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ABSTRACT: We construct charges for four-dimensional spacetimes with a non-vanishing cosmological
constant, including charges that are not conserved because of a leaky boundary and charges associated
with corner terms in the symplectic current. The construction leads to manifestly finite charges for any
choice of boundary conditions, and reveals new charges in partial Bondi gauge for an enlarged class of
field configurations which are not fully on-shell, including a Weyl charge for conformal boundary con-
ditions. In addition, we generalize the variational principle for AdS4 gravity with Dirichlet boundary
conditions to a wedge of spacetime where the conformal boundary includes a corner. The boundary
data is completely general, with no conditions restricting time dependence or the determinant of the
metric. The Ward identities associated with boundary diffeomorphisms are shown to reproduce the
evolution equations for the mass and angular momentum of fully on-shell field configurations.
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1 Introduction

In gauge theories such as gravity, charges are defined on a codimension-two surface or “cut” of the
boundary. One may be interested in the evolution of a charge between two cuts. If the values differ
then the quantity is not conserved, and in this sense the boundary is “leaky.” For example, radiation
carried away can reduce the energy of the system, as encoded in the Trautman—Bondi mass-loss formula
for asymptotically flat spacetimes [1, 2]. It has been argued that for asymptotically de Sitter (dS)
spacetimes the boundary must be leaky [3]. This follows from the fact that its asymptotic boundary
is a spacelike surface where initial data can be prescribed, so forbidding leaks represents an ad hoc
removal of physical data. For anti-de Sitter (AdS) spacetimes, the situation is different: the asymptotic
boundary is timelike, and consistent non-leaky boundary conditions have been extensively discussed.
However, it is also interesting to consider leaky AdS, where energy transported along null geodesics
reaches the asymptotic boundary and can then escape into an external bath rather than reflect back
into the interior. This is precisely the scenario considered in recent discussions of the information-
loss paradox in two-dimensional AdS with conformal matter [4—6]; see also the covariant phase space
analysis of [7].

An important aspect of gravity with a non-vanishing cosmological constant is that leakiness re-
quires a fluctuating boundary metric [8-19]. This is in contrast with asymptotically flat spacetimes
where leakiness occurs even with a fixed boundary metric. Indeed, when A # 0 the Einstein equations
couple the boundary data to quantities associated with gravitational radiation. Another aspect worth
exploring is the role of finite portions or corners of the asymptotic boundary. In AdS the spacetime
is not globally hyperbolic, and therefore initial data on a spacelike slice must be supplemented with
boundary conditions. The compatibility between boundary conditions and initial conditions is subtle
[20], and the corner — the intersection of the spacelike slice with the timelike boundary — makes this
explicit. For instance, in [21] the authors analyze finite tubes in AdS, and show the emergence of a
new corner mode that arises using what they refer to as conformal boundary conditions. Likewise,
there are subtleties associated with the formulation in terms of the initial data on a null hypersurface
in Bondi coordinates [22].

Motivated by these considerations, we study leaky boundaries with corners in four-dimensional
asymptotically locally (A)dS spacetimes. We analyze the consequences of considering finite portions
of leaky boundaries for the the symplectic structure and the construction of variational principles, as
well as the residual symmetries and their generators. While most of our results apply for both A < 0
and A > 0, there are of course significant global differences between these two cases. For that reason
we sometimes focus on A < 0, especially when there are connections to holography.

Our setup approaches the asymptotic boundary using Bondi coordinates based on a family of
outgoing null hypersurfaces. These coordinates are well-suited to discussing radiation in asymptotically
flat spacetimes [2, 23, 24] and they can also be used for a non-vanishing cosmological constant [11,
12, 14, 17, 22, 25, 26]. However, we cannot work in the Bondi-Sachs (BS) [2, 23] or Newman-Unti
(NU) [24] gauges since either condition would restrict the allowed field configurations to those with
fixed boundary metric. Fortunately it is possible to relax some of the conditions associated with
these gauges. An immediate consequence of relaxing the gauge is the enlargement of this asymptotic
symmetry algebra.! These generalizations may be obtained by allowing the induced metric on the
boundary to fluctuate [28-37], restoring the covariance of boundary Carrollian structure [38-42], or
relaxing the conditions on the radial coordinate [26, 43]. The latter option, known as the partial Bondi

'In certain cases, these enlargements have a clear physical explanation by being related to memory effects or soft theorems
through infrared triangles, see the review [27].



gauge (PBG), will be adopted here. Unlike BS gauge, which fixes the radial coordinate to be the areal
distance, or NU gauge, which identifies it with an affine parameter, the PBG only requires that the
radial coordinate run along the null geodesics without further specification. One benefit of working in
PBG is that it is easier to reach from other gauges. For example, what we refer to as PBG aligns with
the translation of Kerr-dSy4 in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates to the “generalized Bondi coordinates” of
[44].

This work generalizes previous analyses of asymptotic boundaries of (A)dS in Bondi gauge in two
ways. First, the induced boundary metric in our setup is completely general. There are no restrictions
on any of its components, which allows for arbitrary dependence on the retarded Bondi time, rotating
frames, conformal class, etc. This is motivated by applications to holography, where the derivation of
the Ward identities for the dual theory require varying the action with respect to arbitrary boundary
data (or “sources” from the point of view of dual theory). And second, we work in PBG and do not
impose the BS gauge condition. In [43] it was shown that additional charges are accessible via this
gauge relaxation in asymptotically flat spacetimes. A natural question is whether such charges also
occur for A # 0; we show that they do.

Another important motivation for our work concerns the general framework of the covariant phase
space for leaky boundaries and in the presence of corners. The present analysis is concerned with three
aspects: finiteness and integrability of the charges, the emergence of new charges associated with corner
terms in the symplectic current, and relaxing select on-shell conditions on the fields. This work is the
continuation of [17, 45].

First, computations involving asymptotic boundaries typically yield divergent quantities that re-
quire regularization and renormalization in order to extract meaningful results. Many prescriptions
exist in the literature, but we will focus on [17, 45|, for related earlier work see [46]. This approach
has the advantage of not being tied to a specific choice of boundary conditions and is therefore well
suited to leaky boundaries. It ensures that the symplectic potential is finite up to a total variation
in the field space, which implies a finite symplectic current and hence finite charges. Once boundary
conditions are chosen, an action and variational principle can be constructed by including appropriate
surface terms in the action to address the §-exact divergences in the symplectic potential. For A # 0
and Dirichlet boundary conditions, working in PBG, we show that the surface terms in the action
are those usually required by holographic renormalization [12, 47-49] along with new corner terms.
These corner terms take a different form than the joint contributions obtained in previous analyses of
non-smooth boundaries [50-53].

The second aspect concerns progress in understanding the nature of corner charges. Corner charges
differ fundamentally from the more familiar Brown—York type charges. The key distinction is that
they are not constrained by the equations of motion, so any conditions on their evolution must come
from imposing additional boundary conditions or boundary dynamics. As emphasized in [17], the
relevant effects localize at corners at the level of the symplectic potential, which becomes manifest
after a suitable rearranging of terms. In this work, we extend this analysis to the charges themselves
and demonstrate how their status differs from that of Brown—York charges.

Third, we relax the on-shell assumption by allowing what we refer to as “partially on-shell”
configurations. These conditions, which impose only components of the Einstein equations conjugate
to the non-zero components of the metric in PBG, are sufficient to determine the large-r behavior
of the fields. But they do not enforce the evolution equations for the mass and angular momentum
of the spacetime. This implies that the Brown-York quasilocal stress tensor is traceless but not
conserved. Although the fields are not fully on-shell, the construction described in appendix A of [17],
and reviewed here in appendix E, nevertheless gives a conserved current built from the presymplectic
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and weakly vanishing Noether currents. The associated codimension-2 form defines charges which
may be integrable but not conserved, as expected for leaky systems. Since the leakiness in this case
is tied directly to relaxing some of the on-shell conditions, one might refer to the system as “off shell
leaky.” In lower dimensional examples, relaxing the on-shell conditions in this manner reveals how
an extended off-shell symmetry is broken on-shell in the holographic dual. For example, how the
conformal symmetry of SYK-type models reduces to a simple U(1) on-shell [54].

Organization of the paper: We begin in section 2 by reviewing the partial Bondi gauge [26] and
introducing the geometric framework needed to describe the asymptotic boundary. Our starting point
in section 3 is the finite symplectic potential obtained in [17]. The latter was compatible with a
flat limit, as the condition relating the boundary geometry and the normal shear was not imposed.
Here, since we focus on the case A # 0, we impose this relation and analyze the structure of the
symplectic potential: a boundary contribution that we identify with the usual Brown—York tensor, a
corner contribution that explicitly carries the new fields arising from the relaxation of the gauge, and
d-exact terms. In section 4, we review the residual symmetries of the PBG, derive the transformation
laws of the fields, and compute the associated charges. We find that new corner charges may appear
in PBG, similar to the case of asymptotically flat spacetimes [43]. In section 5 we construct the
variational principle for Dirichlet conditions at a boundary with an explicit corner and show that
d-exact divergences in the action can be removed by appropriate surface and corner Lagrangians. We
then examine the Ward identities and find that they correspond to the evolution equations for the
mass and angular momentum aspects. We conclude with a brief summary of our results. Several
appendices elaborate on technical details, present quantities associated with projections of the bulk
Weyl tensor, and develop the Kerr-AdS, spacetime in PBG.

2 Review of Gauge, On-Shell Conditions, and Geometry

In this section, we briefly review the partial Bondi gauge (PBG) [26, 43] and introduce the notations
used to describe the asymptotic geometry. Additional details appear in appendices A and B.

2.1 Partial Bondi Gauge and Partially On-Shell Fields

We use coordinates (u,r, iL‘A), where u is the retarded time, r a radial coordinate, and z# a pair of
angular coordinates. The partial Bondi gauge (PBG) is defined by setting

Grr =gra =0, (2.1)

which fixes three gauge conditions. These imply that the retarded time u labels the null geodesics
and that the angular coordinates are constant along these null rays. This partial gauge fixing is a
convenient starting point since it encompasses both Bondi-Sachs (BS) gauge [2, 23], which can be
imposed by using the remaining gauge freedom to set /7y = 7“2\/q>0 where g is the determinant of the
2-sphere, and the Newman-Unti (NU) gauge [24], by setting g,, = —1. These two gauges are widely
used to describe null infinity and have also been used to study Al(A)dS spacetimes [11, 12, 14, 22, 25].
The line element in PBG has the form

ds* = 2P Vdu® — 2e* dudr + vap (d:nA - L{Adu) (de - L{Bdu) , (2.2)

where V, U4, and 8 are arbitrary function of the coordinates z* = (u,r, ).



Rather than placing the fields fully on-shell, we enforce only those components of the Einstein
equations conjugate to the non-zero terms in (2.2). Specifically, if G*” is the Einstein tensor then the
equations of motion involve

1
2K2

g =~ (@™ + Ag™) (2:3)
where k? = 871G will usually be set to 1. Accounting for field variations that are fixed by PBG, we
enforce the minimum set of on-shell conditions that ensure G*” 6g,,, = 0. This is just

guu — gur — guA — gAB —0. (24)

Since 6gy, = 6gra = 0 in PBG, the fields need not satisfy the G’” and G™* components of the equations
of motion. As we will show later on, those components encode the evolution of the mass aspect and
angular momentum of the spacetime.

The partially on-shell conditions (2.4) fix the four dimensional curvature scalar R = 4 A (but not
the full Ricci tensor) and constrain the dependence of the fields on r. At large r we take

1 1 _
Yap =17 <’Y,043 + - Yap + o) Yap + o(r 2)) ; (2.5)

which is compatible with conformal compactification.? Then the r-dependence of leading and sublead-
ing terms in the large-r expansion of the fields V, Y4, and f3 is determined by (2.4) — the explicit form
of these fields is given in appendix B.1. Throughout the rest of the paper, indices on two dimensional
quantities appearing at a specific order in the large-r expansion, such as v or Ll;;‘, are raised and
lowered with 791 g- This includes traces, which we denote by

Yo =75 V45 - (2.6)

The trace-free part of a two dimensional tensor is indicated with a hat, as
AN n 1 0
YAB =7AB ~ 57ABMn - (2.7)

An important example is the (normal) shear '?114 g, which is the traceless part of the first subleading
term in (2.5). Brackets ( ) on a pair of indices refers to the symmetric, trace-free part, defined with
an overall factor of 1/2.

Unlike the BS and NU gauges, the partial gauge fixing used here does not constrain the traces ;.
Recall that in those gauges they satisfy

1

Bondi-Sachs: 1 =0, v = 571437%]5, (2.8)
1

Newman-Unti: v =0, y2 = Z%qB’AYilB . (2.9)

In section 4.3 we show that, similar to the flat case [43], the traces 71 and 7, may be associated to large
gauge symmetry generators and for some boundary conditions cannot be gauged away in presence of
a boundary with corners.

2The notation o(r~?2) indicates terms that fall off faster than r~2. The expansion becomes polyhomogeneous in 1/r and
Inr after the 1/ term. For A # 0, the equations of motion eliminate any traceless terms of the form Aapylogr™/r™.
However, trace terms of the form 79 55™™ log r™/r™, with n > 3 and m < n — 2, are allowed.

-5



2.2 Asymptotic geometry

In most of this work we are interested in an asymptotic boundary that includes a timelike component
B, located at r — oo, with a corner dB. The corner is taken to be the intersection of B with a
hypersurface defined on a neighborhood of B by the condition « = constant.

4

The coordinates on B are z' = (u,z). At large r the induced metric on B behaves as h;; =

r? h?j + ... with leading part
A
h?j dz'dz? = 3 e du? + %5 <d:1:A - Ué“du) (dazB - Z/{égdu> . (2.10)

We usually refer to the collection of two dimensional fields 721 B UOA, and By as “boundary data,”
though this term should be reserved for quantities on B that are fixed for a particular choice of
boundary conditions. This is simply for convenience, and at this point does not imply any particular
choice of boundary conditions.

The asymptotic boundary B is foliated by surfaces C of constant u. Such surfaces are defined by
a timelike and future-pointing unit vector v* with components

A . 3 /. ,
. == 2/30 _ - su 7 — —Qﬂo _ 7 ) A
v = —e S0t v \/7(5 wtd Auo) (2.11)

Three dimensional tensors are projected normal or tangent to a surface C by contracting with v® or
the projector J_ij = (Sij + vj, with components

1%, =0 145 =645 1A, =-ud. (2.12)

The induced metric on C is yap = 2 ’y% g+ ..., and the covariant derivative compatible with 'yle g is
denoted D4.

Evolution equations and other results in this paper involve projections of three dimensional deriva-
tives tangent or normal to the constant-u surfaces C. Derivatives tangent to C are written in terms of
d4 or D4, while derivatives normal to C act on scalars and spatial (orthogonal to v?) covariant tensors
as

D, == e 2% (0, + £14,) - (2.13)

Here £y, is the Lie derivative along Ug' and 2™ is the lapse (up to a A factor). Then the Lie derivative
of a covariant spatial tensor S;; . along an arbitrary three-dimensional vector X k can be written

£xSij.. =X "D, S+ £1xSij... - (2.14)

Many of our results include the normal derivative D, acting on In,/yy. This quantity, denoted 8, is
given by

0:Dvln\%:e_%“(@uln\/%—i—DAqu) . (2.15)

Additional discussion of the geometry of B and its foliation by constant-u surfaces C can be found in
appendix A.
Using the definitions above, an important kinematic constraint on the fields (obtained from the



equations of motion) can be written

D%p = %?}43 +1%50 - (2.16)
This condition relates the shear along B to the normal shear '71143. It encodes a striking difference
between asymptotically flat spacetimes and asymptotically locally (A)dS spacetimes: the (normal)
shear is unconstrained for the former, but tied to the boundary geometry for the latter. For A # 0 this
is related to the fact that gravitational radiation reaching the boundary would result in a boundary
metric with non-trivial dependence on w.

3 Presymplectic potential

In this section we discuss the symplectic potential in PBG with arbitrary boundary data. The starting
point is the finite part of the shifted presymplectic potential described in equation (4.31) of [17]. For
completeness, that result is generalized here to include terms proportional to Ué“. It is valid for
arbitrary A, including the flat limit A — 0. The fields are assumed to satisfy the partially on-shell
conditions described in the previous section, except for the kinematic constraint (2.16) which is specific
to A # 0.

Focusing on the A # 0 case, we then impose (2.16) and express the result in a form suited to
the variational problem with Dirichlet boundary conditions. A careful treatment of total derivatives
allows the result to be written as a boundary part related to the Brown-York stress tensor, and a corner
part containing new contributions apparent in the relaxed gauge. The finite §-exact part, which is
necessary for the analysis of the variational principle in section 5, is also given.

3.1 Before imposing the constraint

The starting point is the shifted presymplectic potential © obtained in [17], which is valid with or
without a cosmological constant. It is finite as  — oo for A = 0, while for A # 0 the only divergences
in this limit are d-exact terms. In either case, the finite part of ® on B takes the form

~ 1 A 1 . 1
6: ‘/7062’80 |:4NAB(5<62/BO’)/1143> +§yAB5’Y%B+ yA(;Z/{(é—F 595(111\/’}/ —4,80):| (31)
1. 1
+ 0, [Q,ﬁyotABéygBJr2ﬁot5(1nﬁ —450)] +5(d3+au%3) .

The metric 791 B, vector L{(‘)“, and scalar fy may be arbitrary (sufficiently smooth) functions of v and
4. When A = 0, the shear 'Ayil g is not related to those fields and contributes an independent variation.

Coefficients of the field variations in (3.1) are proportional to the news N p and the components
normal and tangent to C of a three-dimensional stress tensor. The news is given by

1 ) A R R
Nap = 2P (Du —3 9) AB — @ e 5547 4¢p - (3.2)

and we can check that it is tracefree. Imposing the partially on-shell conditions on subleading terms



in the large-r expansions of the fields,? the stress tensor components are

1 1 1
T=2M- (DU + 9) (ﬁf‘ny};B) + 5 DaDEA? — S 4B e 2D, Dy (3.3)
_ 1, . 1, .
T = e 2 (PA ~3 ABCD AN — 1 ’YixBDC’hBC> (3.3b)
Gy — _ég 1o _lp DCAL A 1 epa 31 ~260 1, PC o260
ap= — g t3 RAyap 1 PeD " Yap + 5 YapW Yop + YA€ cD~e (3.3c)

+4D%Bo Diadpy e — 3D Bo Doihp -

Definitions of M, P4, and other quantities appearing in these expressions (which are related to the
Newman-Penrose scalars) are given in equations (B.25) and (B.26) of appendix B. The only partially
on-shell condition that is not enforced at this point, which we discuss below, is the constraint (2.16)
relating @}4 g to derivatives of the boundary data.

In addition to the terms on B, there are corner terms in @)6 They consist of a traceless tensor tap
coupled to the metric variation and a scalar ¢ coupled to the variation of the Weyl invariant quantity

In (e=*%, /75),

taB = 71’7}43 (3.4&)

=~ 00|

ap 1
W he =57 (3.4b)

There are also d-exact terms on B and 9B, given by

A A 3 1
_ 280 A A 9 .AB1 L 2
B = /e [M LT <72 11 YA = 57 (n) )] (3-5a)
1 3 . AB-
Do = /70 [2 23 ’Yf‘B’Y,laxB] : (3.5b)

While these §-exact terms do not contribute to the symplectic current, they are relevant for the
variational formulation of the theory once boundary conditions are chosen.

3.2 After imposing the constraint

For A # 0, the constraint (2.16) means that §9}; must be expressed in terms of variations of the
boundary data ’y% B> L[é“, and fy. Imposing this condition, the finite part (3.1) is now

- 1 - 1
8 = vane®™ [ 374 il + Tadtd + 175 (1n v — 450)| (3.60)
1 1
0 [ VmHT s+ Tl +vixd(lnvi - 46)|  60)
+ 5(AB + auA@B) . (3.6¢)

Here, @)6 has been organized into parts which are linear in the field variations but not their derivatives,
and parts which are d-exact. Derivatives of field variations have been rewritten using integration-by-

3Strictly speaking, we impose the A # 0 partially on-shell conditions. The A — 0 limit does not fully capture the log
branch of the asymptotically flat spacetimes with A = 0. For example, 4% is proportional to v 445 when A # 0, but
contains an additional degree of freedom when A = 0. See [17, 26] for details.



parts, discarding total derivatives tangent to C and retaining derivatives normal to C (corner terms)
with support on dB.
Schematically, (3.6) has the form

0 = O + 9,(0%) + J(Ap + duAop) - (3.7)

The d-exact part is not unique; one may always move terms around via f dg = 0(f g) — g df. The split
described here is made with Dirichlet boundary conditions in mind, and is relevant for the formulation
of the variational problem in section 5. For other boundary conditions [48, 55], one would instead
arrange (3.7) so that the non J-exact part is linear in variations of appropriate boundary data. Let us
now consider the terms in (3.7) one at a time and describe the quantities appearing in (3.6).

Boundary term C:)% in the symplectic potential The coefficients of the field variations on B
are a symmetric tensor 74P with traceless part TAB and trace T = TC¢, and a vector Ty. They are

given by
T=2M (3.8a)
3 A
Ty = _Ke—Qﬂo <jA_6’PA) (3.8b)
~aB_ 3,4 N LB
TAB _ AN 5 EAB (3.8¢)

The scalar M, vectors J4 and P4, and traceless tensors Nap and £4p, are related to the Newman-
Penrose scalars. Expressions for these quantities are given in appendix B. The combinations appearing
in T4 and 748 are precisely the components of the electric part of the four-dimensional Weyl tensor
projected normal and tangent to C, as shown in appendix C. Note that the traces 1 and 2, which
appear when relaxing Bondi gauge to PBG, are not independent variables in this part of the symplectic
potential, in the sense that their contributions could be absorbed in a redefinition of the fields at third
subleading order.

Together, T4 and 748 describe the components of a traceless three-dimensional stress tensor 7% .
To see this, we first write

~ 1 i
Op =3 V—ho T 6B; . (3.9)
Using the leading part (2.10) of the metric on B, T% 5h% is given by
~ A
96 = — ST s (6*450 \/70) + Tk, 610 /g + 2 <T“" g UE — T“ny%B) SUs (3.10)
(T U U - 2T AU+ TAR) 5

where T%}, is the trace h?j T%. Comparison with (3.6a) shows that T%, is zero, and the components
of the traceless three dimensional stress tensor are related to 74 and T4 by

1

1 uuU uu
1 uu u

Ta = 7 (T YapUy =T B) (3.11b)
1
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These are simply the components of T projected normal and tangent to C
TY = il VU] Tk — J_jl(Tklvk> — ) J_ik:(Tklvl)+ J_ik J_lekl R (3.12)

where v* is the normal vector (2.11) and L¢; is the projector (2.12). Additional details are given in
appendix A.

The partially on-shell conditions (2.4) ensure that the stress tensor T is traceless. But it is only
conserved, 3VjTij = 0, once the remaining equations of motion are enforced and the theory is fully
on-shell. This will be carefully accounted for when constructing charges in section 4.

The expression (3.9) is equivalent to the usual result in Fefferman-Graham gauge [8, 25]. The
change of coordinates between the Fefferman—Graham and Bondi gauges was constructed in [11, 22],
and it was shown that the Fefferman—Graham stress tensor can be expressed in terms of the Bondi
variables as in (3.12). Those results assumed additional restrictions on the boundary data that are
not imposed here, but our results agree once those restrictions are applied.

Corner term in the symplectic potential @)g 5 The response functions on the corner dB involve

AB

a two-dimensional tensor 748, with trace 7 and trace-free part 742, and a scalar y conjugate to the

variation of the Weyl invariant quantity In(,/79) — 480.* They are

. 3 1
#AB = A AP g AP (3.13a)
3
- >R 3.13b
TT2A (3.13b)
1 1. R
x=—372+53" s (3.13c)
where ) A
AAB = (Du ~ 3 9) Vap — s Yap AP Abp +2e7 0 DDy . (3.14)

0
ijs
zero trace 7 couples to §,/79 and has the form expected for a conformal anomaly in two dimensions.

While terms in éTB are invariant under Weyl rescalings of h;., this is not the case for ég - The non-
The scalar x is, up to an overall factor, the second subleading term in the large-r expansion of the
two dimensional volume element /7.

The functions ~y; and 72 associated with relaxing BS gauge to PBG give independent contributions
here, since the corner symplectic pairs do not vanish under a redefinition of the fields that would absorb
their contributions in (3.8). Hence, they will play a role in obtaining new charges due to the presence
of the corner.

d-exact terms The d-exact parts of ég are also shifted from the previous expressions (3.5a) and
(3.5b). They are

A A 1 3. .
Ap = e <M+4’Y3+16’71 (72—24712—47143%143) (3.15)
. 3
+Dabo DA + 1A Dﬂ%)
1 3 . an . 3
Ao = V0 (2 Yo — gi‘B B — 4AR> . (3.16)

4Under a Weyl rescaling h?j — % h?j the two dimensional fields transform as 745 — €*°7%5 and Bo — Bo + %O’.
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There are two new terms in Ap compared to (3.5a). One of these is the normal derivative D, of the
two-dimensional Ricci tensor on a constant-u surface C, while the other involves derivatives tangent
to C of By and the shear. There is also a new term in App that is proportional to /79 R and hence
topological on the two-dimensional corner.

In section 5 we show that (3.15) and (3.16) are canceled in the action by contributions from
appropriate surface terms, after revising an assumption made in [17] about the finite part of the
corner contribution to ©. But the symmetry analysis and charges, which we discuss in the next
session, are insensitive to these J-exact terms.

4 Symmetries and Charges

In this section we discuss residual symmetries preserving PBG and the transformation laws of various
quantities. General expressions for the charges and flux are obtained from the codimension-2 form,
accounting for novel corner contributions in addition to the usual stress-tensor charges. The charges
are then analyzed for different sets of boundary conditions. The term “boundary data” is again used
throughout this section to refer to leading terms in the large-r expansion of the metric, but is not
meant to imply a specific choice of boundary conditions. A few additional results, which may be
helpful when verifying specific expressions, can be found in appendix B.3.

4.1 Residual symmetries and algebra

The residual symmetry £ preserving g, = gr4 = 0 and (2.5) is

¢ = flu,at), (4.1a)
€ = b e r + € (w2 ) + G, a) -+ o) (4.1b)
e =y A(u, 2 — /057“/ 2BUAAB (Y o f (4.1c)

The functions (f,Y*) generate a boundary diffeomorphism &
§=fou+Y"0a. (4.2)

It will be convenient to use the projection of £ onto components normal and tangent to C, as in section
2.2

€ = —yiveit 116 = (5@ +oiy uOA>f n 5iA(YA - uOAf) . (4.3)

The vector hrd, is referred to as a Penrose-Brown-Henneaux (PBH) diffeomorphism [47, 56-58].°
Such transformations induce Weyl rescalings of the fields on B. The subleading terms £} and & in
(4.1b) are parameterized in terms of two functions k; and ks as

1

& = ha(u,2) + 5 70Dy XA (4.4)
k 1 R 1

& = ko(u, o) — F0L L oo <p%3 - DA%) XA (45)

SUnlike Fefferman-Graham gauge, where a local rescaling of the AdS radial coordinate induces subleading (at large r)
terms in the components of the diffeomorphism tangent to the conformal boundary, a PBH diffeomorphism in partial
Bondi gauge is contained in the £&" component.
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where
XA .= ethopAy . (4.6)

For each subleading order in £" a new arbitrary function k, appears. However the functions k,, with
n > 2 will turn out to be pure gauge.® This is similar to the flat case studied in [43]. The residual
symmetries & are therefore parametrized by the six functions f,Y 4, h, ki, ks. If we were to further
restrict the gauge with the Bondi-Sachs gauge condition, then h, k1, and k2 would not be part of the
asymptotic symmetry algebra — see the discussion at the end of section 4.3.3.

One motivation for introducing ki, k2 is that the residual symmetry algebra is particularly simple
in terms of these functions. The modified Lie bracket of two residual symmetries is

€1, &), = [&1, &) — (6e,&2 — 0e,61) = E(f12, Y12, hag, (F1)12, (k2)12), (4.7)

where &, = &(fa, Ya, ha, (k1)a, (k2)a), @ = 1,2 and

fiz = fiufo + Y 0uafs — 0e fo — (1 43 2),

Yiy = f10uY5' +Y{P0Y5' — 0, Y5' — (14 2)

hig = f10uha + Y[ 0aha — b, fo — (1 ¢ 2), (4.8)
(k)12 = f10u(k1)a + Y2 0u(k1)a — by (k1)2 — d¢, (k1)2 — (1 < 2),
(k2)12 = frOu(ka)2 + Y04 (k2)2 — 2h1 (k)2 — ¢, (k)2 — (1 <+ 2)

When 6 f = 0YA = 6h = 0k, = 0k = 0, the algebra is
(Diﬁ(B)gi ¢ Rp) & (R, @ Ry,) (4.9)

It is a semi-direct sum of the diffeomorphisms of B generated by & with the PHB transformations
h, followed by a semi-direct sum with two abelian sectors generated by k; and ky. All generators are
arbitrary functions of the retarded time and angular coordinates. As we will show in section 4.3, all
these functions may be associated with non-vanishing infinitesimal surface charges. Further comments
on additional boundary condition constraints will be provided in section 4.3.3. In particular we will
comment on Dirichlet, conformal and A—BMS boundary conditions [11, 12].

4.2 Transformation laws

The fields transform under a diffeomorphism as
0cF = (€' Dy + £1+wh ) F+5cF | (4.10)

where €V = €250 f and LA =YA — L{OAf are the components of & normal and tangent to C, D, is the
derivative normal to C defined in (2.13), the constant w is the conformal weight of the field, and ¢ F
represents any additional terms.

5The expansion becomes polyhomogeneous in 1/r and Inr beginning at In r/r3. The coefficients of these terms, (Inr)™ /"
with n > 2 and 1 <m < n — 2, are also pure gauge.
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For the boundary data fy% B L{OA, and By the transformations are

Sevhp = <e2ﬁ0va+£J_§+2h)’}/gB (4.11)
A
Sellgt = (e% FDy+ £ ) Us' = 0.7 + U0, - 5 X (4.12)
11
b¢ o = <€2ﬁOfDU+£J_£>5()+§h+562’80va. (4.13)

The metric has conformal weight 2 and Z/l({‘ has conformal weight 0. The field 5y, on the other hand,
shifts by h/2, so that ¢ has conformal weight n/2. From the transformations of the metric and o,
the volume elements /79 on C and /—hg = e2Po /~o on B transform as

Se /70 = (e%f D, + £1¢+2 h) N (4.14)
(55\/ —hy = (6250f D, + 6260va + £L§ + 3h> v/ —hg (4.15)

= 0,(V/=ho &) +3h/=ho .

This last result is the expected behavior for the volume element on B under a Weyl rescaling and a
three dimensional diffeomorphism z? — 2% 4 £°. Taken together, the transformations above reflect the
fact that the leading part of the metric on B (2.10) transforms as

Och; = (£ei + 2h)hy; . (4.16)

It is also apparent that the combination \/70e %% is Weyl-invariant, as mentioned in the previous
section. It transforms as

55(\/706—450) - <e250f Dy + £1¢ — 26250va)\/706—450 . (4.17)

The factors of h cancel, so it does not respond to a PBH diffeomorphism.
Rather than recording the transformations of all of the various fields, we record only those quan-
tities that are relevant for the calculations of charges. The transformation of the shear is

55;)/1143 = (GQﬂova + £J.§ + h) ’AY}LXB -2 672BO,D<AXB> ) (4'18)
while the traces v; and o transform as

(55’)/1 = (62’Bof D, + £J_£ — h)’yl + 4k (4.19&)

Sevn = (ewof Dy + £1¢—2 h) o+ dky — e 2P05ABD, X p (4.19b)

It follows that the news tensors Nap (3.2) and Aap (3.14), constructed from the shear and its deriva-
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tives, transform as
SeNap = (6250 FDy+ £1e+h+e2D, f) Nap —2¢2%D, (6—2502)( AXB>) +0D 4 Xp  (4.20a)

A . 1. 2A R
—-3 (fx%lw -5 AhpfxIn \%) + Kl Y4B P DcXpy

Sedap = (e% fD, + ,elf)AAB + 2D Dpyh+ e 200Dy Xp) +2e 20X 4 Dp\0 (4.20D)
A s 2N _ .
+5° 2h04% p DeXC — 5 e 20 X 4D -

Compared to those expressions, which are fairly complicated, the transformations of quantities related
to the Newman-Penrose scalars are very simple:

A
deM = (ewof Dy+ £1¢— Sh) M+ (jA - EPA> e 2o x4 (4.21a)
— —~ A
0eM = (ewof Dy, + £1¢— 3h> M + 4B (jA ts PA) e 0 Xp (4.21b)
—~ A
6ePa = (ewof Dy+ £1¢— 2h> Pa+ <3M%913 —3Meap — 65AB> e 2 xP (4.21c)
2 A 0 A~ —28y v B
0eTA = (e OfDquilg—?h) Ja+ | -5 Mrap— 5 Meap +Nap ) e X (4.21d)
— [ »2B0 2A —2B0
0eNap = (e fDy+ L1 — h) Nap — 5 € JaXp) (4.21¢)
555143 = (6260f D, + flg — h) Eap + 46_2'8073<AXB> . (4'21f)

An important difference with asymptotically flat spacetimes concerns the transformation laws of N s,
Ja, and M. In asymptotically flat spacetimes, setting these three quantities to zero corresponds to
Penrose’s condition of non-radiation, which is preserved under residual symmetries. Here, preserving
the analogous conditions Nag = 0, J4 = 0, and M = 0, without also restricting the residual
symmetries, ” forces us to set M and P to zero and leads to a solution space that contains only
vacuum solutions.

The results above make it straightforward to write out the transformations for the components of
the stress tensor on B (3.8)

2A
6T = (20D, + L1 —30) T = 2 Ta X (4.22a)
~ 3
6¢Ta = (egﬁ(’f Dy + £1¢— 3h) Ta —Tae*®D, f + e <7j43 t5 Yap T) X" (4.22b)
~ ~ 2A
ocTap = (ewof Dy+ £1¢— h) Tap — - TaXp) - (4.22¢)

Similarly, we could propose a non-radiation solution by setting 7\:4 B to zero. However this will force
us to set T4 and T to zero, trivializing the solution space.

These combine non-trivially, via (3.12), into the simple transformation law expected for the three-
dimensional stress tensor 7%

5T = (.,efi - 5h) T (4.23)

"Specifically, setting X4 ~ D4 f = 0, which eliminates the angle-dependent supertranslations and leaves only the zero
mode of f on C.
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Relaxing the gauge and on-shell conditions has not generated any corrections to the usual transforma-
tion law for T%: the components of the stress tensor (3.8) do not transform under the subleading k;
and ko. The same is true for the boundary data fyg B,U{f‘, Bo. Therefore, the effect of working in PBG
(as opposed to fully fixing the gauge with the BS or NU conditions) when computing the charges will
manifest itself solely through corner contributions to the symplectic potential (3.6). This is discussed
in subsection 4.3.

The corner terms (3.13) in the symplectic potential transform as

. . 3 3 _
6§TAB = (62'80va + £L§)7'AB + KD<ADB)h + ﬁe 280 <0D<AXB> + 2D<A9XB>) (4.24a)

1. 1 _ . .
+3 k19ap + 1€ 2P (%14]3 DeXC — 4X<ADC%19>C - ’YlD(AXB)>

br = ([ Dy + £1¢ 2R )7~ %DQh - % e (9DAXA +2D40 X7) (4.24D)

1
+e 2 (5 AMBD X + DA P XA)
1
(55)( = (€2ﬁof D, + £J_£ -2 h)X — ko — Ee—zﬁo&fB'DAXB (4.24C)
We are now fully equipped to perform the computation of the charges in PBG.

4.3 Charges

The infinitesimal surface charge density kg“ is obtained by contracting the symplectic current 5@)’”(5)
with a residual symmetry

00" (5] = 0ik™[¢] (4.25)

after imposing the partially on-shell conditions, see for instance [45] and references therein for more
details. The infinitesimal surface charge is defined by integrating the form over a cut C of B

$Qle) = /C ke | (4.26)

The notation §# is a reminder that the infinitesimal charge @ is in general not integrable in field space.
This is to be expected for leaky boundary conditions.

The symplectic potential (3.7) includes terms é}; on B and corner terms (total u-derivatives).
We consider their contributions to k separately, writing

kTUE] = KRE] + kb le] (4.27)
where 5(:)’;9 [6¢] = 0;k'3[€] and 5633 [0¢] = kyplE]-

4.3.1 Boundary contribution

It is easier to compute the charges using three-dimensional quantities instead of their 2 4+ 1 decompo-
sition. We start from (3.9) and use the transformations of the three dimensional stress tensor (4.23)
and boundary metric h?j (4.16). We then integrate by parts to extract k™[¢] and use the fact that
the stress tensor is trace-free. The derivation follows similar steps as in Appendix B4 of [12], with two
important differences. First, the three dimensional volume element is not fixed. And second, the three

dimensional stress tensor need not be conserved. This construction, which involves a contribution
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from the weakly vanishing Noether current, is given in appendix E; additional details may be found
in appendix A of [17]. The result is

kplel =6 (\/—ho T §f') —\/=hoT"; 6¢ — % v —ho & 7R, . (4.28)

Only the boundary diffeomorphism & is present in this expression — there is no contribution from h,
k1, or ko. The absence of a Weyl charge here can be traced back to the fact that there is no conformal
anomaly in odd (boundary) dimension. We recover the results for the charges obtained in [8, 25] upon
enforcing the remaining on-shell conditions, and generalize the results of previous analyses [59-64] by
allowing a non-conserved boundary stress tensor.

The infinitesimal charge is manifestly non-integrable as expected for leaky boundary conditions.
We identify the first term of (4.28) as the integrable charge dgp[£] and the rest as the non-integrable
flux Fp[¢]

o N
asle] = [V Thou €, ol =~ | Pay/hov, <Tzéfﬂ+2flTﬂ’“6h3k) . (429)

The integrable part ¢p[{] is the Brown-York charge constructed from the stress tensor on B. In terms
of the 2 + 1 split we have

ol = [y T+ Ta(19") (430
with £V = —0P¢t = e?Po ¢v. Using the expressions for 7 and Ty, and restoring factors of k2 = 817G

that were previously set to unity, this is

iwle = [davmn |25 e+ o (Pa- g a) o] (431
In appendix F we apply this to the Kerr-AdS, spacetime in partial Bondi gauge, and recover the usual
charges.

For field variations that either fix the boundary metric or preserve its conformal class, the com-
patible diffeomorphisms £* on B are conformal Killing vectors. Then the flux term in (4.29) vanishes,
leaving just the integrable infinitesimal charge. This is the usual condition in AdS/CFT. However,
unlike the usual AdS/CFT construction, the fields here are not fully on-shell. Recall that the compo-
nents of the Einstein equations conjugate to 6g,» = 6g,4 = 0 have not been enforced. Those equations
describe the evolution of the mass aspect and angular momentum and are equivalent to conservation of
the three dimensional stress tensor on B, which is not required for (4.28). Thus, the partially on-shell
conditions allow field configurations for which the charges (4.31) are integrable but not conserved. The
fields need not satisfy the evolution equations for the mass and angular momentum so those charges
will in general depend on the choice of cut C. The connection between the divergence of the three
dimensional stress tensor and the remaining components of the Einstein equations is discussed further
in section 5.2.

4.3.2 Corner contribution

The contribution of the corner term to the charge is easier to extract as it is already a total derivative.
We have
kyplé] = 005 (0] (4.32)
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where C:)g p0¢] is given in (3.6b). There is a choice to be made regarding the corner symplectic potential
that depends on the boundary conditions we will choose on the corner. So far, we have only required
finiteness of the symplectic current. In [17], we gave a prescription for the remaining finite ambiguity.
In section 5 we will see that this should be modified for Dirichlet boundary conditions in the presence
of a corner, though only by a d-exact term that has no effect on the charges. Nevertheless, in order
to track the impact on the charges of different choices for the finite corner term in @)7", let us briefly
consider a parameterized version with arbitrary constants a; multiplying different terms which might
appear. Here, we will include the various contributions appearing in (3.6b), as well as two new terms
related to the non d-exact part of our prescription:

~ al . a
0558] = VAo (?1 FAB 5,0 4+ 52 78100 + az X 5( In /Ao — 4 ﬁo) ¥ aax6Bo + a5552) . (4.33)

Setting a1 = a2 = a3 = 1 and a4 = a5 = 0 in this expression recovers (:)g p- Recall that 85 is determined
algebraically by the first and second order subleading terms in the metric, as in (B.13). Then from
the results in the previous subsection we have

1 1
55&2 = <62B0f Dv + £Lf - 2h),82 - 5]’6’2 + gk’l 7 - (434)

Taking a second, antisymmetrized variation of ©yp and contracting with the h, k;, and ks components

of the diffeomorphism gives

_ 3 h
0Opp[0n] = a2 530 (\/%5(\%72) — DUDBIL %5 + D*hén %) (4.35a)
3 (A B) 0 ay
+ x (a2 — a1)y/ D" D7 hévup + hé (\/’Yo (*X - 20552)) (4.35b)
27 2
_ 1 R
0050k ] = gv0 k1 (—2a191"% 6755 + asn 8 ny/0) (4.35¢)
= a
00p10ks] = VAo kz ((as = 5 ) 01n Ao + (as — 4as) 60 ) (4.35d)

The first line (4.35a) vanishes identically when integrated over C, so there is no (Weyl) charge associated
with h for ©}3[0¢]. The contribution associated with the diffeomorphism L ¢ tangent to C is

5@33 [01e] =46 [M (DA (%52 - %T - a3X> — a1DP#yp + (aq — 4ag) XDAﬁo)} J_fA (4.36)

Contributions from f can be separated into parts proportional to f, its normal derivative D, f, and
its angular derivatives through X4 = e*fo DA

AT a ~ a N
305510 = ¥ f [51 5 (v07*8) Dyrp — 51 D, (vA0 74%) 6795 (4.37a)

+ 26 (vA7) Duln v/ — 5 D (VAo 7) 8 1n o
+a35(mX)DU(1nﬁ—4ﬁo) — a3 D, (mX)a(lnﬁ—wO)
+a16 (76 ) Duflo — a1 Dy (30 x) 660 + a5 6 (v/30) Duflz = a5 Dy (v0) 062

= a
6055[0p, £ = (54 - 2a3> e D, f (/0 X) (4.37b)
5055[0x,] = @e—% [—i a1 (9 DUAXPE) 12D XB>)572 B (4.37c)
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= 2 (WP DoXC — 4X DA — uDIAXE)) 5y

+as (i (9 DaXA +2D 40 XA) — 4D Xp — 2D XA> dln /o
+ 4P DAXp (a35 (In /70 — 460) + au%)]

Taking into account the boundary and corner contributions, we have shown that there can be non-
vanishing infinitesimal charges associated with any of the six functions &(f,Y4), h, k1, ko parameter-
izing the residual symmetries. This is one of our main results.

Due to the complicated structure of the charges, we will not discuss the split between integrable
and non-integrable parts. This would require a careful treatment of the notion of radiation [65], and
of the field dependence of residual symmetries via a choice of slicing. Instead, we will now consider
the charges for specific choices of boundary conditions.

4.3.3 Examples of boundary conditions

Here we work out the charges for three common choices of boundary conditions in AdS4: Dirichlet

boundary conditions that completely fix all boundary data, conformal boundary conditions that allow
variations within the conformal class of the three dimensional metric h?j,

A-BMS boundary conditions studied in [11, 12].

and a generalization of the

Case 1: Dirichlet boundary conditions They are given by 5h% = 0, which translates to 5791 B=
08y = 5Z/{OA = 0. We take Ug =0 = [y, and fix %%B to be the round metric on the 2-sphere. This
last condition implies that the shear 'Ayil p and other quantities involving u-derivatives vanish. Since
Z/l()4 = 0, the projection of &' tangent to C is just Y4. Preserving the boundary conditions imposes the
following conditions on the symmetry generators
A A g 1 A 0 e}

oY = _§X , h=-=-0.,f= —§DAY ., DAY +DpYs—yagDcY™ =0. (4.38)
First we note that (4.35c), (4.35d), (4.37a) and (4.37c) are zero. The non-vanishing contributions,
from (4.35b), (4.37b) and (4.36) combine into

f SOLL 5] = 7{ 5( — a1 A0 D g ) YA (4.39)

For Dirichlet boundary conditions, the equation of motion (2.16) sets the shear %1 p to zero, and
consequently 74p vanishes. The presence of corner terms in the symplectic potential has no effect on
the charges. There are no charges associated with k1 and ko, which therefore correspond to pure gauge
transformations. ® One might try to source some of the derivative terms in (4.37b)-(4.37c) by fixing
’yg g to be the round metric on the sphere times a u-dependent scale factor. This simple generalization,
which generates non-zero 6 but still sets ’)/}4 g = 0, changes some of the intermediate steps but not the
final result. The corner terms do not affect the charges in that case, either.

The total charges, accounting for both boundary and corner contributions, are given by the
integrable expression (4.31) (assuming §Y4 = §f = 0). Working in the relaxed PBG has no effect on
the observables in the Dirichlet case. In other words, the values of ; and 2 can be chosen freely,

8Using this gauge freedom to fix the traces ~, or the sub-leading £, allows one to reach either the BS or NU gauges,
respectively.
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without physical cost. The symmetry algebra is generated by f,Y4 which gives SO(3,2) for A < 0
and SO(1,4) for A > 0.

Case 2: Conformal boundary conditions They are given by 5h% = %5 In+/—hg h%- which trans-
lates into 57913 = dln /% ’y%B, 52/164 =0, 05 = %5111,/70. We also take Z/[64 = 0. We assume for
simplicity that ')/91 B =0 '78‘ p Where ’781 p 1s unimodular and (5'_79‘ p=0= Ou'?% p- This implies

A
Y = —3 X4, DaYp+DpYa=DcY Yy (4.40)
Ouf = =2Y"04B0 + 5 DAY + 5 f ulln 30 — 4B0) - (4.41)

The equation of motion (2.16) and the conformal boundary conditions imply 4}z = 0 and 74p =
(3/A) 6_260D< ADB>6250. Implementing these, we consider the contribution to the charges of Y and
Ouf, using (4.41), it is

%5@33[5y,3uf] :f ( [\ﬁDA (a552 . —7’ — QZ ) — a1 /7D TAB} (4.42)
+f0u(1n Ao —460) 6 [ (5 = as) VAo )

Using the conformal Killing equation, the contribution proportional to a; vanishes when evaluated
on field variations preserving the boundary conditions. Adding the remaining contributions to the
charges gives

o000 = § 8 [V Da (asse - Zr - %x)] v (4.43)

a4 as

il (G- (- ) s Fonloss
10 [Z 4 S = a5 BuAn — £ 0 [T+ X — asB] 6y

+ %e*% (0DaXA +2D40 X455

Since 7 = 3R/(2A), a short calculation shows that the terms proportional to ag in the last two lines
cancel. This leaves

%5@53[55] - f& [\F (DA (a562 -2 -2 ))] YA (4.44)
+6 [\/70 (%X . %Bgﬂ (2h + £ 00 VA0

a4 as ag 1 a4
[ ) ot o (5 s o
1o )Rt gk f\/%u Y0 (4 X 552 Y0
Note that for our prescription, with a4 = a5 = 0 and as = 1, most of these terms vanish and conformal
boundary conditions result in a correction to the charge associated with Y4 due to the anomaly of the
corner. For a different choice of corner term, with a4 and/or as non-zero, there are two possibilities.

o If (a5 —as/2 # 0,a5 # 0) or (ag # 0,a5 = 0), then k; is pure gauge. In the first case this is
because the function k; in (4.44) can be absorbed into a redefinition (shift) of k2. In the second
case k1 does not appear. Then a change of slicing that splits h and ks into field-independent

~19 —



and field-dependent parts (the latter of which absorb accompanying terms in (4.44)) leads to
two new charges. One of these is associated with the PBH diffeomorphism h, and the other
with the subleading function ko. In addition, the boundary charge associated with Y4 receives
a correction.

e If a5 —ay/2 =0, with a4 and a5 both non-zero, then ks is pure gauge. However, the combination
X — 2 B2 that now appears in the charges does not transform under ks, so this gauge freedom can
not be used to set it to zero. Now a change of slicing involving h and k; gives two new charges: a
Weyl charge associated with h and a charge associated with k1. There is also a corner correction
to the Y4 charge.

In both cases, the result is a Weyl charge associated with h and a charge related to the area of
C associated with ki or ks. The choice of slicing that renders the charges integrable in field space
redefines those parameters, but does not affect the f, Y terms in (4.28).

The above result shows that one can define a symplectic form for conformal boundary conditions
that allows a Weyl charge at the asymptotic boundary. This is a different construction than the one
used in [21], where a Weyl charge appears for a boundary at finite 7 but vanishes in the r — oo limit.
We leave a detailed comparison of the two approaches for future work.

Case 3: A—BMS boundary conditions The A-BMS boundary conditions are an example of
boundary conditions compatible with a notion of radiation for a non-vanishing cosmological constant
[11, 12, 14, 18]. They are

VIi=r"a@, Bo=0, Us=0, (4.45)
where qo is the determinant of the round metric on the 2-sphere. This implies d,/70 = 0, as well as
71 = x = 0 for the subleading terms in /7. In particular, these boundary conditions do not restrict
the symmetric trace-free part of 795, compatible with non-trivial contributions from 4 5. They are
preserved by diffeomorphisms satisfying

A 1 1
0, Y4 = -3 XA, h=-0,f= _§DAYA, ki =0, ko= —16*25%{‘BDAXB . (4.46)

The natural generalization to PBG is to require only /70 = /qo, with d,/70 = 0, rather than the
full condition /7 = r? v/@- The conditions for the residual symmetries are then (4.46) without the
conditions fixing k1 or ko. However, when considering the resulting corner charges, we find

— a/ R
f(S@gB[‘S&] = 7{5 [\/’YO <—52 Dyt — alpBTABﬂ yA (4.47)
ar, . 3
+ V70 <—41 kA e + ﬁ(@ - al)D<ADB>h> VAp

+ 5 (£0 (VATH*P) s — £ 0u (VAOTE) 094
— 2 s (38 DX — aX DD - 1 DUXE)) 5955

which shows that there are no charges associated with ko, making it pure gauge. However k; still
appears. We leave the analysis of this term for future work.
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5 The Action for Dirichlet Boundary Conditions with Corner

In this section we return to ©” and consider its application to the variational formulation of the theory.
The focus here is Dirichlet boundary conditions — the split (3.7) was made with this example in mind.

The variational principle for gravity with A < 0 and Dirichlet boundary conditions is well un-
derstood, but is worth revisiting here for two reasons. First, both the gauge and on-shell conditions
have been relaxed. This is necessary in lower dimensions for understanding how off-shell symmetries
of certain quantum mechanical models are realized on the gravity side of a holographic duality [54].
We regard this as sufficient motivation for considering a similar set-up in four dimensions. Second, the
corner charges described in the previous section are associated with total derivatives in the symplectic
potential that might be discarded in an integral over the full conformal boundary of the spacetime.
But whether such total derivative terms can be discarded requires an analysis of how they behave
as u — 0o. To address this, we consider a “wedge” of spacetime with an explicit corner OB at the
intersection of B with a constant-u (on a neighborhood of B) hypersurface in M. This corresponds
to a hard cut-off at some value of u on B, similar to the regulating cutoff on r that defines B C M.
The presence of a corner B is a first step towards studying the u-dependence of the fields on B, and
asking whether novel features like corner charges persist in the limit v — oo that recovers the full
spacetime. We find that an explicit corner associated with a wedge of asymptotically AdS, spacetime
requires new terms in the action. In order to avoid new boundary conditions that restrict sub-leading
terms in the large-r expansion of the metric, we are forced to adjust a §-exact term in our prescription
for the finite corner term in the presymplectic potential.

Before considering the case of Dirichlet boundary conditions in detail, we note that other boundary
conditions [21, 48, 55] may be studied in the same manner. The construction in that case would begin
by expressing O as a part linear in variations of appropriate boundary data, plus a d-exact remainder.
Then one would supplement the bulk action with surface terms so that the variation of the full action
vanishes on-shell (or, as is the case here, partially on-shell) for all field variations compatible with the
boundary conditions.

The calculations in this section can be generalized to A > 0 in a straightforward manner. However,
the physical interpretation is very different in that case, so we restrict our attention to asymptotically
AdS, spacetimes with A < 0.

5.1 The Action

For the action, we supplement the Einstein-Hilbert bulk term with the standard AdS surface terms
on B [47, 63, 66-68], along with two new terms which must be added on the corner 0B.

1 2 7
r=- / Atz =g (R - 2A) + /d% V=h (K -2~ Z3R(n) (5.1)
2 Ju 5 )
+ [dz/y | —s+5K) .
OB 2 2
Here K is the trace of the extrinsic curvature of B, 3R(h) is the Ricci scalar intrinsic to B, and K is
the trace of the extrinsic curvature of 9B. The length scale ¢ is related to the (negative) cosmological
constant by £ = \/—3/A, and the units are such that x* = 87G = 1.
Varying the action and imposing the partially on-shell conditions, contributions to 61" with support
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on B are
1~ 1
61‘) = /d3x ’706260[TA35'7%B+TA5L{0A+T6<ln\/’7_4ﬁﬂ>] (5.2)
B B 2 2
1. 1
—i-/ad2a:{\/’y>0(2 AB(S’y%B—i—27’5ln\/’%+x5<ln\/’7—4ﬁ0)>+5{—2\/’%X}]
B

The S-exact terms in ©" with support on B have canceled against the variation of the usual AdSy
counterterms. This includes both the divergent d-exact part of ©" described in [17], as well as the
finite term dAp in (3.15). There are no divergent corner terms in the shifted presymplectic potential,
but varying the terms on B in (5.1) generates divergences with support on 0B. These divergences are
addressed by the new corner terms. The only d-exact piece that remains is a finite corner contribution
proportional to y. This term (which happens to vanish for Bondi-Sachs gauge) is related to our
prescription for the finite corner term in or.

For the moment, let us ignore the J-exact corner term and focus on the other parts of (5.2). They
are only sensitive to field variations that (in the Hamilton-Jacobi sense) change the boundary data.
Field variations which fall off faster than the leading terms in the metric do not contribute, as expected
for an action admitting a well-defined variational problem with Dirichlet boundary conditions. But in
AdS, we also expect invariance under field variations that shift the boundary data within the conformal
class of hY., since there is no conformal anomaly on the three dimensional conformal boundary. Indeed,

K
0

the terms on B in (5.2) vanish for a Weyl rescaling of h;;, which changes the fields as

Yap = €7 s Bo— Bo+ %a Ut — Ut (5.3)
This is not the case on the two-dimensional corner 9B: the 74,/70 term is sensitive to the rescaling of
721 - Adding a finite local functional of the Dirichlet boundary data to the action cannot remove this
trace term from 0I'.° Thus, the variational problem in the presence of a corner must be addressed in
a manner similar to an odd-dimensional asymptotically AdS spacetime, as discussed in [63].
Returning to the d-exact corner term in (5.2), it is given by

(= 2vmx) =8 (5vin - vaitPihs) 5.9

This vanishes in Bondi-Sachs gauge, but not, for example, in Newman-Unti gauge. The variation
of the part involving the shear does not change the character of the usual Dirichlet boundary value
problem for AdSs. The constraint (2.16) relates it to 6(In /Yo — 4 fo), SUg', and the traceless part of

67% 5, as
~AB + 6 . 12
6(V30iP4hs) = Vo <A AP Dy = 0) (0745 = 74500 vA0) + 1 ¥hsDAUS (5.5)
#1234 310 T~ 450) ) |

which vanishes under the same conditions as the terms on B in 6I'. But the dy2 term in (5.4) would
require an additional condition on a sub-leading term in the large-r expansion of the fields, which is

9This is well-known for a local functional of the metric on dB. One can, however, construct local functionals of the
boundary data on B with first variation that shifts or even cancels the 7,/4 term on dB. But this also generates
terms on B which are not invariant under Weyl rescalings.
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not consistent with Dirichlet boundary conditions. We are not aware of a surface term which could
be added to the action to address this d-exact term, without also generating new contributions to oI"
at orders r and r2. Instead, we note that (5.4) is directly related to our prescription for the finite part
of the corner term 9™ in the shifted presymplectic potential O = O 4 §,9"". The shift used in [17]
specified the finite part of ¥"* as

(W“)FIN = (oA +vA8) . (5.6)

FIN

Eliminating the J-exact part here removes the offending term in (5.2). That is, changing the prescrip-
tion for the finite corner term in the shifted presymplectic potential to

()= (v359)... o1

FIN

the variation of the action (5.1) with the partially on-shell conditions enforced is
1~ 1
6T = /d3x o €250 [2 TAB 6% 5 + Ta dUs* + 3 fr(s(mﬁ - 450)] (5.8)
B
1 1
- /d%\/% [2 4B 5705 + 5751nm+x5(lnﬁ— 4[30)} .
0B

This vanishes for all field variations that preserve the boundary data, without additional conditions
on sub-leading terms in the fields. However, the presence of the two-dimensional corner still spoils
invariance under Weyl rescalings of the metric h?j on B, similar to the case of the conformal anomaly
for asymptotically AdSs spacetimes.

In the rest of this section we update our prescription for the finite part of the corner term in the
shifted presymplectic potential, from (5.6) to (5.7). With this choice, the d-exact corner term (3.16)
in ©" becomes

1. ~ 3
Ao =0 <_8 B4 — 4AR> : (5.9)

The finite corner contribution (5.7) precisely cancels dy2 and 07; terms coming from other parts of
the action, without it we would be forced to impose additional boundary conditions on subleading
terms in the fields. The variational problem for different boundary conditions might require a different
choice for the finite part of 9.

5.2 Ward identities and the Einstein Equations

In this section we consider the action with the partially on-shell conditions applied, as a functional
of Dirichlet boundary data on B. Its response d¢I" to a diffeomorphism, which follows from (5.8) and
the transformations of the fields given in section 4.2, can be expressed as terms on B and 0B which
are in general non-zero. Since we consider the Dirichlet problem with arbitrary boundary data, the
terms on B reproduce the components of the Einstein equations that have not been enforced. When
the fields are fully on-shell this leads to the usual Ward identities for the dual theory.

First consider the terms on B in 0.I". Starting from (3.9) with 5§hgj = £§h?j +2 hhgj, we have

1 ..
5T ‘B _ /d% V=ho 3 T (*Vigs + 3V +2h 05 . (5.10)
B
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The partially on-shell conditions (2.4) ensure that T% is traceless, so there is no dependence on the
Weyl rescaling h associated with a PBH diffeomorphism. Likewise, the sub-leading terms k; and ko
in £&" do not contribute. Integration by parts gives

5T )B - Bd% V—ho (gim T ) , (5.11)

where ... indicates total derivatives that will contribute on 9B. The partially on-shell conditions do
not force T;; to be conserved, so the coefficients W; = AV T;; are in general non-zero functions of
the fields and their derivatives along B.

The coefficients W; are precisely the evolution equations for the mass and angular momentum, ob-
tained from the components of the Einstein equations conjugate to the gauge-fixed metric components
grr = gra = 0. Let us first project tangent and normal to a constant-u surface C as

€W = (& U e ) Wat g (Wa +UAWa) = (LO Wa + €W, (5.12)

with £V = —v; £ = €2 f and W, = e~ 250 (W, —|—Z/IOAWA). Using the expressions for the components of
the 2 + 1 decomposition of T%, the coefficient of a diffeomorphism tangent to C is

_ 1 _ 6 _ =680 680
Wa=3 (Dv + 9) (PA < jA> e~0%p, (e M) (5.13)
1 6 A
+ 3 e 2BopB (ewo (A Nap + G 5,43)) )

This is in fact an evolution equation for Py, rather than P4 — (6/A)J4. Recall from (B.25b) that J4
is given by —(A/6)P 4 plus non-dynamical pieces involving the shear and the news. The derivative D,
acting on these other parts of 74 cancels against similar terms coming from DB(eQﬂO./\/' AB). One can
write this out explicitly, but it is not especially illuminating compared to the compact result (5.13).
The coefficient of a diffeomorphism £¥ normal to C is

W, =2 (DU + ;9>M - ge—%bf‘ (a‘”ﬂ (PA - iﬂ)) — % AP (iNAB + 25,43) . (5.14)
The expressions for W, and W4 encode the components of the Einstein equations which are not
included in the partially on-shell conditions (2.4). To check this, we expanded the G'" and gra
components of the Einstein equations to fourth subleading order in the 1/r expansion, verified that
terms at all preceding orders vanish,'” simplified the remaining part using tensor contraction identities
specific to two dimensions, and confirmed that the resulting expressions were equal to (5.13) and (5.14).
Those calculations were carried out using the xAct suite of packages for the Wolfram Language [69-71],
along with custom code for the 24+1+41 decomposition of terms in the large-r expansions of the fields
and Einstein equations.

The general equations (5.13) and (5.14) agree with previous results in the literature that placed
restrictions on the fields. Specifically, we can compare with the evolution equations given in [11]. In
that reference, the authors consider field configurations with 8y = 0 = U and 9,(r~* det(yap)) = 0.
The last condition restricts the traces according to v1 = x = 0. Imposing those conditions on the
fields, the equations W, = 0 and W4 = 0 match equations (2.52) and (2.38) of [11], respectively,
provided the following dictionary M®) = M; NN = L(p,y — L7,), JAB = —_§, (\AB 4 M gAB)

OTncluding the polyhomogeneous terms =2 Inr, 7~ (Inr)?, and r=* Inr.
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Now let us turn to the corner terms in é¢I'. The introduction of the corner B explicitly breaks
three-dimensional diffeomorphism invariance through the condition u = constant. This shows up in
0¢I' as corner terms which are finite but non-zero, even in the » — oo limit and with the fields fully
on-shell. With the prescription (5.7) for the shifted presymplectic potential, the corner terms in 6¢I"
take the form

5@’ :/dzx\/% <§”WU+(L§)AWA—2XDU§”+h3R> . (5.15)
dB 9B 2A

In addition to terms linear in &', there is a term proportional to D,£Y, the derivative of £V in the
direction normal to 0B, and the term associated with the conformal anomaly on OB. The coefficients
W, and Wy of diffeomorphisms normal and tangent to 0B receive contributions from corner terms in
(5.2) and total derivatives in (5.11). Collecting these, we find

1 A 3 AN .

W= —2M+ s P+ F R+ 23 ohs +0x (5.16)
1 . 1. . 1 .

Wa= —Pa+ 3 APDavbe + 1 AhpDcAC — 3 D (71 7%3) (5.17)

—Dax—4xDabo -

These depend on the dynamical quantities M and P4 and in general are non-zero. The expressions
are especially simple for the Dirichlet example described in section 4.3.3, which fixes fy% p as the round
metric g4p on the two sphere. In that case, accounting for the relationships 20,f = D Y* and
2h = —DsY* in (4.38), and discarding total angular derivatives, the integral (5.15) reduces to

5eT ‘BB = —Angﬁ(2Mf+PAYA) . (5.18)

Essentially, the cost of shifting and rotating the corner is set by the mass aspect and angular momen-
tum. A similar expression (including contributions related to the corner anomaly) holds for conformal
boundary conditions.

The terms in (5.15) are sensitive to finite (as 7 — o0o) surface terms on B or 0B which may be
added to the action, as well as our prescription (5.7) for the finite part of the presymplectic potential.
However, they depend on dynamical quantities — the mass and angular momentum — and hence cannot
be eliminated by adding some functional of boundary data to the action. In general, for suitable u-
dependence of the fields and compatible diffeomorphisms, the terms in (5.15) are expected to vanish
in the limit v — oo and recover the usual AdSy results. As mentioned earlier in this section, the point
of considering an action with an explicit corner is setting up a framework for addressing questions
about these fall-off conditions for the fields, and whether corner charges may persist as the corner is
removed to infinity. This analysis is left for future work.

6 Conclusion

In this work, we have investigated locally (A)dS spacetimes in four dimensions with asymptotic bound-
aries that may be leaky and possess corners. We worked in partial Bondi gauge, which represents a
relaxation of the familiar Bondi-Sachs or Newman-Unti gauges, and allowed a completely general
boundary metric. Let us first summarize the main results before commenting on some open questions
and directions for future work.
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Charges associated with residual symmetries were obtained using a generalization of the covariant
phase space formalism that allows for “partially on-shell” field configurations. In PBG such field
configurations need not satisfy the on-shell evolution equations for the mass or angular momentum
aspects of the spacetime. This builds on previous work [17, 45] proposing a prescription for a manifestly
finite symplectic current. The symplectic potential from which the current is obtained was split into
boundary and corner contributions, see (3.7). The former leads to Brown-York charges that are
constrained by the Einstein equations when the fields are fully on-shell. Charges associated with
the corner terms are not constrained in this way, unless additional boundary conditions are imposed.
example of such charges is the Weyl charge.

The procedure described in [17, 45], which can be carried out before fixing a specific choice of
boundary conditions, yields a manifestly finite symplectic current from a bulk Lagrangian. Equiva-
lently, it yields a symplectic potential which is finite up to a §-exact part. Once boundary conditions
are fixed, the full action for the variational principle can be constructed by including appropriate sur-
face terms that cancel the d-exact part of the symplectic potential. For the case of Dirichlet conditions
and a boundary with an explicit corner, we showed that the usual surface terms required for holo-
graphic renormalization of the action [47, 63, 66—68] must be supplemented with new corner terms,
as in (5.1). This analysis also led us to revise an earlier proposal for a finite corner ambiguity in the
symplectic potential, from (5.6) to (5.7).

Lastly, we computed the Ward identities. Since our partially on-shell conditions lead to a bound-
ary stress tensor that is traceless but not conserved, these are expected to be proportional to the
components of the bulk Einstein equations that have not been enforced. Indeed, the Ward identities
are precisely the equations governing the evolution of the mass and angular momentum aspects for
on-shell field configurations. Since the boundary metric in our setup is completely general, with no
conditions that fix its determinant or constrain its dependence on w, this provides a novel deriva-
tion of the remaining equations of motion, expressed in a form that does not make any simplifying
assumptions or otherwise restrict the form of the fields.

This work opens some interesting new avenues to pursue. So far, we have obtained charges in
PBG allowing for an arbitrary boundary metric, including potential corners, subject to partial on-
shell conditions that relax the evolution equations for the mass and angular momentum. It would
be interesting to pin down boundary conditions compatible with the Wald-Zoupas prescription [65],
including the stationarity condition that the first variation of the action vanish in the absence of radi-
ation. Doing this would require a definition of gravitational radiation for (A)dS spacetimes. However,
several different proposals exist in the literature [9, 11-16, 18, 19, 72-80]; we refer to the work [81]
that discusses and compares them.

For Dirichlet and related boundary conditions, the components of the Brown-York stress tensor
on the boundary are given by projections of the electric part of the bulk Weyl tensor. An obvious
question is whether one can find boundary conditions such that activate the magnetic components of
the Weyl tensor in the charges.

We have identified new charges due to the relaxation of the gauge obtained by going from BS
or NU gauges to PBG. This is similar to the three-dimensional examples where relaxing the gauge
yields additional charges [82-89]; see also [30, 34, 36, 37, 42, 43, 90-93] for four-dimensional analyses.
In this work, we have made some progress in understanding their origin, showing that they arise
purely from a corner term in the symplectic potential. The number of charges depends on both the
form of this corner term and the boundary conditions, and fewer charges may be apparent working
in certain gauges. In [89], which focused on three dimensions, a discrepancy was found in the number
of such charges accessible from the Fefferman-Graham gauge and Bondi gauge. The authors of [94]
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offered an explanation for this, showing that the diffeomorphism to go between the two gauges was
field-dependent and yielded a corner term in the symplectic potential that led to a non-trivial charge.
It would be interesting to determine if their proposal applies in the four dimensional case, as well.

The relation between the corner charges we have found here — particularly the Weyl charges —
and the results of [21] should be investigated. In that work, the authors uncover a new corner charge
associated with Weyl rescaling. But the relevant modes vanish in the limit of an asymptotic boundary,
so their charge only seems to exist for a finite boundary. We will leave this investigation for future
work.

One advantage of working in PBG is that it is easier to translate exact solutions obtained in other
gauges to PBG, than it would be to reach BS or NU gauge. As an example, we present Kerr-AdSy in
PBG in Appendix F, based on the “generalized Bondi coordinates” description of Kerr-dS, given in
[44]. However, this solution does not exhibit any interesting u-dependence in the boundary data. In
a future publication we will apply our analysis to something like AdS; Robinson-Trautman [95-97],
which allows for boundary data with a non-trivial time evolution.

An important advantage of Bondi coordinates is that the flat limit A — 0 is well-defined, which is
not the case for Fefferman-Graham coordinates. While several results have been obtained via a A — 0
limit, see for instance the BMS group recovered from A—BMS [11, 12] or flux balance laws from the
conservation of the AdS stress tensor [40], there are some aspects of flat space physics that are difficult
to capture this way. For example, subleading terms in the large-r expansion of the fields may include
log-branch contributions for A = 0 which are not accessible via the flat limit of the A # 0 solution
[17]. More generally, implementing the flat limit of A # 0 quantities may involve assumptions about
their dependence on A, and require scaling out factors of A or 1/A to recover the expected results as
A — 0. The procedure we have followed here suggests a simpler approach which avoids some of these
subtleties. The symplectic potential in section 3.1 is perfectly well defined for A = 0. It is free of A — 0
divergences and compatible with the A = 0 equations of motion. It is the next step, rewriting the
potential as a function of free boundary data after enforcing the constraint (2.16) between the normal
shear and the intrinsic shear of the boundary, that introduces A — 0 divergences. Rather than taking
the A — 0 limit after enforcing the constraint, the result (3.1) — which retains the normal shear as an
independent quantity — is a better starting point for an analysis of the flat limit. This is supported by
the recent works [98, 99], which establish a stress tensor in asymptotically flat spacetimes based on the
variation of an action with respect to the Carrollian geometry of the boundary. A key element in their
constructions is that the action is varied with respect to both the tetrad and (part of) the connection.
In Carrollian geometry, the normal shear appears as part of the connection but is independent of the
boundary tetrad, and therefore contributes as an independent variable. ! Likewise, the result (3.1) is
compatible with the independent réles played by the boundary metric and shear in the flat limit.

Another motivation for considering corners comes from the holography of a boundary CFT
(BCFT), where the field theory dual of the gravitational theory is defined on a manifold with bound-
ary; see [101] and references therein. This could include theories defined on a finite or semi-infinite
portion of the timelike boundary of AdS. Since the asymptotic symmetry algebra plays a central role
in formulating the holographic dictionary, our careful treatment of asymptotic boundaries with corners
may be useful for investigating the bulk counterparts of such BCFTs.

HTreating the connection as an independent variable was already used in the construction of the symplectic potential for
teleparallel gravity where the flat connection was used to encode the vacuum structure of asymptotically flat spacetimes
[100].
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A  Geometry

In partial Bondi gauge (PBG) the line element of a four-dimensional spacetime (M, g) takes the form
ds? = =2 dudr + e Vdu® 4 yap <dxA —ut du) (da;B —ub du) . (A.1)

Our primary interest is the behavior of the fields at large r, working in coordinates adapted to the
foliation of a timelike constant-r hypersurface B by a family of spacelike surfaces of constant w. In
this appendix we establish notation and collect several results related to the 4 - 3+1 —24+1+4+1
decompositions of the fields, their derivatives, and the equations of motion.

In the following, z* = (7, u, xA) are spacetime coordinates on M, x' = (u, a:A) are coordinates on
the constant-r hypersurface B € M, and z# are the two remaining coordinates spanning a spacelike
constant-u surface C C B. Conventions for curvature tensors and other geometric quantities used here

and throughout the text are the same as those given in [102].

A.1 Embeddings

A constant-r hypersurface B embedded in M is described by the outward-pointing spacelike unit
vector with components

eB

Ny = 0," i = ot e BV — ot (% +o'au) A2
H ] \/j 65 \/7 A ( )
The extrinsic curvature associated with this embedding is
1
Ky = 5 BRI (Voo + Voma) (A.3)

where V, is the four-dimensional covariant derivative compatible with (A.1), and P*, = §*, — ntn,
projects tangent to B. Restricting the PBG line element to r = constant, the induced metric on B is

hij do'dz? = P Vdu® + YAB (d:cA —u4 du) (dajB —u®k du) . (A4)

This is in the ADM form with lapse e v/—V and shift vector —“. The covariant derivative compatible
with h;; is 3V, and the volume element is /—h = VY eB /=Y. The intrinsic Ricci tensor constructed
from h and its derivatives along B is Rw, and the Ricci scalar, which appears in section 5 as a surface
term in the action, is denoted 3R. At large r the leading behavior of this metric is

hi; daidad = r? (6250 Vodu? + %5 (da;A —u du) (de —ub du) . ) (A.5)
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where ... indicates terms which are sub-leading in 1/r.'? This leading part h?j is a representative of
a conformal class of metrics [hY] associated with the conformal boundary at r — co. The equations
of motion imply Vy = €25 A/3 = —2% /02, so that the leading part of the volume element on B is
V—ho = /0 €20 /¢. However, in sections 3-5.2, we usually take the volume element to be /7 e,
The relative factor of 1/¢ is accounted for in various results, below.

The hypersurface B is foliated by a family of spacelike surfaces of constant u, which we denote C.
They are defined by a future-pointing, timelike unit vector with components

vi = —eP =V & vt ((5iu + 0%y L[A) . (A.6)

1
Y

The induced metric on C is y4p, with covariant derivative D4 and curvature 2R. The extrinsic
curvature C4p of the embedding in B is defined with the same sign convention as above. This
curvature and its trace are given by

By + £u>'yAB K DuIn /7 + DAL{A> . (A7)

’CABZM( :eﬁ;w(

At large r, the leading behavior of the metric on C is
_,2.0
YAB=T"Vap+ .- - (A.8)

As in previous expressions, ... indicates terms which are subleading in the large-r expansion. The
covariant derivative compatible with the metric 'yg g is Dy, and its intrinsic curvature is R. We assume
that C is closed, so that total derivatives d4(...) may be discarded in integrals, but make no further
assumptions about the metric 791 B

A.2 Projections

Most results in the main text are expressed in terms of fields and their derivatives on B which have
been projected normal or tangent to C. Tensors are projected normal to C by contracting with v¢, and
tangent to C by contracting with the projector L¢; = 6% + v'v;. From (A.6) the components of L7
are

1% =0 145 =65 1A, =—-u4. (A.9)
For example, a vector X’ and tensor X% on B may be expressed
X'= —vlv X9+ 1 XY (A.10)
X = o] VR Xy J_jl(kakl> —d J_ik<Xklvl>+ J_ik J_lekl )
An important example is the three-dimensional stress tensor 7% on B.

T4 = vl v, TF — ot J_jl(Tklvk> — ) J_ik(Tklvl)—f— 1%, 13, T . (A.11)

12The expansion is polyhomogeneous in 1/ and Inr beginning at order Inr/r®.
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Using the expressions for v; and L? ; the components are

vpry T = 2P (—V) 7™ (A.12)
14 k(T”‘lvl) — VY (T“u Ur — T, A) (A.13)
14, LB,k = pAB _puAyB _ pAuyB 4 Ay B e (A.14)

We are interested in extracting the leading behavior of these projections at large r. Recall that the

Brown-York stress tensor is defined
2 oI 1 SR R 1
\/7h5h“:r2<Té]+TT1”+”'+T3T§J+”'> : (A.15)
— ij

The generic leading behavior is 1/7? followed by an expansion in powers of 1/r, with additional

(Inr)™/r™ terms, m < n—2, appearing for n > 3. Appropriate surface terms in the action ensure that
the first several terms in this expansion vanish, so that the first non-zero term is T;j . In the main text
we refer to T;j simply as T% to avoid additional notation, but we retain it here and in appendix D for
clarity. After accounting for the r-dependence of all quantities, and imposing the traceless condition
h% T:,fj = 0, the projections above are related to the quantities 7, T4, and 745 in section 3 by

1 1
U 20 (= Vo) T3 = 7 et (A.16)
]' uU U 1 u
Ta= 7 (Tg ’YB&BUOB - '7813 13 B> =7y T34 (A.17)
1
TAP = 2 (T - ;i uf - TP st + uud 1) (A.18)

An overall factor of 1/¢ in each expression comes from our use of \/’%6250, rather than /—hy =
V0¥ /¢, for the volume element on B.

Evolution equations and other results in this paper involve similar projections of three dimensional
derivatives. Derivatives tangent to C are written in terms of d4 or D4. Derivatives normal to C act
on scalars and covariant spatial (orthogonal to v*) tensors as

eﬁ\l—ﬁ (0 + £u) - (A.19)

Here £y is the Lie derivative along UA and €#/=V is the lapse. Given a covariant spatial tensor S;;. .
the Lie derivative along a three-dimensional vector X* can then be written

1
ebv/=V

Since we are interested in the behavior of the fields at large r, our results are usually expressed in

£xSi.. = (— v XF) <3u + £L{>Sij... + £1xS5i5... - (A.20)

terms of the leading part of the derivative (A.19), which we denote D,
D, = ¢ 2% (au v ,5“0) . (A.21)

Note that ¢2% is, up to a factor of r/¢, the leading part of the lapse eP/=V. Several results in the
main text include terms where the derivative D, acts on In /7. This quantity is denoted 6 and is
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given by
0 =Dyln /A0 = e 2% (0, In /Ao + Dath" ) - (A.22)

From (A.7) this is just the leading term in the 1/r expansion of the trace of the extrinsic curvature.
The constraint (2.16) is simply the statement that the shear @}‘ g is the traceless part of K4 p at leading
order.

B Asymptotic Expansions of the Fields

In this appendix we present expressions for subleading terms in the large-r expansions of the fields
in PBG (with the partially on-shell conditions (2.4) imposed) and derive certain quantities in the
Newman—Penrose formalism which are used throughout the main text. We also record a few additional
results concerning the diffeomorphisms (4.1) that preserve partial Bondi gauge. They are not needed
in the main text but may be helpful when verifying our results.

B.1 The fields at large r

The partially on-shell conditions (2.4) enforce the components of the Einstein equations conjugate to
non-zero terms in the metric (A.1), but not the components conjugate to the gauge-fixed variables
grr = gra = 0. This is sufficient to fix the large-r behavior of the fields, which admit expansions
in powers of 1/r up to the second subleading order relative to their leading dependence on r. The
expansions are polyhomogeneous beyond that point, with terms of the form (Inr)™/r™ appearing for
0 <m <n—2 when n > 3. Additional discussion can be found in [17, 26].

Most results in the text rely only on terms up to third subleading order in the large-r expansion
of the fields. Contributions to charges and other quantities from higher-order terms will vanish as
r — 00. The relevant terms are

Yap = 1 (’YAB + = Yip + 2 VAR + -AAB + 13 YaB + - ) (B.1)
- <w+ Vit w+1 Vot =5 V. ) (B.2)
B=po+ - &+ @+ &+ &+ (B.3)
ut ZUO +;U1 +ﬁU2 +%U3 +T*3U3 + ... (B.4)

The leading terms 'yg 5+ Bo, and L{64 comprise the boundary data in our treatment of Dirichlet boundary
conditions. The traces v, = ’y Bym g and Az = ’yAB A3 2 p are not constrained by the partially on-
shell conditions. Otherwise, terms at the first few orders in these expansions are determined by the
boundary data and traces. The quantities fyffl 5, V3, and L{?f‘ appearing at third subleading order are
independent of the boundary data and traces and encode dynamical information about the spacetime.

Let us summarize how terms in the large-r expansions of the fields depend on the boundary data
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and traces. For the trace-free tensors in the expansion of y4p5 we have

A
3 %143 = <Dv’Y,91B - ’Y,%B 9) (B.5)
. 1.
Yip = et Yhp (B.6)
Ap=0, (B.7)

where D, is the derivative normal to C defined in (A.21). Not all of these results have a smooth limit
as A — 0. In particular, there is a A = 0 degree of freedom in @3‘ p which is strictly zero for A # 0.
The terms in the expansion of V are

A
Vo = g e2fo (B-S)
A 2o 260
Vlzge v1 — e77°0 (B.9)
1 o5 1 A2 L g
V2:_§€ Dv+§9 71 — DaD%e 0—56 'R (B.10)
A 1 3.
+ 1 e (72 T o4 (m)? - 1 '714B7AB>
Y
Vi = 5 °As . (B.11)

The subleading terms in the expansion of 3 are

B =0 (B.12)
1 1 4B.

Ba=—25 |72—3 ’Yl) — 2P 4hs (B.13)
8 4
1

/33 =-3 As (B.14)

1 1 1 1 3 1 aB.1
_ bt L L - , B.1
By =g As— 1w+ oM — g ()’ — oy M A Has (B.15)

Finally, subleading terms in the expansion of the vector 4 are

Ut = D4(*) (B.16)
1 ) 1 1

Us == 5Dz (ezﬁ R T %) — 5 nD () (B.17)

UL =0. (B.18)

The Inr/r3 terms in these expansions are pure trace — both A‘z’ AB) and Z;{g“ vanish.

Terms at fourth subleading order in these expansions are needed when verifying the remaining
equations of motion in section 5.2. Those expressions are long and unwieldy, so we do not include
them here.
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B.2 Newman—Penrose formalism in partial Bondi gauge

Many expressions in the main text can be simplified by writing them in terms of the Newman-Penrose
scalars and related quantities. '* Using the convention of [26], we employ the null tetrad

14
2

+1 ~
e3=m = X60 <M Op — la¢> , €4 =m. (BQO)
V 27y Y00

It is useful to introduce the spin coefficient ¢ and A carrying information about the normal and

e = ! = 81“) ey =N = 6_25 (8u + 3r +UA8A> s (Blg)

transverse shear

1

o= —ﬁﬂBmAmB—i—o(r_Q) (B.21)
Ay a4 p 1 A1 \_a_B 1

)\__ﬁ A m —5 )\AB_{—E’yl’YAB mom +0(T ) (B22)

where m# = rmA, § = D, In,/; as in (A.22), and

1 . A CD ~ _
AAB = <Dv ~3 9) Yap — 5 Yap AT Abp +2e7 0 DDy (B.23)

The first few terms in Aap are simply e 2P0 N4 B, s0 we sometimes refer to Nap and Aap collectively
as ‘news tensors.” The NP scalars are

U, = %NAB mAmP +o(r7t), Uy = %2‘7,4 mA + o(r=?) (B.24a)
Uy = :73 (M +iM) +o(r~3), Ty = %473,4 m? +o(r ™) (B.24D)
Uy = %58,43 mAmP + o(r~?) (B.24c¢)
where
Nap = %DUAAB — % Y545P Aep — %e—% DA Dp, (62500) + <2>2 Ean (B.25a)
2
=5 (5) Mo ibo - § (Riks - 5 D%hs ) - g3 s e DR
+ B D0 D0h

Ja = %DBAAB + EDAR - %PA + 2% ACDadpe + 1% AhpDeATC (B.25b)
M= éx“ peBCAL L — iDADB (63%50> (B.25c¢)

13GQee [76] for a purely Newman—Penrose treatment of the solution space, albeit with stronger restrictions on the boundary
data.
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and

1 A - A . 1
M= 2 eVt 0 Ay — =3 = Dl ? Dafo + 5 Damn D fo (B.262)
1 1 1. .
+2 (Dv + 9) <72 ~3 (m)? - 471437%3)
3 3
Py =-— 3 e 2Po 7943 U3B + 32 e2Po D4 (6_2’80 <4 Yo — 71%137143)) (B.26b)
3 3
t1 YaB (DC + DC/J’O)%CB 1 i D2y
. 3 . 1 1 .
Eap =345 — 1 1B <72 ~3 (m)? — 1 AP 'Vé*D) (B.26¢)

The expressions (B.26) were already computed in [26], while the results (B.25) generalize equations
(2.43) and (2.44) of [26].

B.3 Diffeomorphisms and Transformations

The general form of the component £ is given in (4.1c). Sub-leading terms in &4 are easily extracted
from the large-r expansions of fields satisfying the partially on-shell conditions. Starting with the O(r")
part Y4, the expansion proceeds in powers of 1 /7 before the first Inr factor appears at O(r~*Inr).
The results in this paper only depend on the terms up to O(r~3), which are

1 R 1
= DAy =L (3184 Jnnd) Daf (B.27)
1 3 3 .cDA 1 R
& = 1 T (72 - §712 - 479[)7(11/3) v e*oy 4P

These expressions, along with the other terms in (4.1), are sufficient for determining the transforma-
tions of the fields out to O(r~3) in the large-r expansion.

The transformations of U§' and 3y are given in (4.12) and (4.13) with the same general form used
for the transformations of other fields. However, their geometric origin as the three-dimensional shift

and lapse, respectively, means their transformations can be written in a simpler form as

Selg' = — oD, (LA — %XA (B.28)
1 v
dcfo = L1+ (h+Dug”) . (B.29)

These forms are especially useful in obtaining transformations of quantities involving the field-dependent
operator D,. For example, suppose a quantity F transforms under a diffeomorphism as

0cF = (€' Dy + £1¢+wh)F +b¢F | (B.30)
where w is the conformal weight. Then the derivative of F' normal to C transforms as
~ A
5eDyF = (5” Dy + £1¢ + (w—1) h) D,F +Dy0¢F +wFDoh — 5 e M £xF . (B.31)

This applies for any F that transforms as in (B.30), whether it is a scalar, tensor, or density. An
example is the transformation of ¢ = D, In /7. Since In /790 has conformal weight zero and é¢ In /70 =
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2 h, we have
v A —206o C
5¢0 = (g Dy+ £1¢— h>0 +2Dyh — 3¢ DcX* . (B.32)

The result (B.31) is useful when working out the transformations of quantities such as &}‘ B AAB, and
N4p which involve derivatives normal to C.

C Electric and Magnetic parts of the Weyl Tensor

To identify the components of the electric and magnetic part of the Weyl tensor, we start with an

orthonormal basis comprising vectors n?, v*, k*, and n* that satisfy

n*ny = K ky = =1 vy = -1, (C.1)
with all other contractions equal to zero. The vector n* is the outward-pointing unit vector normal
to surfaces of constant r, given in (A.2). A convenient choice for the timelike unit vector v* is to
take a vector with covariant components spanning just the r and u directions. Then the conditions
Pryor = ot and v oy = —1 give

ef 1
— 8\ eV A
v e IV y

This is an especially useful choice, since the contravariant components are just the unit normal vector

T (5% oM uA) : (C.2)

(A.6) associated with the foliation of B by the family of constant-u surfaces C. Note that v*, which is
timelike, is mot normal to constant-u hypersurfaces in M, which are null. The combinations ny =+ v
are (up to an overall normalization) the elements e; and ez of the null tetrad used to identify the
Newman-Penrose scalars and related quantities in appendix B.2. Next we take £* and 7 to be any
orthogonal pair of unit vectors spanning the directions associated with the two dimensional coordinates

x4, At large r such vectors fall off as

1
HA:;,%‘OA—F..., (C.3)

with the factor of r~! coming from the normalization condition y4p k4x" = 1.

The Weyl tensor in four dimensions is related to the Riemann tensor and its contractions by

C)\,um/ = R)\,ucru + g)\VSua - ngS;w + g,uUS/\I/ - g,ul/S/\o <C4)
1 1
SNV = 5 R,U,l/ - ﬁg’“’R 5 (CE))

where S, is the Schouten tensor. We define the electric and magnetic parts by projecting (with
P,y =6,” —n,n") the following tensors tangent to a surface of constant r .

Eu = Crupun™n® (C.6)
= RAWl,n)‘n" + nl,n)‘SM — S+ nyn)‘SA,, — gw,S,\Un)‘n" (C.7)

Buow = Cruovn” (C.8)
= Ryuou” + 1S5 — 1o Sy + Guon™Say — Guwn™Sxo - (C.9)
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There is no need to write the projections out explicitly, since the components will be determined by
contracting with the other vectors v, x, and 7 in the basis, which are all orthogonal to n.'* The
resulting three-dimensional tensors are both traceless with respect to the induced metric on B.

At large r we find

1
By v'” = — (=2 M) +O(r %) (C.10)
1 3 A
B vM's" = =\ A <—jA + GPA> “64 +0(r ™) (C.11)
Bwrin = 2 (8 nn A e — 249, M Aol + o6 (C.12)
w BT =5 5 A VAB 6 “AB YAB Ko o r :

As expected, the electric part of the Weyl tensor consists of the same combinations of Newman-Penrose
scalars and related quantities that appear in the traceless three dimensional stress tensor on B. For
these contractions, terms at orders 7°, #~1, =2, and »~3 In r vanish, and the first non-zero terms appear
at O(r=3). Contributions at order »—* (with or without multiple Inr factors) and higher may or may
not vanish. In particular, the O(r~*) contributions come from the next-order terms in the components
of the Riemann tensor, along with the leading terms in the large r expansions of Rya + Avyap us
and Ryy + Ruald® — Ae?P V. These components of the Einstein tensor, which are not fixed by the
partially on-shell conditions, encode the flux balance equations for the mass and angular momentum.
We have not checked whether the O(r~%) terms in (C.10)-(C.12) vanish or are non-zero.

For the magnetic part of the Weyl tensor we find

1 3 A
o, A _ A —4
B/,LO'A/U#’U K= = ’[“73 —K <jA+6PA> ) —|—O(’I" ) (013)
Baosrton® = = 1 (L8 npt Y enp —2can M) sl + OG C.14
A0 V" = g o | =y Nap + = €ap — 2ean ko o +O(r™") (C.14)
1 —~
Buapv'stn® = — (= 2eap M) st + 06 (C.15)
Basc A% = 20300 (704 20 ) — 40 (T8 + 226 )| st B XS + 00 (C.16)
ABC KM =3 A |7AB cT e Yac BT g "B Ko Mo Ao r :

for arbitrary (but normalized) two-dimensional vectors k4, n”, and A®. Notice that the relative sign
between the [J4 and P4 terms, and the Nap and £4p terms, is the opposite of the combinations
appearing in the stress tensor and the electric part E,,. Again, sub-leading terms may appear at
O(r=%), though in this case we have confirmed that the 7~4Inr terms in the magnetic part all vanish.

It is convenient to relate the results above to terms in the large-r expansion of tensors F;; and
Biji, on B. The large-r expansions for the fields imply the following expansions for these projections
of the Weyl tensor

1 1 Inr - 1
_ 2 0 1 2 3 3
3 0 Lo [ Inr g L 3
Biji, = r° | Biji, + - B, + 2 B, + e B, + 3 B+ - (C.18)

Subsequent terms in the expansions are polyhomogeneous in Inr and 1/r. With the partially on-shell

The tensor E,, is already tangent to surfaces of constant r, since contracting either index with n> gives zero by the
symmetries of the Weyl tensor.

— 36 —



conditions enforced, Bl = Bi”jk =0 for n < 2 and E% = Bf’jk = 0. The first non-zero terms are
EZ3J and Bijk at the third sub-leading order. Writing the large-r expansion of the timelike unit vector

normal to C as
0 i1
vi=TrvU ... v:;vo—l—..., (C.19)

¢ 9

where indicates subleading terms, we can project E?] and Bf’jk normal and tangent to C by

contracting with vé or projecting with
17 =67 + 00 vg . (C.20)

Contraction with —v} or —v) is denoted with a subscript or superscript v, respectively. Then the
electric components are

By, = —2M (C.21)
3 A
3 pr— —_—— —_— J—
Eya = A < Ja+ 6 PA> (C.22)
1/6 A
Ejp = 5 (A Nap + EEAB —-29p M> ; (C.23)

and the magnetic components are

s _ .3 A
Byya = A (jA 5 73A> (C.24)

1 6 A —
Blop = B <—ANAB t3 EaB —2¢€aB M> (C.25)
Blap= —2ecap M (C.26)
3 A A
Blipc = A [’)’913 (JO +3 Pc) —Yac (jB s PB)] : (C.27)

It is straightforward to check that these tensors are traceless with respect to h%,
nents of Bf’jk satisfy B?jk + B;’,m. + Bi’ij = 0, consistent with the cyclic property of the Riemann tensor.

Our expressions coincide with [81] when restricted to Bondi-Sachs gauge.

and that the compo-

Using the transformations of various quantities under the diffeomorphisms considered in section
4.3, the components of the electric part of the Weyl tensor transform as

A
OB = (€20 f Dy + L1 = 3h) Euy+2\ =3 Euae 20 X4 (C.28)
A
d¢Eypa = (62601" Dy + £1¢— 2h> Eya+4/ ~3 (EAB + VgBEvv)E_%XB (C.29)
/A
5§EAB = (eQ/BOf D, + £J_£ - h‘) Eap + _g 672&) (EUA XB + EyB XA) . (CSO)

Similar expressions can be worked out for the magnetic components using (4.21). Equivalent results
are given in the next appendix for asymptotic expansions in powers of ¢/r rather than 1/r.
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D Conventions for Asymptotic Expansions

In theories with asymptotically flat boundary conditions one typically expands quantities in powers of
1/r on some neighborhood of r — co. Many of the results used in the main text are obtained with this
sort of expansion. When a cosmological constant is present, as is the case here, it is conventional to
expand in powers of ¢/r for r much larger than the associated length scale ¢ = y/—3/A (or ¢ = \/3/7
for a positive cosmological constant). In this appendix we present a few of our results as they would
appear in an ¢/r expansion, to simplify comparison with literature that follows this convention.

The induced metric on B has the form

1 1 oy

ds? = r2 <h‘2j + - hilj 4 = hfj + .. > dz'dx’ (D.1)
2 2 . .

_ %2 <;;gj + é hi+ 7% hi+ .. > da'dz? (D.2)

The dimensionless quantity ¢/r is a (non-unique) choice of defining function such that the conformal
boundary at ¢/r — 0 is equipped with the representative ﬁgj of a conformal class of metrics [hY].
Terms appearing in the ¢/r expansion are written with a bar, to distinguish them from terms in the
1/r expansion. It is straightforward to convert results expressed in terms of the hj; to equivalent
results in terms of 2. Here we record a few results where care must be taken with the various factors

of £ =/—=3/A.

First, note that the timelike unit vector that is normal to a constant-u surface C C B

vi:rv?—k...:%@?—k... (D.3)
v? = —% e2Po §,u TJ? = —¢eogu (D.4)
The leading behavior of the metric on C is
2.0 r
YAB =T 7AB+-~-:€77AB+---a (D.5)

and the volume element on B is

1 3
\/Thzr?)\/%e?ﬁoz_F_”:2—3\/7}/7062&)4-.... (DG)

The stress tensor is obtained by varying the (partially) on-shell action as

y 2 6r
T 22 (D.7)
vV —h 0hj

so the leading behavior is 7% ~ r?, with an expansion

1 1
Ty = r? <1}2+TT}]-+...+T3T§;+...> : (D.8)
Raising and lowering indices on T[JL with B% = (? h%, we have
T =rTn TH =i (D.9)
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When the action includes appropriate surface terms, T[]L = 0 for n = 0,1,2, along with a vanishing
term at order (Inr)/r, and the first non-zero term is Tf’j
Accounting for the various factors of ¢, we have

_ 1 _ 1
T=3 2P0 (—Vp) T3 = =T (D.10)
T 1 UU = TuB — 1
Ta= 7 (T3 YapUs® — T3B'YBXB) = [37;& (D.11)
T 1 T U U un 1
TAP = 2 (T - T uf - TyP st + uguf T3) = £ 745 . (D.12)

In terms of these quantities, the transformations from the previous appendix can be written

0T = (fDy+ £1¢—30) T+ 2T DAy (D.13)
6cTa = (va+£L5—3h>7_:4—7_:4va+(7_T4B+’72137_-) DB f (D.14)
6eTap = (f Dy + £1¢— h) Tap + Ta e Dpf + T e Dy f (D.15)

Likewise, the components of the electric part of the Weyl tensor are rescaled when switching to the
¢/r expansion. Including the factor of ¢ relating v and v? when defining the components, we have

_ 1 _ 1

= 1

The transformations from the previous appendix become

S¢Eyy = (f Dy + £1c—3 h) Eyy + 2 Eype20DA (D.17)
6eEya = <f Dy+£1¢—3 h) Eoa+ (EAB + W%BEW)@Q’BO@BJC (D.18)
0cBap = (f Do+ £1¢—h) Eap +¢* (BuaDof + EupDaf) - (D.19)

In both cases, the inhomogeneous parts of the transformations no longer involve factors of A.

E A Conserved Current from Diffeomorphism Invariance

Covariant phase space methods begin with the derivation of a presymplectic potential © and associated
current w which is conserved for field variations that satisfy the linearized equations of motion. Here,
we obtain a related current which is conserved for all field configurations and reduces on-shell to
the usual symplectic current w contracted with an asymptotic symmetry . This result gives the
codimension-2 form k¢ used in section 4.3. The focus is on Einstein gravity but the result may be
generalized to gravity coupled to arbitrary fields, see appendix A of [17].

Consider the bulk Einstein-Hilbert action for gravity with a cosmological constant. Its linearized
response to a small change in the metric g — g + d1g is

Bl = [ a2 (0,0"(0.019) + V=59 (Bro)) (E1)

where (61¢),, is an infinitesimal but otherwise arbitrary deformation of the metric, and G*” was
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defined in (2.3). Linearizing a second time and anti-symmetrizing gives

[62,01] Ins = /Md4l‘ [@M“(Q, 619, 629) + 02 <\/ngl‘”) (619) — 61 (\/TQQW) (529);4 . (E2)

We assume that the linearization procedure targets only the dependence on the metric g so that
[52, 51]IM = 0. Therefore, we have

0wt (g, 019, 62g) + 02 (\/TQQW> (019)w — 61 (\/jgg’w) (029)u =0 . (E.3)

When the deformations satisfy the linearized equation of motion, the current w* is conserved. This is
the usual starting point for the covariant phase space formalism [65, 103-106].

Instead of imposing the linearized equations of motion, suppose the first deformation has the
form of an infinitesimal vector { acting on the metric, (619) = £¢g,w, and the second is given by a
variational operator § acting on g,,. Then (E.3) becomes

0=t +5(V=90") Legu — £c(V=96") gy (B.4)

where wg is shorthand for w”(g, £¢g,dg). Integration by parts of both the Lie derivative and ¢ (using
its Leibniz property) leads to

0= au|:w5+25(\/jggu>\g)\u) SV _gu\/jggVA 5gu/\:| . (E5)

This defines a conserved current for all field configurations as a result of diffeomorphism invariance,
since the non total derivative terms generated by integration by parts of (E.4) vanish by the contracted
Bianchi identity V,G* = 0. Defining the weakly vanishing Noether current

St =2vV"gG" g € . (E.6)

the second term in the conserved current is 6(S¢ ) —Ss¢. The third term in the conserved current vanishes
by the partially on-shell conditions. It follows from (E.5) that there exists a family of codimension-2
forms kLY such that

Ok = wl +28(V=gG"gn) €. (E.7)

When the fields are fully on-shell, G*¥ = 0, this reduces to the usual symplectic current contracted
with an asymptotic symmetry &.

To arrive at the result (4.28) for k%i[¢] we begin with the expression (3.9) for ©%. Then the
relevant part of wg is

W = %5(\/—7%1"7‘)5511% - %Q(J—T()Tfi)dhgj. (E.8)

Using the transformations (4.15), (4.16), and (4.23), then integrating by parts with respect to both 0;
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and 9, leads to

4 4 . 1. .
wie = O {5 (\/—TO T”“hﬁjij) —Vho THR667 — 2 €0/ =ho T 615 (E.9)
— 1 5(vV=ho*V'Ty) -

Terms involving the PBH component of the diffeomorphism have canceled by the traceless condition
TY h?j = 0. Since the Brown-York tensor is not conserved for partially on-shell fields, the w}_;’£
contribution to the conserved current is not a total derivative on its own. But the second line of
(E.9) is precisely canceled in (E.7) by the contribution originating with the weakly vanishing Noether
current. The remainder is the total derivative in the first line of (E.9), which results in (4.28).

F Kerr-AdS,

The Kerr-de Sitter metric was presented in “generalized Bondi coordinates” in [44]. Adapting these
results to a negative cosmological constant, the leading part of the metric on C is

1 QE 20 2 56 si 29 : 29
Vg detda? = <1 - O‘AC;S) d6? + 2%&)@1% e N 1 OR)
22 Ay =
with
in 0
Z=1-a? Ag=1-a%cos? 0 \/detfyozsm . (F.2)

1
2

[1]

Here ao = a// is the usual Kerr rotation parameter made dimensionless with a factor of £ = /—3/A.
The leading components of the vector L{()“ and scalar 5y are

Z/lg _ acoiﬁ u{f _ o200 — 55 (F.3)

(=2 fEA@

The Cotton tensor vanishes for the three-dimensional metric hY., so the metric on B is conformal to

i
R x S2. The next term in the 1/r expansion of the metric on C gives the shear ’?1143 and trace 71,

which are
20020 ain2
1 al o cos” ) sin“ 0
= 1-— F4
7909 Sin 9 ( AQQ > ( )
1 3, cosf sinf
— S22 F.5
79¢ E%Ag ( )
1 sin 0
Top = — @ ¢ = (F.6)
20 9
_ 1-2 ) . F.
=208 1 s =
To compute the charges we also need the subleading terms L{3A and V3 from hp:
20aM 20aM 2—a*)M
uj = — a5 cos 6 Z/l3¢ = % Vs = % . (F.8)
=2 22 Ay =2
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Using the expressions for M, J4, and P4, we obtain

2
M= ME2HaT) (sza ) (F.9)
6 6 Mol cost
_ = 7 F.
Py AJ@ A, (F.10)
6 6 M ol sin®6
Po— 5 T = R L (F.11)
=2

These quantities determine the integrand of the stress tensor charges as written in (4.31). The Kerr-
AdS, solution in generalized Bondi coordinates has Killing vectors 0, and 8,. The angular momentum
associated with the former is

27 ™ : i 2
sind 1 [(6Mafsin“d
Q[—8s] = /d¢ df — 3 2( — > (F.12)
0 0 =2 K =2
8tMa
= 5= (F.13)
For the mass associated with 0, we have £V = 2% and (L ¢ )A = —Z/{OA, giving
wlh 0 0 E% K2 2= € 2,‘{2 A A A 0 '
8mM

These are precisely the angular momentum and mass for the Kerr-AdS, black hole as discussed, for
instance, in [63, 107]. In these coordinates, the timelike Killing vector associated with the mass is 0y,
rather than a linear combination of 9, and Jy.

In addition to the charges constructed from 7 and T4, we can also extract the components of

Tan, the corner stress tensor 745, and the scalar .

'?-90 = ?2);45; (52 cos? § — sin? 0) (F.16)
7\% _ 3 M o? (22—3051):059 sin 6 (F.17)
2 2 .2
7, = 3Ma?(1 —225(;08 0) sin® 0 (F.18)
00 _ %a2 (F.19)
-1
0o _ 20 :212059 (F.20)
200 _ _ 42 QSmEGAg (Ag — a* cos? ) sin® 6) (F.21)
X = a? % <3 cos2 0 — 1) . (F.22)
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Finally, only the vector component of the magnetic part of the Weyl tensor is non-zero for Kerr-AdSy.

A 3M a3 (3—3a%+ at) cosd
Ap, - F.23
Jo 5 o =N (F-23)
A M a? (3 — 3a? + a?) sin®
T+ Po= 3Ma” (3 22‘9*0‘ ) sin”0 (F.24)
=2

Both M and the combination of A/ Ap and £4p appearing in the magnetic components vanish.
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