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Abstract

It has been recently shown that nonlinear effects emerging at the time of the generation of the quasi-

normal modes are necessary to model ringdowns from black hole mergers. In this note we describe

how nonlinerarities also arise when defining gauge-invariant tensor modes and in the calculation of

the observable measured in the interferometers beyond linear order.
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I. INTRODUCTION AND CONCLUSIONS

First-order BH perturbation theory is standardly adopted to study the Quasi Normal Modes (QNMs) generated by

a perturbed Black Hole (BH) during the ringing down phase [1, 2]. QNMs are determined solely by the mass, the

spin and the charge of the BH and, as such, they are fundamental in gravitational wave astronomy. It has been

recently showed by BH-merger simulations [3, 4] (see also Refs. [5–7]), that not only first-order but also second-order

effects are relevant to describe ringdowns. In particular, the nonlinear mode amplitude arising from the square of

the fundamental (ℓ,m) = (2, 2) mode is comparable to or it can be even larger than that of the linear mode (4, 4).

Therefore, to correctly model the BH ringdown, the inclusion of nonlinear effects is unavoidable. It is worth noting

that, in the case of Kerr BHs, such nonlinearities find their explanation in symmetry arguments [8].

In this simple note we would like to describe how second-order effects arise by two other sources when dealing with

gravitational wave strains. The first source arises when working with gauge-invariant second-order tensor perturba-

tions, see also Refs. [9–13]. Tensor modes are gauge-invariant at first-order in perturbation theory, but they are not at

second-order. The construction of a gauge-invariant second-order tensor mode unavoidably introduces (first-order)2

terms which are potentially relevant when dealing with comparison between observation and theoretical predictions.

Unfortunately, there exist infinite ways to render tensor modes gauge invariant at second-order, depending on the

gauge one starts from. Which gauge one should adopt is in fact suggested by the measurement procedure and, in order

to give a description of the response of the detector, the best choice seems to be the so-called TT frame [14]. As we will

see, the expression of the time shifts measured in interferometers in the TT gauge contains as well second-order (first-

order)2 terms. Furthermore, analytical calculation of the QNMs are best performed in the so-called Regge-Wheeler

(RW) gauge where Schwarzschild perturbations are solved through the RW and Zerilli equations. We will see that

second-order effects arise necessarily when expressing gauge-invariant tensor modes constructed from the TT gauge

through the first-order gravitational wave strains calculated in the RW gauge. Of course, a precise estimation of these

effects goes beyond the scope of this note, but it is the natural step to take in the near future.

The note is organized as follows. In Section II we discuss how to construct gauge-invariant second-order tensor

perturbations. In Section III we deal with the second-order effects introduced by the measurement operation, while

in Section IV we devote our attention to the second-order effects from the gauge-invariance. Section V contains our

conclusions. The paper is supplemented by an Appendix which offers a similarity with the Stückelberg mechanism.

II. GAUGE-INVARIANT SECOND-ORDER TENSOR PERTURBATIONS

In this section we summarize how to construct second-order gauge-invariant tensor modes. The expert reader can

skip this section.

Before launching ourselves in technicalities, let us start with some general remarks. Firstly, let us point out that

it does not exist a unique way to construct gauge-invariant tensor modes. Gauge-invariant objects, not depending

upon the coordinate definition in a given gauge, can be defined. For instance, the tensor modes at first-order are

gauge independent, since they remain the same in all gauges. On the contrary, the gravitational potential is gauge-

dependent since it changes in different time slicings. A gauge-invariant combination can be constructed from the

gravitational potential, but it is not unique. There is an infinite number of ways of making a gravitational potential

gauge-invariant and what is the best gauge one should start from to compute the actual observables depends on the

measurement which is performed. Similarly, for the tensor modes at second-order there is not a unique way to render

them gauge-invariant, the starting point being dependent upon the of observation one performs and, often, on the
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comparison between the measured quantity and the theoretical prediction (analytical or numerical). As we argued in

the introduction, the TT and the RW gauges play a special role, and in the following we will focus our attention on

those gauges. Let us first though proceed in full generality.

A. Metric transformation

Under a generic coordinate transformation of the form

xµ → x̃µ = xµ + ξµ with ξµ ≡
(
α, ξi

)
, (II.1)

a generic metric transforms as

gµν → g̃µν = ḡµν + δgµν , (II.2)

where

δgµν = ξµ;ν + ξν;µ, (II.3)

and ḡµν is the background unperturbed metric. A semicolon denotes covariant differentiation. The coordinate

transformations in Eq. (II.1) are not considered to be infinitesimal, but it can also be finite. In that case, they can

be expanded in terms of a fictitious, bookkeeping parameter ǫ, which we will suppress in the following. Therefore, Eq.

(II.1) is written to second-order as [15]

xµ → x̃µ = xµ + ξµ
1 +

1

2

(
ξµ

1,νξ
ν
1 + ξµ

2

)
, (II.4)

where we have expanded

ξµ = ξµ
1 +

1

2
ξµ

2 . (II.5)

Expanding the metric to second-order as

gµν = ḡµν + δgµν (II.6)

where

δgµν = δ1gµν +
1

2
δ2gµν , (II.7)

we find that the first and second-order metric perturbations δ1gµν and δ2gµν , transform as

δ̃1gµν = δ1gµν + ḡµν,λξ
λ
1 + ḡκνξ

κ
1,µ + ḡµλξ

λ
1,ν , (II.8)

δ̃2gµν = δ2gµν + ḡµν,λξ
λ
2 + ḡµλξ

λ
2 ,ν + ḡλνξ

λ
2 ,µ + 2

(
δ1gµν,λξ

λ
1 + δ1gµλξ

λ
1 ,ν + δ1gλνξ

λ
1 ,µ (II.9)

+ ḡµλ,αξ
α
1 ξ

λ
1 ,ν + ḡλν,αξ

α
1 ξ

λ
1 ,µ + ḡλαξ

λ
1 ,µξ

α
1 ,ν

)
+ ḡµν,λαξ

λ
1 ξ

α
1 + ḡµν,λξ

λ
1 ,αξ

α
1

+ ḡµλ

(
ξλ

1 ,ναξ
α
1 + ξλ

1 ,αξ
α
1, ν

)
+ ḡλν

(
ξλ

1 ,µαξ
α
1 + ξλ

1 ,αξ
α
1, µ

)
. (II.10)



4

Knowing the transformation properties of the metric perturbations allow us to construct gauge-invariant quantities.

We will demonstrate this for the case of flat Minkowski spacetime with background metric

ds2 = −dt2 + γij dxidxj , (II.11)

where the xi are generic curvilinear coordinates (which later on we will take to be polar coordinates). We can

parametrise the perturbed metric δgµν as

δg00 = −2φ, δg0i = Bi, δgij = 2Cij . (II.12)

In terms of the SO(3) subgroup of the full Poincaré isometry group of the Minkowski background, the perturbed

metric is decomposed into scalar-vector-tensor (SVT) components by defining

Bi = B,i − Si, Cij = −ψδij + E,ij + F(i,j) +
1

2
hij . (II.13)

The tensor and vector degrees of freedom are defined to be divergence-free (transverse) and traceless and they satisfy

the conditions

Si,i = 0, Fi,i = 0, and hi
i = hij,j = 0. (II.14)

We now express all quantities at first and second-order perturbations around the background as

φ = φ1 +
1

2
φ2 + . . . (II.15a)

ψ = ψ1 +
1

2
ψ2 + . . . (II.15b)

B = B1 +
1

2
B2 + . . . (II.15c)

E = E1 +
1

2
E2 + . . . (II.15d)

Si = S1i +
1

2
S2i + . . . (II.15e)

Fi = F1i +
1

2
F2i + . . . (II.15f)

hij = h1ij +
1

2
h2ij + . . . . (II.15g)

We express the vector ξµ as

ξµ =

(
α1 +

1

2
α2, ξ

i
1 +

1

2
ξi

2

)
with ξi

a = βa,
i + γi

a, (II.16)

where a = {1, 2} and γi
a are divergence-free vectorial parameters (γi

,i = 0). Using the transformation of the metric

Eq. (II.9) for the first-order quantities, we find that the first-order gauge transformations are given by [16]

φ̃1 =φ1 + α̇1, (II.17a)

ψ̃1 =ψ1, (II.17b)

B̃1 =B1 − α1 + β̇1, (II.17c)

Ẽ1 =E1 + β1, (II.17d)

S̃ i
1 =S i

1 − γ̇1
i, (II.17e)

F̃ i
1 =F i

1 + γ i
1 , (II.17f)

h̃1ij =h1ij . (II.17g)
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Similarly, using Eq. (II.10), we find that at second-order the gauge transformation of the components of the metric

perturbation can be written as

φ̃2 = φ2 + α̇2 + α1

(
α̈1 + 2φ̇1

)
+ 2α̇1

(
α̇1 + 2φ1

)
+ ξ1k

(
α̇1 + 2φ1

) k

,
+ ξ̇1k

(
α k

1, − 2B1k − ξ̇k
1

)
, (II.18a)

ψ̃2 = ψ2 − 1

4
X k

k +
1

4
∇−2X ij

,ij , (II.18b)

B̃2 = B2 − α2 + β̇2 + ∇−2XB
k
,k, (II.18c)

Ẽ2 = E2 + β2 +
3

4
∇−2∇−2X ij

,ij − 1

4
∇−2X k

k, (II.18d)

S̃2i = S2i − γ̇2i − XBi + ∇−2XB
k
,ki, (II.18e)

F̃2i = F2i + γ2i + ∇−2X k
ik, − ∇−2∇−2X kl

,kli, (II.18f)

h̃2ij = h2ij + Xij +
1

2

(
∇−2X kl

,kl − X k
k

)
δij +

1

2
∇−2∇−2X kl

,klij

+
1

2
∇−2X k

k,ij − ∇−2
(
X k

ik, j + X k
jk, i

)
. (II.18g)

We have defined the vector XBi and the tensor Xij , which both depend only on the square of the first-order quantities

XBi ≡ 2
(
Ḃ1iα1 +B1i,kξ

k
1 − 2φ1α1,i +B1kξ

k
1, i +B1iα̇1 + 2C1ik ξ̇

k
1

)
− α1,kξ

k
1,i

+ α̇1

(
ξ̇1i − 3α1,i

)
+ α1

(
ξ̈1i − α̇1,i

)
+ ξ̇k

1 (ξ1i,k + 2ξ1k,i) + ξk
1

(
ξ̇1i,k − α1,ik

)
, (II.19)

and

Xij ≡ 4
(
α1Ċ1ij + C1ij,kξ

k
1 + C1ikξ

k
1 ,j + C1kjξ

k
1 ,i

)
+ 2

(
B1iα1,j +B1jα1,i

)

− 2α1,iα1,j + 2ξ1k,iξ
k

1 ,j + α1

(
ξ̇1i,j + ξ̇1j,i

)
+

(
ξ1i,jk + ξ1j,ik

)
ξ k

1 + ξ1i,kξ
k

1 ,j

+ ξ1j,kξ
k

1 ,i + ξ̇1iα1,j + ξ̇1jα1,i. (II.20)

B. Construction of second-order gauge-invariant tensor modes

Let us remind the reader how to construct gauge-invariant quantities from a particular gauge [16, 17]. Choosing a

gauge is equivalent to pick up a vector ξµ such that certain conditions are satisfied by the metric. This enforces the

parameters α and ξi to be expressed in terms of the perturbation fields (δg) or some combination thereof. Then, the

particular form of α(δg) and ξi(δg) used to fix the gauge can be employed to perform a general gauge transformation

of the original fields so that the new transformed fields are now gauge-invariant quantities.

Let us illustrate how this procedure works for the first-order scalar potentials φ1 (see also Appendix A). We can

choose to set the parameters α1 and β1 to go to a gauge where B̃1 = Ẽ1 = 0. From Eqs. (II.17c) and (II.17d), this will

determine β1 = −E1 and α1 = B1 − Ė1. Inserting these choices into Eq. (II.17a) we find a gauge-invariant expression

for the gravitational potential

φGI

1 ≡ φ1 + Ḃ1 − Ë1. (II.21)

A similar procedure can be used to define gauge-invariant second-order transverse-free and traceless perturbation

which, as we will discuss later on, is to be identified with the tensor modes in the TT gauge. Using the gauge

transformation properties of the tensor as in Eq. (II.18g) one finds [16, 18]1

hGI

2ij ≡ h2ij + X GC

ij +
1

2

(
∇−2X GCkl

,kl − X GCk
k

)
δij +

1

2
∇−2∇−2X GCkl

,klij

1 Non-local terms in the definition of the gauge-invariant second-order tensor modes are there to ensure that the modes are transverse

and traceless. They disappear in the "projected" equation of motion.
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+
1

2
∇−2X GCk

k,ij − ∇−2
(
X GCk

ik, j + X GCk
jk, i

)
, (II.22)

where now

X GC

ij ≡ 4
(
αGC

1 Ċ1ij + C1ij,kξ
GCk
1 + C1ikξ

GCk
1 ,j + C1kjξ

GCk
1 ,i

)
+ 2

(
B1iα

GC

1,j +B1jα
GC

1,i

)

− 2αGC

1,iα
GC

1,j + 2ξGC

1k,iξ
GCk
1 ,j + αGC

1

(
ξ̇GC

1i,j + ξ̇GC

1j,i

)
+

(
ξGC

1i,jk + ξGC

1j,ik

)
ξGCk

1

+ ξGC

1i,kξ
GCk
1 ,j + ξGC

1j,kξ
GCk
1 ,i + ξ̇GC

1i α
GC

1,j + ξ̇GC

1j α
GC

1,i (II.23)

in terms of the fields αGC
1 (δg) and ξGC

1i (δg). The label (GC) reminds that the corresponding quantity is specified

by solving a given (and arbitrary) gauge condition. Different gauge conditions give rise to different gauge-invariant

quantities by using this procedure. However, there are also gauge-independent quantities, that is quantities that are

independent of the gauge used. For example, the first-order transverse-traceless part h1ij of the tensor perturbation

Cij (like ψ1) is gauge-independent: it is invariant in any gauge. On the other hand, hGI

2ij is gauge-invariant, but it

depends on the gauge used since it depends on the parameter in ξGCµ(δg).

What is more relevant for us is that the gauge-invariant second-order tensor mode automatically contains in its

definition terms of the form (first-order)2 which come from two sources: those contain in the intrinsically second-order

quantity h2ij which are determined by the dynamics (i.e. the merger of two BHs) and those which are explicitly

present in the tensor X GC

ij whose introduction is necessary and unavoidable to define the gauge-invariant second-order

tensor mode.

III. THE NONLINEARITIES FROM THE MEASUREMENT OF GWS

In this section we discuss the presence of the nonlinearities coming from the measurement operation of the GWs. In

interferometer experiments of arms of length L the measurement is done by sending photons to the mirrors located

and observing the modulation in power recorded because of the different time shifts ∆tA,B acquired in the different

travel paths along the arms A and B. Since for space-based observatories (like LISA) the frequency ω of the GWs is

such that ωL = O(1), a single reference frame may not be adopted for which the whole apparatus is described by an

(approximately) flat metric in the presence of the GW. On the contrary, a completely general relativistic framework has

to be used. In this respect, the most suitable coordinate system turns out to be the TT frame where the coordinates

in the positions of the mirrors (for a thorough discussion about the virtues of using the TT frame see Ref. [14]).

Here we briefly summarises how to define the TT gauge at first-order. The conditions to impose are δg00 = δg0i = 0,

which at first-order lead to

αTT

1 = −
[∫

φ1dt− C1(x)

]
, (III.1)

βTT

1 =

∫
(αTT

1 −B1) dt+ Ĉ1(x), (III.2)

γTT

1i =

∫
S1idt+ Ĉ1i(x). (III.3)

The time-slicing is fully determined once two arbitrary functions of the spatial coordinates C1(x) and Ĉ1(x) are fixed.

Furthermore, there is an arbitrary 3-vector Ĉ1i (with 2 independent components) depending upon the choice of spatial

coordinates on an initial hypersurface. These extra four degrees of freedom can be further fixed by imposing the

transverse-traceless (TT) condition

C1
ik

,k = Ck
1k = 0. (III.4)
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A similar procedure can be performed at second-order. In the TT gauge the second-order metric (by writing only the

GW perturbation and using cartesian coordinates) reads

ds2 = −dt2 +

(
δij + hTT

1ij +
1

2
hTT

2ij

)
dxidxj , (III.5)

where hTT

ij is the transverse and traceless components of the Cij in Eq. (II.12).

The effect of a GW passing through the interferometer is captured by measuring the proper times at the interfer-

ometers. Photons travel along the arms following the geodesic equation ds2 = 0 and we find up to second-order that

the time shift reads (along two arms)

∆tA,B = LA,B −
∫ t0+2LA,B

t0

dt

(
−1

2
hTT

1ij +
3

8
(hTT

1ij)2 − 1

4
hTT

2ij

)

i=j=1,2

. (III.6)

From these simple arguments we see that second-order effects of the QNMs enter not only through the intrinsically

second-order quantity hTT

2ij , but also through the explicit (first-order)2 term 3(hTT

1ij)2/8 in the time shifts. We expect

that rendering the time shifts fully gauge independent will cause the appearance of other (first-order)2 terms which

must be taken into account in the gravitational waveform analysis.

IV. THE NONLINEARITIES FROM GAUGE INVARIANCE

In Section II we showed that at first-order the tensor part of the metric perturbation h1ij is invariant under coordinate

transformation and that its second-order counterpart is not. This means that at second-order any gauge-invariant

tensor quantity will contain pieces which are (first-order)2 which will eventually contribute through the QNMs to the

time shifts measured in the interferometers.

We also learned in Section II that the TT gauge is preferable when dealing with observations. It is therefore natural

to construct a gauge-invariant quantity starting from the TT gauge as we described in Section II. The procedure

will be therefore the following. Starting from a fully generic gauge, one chooses the parameters of the coordinate

transformations (II.16) by setting δg00 = δg0i = 0 as well as the transverse and traceless condition on the spatial

part of the metric. With this procedure we arrive at the generic gauge-invariant expression for the tensor mode at

second-order (II.22). The transverse and traceless condition, by construction, does not depend neither on hTT

1ij nor on

hTT

2ij . Therefore, the quadratic pieces in the gauge-invariant second-order tensor mode does not contain explicit terms

of the form O[(hTT
1ij)2]. Terms quadratic in hTT

1ij will appear only in hTT
2ij once its dynamics is solved at second-order.

In other words

hGI

2ij

∣∣
in the TT gauge

= hTT

2ij . (IV.1)

In order to compute hGI
2ij one has therefore various choices. Either one computes it in the TT gauge directly and writes

an equation to calculate the evolution of hTT

2ij , or otherwise, one can calculate hGI

2ij in another gauge. Alternatively,

one can adopt a sort of mixed procedure where one calculates the second-order evolution in a given gauge and then

go to the TT gauge. We will pursue this third option here. The so-called RW gauge is convenient to solve for the

Schwarzschild perturbations through the RW and Zerilli equations, which describe axial and polar perturbations,

respectively. We first write the TT part of the perturbation in polar coordinates as

hTT

1µν(t, r, θ, φ) =

∞∑

ℓ=2

ℓ∑

m=−ℓ

hTT

ℓm(t, r)
(
t
(E2)
ℓm

)
µν
, (IV.2)
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where

(
t
(E2)
ℓm

)
µν

=
r2

2




0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 W X

0 X − sin2 θW




Yℓm,

W = ∂2
θ − cot θ∂θ − 1

sin2 θ
∂2

φ, X = 2(∂θ∂φ − cot θ∂φ). (IV.3)

Yℓ,m are the spherical harmonics. Following Ref. [12], we can write the fundamental modes at infinity in the TT

gauge at first- and second-order as (we set GN = 1)

hTT

1,(2,±2) ≃ 1

r
ψ1,(2,±2)(t, r)

hTT

2,(4,±4) ≃ 1

r
ψ2,(4,±4)(t, r) − i

√
70 · 51

1512 · 2
√
π

(ω2,±2)

r

(
ψ1,(2,±2)(t, r)

)2
, (IV.4)

where the ψ1,2(ℓ,m) satisfy the corresponding first- and second-order Zerilli equation in the RW gauge and the second-

order part has been properly regularized. At first-order, for instance, the equation reads

(
− ∂2

∂t2
+

∂2

∂r2
∗

− VZ(r)

)
ψ1,(ℓ,m)(t, r) = 0,

VZ(r) =

(
1 − 2M

r

)
2λ2(λ+ 1)r3 + 6λ2Mr2 + 18λM2r + 18M3

r3(λr + 3M)2
, λ =

1

2
(ℓ − 1)(ℓ+ 2),

r∗ = r + 2M ln
( r

2M
− 1

)
, (IV.5)

and the reader can find in Ref. [12] the equation for ψ2,(ℓ,m) with its corresponding (regularized) second-order source.

Taking the approximation that the QNMs are produced around the peak of the (minus of the) Zerilli potential VZ , at

(rℓ=2
pk

/M) ≃ 3.1 and (rℓ=4
pk

/M) ≃ 3.05 and using the fact that for the n = 0 mode the fundamental wavefunctions are

ψ1,(2,±2)(t, r) ≃ A1,(2,±2)e
−iω(2,±2)te−z2/4,

ψ1,(4,±4)(t, r) ≃ A1,(4,±4)e
−iω(4,±4)te−z2/4,

z ≃ (4k)1/4e3πi/4(r∗ − r∗
pk

), r∗
pk

(ℓ = 2) ≃ 1.9, r∗
pk

(ℓ = 4) ≃ 1.76,

k = −V ′′
Z (r∗

pk)/2, (IV.6)

a saddle-point approximation specifies the corresponding amplitude to be

A2,(4,±4) =
A2

1,(2,±2)

M

[
0.05 − 0.08(ω2,±2M) + 0.24(ω2,±2M)2 − 2.9(ω2,±2M)4

]
. (IV.7)

Taking (ω2,±2M) ≃ 0.37, one finally finds that A2,(4,±4) ≃ 0.06A2
1,(2,±2)/M . Since one expects A1,(4,±4) =

O(0.1)A1,(2,±2)/M [3], we indeed see that the second-order mode for ℓ = 4 can indeed be of the same order of

magnitude of the corresponding linear mode for sizeable amplitudes of the fundamental mode ℓ = 2. It will be

interesting to see if some hidden symmetries may explain the nonlinearties of the Schwarzschild BH along the lines of

Ref. [8] for extremal Kerr BHs.
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Appendix A: The Stückelberg procedure

The construction in Section II can more easily be illustrated for the case of Maxwell theory. Here the gauge transfor-

mations are the U(1) transformations of the vector potential Aµ, which read

Aµ → Ãµ = Aµ + φ,µ. (A.1)

We may express Aµ as

Aµ = (A0, Ci + F,i) with Ci
,i = 0, (A.2)

so that the gauge transformation is given by

Ã0 = A0 + φ̇,

F̃ = F + φ,

C̃i = Ci. (A.3)

Therefore, like the case of metric perturbations, the transverse part of the gauge potential does not change under U(1)

gauge transformations. Similarly, the scalars A0 and F change according to (A.3). Let us now choose a particular

gauge, for example the temporal gauge

Ã0 = 0. (A.4)

Under a gauge transformation we get that

Ã0 = A0 + φ̇ = 0, (A.5)

from where we find that

φ̇ = −A0. (A.6)

The solution of the above equation provides what we call φGC, or in other words

φGC = −
∫ t

A0(τ, ~x)dτ. (A.7)

Having specified the gauge parameter φGC, it is easy to construct gauge-invariant quantities. For example, following

the discussion above, the gauge-invariant scalar is now

FGI = FGI

tm = F + φGC = F −
∫ t

A0(τ, ~x)dτ. (A.8)
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The scalar FGI is indeed gauge-invariant since under a gauge transformation of the form (A.1) with a gauge parameter

χ, we get that

Ã0 = A0 + χ̇, F̃ = F + χ, (A.9)

and therefore, from Eq. (A.8), the scalar FGI is gauge-invariant. In addition, the transverse part Ci of Ai does not

change at all. If we use another gauge, let say the axial A3 = 0, we can repeat the above construction. In this case

though,the gauge-invariant scalar will be

FGI

ax = F −
∫ x3

A3(t, xa, y)dy, a = (1, 2) (A.10)

but still C̃i = Ci. In other words, changing the gauge, the gauge-invariant quantities change accordingly, while gauge-

independent quantities do not change from gauge to gauge. Of course, one recognises in the above construction the

Stückelberg trick to build gauge-invariant quantities.
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