0) — hry30 + 63656 — 67)
40D 46N — 204D 6X" — 56 ABEAXB) — 94bN"56 — 4bo (EAVEAVH
(B.20)

is also zero. Parity conditions of the fields imply that the above integral reduces to

3— 1
%d%@bé (20 + 260 ) - At + §h9> . (B.21)

The condition H® = 0 in (4.15) allows one to obtain an expression for o in terms of
the other asymptotic coefficients in the decay of the fields

o= —% (2k(2)

log(1) — 2h1(”%’) B Zhg’?") - h(z) + EAEBhf)B - Zh@) + Qﬁzr + EM«ZETT

+ %EAEMEAEW + %Egﬁi _ 352 L RADP DT - BADLDCRE - imm“ﬁ
_DURADORE + DR DRRE — WD DPRS + FAR RS - %Eﬁgﬁcﬁg
4 Zﬁcﬁfﬁcﬁg _ %Er,ﬁ _ %mm%r + Dl DPTA + TED Dt
— T DN — 234D Ry — WD — RD AN — RED g + 2
DA DN — DA D+ AN - %EAXBEBXA + gEAXBEAXB
+ %959{3 - %92 - gﬁﬁeg + %E@ T £ 3uD 0 + 6D - efﬁBX"‘)

1

1
+ Qi |:§(ﬁrr)2 + 2ﬁrAﬁrA + ﬁABﬁAB = 72] ) (B.22)
9

Using parity conditions and the above relation, we find that (B.21) can be written as
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- yﬁd%ﬁb( —2h@ — AR® — @ + D Dr PP - Zh@)) (B.23)
- 9§d2w§b(iﬁgﬁf - 352 G+ RADP DR - RADLDCRE - imﬁﬁf*ﬁ
— DuhigD e + D R Dphy — WsDeD RS + hg S ks — %Eﬁgﬁcﬁg
+ 3DORED RS — Lok~ LDARD Ty + Dl D°Bip + 5D Dl
MDY —mD - ﬁﬁﬁAxB) (B.24)
+ %dszwﬁ (%(ﬁ”)“" + 277, + TABT A — 7T — ﬁ2> - 4\/§5AV5AV] :
(B.25)

The integral in line (B.23) is zero as it follows from integration by parts and using
the relation DADgb + g45b = 0 fulfilled by the Lorentz boost parameters.

The computation of the integral (B.24) is bit a more involved, but the idea is again
simple. We make use of the definition of hap :

hap = (hap)®™ + 2(DADpUsdd + GapUsdd) - (B.26)

Introducing this expression into (B.24) and integrating by parts, we obtain that (B.24)
reduces to

55 Pay/5{Da[sD" (K~ DaD Ry + By —2D5X")]
+ 3b<ZE —DAD"I + By — QEBXB) }Uodd , (B.27)
which clearly vanishes by virtue of the subleading order of the Hamiltonian constraint.

Finally, in the integral (B.25) we make use of the definition of the subleading part of
the conjugate momentum

T — (ﬁrr)odd _ \/EZ‘/evena (B.28)
ﬁTA — (frA)even . \/gﬁAVeven , (B.29)
ﬁAB = (ﬁAB)Odd + \/E (EAEBVeven - EABZ Veven) . (BBO)

Replacing these definitions in (B.25) and using the relations coming from the sub-
leading order of the momentum constraint

DaTd — T4 + gy =0, (B.31)
Dprly + 7 4+ Ty a = 0. (B.32)
we find that
b /1 S
deT <§(ﬁ7"’“)2+2ﬁ”‘ﬁg +ﬁABﬁAB—ﬁ”’ﬁ—f2> = §1§d2x\/§ (4bDAVDAVeven) .
7

(B.33)
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In consequence, (B.25) vanishes. Thus, we have shown that the Inr-divergence in the
boost charge is zero.

This completes the proof of convergence of §Q.

C Transformation laws of the subleading terms

In this appendix we list without comment the transformation laws of the subleading terms
in the fall-off of the fields that are useful to compute the algebra.

e Subleading terms of the metric

O cih'® = YA0unZ + 404Ny — 21N 4 + 21N 4 + 2Why — Whyy — 2W )

T _ _
— (7" -7 —2 Py T — BT 44X T4
+\/§(7l' ) + 2\[< m(2) + 3hp T T+ 4AAT
— OhapTAB _RFT 4 hﬁ) , (C.1)

55751715,2 = ﬁyhgg + ﬁ[XA — IBEAB + fBEAB + WXA + 8AWEM« + 8AW(1> — 2]1(41)
2T_7,
+ —=T4+—=

b _ _ _ _
= (27r( pya + ey — Wy + 2hapT? + 20T 4+ AT /\Aﬁ) :

V3
(C.2)

5e eihSh = Ly h G + Lihiap + 204 W Ap) + Woap + Whag + 2 (E( ALY+ ABW(l))

r . _ — —rr | = b (2) T = N = T =
+ 7 27ag —Gap (T +7)] + 7 [27f — hapTr + 4\ ATy — hiTaB

_ _ _ 1— 1
— hTap + 4h(CAﬁB)C — haBT + yAB( — 7@ — 7 _ P T SR

_ _ - 1-
— D~ hagT P + SR+ th)] , (C.3)

Secioap = Lyoap + Li0ap + Lihap + QO(AWXB) + WO+ Whag +Woap
+2T_7:4+2T L b

Vit et

+ ErﬂrlrogA - thogA + ZhABWfog + ZXBwfng — X,aﬁ) . (C4)

<27T10g( 1)A + )‘Aﬂ-log — 97TA + 29AB7T B
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e Subleading term of the momentum

Oeeimizy = Lymig) + L7 + TATT — A7 — 0pWrAP — Wat + Wiy

Note that

where

Ty

log

al /— — _ A A A A
i @(DBhAB T+ AN 4 DD 9D DX - D, — DAh)

+YIDT () + YT (357 — 647 4 DX - DY)
= (~A~ .+ SBRA VIT [ ~A | —=Ar 9—=Az + T

+vg (NAT-XeD"D'T) + Y= (X' + Dy ) + LD ()
— Vg osTh"’ — 2D T + \% (-7 A 4 mEA — 27 B

_ _ —A— — —A —— 1 _
+ VG Oab(WA + Dkl — D'k) — X" — ghm/‘ + RN = JRN

S R S 1A
zthBh - Zefg‘DBh - 5h,«,«DBhg + DA - 5hf,?DBe
l-A—=B+

de = lo——s loa— —p—c le— —ue
DA+ ZhA)\A - 5thcDBAC + 3 DD NP — 57D her

ot 4

1, ——pa 1w —p—a— —a—cB 1 4—c-B 1= —a—0—
+ 0h DN - iABDBDAhM —hyD he + Eegpchg - 5DBAADChg

l1-B—c-— 1-—p-— l—A—c-— 1-p— 1—— l—a——
- §h§DCh§ + 45 DRy + 5hjé,,DChg + §thCG§ - h D04 - §h§A NP

—A—B— — l-B—c— — l-B—c—A~ 1— — —A-—
+ DD’ - 5h?DCDBX“ - 5h?DCDAAB + iDAh,(E) - Zhr,,DAhM

l——a— 3 1 gac 1= —c=aB 1o —ar l——a_
+5h Dy + ZthAhg - Z931)%2 + 5DBACD“hg + iherAh - 5h D%

— 1—p— l——a, ~ —A<B 1l ——ap l—c-p—ax
~D'h® — ihgpf‘eg + 0 DY — 25D NF + ;Dsh DN - §DothA/\B
et =B 1= —A—B—  —B—A— ~
. 5hD“DBAB n §ABD"‘DBhM + thADB)\C) : (C.5)
T T+ T(b) , (C.6)
T—T+ T(b) R (C?)
M D'YW+ I, (C.8)
-1t 415 (C.9)
A 1= — ap 1
= 0abN" — (A +2) " (DaDp + Jup) {b (DA)\B - QHABN : (C.10)
= —%bﬁ, (C.11)
% .
ﬁﬂ'loé, (C12)
2 _ .4
75 (C.13)
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