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Abstract

We study boundary structure of asymptotically AdS gravity and (gauge) fields defined on this back-
ground by employing the gauge PDE approach. The essential step of the construction is the incorporation
of the boundary-defining function among the fields of the theory, which allows us to realise the asymp-
totic boundary as a space-time submanifold by employing the gauge PDE implementation of Penrose’s
concept of asymptotically-simple space. In so doing the gauge PDE describing the boundary structure
is obtained by restricting to the boundary of spacetime and simultaneously restricting to the boundary
of the field space by setting the boundary defining function to zero. To implement this step systemat-
ically we introduce a notion of (J-boundary which seems to be new. The main concrete result of this
work is the construction of the efficient boundary calculus, which gives a recursive procedure to obtain
the explicit form of the equations satisfied by the boundary fields and their gauge transformations for
boundary dimension d > 3. These include obstruction equations (such as Bach equation or Yang-Mills
equation for d = 4) and generalised conservation equations in the subleading sector. In particular, we
derive the explicit form of the higher conformal Yang-Mills equation for d = 8. The approach is very
general and, in principle, applies to generic (gauge) fields on the Einstein gravity background producing
a conformally-invariant gauge theory on the boundary, which describes their boundary structure. It can
be considered as an extension of the Fefferman-Graham construction that takes into account both the
leading and the subleading sector of the bulk fields.
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1 Introduction

Gauge theories on manifolds with asymptotic boundaries emerge in the context of AdS/CFT correspon-
dence [113]] and flat-space holography [4H6], see also for important earlier developments and more
recent contributions relevant in the present context. If the bulk theory is local, it naturally induces a number
of geometrical structures on the boundary, which can be again interpreted as a local gauge theory defined



therein. For instance, asymptotically AdS (AAdS) gravityﬂ induces conformal metric (subject to conformal
gravity equations in the case of even boundary dimension) along with the so-called subleading mode.

The identification of the boundary structure is often performed by mapping the spacetime into the inte-
rior of a manifold with boundary so that the asymptotic boundary becomes a usual boundary. In so doing
the metric diverges when approaching the boundary, but its conformal class remains well-defined so that
one can pick a suitable representative, so-called “unphysical metric”, which is well defined at the boundary.
This idea was put forward by R. Penrose [9]] and gives a precise meaning to the near-boundary analysis
provided one has chosen coordinates and imposed a suitable gauge condition (if gauge fields are present).
However, the subtlety is that the unphysical metric is defined modulo Weyl rescalings so that the boundary
structure inherits Weyl symmetry and is naturally studied using the conformal geometry tools [[12,16-21]],
see also [22,23]]. In particular, the near boundary analysis of AAdS gravity amounts to the celebrated
Fefferman-Graham (FG) construction [12,[24] which has been initially proposed as a tool to study confor-
mal invariants. Strictly speaking, FG construction operates in terms of the ambient spacetime extension of
the AAdS space-time so that the conformal boundary is identified with a suitable subquotient of the ambient
spacetime.

Although gravity is a gauge theory, its gauge invariance is usually controlled by geometrical methods
which allows one to study boundary structure without resorting to gauge-theoretical techniques. Moreover,
even in the case of Yang-Mills (YM) theory on AAdS space a geometrical approach can be developed [25].
Nevertheless, the general setup requires a specifically designed formalism. Of course, one can always get
rid of the gauge invariance by imposing suitable gauge conditions but this complicates the technique and
hides the critically important structures and symmetries.

As far as general local gauge theories on manifolds with boundaries are concerned, a systematic frame-
work to study the boundary structure is based on representing the system as a so-called gauge PDE and was
put forward in [26-28], see also [29,30] for a more recent discussion. Gauge PDE (gPDE) is a very gen-
eral and flexible generalisation of the Batalin-Vilkovisky (BV) [31,[32] formulation on jet-bundles [33,(34]
known in the context of local BRST cohomology, see [35] for further details and [36,37] for the earlier
but less geometrical version of the gPDE concept. As particular cases, gPDE approach includes AKSZ
construction of topological theories [38], unfolded formalism of higher spin theories [39,40], and the afore-
mentioned jet-bundle BV formulation. Let us stress that here we refer to the formulations at the level
of equations of motion. Moreover, all considerations of this work are limited to this level. In particular,
presymplectic structures, Lagrangians, charges etc. are not discussed. For the Lagrangian version of gPDE
formalism see e.g. [29,41] and reference therein. Alternative approaches to gauge theories on manifolds
with boundaries, which are based on one or another extension of the BV formalism can be found in [42-45].

In the gPDE approach the structure of a local gauge field theory is encoded in the Z-graded fibre bundle
over T'[1].X (shifted tangent bundle over the spacetime X ), equipped with a compatible homological vector
field ). Solutions and their gauge transformation can be expressed in terms of section of the underlying
bundle. A crucial property that makes gPDEs useful in the context of spacetimes with boundaries is that
they behave well with respect to restricting to spacetime submanifolds and boundaries in particular, giving
a systematic way to describe boundary structure without the need to fix gauges or pick particular spacetime
or field-space coordinates. Of course, using one or another coordinate system can be very convenient in
analysing the boundary structure of a given gauge theory but the gauge PDE encoding this structure is
defined in a coordinate-free way. The gauge PDE approach to boundary structure was successfully applied
to generic gauge fields on AdS space in [26,27,46]] by employing the ambient space representation so that
the conformal boundary is identified with a submanifold of the ambient space.

In this work we employ the version of gauge PDE approach to boundary structure of asymptotically
flat/AdS gravity developed in [30] in the study of asymptotic symmetries. In contrast to the ambient space
FG construction, it operates in terms of spacetime at the price of introducing an additional compensator
field 2 playing a role of the boundary defining functions and the auxiliary Weyl symmetry 652 = (2. This
allows us to reformulate Penrose’s definition of asymptotically simple space in the gauge-theoretical and
more specifically gauge PDE language, giving a systematic derivation of the gPDE describing the boundary
structure of asymptotically AdS/flat gravity. The extension of this prescription to systems involving (gauge)

'In mathematical literature vacuum solutions of AAdS gravity are referred to as asymptotically Poincaré-Einstein manifolds.



fields on the gravity background turns out to be rather natural and is constructed in this work. The equa-
tions appearing in the sector of gravity are often similar to those encountered in the context of conformal
geometrical approach to boundary structure though their interpretation is somewhat different.

Although identification of the boundary gPDE for AAdS gravity (possibly with additional gauge fields)
is straightforward, its structure is generally rather involved and the underlying gauge theory is to be refor-
mulated in the human-readable form by e.g. giving a set of fields, the PDEs they satisfy, and the gauge
transformations they are subject to. While for linearized systems this can be done in a more or less straight-
forward way, see e.g. [27,46], the analysis of nonlinear systems requires a specific technique which we
call boundary calculus. At a more technical level, we identify a certain boundary gauge PDE that describes
unconstrained fields and their gauge transformations in a tractable way. This gauge PDE comes equipped
with a system of functions and vector fields that can be computed recursively and in terms of which the
boundary equations of motion and gauge transformation can be explicitly found.

In this work we explicitly construct the boundary calculus for a number of typical examples such as
AAdS gravity, critical scalar field and YM theory on the generic AAdS-gravity background. In particular,
we explicitly present the, apparently new, higher conformal YM equation induced on 8-dimensional bound-
ary as well as the corresponding equations of motion and gauge transformations for the YM subleading.
The construction of general boundary calculus for AAdS gravity and scalar field and YM field defined on
its background as well as the explicit form of the boundary structure in lower dimensions are the main
results presented in this work.

While the structure of leading modes of AAdS gravity and gauge fields on its background is relatively
well studied in the existing literature, the subleading modes are often discussed less explicitly. Our work
partially covers this gap by giving an exhaustive description of the equations of motion and gauge transfor-
mations for the subleading sector of AAdS gravity together with YM theory and scalar field. It turns out that
in all these cases the boundary system has the structure of a linear subleading defined on the background of
the generally nonlinear system describing the leading mode. In particular, equations of motion and gauge
transformations for the subleading depends on the leading mode and its gauge parameters. In the gPDE
language this situation is described by a bundle of gauge PDEs where the base and the fibre describes,
respectively, the leading and the subleading. Such objects are known as gPDEs over background [41]] and,
surprisingly, they naturally emerge on the boundary of irreducible systems such as AAdS gravity or YM
theory. Note that in the particular case of linear gauge fields on AdS space this was observed already in [27]).

The paper is organized as follows: Section [2] introduces the basics of the gPDE approach to boundary
structure and recalls the gPDE formulation of conformal-like GR. In particular, the notion of ()-boundary is
also proposed there. In Section[3 we discuss preminimal model of conformal-like GR and use it to introduce
a number of objects and techniques needed in the further analysis. Section [ contains the construction of
the boundary calculus in the case of gravity and is central for this work. The boundary calculus is explicitly
applied to study the boundary structure of GR in Section [5| where we also explain how the explicit space-
time form of the equations of motion and gauge transformations on the boundary are obtained. Finally,
Section [6] is devoted to the boundary structure of (gauge) fields on the AAdS gravity background. The
corresponding version of boundary calculus is constructed for Klein-Gordon field and YM theory and the
explicit description of YM boundary structure for d = 4, 6, 8 is obtained.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Gauge PDEs

In this section we recall basics of the gauge PDE approach to local gauge theories and its extension to the
case of theories on manifolds with boundaries.

The main building block is a notion of ()-manifold which is a pair (M, Q), where M is a Z-graded
supermanifold, equipped with degree-one odd vector field @ satisfying Q% = 0. We denote the Z-grading
by gh(-) and the Z,-parity by | - |. The systems considered in this work do not involve physical fermionic
fields and hence the two gradings are compatible in the sense that | - | = gh(-) mod 2, so that it is enough to
keep track of the ghost degree only.



The basic example of a ()-manifold is the shifted tangent bundle 7'[1]X of a smooth manifold X or,
more generally, a graded supermanifold. Its local coordinates can be chosen as {z*, 0"}, where x* — are
local coordinates on the base X and 6* are the graded-anticommuting fibre coordinates in the coordinate
frame. Functions on T'[1]X are isomorphic as an algebra to differential forms on X and this identifies the
de Rham differential of X with the homological vector field dx = 0* aiu .

Natural morphisms between ()-manifolds, so called ()-maps, are degree-preserving maps compatible
with the @)-structures. In terms of algebras of functions on (M, 1) and (My, (Q2) such map p : My — M,
is a degree-preserving homomorphism p* : C*°(Ms;) — C*° (M) such that Q4 o u* = p* o Q5. In particular,
one has a natural notion of ()-submanifold and )-bundle. In the latter case both the total space and the base
are ()-manifolds and the projection is required to be a () map [47].

If one disregards space-time locality, ()-manifold is precisely a geometrical object corresponding to a
gauge theory defined at the level of equations of motion and formulated in terms of the non-Lagrangian
version of BV formalism, see [37,48]. If one prefers to maintain space-time locality in a manifest way, one
can for instance resort to non-Lagrangian BV defined on a suitable jet-bundle [37], see also [34]] for a usual
BV formalism on jet-bundles. However, a more flexible and geometrical approach which suits our needs in
this work is provided by so-called gauge PDEs.

Definition 2.1. /) Gauge PDE (E,Q,T[1)X) is a Q-bundle 7w : (FE,Q) — (T[1]X,dx), where X is a
space-time manifold.
2) Solutions to (E, Q,T[1]X) are sections o : T[1|X — FE satisfying

dxoo"=0"0Q 2.1
3) Infinitesimal gauge transformations of section o are defined as
do* =0"[Q,Y], (2.2)

where Y — is a vertical field of degree —1 on E, called a gauge parameter. In a similar way one defines
gauge-for-gauge symmetries etc.

This definition may be further restricted in order to exclude gPDEs corresponding to pathological field
theoretical systems, see see [29,35] for more details.

Given a local gauge theory defined at the level of equation of motion it can be reformulated as a local
BV system, i.e. a graded fibre bundle £ — X, where X denotes the space-time manifold, together with the
evolutionary homological vector field s, called BRST differential, defined on the infinite-jet bundle J>°(&)
of £ — X. Inits turn, a local BV system naturally defines a gauge PDE, at least locally. Indeed, taking as £
the pullback of J>°(€) by the projection 7[1] X — X one can identify functions on £ with horizontal forms
on J°°(&). On the horizontal forms one has two anticommuting differentials: the horizontal differential d,
and the Lie derivative L, with respect to s. Seen as a vector field on E the total differential d;, + L makes
(E,Q,T[1]X) into a gPDE. At least locally, the gauge theory encoded by this gPDE is equivalent to the
starting point BV system [36].

An interesting phenomenon happens if the starting point gauge theory is diffeomorphism invariant, i.e.
if space-time diffeomorphisms are among the gauge transformations encoded in s, i.e. the term in s linear in
the respective ghost variables £* has the structure £°D,, + . . ., where D, are total derivatives and . . . denote
terms not involving undifferentiated £“. It turns out that in this case one can change fibre coordinates in
such a way that the total () structure factorizes as () = s + dx, where s is a vector field on the typical
fibre. Geometrically, this means that the underlying ()-bundle is locally trivial. Moreover, in a suitable
coordinate system the expression of s coincides with the initial s restricted to a fibre. This gives a very
simple procedure to build gPDE formulations for diffeomorphism invariant systems.

When dealing with gauge theories one often finds that the same theory can be formulated using different
set of fields and gauge generators. Such equivalent formulations can be related via the elimination of
auxiliary fields and gauge-fixing algebraic gauge symmetries. In the gPDE language this equivalence is
implemented as follows:



Definition 2.2. Sub-gPDE (FEycq, Qrea, T[1]X) C (E,Q,T[1]X) is called an equivalent reduction of E if
locally there exists a set of functions w” such that w®,v* = Qw® are independent and F,q is locally a zero
locus of w*, v°.

In other words, locally the equivalence reduces to the elimination of contractible pairs w® and Qw®. If
one forgets about the bundle structure the notion reduces to the usual elimination of contractible pairs as
it is known in the context of local BRST cohomology. A more geometrical version of the definition and
further details can be found [35]].

If it is clear from context what the space-time manifold of the system is, we tend to omit the explicit
mentioning of 7'[1].X in denoting gPDEs to keep conventions light, i.e. we simply use (£, Q) instead of

(B, Q, T[1]X).

2.2 Gauge PDEs on manifolds with boundaries

It turned out that gauge PDEs are especially useful if one is interested in the structure induced by a local
gauge theory on a space-time submanifold and, particularly, boundary and/or low-dimensional space-time
strata. The idea is very simple: consider a gauge PDE (E,Q,T[1]X), where X possesses a nontrivial
boundary ¥ = 0X and denote the embedding map by i : X — X. To be concrete, here we talk about
boundary . but the general discussion applies to any submanifold > C X. This induces a new gPDE *
on X, which is simply the restriction (also called pullback) of £ to T[1]¥ C T[1]X. Here, by abusing
notations, we also denote by i the corresponding pushforward T'[1]3 < T[1]X. It is easy to verify that i* F
is again a gPDE. In particular, () is tangent to :*F C FE. In a slightly less general form this approach to
boundary values was originally employed to study the boundary values of gauge fields in [26-28,49].

The pullback i*E of the original gPDE to the boundary T'[1]X% describes the unconstrained boundary
values of the fields of the original £. In general, one in addition wants to be able to impose additional
conditions on the boundary values of fields, gauge parameters, etc. This leads to the following more general
notion:

Definition 2.3. [30] 1) By a gauge PDE with boundaries we mean the following data: (E,Q,T[1]X, Ex, T[1]%),
where gPDE (E,Q,T[1]X) is a gPDE on X and (Eyx, Qx, T[1|X) is a gPDE on the boundary ¥ = 0X,
which is a sub-gPDE of i* E. Q)x. denotes the restriction of () on Ey..

2) Solutions to (E,Q, T[1]X, Ex, T[1]X) are sections o : T[1]X — E such that the restriction of o to
T[1]% is a solution to (Eyx, Qx, T[1]%)

3) Gauge symmetries are generated by the vector field of the form [Q), Y|, where Y is a vertical vector
field on E required to be tangent to Fs..

Although the above definition can be often applied in a straightforward way, its implementation in the
case of asymptotic boundary requires some extra care. The point is that in this case the boundary defining
function is an independent field and it has to be set to zero in a way compatible with (). In other words
the fibre of £ over the interior differs from the fibre over the boundary or, in other words, E is slightly not
locally trivial. But the restrictions of £ to the interior and to the boundary are locally trivial.

To be more precise, in the case of gravity we employ a gauge theoretical implementation of the Penrose’s
notion of asymptotically-simple space [50]. Namely, one of the fibre coordinates is the boundary defining
function (2. In the interior of X one requires {2 > 0 while on the boundary d.X one sets {2 = 0 (in the gPDE
setup one also sets (J€2 = 0). Roughly speaking, typical fibre F' of E is a manifold with boundary and if
we want to describe the system without asymptotic boundary we not only take the interior /nt(X) of the
base but also take as fibre the interior Int(F') of the initial fibre. At the same time the system induced on
the boundary has 0X as the base space and JF as the fibre.

A possible way to incorporate this setup in a more precise and geometrical way is as follows: introduce
a notion of ()-manifold with @)-boundary. The )-boundary has codimension 2 and is such that near the
boundary there is a coordinate system 2, \, 2/, gh(2) = p,gh(\) = p + 1 such that QQ0 = ) and the
(2-boundary is singled out by €2 = 0, A = 0.

Forgetting for the moment about the differential-graded structure lets us define a smooth geometry
counterpart of what we need. We say that &/ — X is a bundle with asymptotic boundary if, roughly
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speaking, both the base and the fibre are manifolds with boundaries. More formally, £ is a manifold with
corners and X is a manifold with boundary. Moreover, £ — X is a locally-trivial fibre bundle whose
typical fibre is a manifold with boundary. Given a bundle with asymptotic boundary there are few other
bundles associated to it: the “interior” of F, which is a bundle Int(E) — Int(X), and the “boundary
bundle” d(7 1 (X)) — 0X. Some other combinations are also possible. The setup we need for gauge
theories with asymptotic boundaries is obtained by considering ()-boundaries and taking the bulk system to
be Int(E) — Int(X) and the boundary system to be (7~ 1(0X)) — 9X.

2.3 Implicit definition of gPDEs

Although the language of gPDEs is very geometrical and concise it is often difficult to apply it in concrete
examples because in realistic applications the explicit form of () in terms of local coordinates on E is
complicated or not even known. This generally happens if the underlying gauge theory is nontopological
and nonlinear, see e.g. [51,/52] for a recent discussion.

A possible way out is to define (E, Q) as a sub-gPDE of a bigger gPDE, e.g. the one arising from the jet-
bundle formulation of the system. This can be naturally done by allowing E to have negative ghost degree
coordinates in such a way that the extended () incorporates a Koszul-Tate differential that implements
restriction to the surface. This is the standard idea of Batalin-Vilkovisky formalism and its implementation
in the gauge PDE setup leads to a relatively concise gPDE formulation of gauge theories. In particular, the
fact that a given gauge theory formulated in BV terms admits an equivalent gPDE representation was shown
in exactly this way [36]], see also [35,37]].

In this work we refrain from employing negative degree variables but simply allow our actual gauge
PDE to be a subbundle in the ambient bundle 7 : £ — T[1]X equipped with a 7-projectable vector field
Q) of degree 1. If Z C C*(F) is the ideal of functions vanishing on the subbundle we denote this data
as (F,Q,Z,T[1]X). We assume that the zero locus of Z is a regular subbundle of £ and that QZ C Z
(i.e. @ is tangent to the zero-locus of 7). Moreover, in all our example the ambient () is nilpotent so that
(E,Q,Z,T[1]X) is itself a gPDE. Of course, one could generally ask less, namely, that Q*f € Z for any
function f. This is enough to have a nilpotent () on the zero locus.

If we define our gPDE as (E, Q,Z) and assume Q> = 0 then its solutions are solutions to the underlying
gPDE (E, Q) that satisfy in addition ¢*(Z) = 0. Such formulation of the system is especially useful
if (E,Q,T[1]X) is off-shell. This means that its space of solutions is locally parametrised by a set of
unconstrained fields. More formally, as a gPDE (F, Q) is equivalent to a nonegatively-graded jet-bundle
equipped with an evolutionary homological vector field. More precisely, as we recalled earlier, a jet-bundle
equipped with an evolutionary homological vector field s can be pulled back to 7'[1]X and equipped with
dyn + Ly, giving a gPDE. If (F, Q) is off-shell, all the nontrivial differential equations on our fields originate
from Z. Mention that somewhat similar formulation are known in the literature, see e.g. [40,/53,54].

If (E, Q) is off-shell, one can usually define a concept of prolongation. Namely, one can equip £ with
a distribution generated by vector fields V 4, gh(V4) = 0, and [@, V4] = 0, such that Z is generated by
Va4, ... Va,Va, k=0, where ), are some functions on E. If in addition o*(),) = 0 implies 0*(Z) = 0
for any o solving (E, @Q)), we refer to ), as to the symbols of the equations of motion.

If we work with implicitly defined gPDEs, it is natural to call two such implicit gPDEs equivalent if the
corresponding zero locus are equivalent gPDEs. In particular, the equivalent reduction of the underlying
gPDE (F, @, T[1]X) induces an equivalent reduction of the implicitly defined gPDE provided the corre-
spondlng contractible pairs w* and Qw* remain independent functions when restricted to the zero locus of
T ?|More precisely, if i : E — E is an equivalent reduction then under the above condition (E Q,1*(Z)) is
an equivalent gPDE. L N

An additional natural equivalence of implicit gPDEs relates (£, Q,Z) and (F,Q,Z), where (F, Q) C
(E, Q) is a sub-gPDE and the zero locus of Z in E coincides with the zero locus of Z in E. The passage
from E to E corresponds to solving some of the constraints from Z. Note that in this situation Tisa
restriction of Z to E.

20f course this is only a sufficient condition. The reduction could well affect the ideal without spoiling the equivalence.



Finally, let us mention that there are less obvious ways to encode a given gauge PDE in terms of an
explicitly defined and often finite-dimensional geometrical object. This can be constructed as a sort of
finite-dimensional consistent truncation of a gPDE and is know as a weak gPDE [51]].

2.4 Conformal-like gravity

Our starting point is the equivalent reformulation of gravity (GR) in the bulk, obtained by adding artificial
Weyl symmetry together with its associated compensator field. In the presence of boundaries this gives the
gauge theoretical implementation of the Penrose description of the asymptotically-simple spaces. Through-
out this work we assume that the space-time dimension DD = dim X satisfies D > 4 and for definiteness,
we fix the metric signature to be Lorentzian (4, — ..., —), although none of the results in this work depend
on the choice of signature. The boundary dimension is denoted by d = D — 1.

More precisely, in addition to the metric g,, one introduces a scalar field €2 subject to 2 > 0. The gauge
transformations read as

5gbc = gaaagbc + gacﬁbfa + gbaacfa + 2)‘gbca o) = gaaaQ + AQ ) (23)

where gauge parameters £, \ are components of the vector field and scalar, respectively. The above system
is equivalent to the off-shell (i.e. with trivial equations of motion) GR theory and called off-shell conformal
like GR. The equivalence is easily seen by observing that the gauge €2 = 1 is reachable and completely kills
the )\ parameter. In this gauge one stays with metric and its diffeomorphisms only, resulting in the off-shell
GR. Let us stress that this equivalence holds if 2 > 0.

We can now reformulate the above system as a gPDE (E,;, Q) following the steps recalled in Section
More precisely, (E., Q) is defined as follows: its typical fibre can be identified with the fibre of the jet-
bundle for fields g,;, {2 and ghosts £, A, whose fibres are coordinatised by

D(c)gab y D(C)Q y D(C)fa D(C))\ . (2.4)

where D, denote the usual total derivatives on the jet-bundle and (@) denotes a symmetric multiindex. The
action of () in this coordinates is given by:

qu = QM’ ngc = gaDagbc + gacDbga + gbacha + 2)‘gbca ng = gaDagb )

(2.5)
QN = gaDaQ + A9, QA = gaDaAa [Daa Q] =0.

It is important to stress that although we have constructed £; in terms of the starting point jet-bundle, the
jet-bundle structure is not fully encoded in the gPDE structure of E,,.

In the above gPDE for gravity and later in this work we systematically avoid discussing the global
structure of the underlying bundles by assuming that all the bundles involved are globally trivial. Under
this assumption all the constructions are coordinate independent in the sense that one is free to use any
coordinates on the base but only x, #-independent coordinate change is allowed in the fibre. For instance, the
structure of () in is clearly not invariant under the naive orthogonal transformations with z-dependent
parameters and these are to be adjusted to preserve (). Of course, all the general notions such as gPDEs
and their morphisms are perfectly global and the bundles encountered in this work can be defined globally.
However, for simplicity we restrict ourselves to the case of paralelisable spacetimes where all the relevant
bundles can be assumed trivial.

So far we considered the off-shell system. In terms of the above gPDE formulation, the on shell version
can be obtained by restricting to a sub-gPDE determined by the prolongation of the Einstein equations for
Gab = 272 gap, rewritten in terms of g, Q). More precisely,

Proposition 2.4. The on-shell GR is described by the implicit gPDE (E., Q),Z.), where the ideal I, is
generated by

DiyGpe =0, S=0, 2.6)



where

Gbc = Dbl)cQ - FZCDdQ + QPbc + PGbe;

1 C
p=—59"(DyDel = T} D2 + Pe02) (2.7)

A
(D—-1)(D—-2)’

S=0Qp+ %DQQDCLQ —

and T'¢, Py, are, respectively, the Christoffel symbols and the Schouten tensor seen as functions in the jets
of the metric.

The proof is based on the transformation properties of the Schouten tensor under Weyl transformations
and imposing the gauge condition {2 = 1. Details can be found in [30]. Equations are known as the
almost Einstein equation.

3 Pre-minimal model of the conformal-like GR

3.1 Pre-minimal model

Starting from the off-shell conformal GR represented by the gPDE (E,;, ()) one can equivalently reduce it
in the sense of Definition [2.2] For a locally-trivial gPDEs a simple class of equivalent reductions originate
from equivalent reductions of the fibre ()-manifolds. The one we are interested in is locally of this type, i.e.
the base space plays a passive role.

Consider the sub-gPDE (F\cq, @), r : Freq — E singled out by

DDl =0,  DyDiPye =0, 3.1)
Q(D(G)D(Cri)d) =0, Q(D(C)D(apb)c) =0. (3.2)

The equations of the second line can be solved with respect to D(C)Dané"d and D D,Dy\ and hence
this sub-gPDE is an equivalent reduction, at least locally. It is clear that this reduction does not affect the
Q-sector of the system. In particular, it is perfectly defined even if we let €2 to vanish. In this case the
underlying system is strictly speaking not equivalent to GR. Note that the total derivative D, is not tangent
to this surface.

As part of the coordinates on F,.q we take the pullbacks of the degree 1 coordinates £%, A and their
derivatives C,> = D,£% A\, = D, together with g,, Q. By some abuse of notation we use the same
symbols to denote the degree 1 coordinates and their pullbacks to E..q. The same applies to g,,. The action
of () on these coordinates read as:

ngc = CYbagac + Ccagba + 2Aguc, ng = gacab7
Q =€ QN = NCL 4 LT,

1
QG = Gy Ca + ME” = X°& + FAL" + 5 €€ W,
QrQ =& D)+ ArFQ),

(3.3)

where W¢,4 and C?,, are respectively the Weyl and Cotton tensors build out of D(¢)gap and pulled back to
E'cq. In particular, they posses the standard symmetry properties:

Wabed = —Whaca = _Wabd07 Wa[bcd] = 07 Cabc = _Cacb7 C[abc] = 0. (34)

Functions £%, \, C,,%, A\, exhaust the independent coordinates of degree 1 on E,q.
It is clear that the above reduction does not affect the sector of D {2 variables and in this sense amounts

to the equivalent reduction of the gPDE (E(fl(mf , Q) describing the conformal geometry, which can be iden-
tified with D ,){2-independent sector of (F, Q). More geometrically, the initial (£, ()) is a QQ-bundle
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over the (EY/ nf , Q) with the fibre being a jet of Q2 with coordinates D). Functions on the base can be
identified with the functions on the total space that do not depend on D(a)Q The above equivalent reduction
(Erea; Q) C (E., Q) originates from the equivalent reduction of (E<”"/ | Q) to (E*/ Q) and in this form
was initially constructed and employed in [55,56]], see also [30.|57]]. More precisely,

Proposition 3.1. (E,cq, Q) is a Q-bundle over (E, Eeont Q).

red

Recall that both (Eyeq, Q) and (E% . Q) are Q-bundles over T[1]X and the projection (Ereq, Q) —
(E< Q) is a map of bundles over T[1]X .

We refer to (Efeogf , Q) as to the pre-minimal model of conformal geometry. At the same time, it is
natural to call (F.eq, Q) a pre-minimal model of conformal-like off-shell GR. The term pre-minimal reflects
that one can still eliminate the metric g, together with the symmetric part of of the ghosts C,” to obtain the
minimal model, see [30,/57]] for more details on the minimal model.

Finally, recall that the on-shell conformal-like GR is described by (E, Q,Z.), where Z,; is generated
by which in turn originate form the Einstein equations. Pulling back Z to E\.q gives an ideal Z .4
which, in turn, allows us to define the pre-minimal model of the on-shell conformal-like GR as an implicit

gPDE (Ered7 Q7 Ired) .

3.2 Covariant derivatives

Our aim now is to introduce a set of functions on E,.q that completes the coordinates involved in to
a useful (possibly overcomplete) coordinate system on F,.q, compatible with the bundle structure F..q —
Efgg‘f To this end we need some additional ingredients. Let C™ denote all the coordinates of ghost degree
1 on El.q. Consider the following vector fields:

0
(5 @) (3.5)

Note that becuase C'™ exhaust the degree 1 fibre coordinates, vector fields V; do not depend on the choice
of the degree 0 coordinates completing C, 2, §* to a coordinate system on F,q.
Vector fields V; satisfy the following “open-algebra” relations:

VME

0
[Var, V] = enn' Vi + (Q€iin) 557 » (3.6)
where €%, = —el; are degree zero functions on F,.q. To see this, note that
0
[V, V] = [Q,runl], TMN = [aC—JWVN]- (3.7)
Because gh(ryy) = —1 it can be represented as
0
TMN = 6LMNacer ) (38)
for some degree 0 functions €k ,,. Note that ¢k ,, = —el,; thanks to
0 0 0 0
=[—— Vu| = =[Vuy, —=<]=— : 3.9

Of course, these considerations apply to any ()-manifold whose coordinates are allowed to have degree
0 and 1 only. Such ) manifolds are 1:1 with Lie algebroids. The restriction of V,; to the base, i.e. a
submanifolds singled out by C™ = 0, are nothing but the components of the anchor map of this algebroid.

It is convenient to introduce the following notations for V), associated to different sectors of ghost

variables:
0 o 0
va:|:a_€aaQ:|a Ab:{@vQ}v

| o |0
L= lowd] 2=[5d].

We also employ collective notations A 4 for A%, I',, A, i.e. all components of V; save for V,.

(3.10)

10



Proposition 3.2. Relations read explicitly as:

[A%, T = —6:T, [T V,] = —PXA + 52N,
(A%, V] = 69V, (A%, A%y] = 09A°, — 6A%
) 0

ch - (chab)a_)\d )

G.11)
[vm vb] = _WdcabAcd - Cdabrd - (decab)

where P = (—g%g.p, + 026¢ + 626¢) and all other commutators vanish.

Note that vector fields are well-defined on the subalgebra of degree 0 functions where they co-
incide with the corresponding vector fields introduced in [[55]] while their analogues in the case of GR and
YM theory were discussed already in [S8]].

Note that functions of degree 0 are closed under the action of V,;. Moreover, on this subalgebra V,
form a representation of the extension of the conformal algebra o(D,2). More precisely, the extension,
where the Lorentz subalgebra is extended to a general linear algebra whose associated ghost variables are
C,°. Alternatively, if one sets to zero all the terms involving curvatures W and C, relations are just
the relation of this Lie algebra. That a Lie algebra and its module appears naturally can be understood from
the perspective of L..-algebra. More precisely, the fibre of our gPDE (FE..q, Q) (as well as that of (£, Q))
can be considered a formal ()-manifold and hence is equivalent to an L..-algebra. At the same tyme an
L-algebra whose associated ()-manifold has coordinates of degree 0 and 1 only, is known to describe
deformations of a Lie algebra and its module.

Proof. One reads off the commutation relations from the relation (3.3). For instance, let 7y, = [8%@, V).
Because gh(r,,) = —1 it acts nontrivially on the degree 1 coordinates only. Explicitly, one has
0 0 0 0
wCe? = VilCl = —V,C = ——=QC. =Wy, 3.12
Tab [85“’ b] aee b ea 8517@ ba ( )
C a a C (& C
rab)\ = a_faa_be/\ =C ba s ’l“ab)\ = ’l”abf =0. (313)
so that
0 0
ab — _Wdca a~ g Cca el 3.14
Tab b Cd bIe (3.14)
and hence
[va Vb] = [Qa rab] = _WdcabAcd - Cdabrd - (CQV\/dcab)i - (chab)i- (315)
’ oC.4 O\
The remaining relations are obtained in a similar way. [

3.3 Ideals and coordinates

In our studies of the boundary structures the following notion turns out to be useful:

Definition 3.3. Let (E,Q, T[1]X) be a gPDE equipped with a set of functions f, and a set of vector fields
V: € Vect(E). We define the ideal I"(f, V) C C*(E), n >0 to be the ideal generated by

Vi,.. Vi f* 0<k<n. (3.16)

We assume that I do not restrict the base space.ﬂ It is also useful to introduce 1°°(f, V') which is generated
by Vi, ... Vi, f*withk =0,1,2,....

3This can be formulated as the requirement that the image of the zero locus of I"(f, V) under the canonical projection
E— T[N X isT[1]X.

11



Note that I°(f, V') does not depend on V' and hence we also denote it as I°(f). There is a natural
filtration on I*°(f, V):
() cINf,V)CI*(f,V) C... (3.17)

Note that V;I™(f, V) C I"™TY(f, V).
If (E, Q) is the off-shell GR introduced above, we say that I"( f, D,,) is compatible if (Q—£*D,)I"(f, D,) C
I"(f, D,). Itis easy to check that if (Q — £D,)I°(f) C I°(f) then all I"(f, D,) are also compatible.

Proposition 3.4. Let f, € C*°(E), gh(f,) = 0 be such that (Q — £*Dy)I°(f) C I°(f) and r : Feq — E.
It follows

r*I"(f, Dy) = I"(r* f, V), (3.18)

where I"(r*f,V,) is the ideal in C*(F\cq) determined (in the sense of Definition by functions r* f¢
and vector fields V, = |Q, %]. Recall, that we assume that the coordinate system on E,.q in the degree 1

is fixed to be £, D%, X, Do\ pulled-back to E,eq.
Note that the condition of the statement is equivalent to requiring A, A%, I'* to preserve I°(f) C I°(f).

Proof. The statement is obvious for n = 0. For n = 1 we have
Qf =& Daf +1°(f). (3.19)
.0
Applying gr* to the above we get
b

Vyr*f =r*Dyf + IO(T*f), (3.20)

a%’ Qrf = %Qr* f which in turn employs gh(f) = 0. Equation (3.20) implies

that r*(I'(f, D,)) can be generated by r* f* and V,r* f* and hence the statement for n = 1.
Proceeding further by induction we assume that the statement holds for all z < N, i.e.

where we used V, f = |

Vi Vo™ f =1"Dy, ... Do f + L1 (rf, V), i<A. (3.21)

Applying D,, ... D, to (Q — £°D,)I°(f) C I°(f) and using D,Q = @QD, and D, 1" '(f,D,) C
I"(f, D,)) one has:

QDay ... Doy f — €Dy, ... Doy f € IN7V(f, Dy). (3.22)
Finally, applying JEn r* gives
Va,7* Dy ... Do f —7* Dy, ... Doy f € 7 IN7Y(f, Dy) (3.23)

which together with the induction assumption leads to
Vi, V™ f =1"Doy, ... Doy f + IV £, V), (3.24)
so that T*IN(f, Dy) = IV (r*f, V). O
Proposition 3.5. Let f, € C*(E), gh(f,) = 0 be such that (Q — £*Dy)I°(f) C I°(f). Then
Vo, Vo) I*(f, V) C I'(f, V). (3.25)

In particular, I°°(f,V,) is generated by V (4 .

“This defines % in the unambiguous way
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Proof. Let C™ denote all the degree 1 coordinates but £ and Ay, = [(%,LM, ()]. Note that [%, £V, =
—£ “[Waﬂh V.] preserves I™(f, V) because any vector field of degree —1 does so. It follows, A, preserves

the ideal as well because [5 9y, Q —£V,] clearly does. Finally, according to (3:11)), [V, V] is proportional
to Ay so that (3.23) and

Var -V, I"(f,Ve) = Vi . Vo) I"(f, Ve) + T, V) (3.26)
O
Corollary 3.6. Functions V 4)(r*Q2) can be taken as a part of a coordinate system on Fieq.

Indeed, because F,; is a bundle over F°*/ and the equivalent reduction r : E,.q — FE, does not
affect the fibres, 7*(D,)(2) are coordinates on the fibres of Eyeq — FEroy . Thanks to the restriction
of r*(I1*°(£2, D,)) to a fibre is isomorphic to the restriction of °°(r*(£2), V,) to the same fibre. Moreover,
thanks to Proposition [3.4| the ideals generated by 7*D(4)(€2 — 1) and V,yr*(2 — 1)) are the same and so
are their restrictions to a given fibre. This implies that V ,)7*() restricted to the fibre define a coordinate
system therein.

Using Proposition 3.4 we can also characterize more explicitly the pullback Z,cq to E,eq of the ideal Z,,
generated by constraints which, in turn, are determined by the Einstein equations. More precisely,

Corollary 3.7. On E..q we have:

*Gap = Vo Vpr* Q4+ r*(pgap), (3.27)
1
r'p = —EV“VGT*Q (3.28)
and hence
Trea = 7 (Za) = I°(r*S) U I®(r*Gup, V), (3.29)
Proof. To prove it is sufficient to observe that r*I', = r*F,, = 0 by the definition of F,.q and that
T*DCLD(,Q == VaVbr*Q. [l

It was shown in [55,/56]] that V(a1...akaak+1ak+z)c for k£ > 0 can be taken as coordinates on F,.q in the
sector of W variable. In fact this can be also inferred as a Corollary of Proposition 3.5 All in all we have
the following

Proposition 3.8. As coordinates on E,.q in the sector of degree 1 variables one can take £, C,% X\, Ay
pulled back to E\.q while in the sector of degree 0 one can take:

Gab » V(a1...akaak+1ak+2)c ) V(a) (T’*Q) ) k 2 0. (330)

In this coordinate system the action of Q) is determined by [Q,V,] = 0, r* 0 Q = Q o r*, relations (3.3),
and

QW aa = VW g — CeWhaa + Cp"WEeid + Co"Wheq + Cq" W pge (3.31)

and
Q(r Q) =V, (r* Q) + A(r*Q2) . (3.32)

Note that to determine explicitly the action of () in terms of this coordinate system it is useful to employ
relation (3.11). Recall that by some abuse of notations we systematically omit r* in the notations for degree
1 coordinates, e.g. £ in the above Proposition mean r*(£%), and denote by () the @) vector field on £ and
its restriction to E,.q as well. In what follows we also omit 7* in 7*(£2), and 7*(Gg), 7*S as we will not
employ coordinates on the initial £, D Fyeq.

Finally, starting from Q*C,” = 0 and Q?>)\, = 0 one can can obtain the following “Bianchi identities”:

v[avvbc]de - Cd[abgc]e + Ce[abgc]d = 07 v[aCbcd] - 07 (3.33)

where Cyq = —ﬁvawabcd. Thanks to these identities, we can express V(,)Wy.4e in terms of the co-
ordinates V(al...akaak 1a40)c INtroduced above. Equivalently, the algebra of functions on Fi.q can be
identified as the quotient of the algebra generated by ghosts and V(,)W.4. by the relations generated by
the V)-prolongations of the above Bianchi identities.
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4 Boundary system

4.1 Natural gPDEs on the boundary

Until now we studied gravity on the manifold X with or without boundary and have equivalently reformu-
lated it as a gauge PDE (E,cq, @, Zeq) subject to the additional condition 2 > 0. The important point is
that negative powers of {2 enter neither () nor the generators of Z,.q. This means that one can consistently
extend F..q by taking the range of {2 to be €2 > 0 rather than 2 > 0. In other words, from now on we add
the boundary at {2 = 0 to our total space E\.q and keep the same notation for it. More precisely, we assume
that X is a conformally compactified spacetime and > = 0.X is its boundary.

In this way we are in the setting of the general discussion of Section[2.2] In particular, restricting Eieq
to the interior of X and at the same time restricting to the interior of the fibres, i.e. requiring €2 > 0,
gives precisely the equivalent reformulation of GR on Int(X). At the same time the induced gPDE on the
()-corner (i.e. the -boundary of the restriction of F,.q to T'[1]X) is the gPDE that describes the boundary
structure.

Before passing to the gPDE on the boundary that describes the boundary structure it is convenient to
describe in some more details the pullback of (Eyeq, @, Zeq) to the boundary 7T'[1]X. This gPDE plays an
important technical role in our analysis and we denote it by (F, @, Z) in what follows. Let us stress that
this gPDE is defined over the boundary T'[1]X and the range of the fibre coordinate €2 is €2 > 0.

From now on we only encounter gPDEs defined over the boundary 7T[1]% and hence it is legitimate to
systematically exclude 7'[1]X from the notations. Moreover, unless otherwise specified, manifolds, bundles,
etc. are always bundles, usually Q-bundles, over T[1]X. For instance, a bundle 7 : £ — FE means that both
FE and E’ are bundles over T'[1]% and 7 respects the bundle structure. In addition, defining a coordinate
system on E we often do not explicitly mention coordinates originating form the base space as these are
always taken to be z*, 0, n = 0,... D — 2. Of course, the fibre coordinates are inherited from E,.q and
hence the notations are unchanged.

Because our aim is to study the gauge PDE induced by the conformal like GR on the boundary it is
useful to work in the basis adapted to this setup. More precisely, all the relations of the previous section
were invariant under the general linear transformations acting on all the coordinates with indices a, b, . . . as
the respective tensorsNow we want to treat one direction in the underlying linear space as the distinguished
one and introduce the adapted basis where the components of e.g. £ splitinto ¢ and ¢4, A =0,1,... D—2.
For any (coordinate) function f we denote (") = (V)" £, in particular f(°) = f. For the future use it is
convenient to introduce the decomposition of the ideals of the type described in which is adapted to the
decomposition £, €4, Let I°°(f, V) be an ideal generated by V,V,, ... f* and such that (Q—£°V,)I°(f) C
I°(f) then

N
Ik(fava) C[(k)(f7vA)7 [(N)(favA) EUIOO(f(l)avA} (41)
1=0

Indeed, [V, Vi) I*(f,V.) C I*(f, V.) and hence any generator of /*(f, V) can be represented as a linear
combination of generator of I*)(f, V 4) by taking all Vg, to the right.

Another ingredient we need in what follows is the degree —1 vector fields ) defined in E as

0 ) 0

™ = ady =[Va,...,[Va, 5 = 42
Va a VQ<8§‘1) [ Q) 7[ 93] aga“? Vg oga (4.2)

Note that VS()N) = 0if V> 0. It is also useful to define
DM = [Q,vM] = ad¥_(Va) = [Vag,...,[Va, V]| (4.3)

Vector fields DS can be used to represent [V, V 4]. More precisely,

>This can be naturally promoted to local gl(D)-symmetry but we do not need this now.
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Proposition 4.1.
Ve, Val = Z Dy (4.4)

where C'; = (e ), ; are the binominal coefficients.

Proof. Proved by induction starting from:
[V3,V4] = Va[Va, Vil + [V, ValVq = D + 2DV, 4.5)
N _ \N-1 i (N=i)7i :
Suppose [V, V4] =30, CyD, Vg fora given N. Then
VI, V4] = Vo[V, Vil + [Va, VAVY =
N-1 ' N-1 '
=Y DTIVL+ > DY IVt + DYV =
=0 i=0
N-1

N
=D\ + N (O + O DYTTIVE + (N + 1DV =Y 0 DYV @d6)

i=1 =0

It particular, for a general f € C*°(E) one has:

N-—1 N
VAVAf = Vaf™ + [V, Valf = Vaf®™ + 3 D0 =N "o pV0f0 . @)
=0 =

Finally, let us give the recursive formula for 1/1(4N):

0
VI(LXN) —(vg_lwchA + ( — 1)73 VN QCdQA) 80 A~y
VN + (N - 1)Vi—2C 0
1) dQAa)\d QQAa)\
N-1
N - _
+ ) Oh (Ve T Whaga + — 1 LoN-i2pd Cho i, N>1, 48)

=1

where P% = (—g%g,, + 5965 + 630¢).

4.2 Boundary GR

The induced gPDE on the boundary is the sub-gPDE of £ = i* F\eq, @ : T[1]X — T[1]X singled out by the
following boundary conditions:

Q=0, Q0N =0, (4.9)

along with the extra requirement V,{2 # 0. This is of course the realisation of the Penrose notion of
asymptotic boundary within the present approach. Conditions (4.9) single out the ()-boundary of the fibre
of £/ while V(2 # 0 ensures that {2 can be promoted to an eligible boundary-defining functionﬁ

®More precisely, if o is a solution to the off-shell gPDE (F,cq, Q) then this condition indeed ensures that o*(£2) has a
nonvanishing gradient at the boundary.
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It is also convenient to equivalently reduce the resulting gPDE by restricting to the subbundle 'z C E
singled out by (.9), V.2 # 0 and

00 = goq, Co — g™V QM + X =0,
Vi =0, Co?t — &V, VAQ =0,
02 — 0, g + gQﬂfaan(Q) =0, (4.10)

1
goa =0, Ca + —(8'V,V4Q) = 0.
gaa

The constraints listed in the right column are obtained by acting with ) on the ones in the left and then
using (4.9) and the left column. This equivalent reduction is the minor modification of that from [30] to
which we refer for further details. Let us note that £ reduced to Ez vanishes.

It is convenient to identify the resulting gPDE Ep as a ()-submanifold in £. More precisely, the algebra
of functions on Ep can be seen as a quotient of C*°(E') by the ideal X5 generated by the left hand sides of
(4.9), @.10). In other words, if b denotes the embedding b : Fp < F then K = ker b*.

4.3 Induced Einstein equations

We now recall that what we are interested in is not F/ or Kz but rather the sub-gPDE &€ C EFg C F
singled out by the restriction of Z to Ep, where Z originates from the Einstein equations. We denote by
K =ZUKpg C C>®(F) the ideal of functions vanishing on £ C E. This section is devoted to studying the
structure of K and identifying a suitable set of its generators.

It is convenient to introduce filtration components of K as follows:

KW — [(N)(Gab’ VC) U [0(5) UKp, “4.11)

where Kp denotes the ideal of functions on F vanishing on Eg C E. As (N) refers to (Vq)”, the
ideal I(© can be understood as K extended by the leading part of the Einstein equations in the sense of
near-boundary expansion. We have the following:

Lemma4.2.  [. Vector fields agiA’ # and a/\iB on E preserve K.
2. Q preserve K.
3. KO g generated by K g and the following functions:
Ve Vi, anQ? VuQ? Vi, ...Va.J%0p, gao— A, 4.12)

where JPcp = WBoqp, QW) = (Vo)*Q, and n > 0.

In the Lemma and in what follows we use the rescaled cosmological constant A defined as:

~ 2A
A= D-1)(D-2) (4.13)
: o _ 0 _ 0 1\ a4 — 0
Corollary 4.3. 1) and 2) immediate imply that V 4 = [Q’E)?‘]’ 'y = [Q, W] Ap = [Q, W]

preserve K.

o _0
85‘4 9 8CAB
vector fields preserve K modulo K because 1% (G, Vo) U I°(S) is generated by degree 0 functions.

Proof. To prove 1) let us note that and 8%3 are of degree —1 it is enough to show that these

"Note that in the standard AdS/CFT notation, [2 = — ,and thus A = —2.

2A
D-1)(D-2)
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In its turn Kp is generated by the left-hand sides of (4.9), (4.10). Acting on them by agiA one readily finds
that the result belongs to K. For instance,

0

agA(CQ —&v,QW ) = —v,00 € €O (4.14)
In a similar way one proves the statement for #, a,\iA'

To prove 2) we need to show that ) preserves K(°). Because () preserves K it is enough to check Q-

invariance of 1) (G, Vo)UI?(S) up to K p. First, a straightforward computation shows that V 4 preserves
K©. Then

QVaA, ...V G =Va, ...Va (QGh) (4.15)

In fact QG € K© because (Q—£2V,)Gye C I°(Gy.) and £2QM € K. Analogously, one has QS € K©)

To prove 3) let us first show that using the freedom of adding functions from Ky the generators of the
ideal 1(%(G}., V 4) can be brought to a simple form. Namely, using goa € Kp and Gy = V,VQ + gapp,
where p = —5(VoV9Q 4+ V,V4Q) one gets:

D-1
Vie)Gaa = Vo) (=50 - gQQV AVAQ) + K, (4.16)
VieyGaa = V) Val + K, (4.17)
Vie)Gas = Vie)(VaVsQ = L2 (Vo0 + VpVPQ)) + K (4.18)

Using the first equation in the last one and employing (3.11)), from which it follows that
[Vc, VAVA]Q = [Vc, VA]VAQ = WAbCAVbQ — CACAQ € Kp 4.19)
one finds that K(©) can be generated by K, S and

Va, ...V Q3 VY, VA VeQW V4 ...V, VeVeQ. (4.20)

n

Then we employ a version of Proposition [3.5]to show that generators (4.20) can be replaced with

Vi - Vay Q@ Vi, . Va Ve Vi, ... Va4, VeV, 4.21)

n

It turns out that the “hook™ component of the V(4)V 5 does not give new generators as

Va4, VE]QW = —Wequ5V.Q — CoapQ € Kp. (4.22)

In a similar way
[V, VBV = =WioupViQ — CoapQ = —Japc + K, (4.23)
giving the following addition generators: V4, ...V, ,J% 4 )c. [

The reason why the ideal K(©) turns out to be extremely useful is the following:

Proposition 4.4. Let f, € C*(E) be such that
(Q —&"Va)fa € I'(fa). (4.24)
Then
QIM(f,,Va) C I™M(f,, V1) UKD (4.25)

recall that I (f., V4) = UN (O, V.4, £ = (Vo) fa.
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In other words the ideals 1N)(f,, V4) are Q-invariant up to X(*) or, equivalently, @ is tangent to the
zero locus of I (f,, V1) UK®©,

Proof. Applying VY to (#24) gives:

QMY — 2 f N e IM(f,, V4). (4.26)
and hence
Qf™ € IM (£, V4) UK. (4.27)
Acting on this with V4, ... V4, and using the Corollary 4.3 we obtain
QVa, ...V, fM € IM(f,, V1) UK (4.28)
[

We now take into account the remaining components of the equations of motion, which are encoded in
KM N > 0. A direct consequence of Proposition 4.4|is that Q) ¢ K™, N >0. Also we have the
following important:

Theorem 4.5. (Subleading Einstein equations)
1. Vector fields VI(L‘N) defined on E by @2) preserve KN +1)

2. The ideal KN is generated by K9 and the following functions:

Ve @, Vie0hs”, <N, (4.29)
V(C)O;ng) (present for N > D — 1 only!). (4.30)
where
0 = VL(VPTpa),
O) = (D~ 3~ )T — IRV Vo e @30
Note that D1 = [V, Q] also preserves K™+ thanks to 1.
Proof. As the theorem is mainly technical, the proof is given in Appendix [A] O]

4.4 Off-shell boundary system

As a result of the previous sections, we obtain an infinite chain of ideals in C*°(F) associated with the
(7)-subleading orders of the Einstein equations:

0cKYDc...c KO it c...cK. (4.32)

According to Proposition 4.4] all these ideals are ()-invariant ideals. Consequently, we have a dual chain of
(-submanifolds of £

Es s EWD 4 BO s FO o B (4.33)

where £ is the zero locus of KV and & is the zero locus of the entire /. In other words, £ is the gPDE
induced on the boundary by the asymptotically AdS gravity. In what follows we denote as b; the embedding
of E@ into E.

It turns out that only E¥) with i < D — 3 are actually useful for our analysis. As for &, it is the zero
locus of non-linear constraints and we are going to treat it as a sub-gPDE of certain quotient of £(°~3),
Moreover, this quotient turns out to be an off-shell gPDE and hence simplifies a lot the analysis of the
field theory described by £. In particular, the explicit form of the equations of motion encoded in £ can be
derived systematically.

As a first step, we provide a more detailed description of E(°). Recall that £ is a sub-gPDE in E
singled out by the leading-order Einstein equations:
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Proposition 4.6. For D > 5, as a coordinate system on E°) one can take the following functions on E
{e8, C% A, A7, V@Y gpe, ViyWPepe, ViyThe, |AIZ0,N>0}  (434)

pulled back to E©). Here by : E© < FE and we use the notations f(N) = ng, Tsc = Wagac. Moreover,
by T ](3]\9 , N >0 are trace-free.

Note that Lemma H implies that the vector fields 8%4, # and 5,;\% are tangent to £) C F for all
t > 0. In particular, V4, = [%, Q)] is tangent to £(*) and we keep denoting its restriction to £ by V 4.
The coordinates in the degree-0 sector are generated by V(4 applied to the basic coordinates and hence the
structure of () is substantially simplified.

Proof. The ghost degree one sector is obtained directly as the pullback of the ghost degree one coordinates
from F and taking into account that functions £, 0o, C 4%, \q belong to K and hence vanish on E(©),
Analogously: b5gaa = 0, bjgaa = A.

As for the (2-sector, notice that using Proposition we can replace coordinates {V (2} on E with
{VyQ™ | N >0}. Furthermore, Lemmaimplies that {V (4, V(1) QW, V(4)Q?} belong to L@,

In the curvature sector, things are somewhat trickier. To begin with, note that using the symmetries
of the Weyl tensor, we can parametrize {Wpeca} as {Wapcp, Jasc, Tap}, where Japc = Wapac and
Tis = Waaan. Next, recall that Bianchi identities have the form

V[avvbc]de - Cd[abgc]e + Ce[abgc]d =0 (4.35)

and that Cyey = — 55 VoW s Then we explicitly spilt the indexes into 2, A and work up to the ideal
I(gaa) C Kp generated by go 4. Note that 1(gqa) is V,-invariant. If three indexes are € then all the terms
in (4.33) vanish identically. For one Q-index a = 2 we have

VoWgepe = VeJpec — Vedpes + 6Cpjasgoe — 6Crapgap (4.36)
where in view of Cy.q = —ﬁvawabcd
Caap = ;(VATAB) + 1(gaa),
D-3
Caon = 5 (8T + VeI as) + I(g0a), @37)
Capc = — ! (QQQJS};C + vDVVDABC) + I(gaa)-

D -3

Note that upon substituting the expression for the Cotton tensor into (4.36), the right-hand side of this
relation does not involve VoW 4 5 p and can be interpreted as its expression in terms of the other variables.
Similarly, in the case where two (2-indexes are present we have

Vadape = VaTse — VeTac + 6Cauapgac — 6Cerangan ; (4.38)
giving
D—14

D—-3 VoWPcup + 1(gaa) - (4.39)

Vadapc = VaTsc — VBTac + 6Cqapgac +

D -3

For D > 5 this allows us to express VqJape in terms of the other variables. Note that since V, preserves
the ideal I(gqn4), we can proceed analogously for all V4V W gcp and V() VY Jape with N > 1.

The remaining part of the Bianchi identities can be employed to express all components in terms of the
following symmetrized ones: V A)WB oype and V4)J B o)p- Finally, according to Lemma we have
Viay..and B o)p € KO so that we indeed arrive at the desired coordinates in the curvature sector.

The vanishing of the trace of b[’ngé) directly follows from the tracelessness of the original W’ and
the fact that go4 € K. O
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From now on we restrict our general considerations to the case D > 5, treating the case D = 4 separately
in Section Theoremﬁ implies that b7 is generated by V(C)bSOfLXDf?’) and

ViUt Vi) (D=3 = )T — jA0GVE 'V dena) 520, (4.40)

Comparing this with the coordinates on £©) given in Proposition we see that these generators (except
for the second one with j = D — 3) can be solved with respect to 7' j{g. Strictly speaking, one should
also make sure that b3V, 'V Jopa does not depend on b T 1&%. Although this fact is almost evident from
a straightforward counting of the number of Vg and V4 acting on the Weyl tensor, the rigorous proof
requires a technically involved computation of JX]\;)C, which is presented in the Propositionin Appendix.

Explicitly solving these “simple” equations from K we arrive at:

Definition 4.7. Let us call E the subbundle of E(O) singled out by
VN2 =0, V(D —3— )T, —jAVE 'VPpes) =0 j#D—-3,N>0 (441)

pulled back to E©). The embedding E — E is denoted by band for any function f on E we define ]/C\E b* f.
As a fibre coordinate system on E we use

&8, T N AP, Gse, VinyWPepyg, VayTee, Al =0, (4.42)

where Tig = vT D 9,

Note that from the tracelessness of the original W%,.; and the fact that by definition of E we have
T jfg = 0, it follows that W4 g p is traceless. R

There is an important subtlety to be clarified here: strictly speaking, £ is not a ()-submanifold in E©)
since () preserves only the whole ideal bj/C. However, there is a natural ()-structure on E and this is
precisely the one employed in defining the coordinates (4.42)) through V 4. It can be constructed as follows:
as a first step, we pass from E(© to its sub-gPDE EP~3) by restricting to the zero locus of b5k (P~3), which
is a ()-subbundle. As the second step, we note that the following coordinate functions

&8 Cs% A AP gme, VioWPepe,  VayTee D, |A]>0 (4.43)

restricted to £(°~3) form a subset of the coordinates therein. Moreover, one can verify the subalgebra of

functions generated by this subset is closed under (). For all coordinates except V (4)T’ é%_?’) this follows
directly from the bp_s-pullback of the Q-action on E given in (3.3)), (3.31). The case of the Q-action on

leg ¥ s technically more involved and relies on the results proved in the Appendix, see Propositions [B .

and It follows, £(°~3) is a Q-bundle over E' which is identified as a manifold whose algebra of
funct10ns is generated by (4.43) restricted to E®=3)_ Moreover, E is a section of E(°~3) — E’ and hence
E®=3) and E’ are dlffeomorphlc and in this way E acquires the ()-structure. More geometrically, E(D 3)
can be considered as a bundle over E by taking as the projection the composition of the projection to E' and
the section map E' — E. Then the ()-structure on Eis Just the projection that on E(®=3)_In other words,
Qf =1 (Qﬂ' f) forany f € C>*(E ) where i denotes the embedding of E — E(D 3) and 7 be a projection
E®-3) _ E. The way it is defined guarantees that the restriction of such () on E to & C E coincides with
the restriction of Q on E(P=3) to £ ¢ EP~3) Tt follows that implicit gPDE (E Q, I) where 7 = b*T is
just a way to define the desired gPDE (€, ). Note that »T = bK.

In order to perform concrete computations on E we need an efficient way to transfer the structures
from E to E. If E were a (Q-submanifold of £ that would have been straightforward. But it is not and a
more elaborated technique is in order. Namely, we identify a subalgebra of functions on £ such that their
restrictions to F is a Q-map. We call f € C*®(E) E-projectable if its restriction to £(P~3) is constant along
the fibres of E(°~3) or, equivalently can be obtained as a pullback from E by the projection E(°—3) — E

8The idea here is the same as in the definition of observable is the context of gauge systems. We require the restrictions of
f to a submanifold (1st class constrained surface in the Hamiltonian approach or stationary surface in the Lagrangian one) to be
invariant under the distribution therein (gauge distribution). This can be made precise by picking any smooth extension of the
vertical distribution on E(P~3) to E. Then the projectable functions are those annihilated by the distribution modulo functions
vanishing on E(P~3) i.e. precisely the observables from the gauge system perspective.
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Examples of E-projectable functions include (.43) as well as TAJE , J A]j\éc for N<D — 3. A simple
criterion: the restriction of a function to £(°) does not depend on TA QW+ with N> D — 2.

Given a vector field tangent to E(D 3) and such that its restriction to E(°~3) is projectable, it auto-
matically preserves the subalgebra of E- -projectable functions and hence defines a vector field on Eina
canonical way. We shall refer to such vector fields on £ as E- -projectable and will denote their restriction
to £ by the same symbol. Note that if f € C*®(F)and V € Vect(E) are E- -projectable, then we have
V f =0V f. In particular, () on FE is like that and indeed induces () on E in this way i.e. b* restricted to
E- -projectable functions is a ()-map. Also, if a ghost degree —1 vector field Y is tangent to E(P=3) then it
is automatically tangent to £ C E”~3)_ since the relations defining this submanifold are degree 0. Conse—
quently, the corresponding (-exact vector fields [Q), Y] are E- projectable It then follows from Lemma
and Theoremthat the vector fields on F,eq V4, 'z, A%p, and ) " ), N<D —4,are E- projectable, and
we will use the same notation for their restrictions to . R

As we have just seen the action of () on coordinate functions pulled back to £ can be computed
on EP~3) which in turn can be computed on E. Applying this procedure to (3:3) and (3.31) and using
relations (4.10) and Lemma[4.2] we find that

Qisc = Cp*Gac + Cc'Gpa + 22\gse,
- o~ 1~y

QAP = M0y + éfAfoCBAc,

NN, QP =G,
AQ é; AA QfA Aﬁ :1A o (444)
QCRY = CpACA% + Apc¥ — \%p + 5%/\A§A + égAé\DWCBAD

QWCgap = gEvEWCBAD - aECVVEBAD + aBEWCEAD+
GAE\/N\CBED + 6DEW\CBAE .

Note that thanks to [V 4, Q)] = 0, the above coordinates along with the V 4-prolongations of W5 CDE are
closed under @), i.e. the action of () does not involve the remaining coordinates V Aﬂ]gc. Moreover, the
underlying ()-manifold (whose algebra of function is generated by the above coordinates) coincides with

that describing the conformal geometry (see Proposition 3.1]; of course the lowercase indices are to be
replaced by the uppercase ones). If we denote by (E<"/ Q) the respective gPDE we have:

Proposition 4.8. (E , Q) is a Q-bundle over (E“™ | Q). The fibre coordinates on this bundle are, of course,
A Tse

On top of having a relatively simple structure, (E , @) has an additional very attractive feature of being
off-shell, as we going to demonstrate explicitly in Section From the above analysis it follows that £

is the zero locus of the ideal Z = b*Z, generated by V()0 D 9 ,V(C)OEL‘D_?’) pulled back to E. In what
follows we use the notations:

1 ~ ~
Opp = _mb*(o/ﬁg N =V eps,  Oa=b(00 ) =0 VE3VPTs,. (445)

These functions are well-defined as pullbacks of functions from E, but it is not entirely obvious what they
are in terms of coordinates on £. For this, it will be necessary to introduce a certain calculus, which is
the subject of the next section. Using this calculus, in Section [5.2] we show that O 45 corresponds to the
Fefferman-Graham obstruction tensor.

It is obvious that E the zero locus of 7 coincides with €. As an implicit gPDE what we are interested in

is (E,Q,7).

Although their explicit form is not known to us yet, we can already make some general statements:

Proposition 4.9. On E we have
O =0, VAO0u=0, T',0p5=—AD—3)O5 (4.46)

where Ty = [a%’ Q.
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Proof. The tracelessness condition for O 4p follows directly from together with the fact that J Ao
is traceless (which, in turn, follows from W*%,,. = 0). R

The divergence-free condition is obtained by simply applying b* to the formula (A.24)) that appeared in
the proof of Theorem[.5] In fact, the origin of this equation can be traced back to the Noether identities for
the Einstein equations.

The last formula follows directly from the Proposition [B.3| proven in the appendix. O]

The first one, as we will see later, is simply the usual divergence-free condition for the obstruction
tensor. The second can be interpreted as the statement that the gauge invariance of Op requires imposing
Oap =0. R

To anticipate a little, functions V(O 4p are constant along the fibres of £ — E™f and hence de-
termine functions on the base £/, It follows they define a ()-submanifold £/ (or more precisely a
Q-subbundle, if we view E“"/ as a bundle over T[1]X) of E«*/. As we are going to see shortly, this
subbundle is precisely the obstruction gPDE, e.g. conformal gravity at the level of equations of motion for
D =5.

Moreover, functions V()04 restrict fibre coordinates V (¢)Tap only. All in all this means that the
gPDE induced on the boundary is itself a bundle over £ conf More precisely, it is a subbundle of the initial
bundle £ — E<"/ pulled back to £°"/ C E<"/ . In the case of D = 5 this system describes the conserved
energy-momentum tensor 74p, as we discuss in more details in the next Section.

4.5 Boundary calculus

Although we have obtained a certain description of the boundary gPDE as (E , Q, 7 ), it is very implicit for
the moment. For instance, we do not know the explicit form of the generators V (yO4 and V (¢)O4p of
7 in terms of the coordinates on E. It turns out that the action of () on the coordinates and the constraints
themselves can be expressed in terms of the following functions

T, T8, 0<N<D-4 (4.47)
and vector fields )
N

D,

defined on E. Moreover, these can be explicitly found in terms of the coordinates on E via a certain
recursive procedure. In what follows we refer to the above system as to boundary calculus.

The important technical tool that allows one to represent the objects like O 4 = b*Vg VAT, p in terms
of the boundary calculus is the following:

Proposition 4.10. Let f be a E—projectable function on Eand N < D — 4. Then

0KNLD—4 (4.48)

)

N N-1
PVNVAf =Y CRD\ I FD = v, f 4 3 oY F, (4.49)
=0 i=0
Proof. Follows immediately f P iti ) — F-proj
. y from Proposition 4.1| and the fact that D}, * for N < D — 4 are E-projectable
and hence b*DﬁlN) = DI(LXN) b*. [

Note that an analogous formula holds for all NV if, insteadAof E , one induces on the on-shell gPDE £.
With the help of this simple Proposition we can express b*VY V 4 f in terms of the boundary calculus

and the “subleadings” ]/C\(i) = /b\*(VQ>Z f. In particular, constraints O, and O4p given by {#.43) take the
form{’}

D—5
Oap =VIG +3 ¢ DO (4.50)
=0
D—4 ‘
Oa=VTac+ Y Ch yDPT3ICTY, 4.51)
=1

%In the second formula we have already taken into account that the term with i = 0 vanishes thanks to ([#.8) and fgg =0.
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In what follows we refer to O 45 and O 4 as to the symbols of the equations of motion for the the boundary
system. This is natural because, as we are going to see in Section if o is a solution to gPDE (EA? , Q) then
it is determined by the unconstrained fields parametrizing leading and subleading boundary values. This
means that 0*(O4p) = 0 and 6*(O4) = 0 are differential equations on o, ensuring that ¢ is a solution to
the boundary system , i.e. to the gPDE (E Q, Z)

As for the ()-structure on E its action in the conformal geometry sector (the base of E — Eeont )
was already determined and is given by (4.44)) so the only nontrivial computation is the action of () on the
coordinate function 745. We have the following slightly general statement:

Proposition 4.11. On E we have

QT = AV AT + CpATY) + CATYY) + MTLTE) — NATE), N<D-3 (4.52)
where
LTG0 — XS dy DR+ NRG + T, N<D-3 (4.53)
=0

where dt, = C4(N — 1 —1i).

The proof is based on the useful formula

N-2
V[PV =AY dy DNV 4+ NP VYT (AgPOAY — APg),  N<D-2  (454)
=0

and is placed in Appendix [B]
The above discussion confirms that all we need to know is the boundary calculus on E. We now turn to
the recursive construction of the boundary calculus:

Theorem 4.12. (Boundary calculus) The system ™ AB @{;C , DAN) on E satisfy the following relations
~ NA -~
T = ="V 'V ape), OSNSD -4,
by (4.55)
Tve = mb*ngl(VATBc —VpTac), 2<N<D—4,
and
1 N—
DY f = (—JW-DP A + —— TOC,DN 29 1< N<D—4. (4.56)
A ( D AN Z: )

Moreover,
~ 1 — ~
‘71(4030 =0, ‘71(411_210 = AvaWDCAB = —ACcus, T =0, PV =v,, @457

and all the higher order Jgj)gc, Tg)c, Dg) are recursively determined by the above relations where each

expression of the form b*N YV 4 f is evaluated as

N
VAVAf =) DY IO (4.58)

=0

and the action of I' y on fgg is given by (4.53).

23



Proof. The formula for T f(fl\;) is a direct consequence of the definition of E, see Definition The proof
of the formula for :TX\QC follows from the technically involved Proposition placed in the Appendix.
Similarly, in Proposition the formula for V;N) is proven, from which the formula for DgN) directly
follows. Finally, to prove the iterativity of the proposed procedure, it is important to note that the action
of A5 and I'c on functions in C>(E) can be computed from the action of ) on the coordinates given in

@44, @52). O

Remark 4.13. It follows from the proofs in Appendix[Bland Appendix [Clthat formulas ({.53), @.54), {4.55)
and remain valid for higher N as well, but in this case only modulo the ideal T (which in fact means
that they hold on the on-shell gPDE £ C E). We do not need this fact in studying gravity and Yang-Mills,
but it becomes important for the analysis of the extended GIMS equations in Section[6.2]

Corollary 4.14. Functions
T4y Jape, DSVTES, DYVTGly,  M+LSN (4.59)

are Typ-independent for N < D — 4 and hence are functions pulled back from E<™ by E — E°f In
particular, the submanifold £ C E™ singled out by V(c)Oagp is a sub-gPDE.

In this sense the boundary calculus as defined above can be defined solely in terms of the conformal
geometry and hence can be considered in the conformal geometry setup. The functions Tf(f]? for N<D—-4
are closely related to what Graham in [59] reffered to as extended obstruction tensors.

Corollary 4.15. The gPDE & induced on the boundary (i.e. a sub-gPDE of E singled out by 7 ) is a
Q-bundle over the gPDE £,

Indeed, the remaining constraints V(C) O 4 do not restrict the base and hence define a subbundle of E
pulled back to £/, We can conclude that the boundary system can be seen as the conformal geometry
subject to some conformal invariant equations arising form O 45 together with the “matter-like” field T4 5
subject to equations arising from O 4.

Another simple consequence of the above theorem is:

Proposition 4.16. For any odd integer v such that 1 <1< D — 4 we have:
T4, =0, DP=0, Jizd=0. (4.60)

The proof is relegated to the Appendix

5 Boundary structure of gravity

After having developed boundary calculus for asymptotically AdS GR let us now have a close look at the
gauge theory induced on the asymptotic boundary. The case of even and odd dimensional boundary are
quite different and we treat them separately.

5.1 Odd-dimensional boundary

Now we discuss the case where the boundary dimension d = D — 1 is odd and assume d > 3. Let us first
discuss the case d = 3, which we have excluded since Proposition 4.34]

Proposition 5.1. For d = 3 the boundary gPDE E can be described in terms of fibre coordinates

?7 C’\Bca /):a XB) /g\BC7 v((A)j\(l)lBC)Da V(A)ECa |A| =0 (51)
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where Tpc = E*Tlg%, the action of Q) is

Qisc = Cp"Gac + Cc'Gpa + 2/):2]\30’
QNP =207 + %gAgcj(l)AcB,
QA =8"\a, Q€8 =¢"C,y" (5.2)
QCC = CpACs + Ap€C — X5 + 6GAAE"
QIpen =6V adptp +Cp Tibp + Co Tiap + Co™ Tl
QTpe =V aTse + CTac + Co*Ta — XTae
and we have O 5 =0, Og = VAT 5.

Proof. The main difference here is that in this dimension the Bianchi identities, as follows from (4.39),
do not fix J gg p- However, by substituting two indices (2 into V[,C?.y) = 0, we observe that V| A)JX?C’
N > 2, are still determined by the Bianchi identities. Furthermore, from the algebraic symmetries of the

Weyl tensor we have that in dimension d = 3 bgWB cpe = 0. Therefore, using Cupc = —VgWe4pc, we
find that

Capc = —ANT5ly (5.3)
which leads to the formula for QXB . The computation for Q7 45, QJJ(B% p» and O 4p is straightforward. [

Note that again all coordinates except for V(4745 can be interpreted as coordinates on the base of
the ()-bundle E — Eeond , where the action of () on E®"/ coincides with the formulas given for the
BRST complex of three-dimensional conformal geometry in [55], with jg%c playing the role of the three-
dimensional Cotton tensor.

For a general odd-dimensional boundary, we have:

Proposition 5.2. For d odd the boundary gPDE E introduced in Section m is such that:
1. Oy =0
2. TaATge =0
3. 04 =V5Tpa

Proof. Of course, the case d = 3, as has been shown, satisfies this, and therefore we will prove it for d > 3.
First of all, Theorem 4.12]and Proposition [5.2] implies:

D—-5 _ ~ ~
mﬁgc}) = bV (VaTse — ViTac) = 0" (Vg ", ValTee — [V§ °, V] Tac) (54

Because D > 5 by the assumption, Proposition together with (4.58) implies ﬂ%gl) = 0. Using this
together with, again, Proposition (4.16), we obtain

Opc = VAT 4+ 0 VE* VA Jape = 0. (5.5)

Similarly, we have

D-5
CaToe =AY dh oD Tge +(D = 9A(inc + Tics”) =0
1=0
D—4 ‘
Oa=VTac+ Y Ch yDP T, = VOT.

=1

(5.6)
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Because O 4 vanishes identically the gPDE induced on the boundary simply describes conformal ge-
ometry with an additional “energy-momentum tensor” 7, subject to the equations of motion emerging
from the constraint Oy = VBT54 and its V¢ prolongations. More precisely, the induced boundary gPDE
is a subbundle of £ — E°™/ singled out by O, and its prolongations.

Moreover, the induced boundary gPDE is a vector bundle over £/ because QT is linear in VieyTas
as is easily seen from Proposition d.I1] In particular, a zero section of this vector bundle is the conformal
geometry gPDE £/ itself. In particular,

Proposition 5.3. For d odd, the following functions and vector fields on E
T e, DYV izo0, (5.7)
vanish at the zero section of E — Eeonf ,i.e. at VieyTap = 0.

The composition of the zero section with b realizes £ as a (-submanifold in F.

5.2 Even-dimensional boundary

This case is more interesting. Before describing the structure of the boundary gPDE in this case, let us give
a couple of low-dimensional examples:

Example 5.4. In the case of D = 5 one has
Oap=ABag, Oa=V"Tpa, (5.8)

where §BC = vVAC BCA is the “symbol of Bach tensor”. Namely, solutions of E* seen as a gPDE are
parametrised by configurations of a metric on X along with the choice of local frame. When pulled back
by such a solution, Bgc becomes a Bach tensor of the metric. More detailed discussion of the explicit form
of the underlying equations is given in Section[5.3] Furthermore,

QTpc = gAVA'EBC + aBAﬂC + 60A779A — QKQ/):A(GCAB + GBAC) — 2/):7790 (5.9)

which defines gauge transformations of the field T,p. To above assertions are checked by direct computa-
tions:

Oc = VATac + b V3, VA Tue = VATac,

~ SN . (5.10)
Opc = VAf(A%C +b*[Va, VA Japc = VAj,%c = —AVACcap = ABpc,,

where we made use offg)c) =0, Dy =0, and :]:(4%0 — —ACcap, see Eqs. @57) and @I6). The only
nontrivial part of the QT g computation is:

TuTse = AVATS, + 28 (T + T ) = —2A%(Cous + Cpac) - (5.11)

In other words, for D = 5 the boundary gPDE describes Bach-flat geometry (conformal gravity), together
with the “subleading” (that corresponds to the boundary energy-momentum tensor in the AdS/CFT context)
Tsc satisfying the conservation condition. Note, however, that V 4)Tpc = 0 is in general not a sub-gPDE
of the boundary gPDE, i.e. () is not tangent to it, — as follows from the fact that I s Tgc is not zero in general
(though it may vanish if an additional condition on the background is imposed). Of course boundary gPDE
is a bundle over £ and hence E“" can be recovered as the quotient of the boundary gPDE by the
fibres.

Proposition 5.5. For D = 7 one has:
3 . _ N P PN
Opc = QAZ(VAVABBC +2Wpoap B 4+ 2Cc*PCpap — 4CP p*Cacp),
OB — VB7-BCa (512)
T 4Tpe = 6A°(3VaBpe — VBac — VeBag).
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Proof From Proposition we have DS) = Df’) =0, JABC = JABC = T](;g = T](;g = T(C) = 0, and
that J ) ase = —ACeap. Also, analogously to the previous example, using (4.55), we obtain TA 5= = A?B AB-
It follows from (4.50) and the formulas above that:

Ope = VAT o +3D@ATY (5.13)
Using Theorem we obtain
3 3
vATE. _—va*vg(vATBC — VpTac) = (VAVATBC VA V5| TY) = 1o

3 . _ . N
= §A2<VAVABBC + WpeapBP — 2AQCDAB(CCDA + Capc)

where, in the last term, we used Proposition , from which I' Dﬁ(fc) = —27\2(60 DA T C ADC)-

POATY _FID ANE FH 21AT<2>|A o) (5.15)
o~ o~ o~ o~ A~ 1 A~ —~
= A*(—=C*PpCoap — C*PcCpap + §BADWDCAB) (5.16)
where we have also made use of I'AC BCD = WA pop- Substituting these results (5.13), together with the

Bianchi identity for the Cotton tensor, yields
3~ ~ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
Opc = §A2(VAVABBC -+ QWDCABBAD + QCCADCBAD — 4CDBACACD). (5.17)

This is precisely the formula for the Fefferman-Graham obstruction tensor in six dimensions, up to correc-
tions by the Schouten tensor which, as we shall see in Section[5.3] arise on the solution space of the gPDE.

Next, using (4.30),

Ox = VETpa + C2DPIBTS) (5.18)
1 ) A~
D(2)|BT jTl |D BT( ) + Q_KT( )BFDTgA ASCBD B D — A3 BD (CADB + CBDA) =0.
(5.19)
Finally, Proposition 4.11] yields
TuTse = 6AV AT + 4N (TS + T25) = 6A%(3V 4Bpe — VsBac — Ve Bag), (5.20)
where we used JABC —b*V2 2(VaTpe — VpTac) = KQ(VAEBC — VBﬁAC). O

The general situation is described by:

Proposition 5.6. For d even, E describes conformal geometry with an additional field Tsp subject to the
equations of the following structure:

(VaV) T B +--- =0, (5.21)
D—-4 R

VAT + Y Ch_yD 2 IT0, — 0. (5.22)
=0

The first equations is 74 p-independent and determines a Fefferman-Graham obstruction of the boundary
conformal structure to extend to a formal solution to the bulk Einstein equations near the boundary. The
second equations is a generalised conservation condition satisfied by the subleading 7.
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Proof. Only the first formula needs to be proved. Since the conformal-geometry sector is generated by
the action of V4, it admits a natural filtration which, roughly speaking, counts the number of derivatives
(this interpretation will be precisely valid on the solution space of the gPDE). In the present proof we will
monitor only the leading order with respect to this filtration and everything below will be denoted by .. ..
The case D = 5 was already analyzed and is excluded. For D > 5 from Theorem {4.12] we have (here
2<NKD —4):

N _ N v v
VAT e = mvf‘b*vg*(wmc —VgTac) = m(vAvAng DoAY T+

(5.23)
We can rewrite
VAVETE Y = vpvAT Y 4 (WA, VT Y = vpvATS Y+ (5.24)
But it follows from the proof of Theoremthat the divergence VAT (Y, ) = — SNt oi  pWV-1-9lA7l)
and hence it itself belongs to lower-order corrections. Consequently,
VAT, N gy, ey 5.25
he = N1 Alpe "4 (5.25)

Using the formula for ﬁ({;) from Theorem , we conclude that (here o< denotes equality up to a nonzero
coefficient)

T BV IVA e = VAT 4 o VAV T2 (5.26)

It follows that
Ope = VATD D 4 VAVLTE™ 4o o (VAV)P T 4 (5.27)
This procedure continues until (depending on the dimension) it terminates at ff(ﬁ% x B AB- ]

Finally, similarly to Proposition we have that:

Proposition 5.7. For d even, the following functions and vector field on E
T, Tie, DY, ixo. (5.28)

vanish at zero locus of

5.3 Solution space of the boundary theory

The on-shell boundary GR is describe by the gPDE (£, () obtained in the previous Section and it encodes
the equations of motion and gauge transformation of the underlying system in the usual way, i.e. o is a
solution if dy o 0* = 0" o (), see Section [2| However, this condition typically contains an infinite number
of equations on the components of o and in this form is not very useful in practice. It is much preferable to
work in terms of E which is almost as simple as a jet-bundle. More precisely, if we eliminate the metric
gap and the symmetric part of Cp° 5"~ then solutions of E are 1:1 with normal Cartan connections describing
the conformal geometry along with the unconstrained conformal field 745 defined on this background. In
the field-theory terminology we are talking about the off-shell system. At the same time, keeping the metric
alive turns out to be very convenient and corresponds to describing the same data in terms of not necessary
orthonormal frame and, in particular, in the coordinate frame.

10Note that for 2i + 1 < D — 4, these functions and vector fields vanish exactly, as follows from Proposition
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To be more precise let us concentrate on the sector of conformal geometry described by E<*/. The
action of () is determined by (#44) which we again list hereT}

Qzc = CpGac + Cc'Gra + 22Gne,
QNP =207 + %EAECGBA07
QA=E&"0, Q€7 =E"Cy" .
QCC = CpCaC + Ap€° — X5 + 62%?‘ + %EA?W\CBAD
QW\CBAD = é\EvEW\CBAD - aECWEBAD + C\BEWCEAD+
6AEW\CBED + aDEW\CBAE )

and [Q, V4] = 0. We introduce a specal notation for the frame field parametrizing configurations for £4:
et = et = el on,

Analysing the gauge transformations with parameters associated to ghosts C* 3 one finds that any con-
figuration of e ( ) can be locally gauge fixed to e p = 6A, where 1 is a base index. Moreover, this
completely ehmlnates the gauge freedom associated to C' AB Of course, this gauge choice simply corre-
sponds to passing to the coordinate frame. In the same way analysing the gauge freedom associated to h\ A
ghosts, one finds that the field o ()\) can be set to zero. In what follows we actively use this gauge and
call it “metric-like”. In this gauge gap(x) = 0*(gap) becomes a tensor field on X naturally interpreted as
metric. Similarly, slightly abusing notation, we will drop the hat when passing to the solution space and
TAB(ZE) = 0'*7;;3.

Note that an alternative interpretation of £°°*/ is based on Cartan geometry while the resulting formu-
lation of the underlying gauge-field theory is usually refereed to as frame-like one in the literature. This
is constructed by setting gap(z) = nap, where 745 is the constant Minkowski metric, by exploiting the
gauge freedom encoded in the symmetric part of C'4Z. In this gauge the spectrum of ghosts precisely cor-
responds to the conformal algebra o(D — 1, 2) and the respective 1-form is to be identified with the Cartan
connection encoding the conformal structure, i.e. the o(D — 1,2)-valued 1-form whose curvature is re-
stricted by (5.29)). In addition one typically uses an additional gauge where A = 0. In particular, in this case
w¢ pap 1s identified with the Weyl tensor in the frame-like formulation of conformal geometry.

Working in the “metric-like” gauge e, = 67! (i.e. o*€4 = 94) and \ = 0, we introduce a notation for

ghost degree 1 coordinates on E C': ¢*C! = CI 508. The equation dxo* A = o*Q\ implies:
-] (5.30)
In a similar way, dxo*4 = 0* Q&4 implies
Cia® ) = 0. (5.31)
Furthermore, dxo0*gap = 0*(QQgap can be rewritten as
dcgap = Ca”\cgps + CB"\c9ap , (5.32)
together with (5.31]), giving
Cu”1c =T5c[gl, (5.33)

where I'G ;[g] are the Christoffel symbols constructed from the metric gap(z) = 0*Gap.
Considering next equations d xo*C' 3¢ = 0*QCg° one finds
1

50@0 BAD. (5.34)

Tn this section, we restrict ourselves to the case D > 5; the case D = 4 can be carried out in exactly the same way and uses
the action of @ given in (5.2).

3[AF D|B =T¥% [AF E+)\B|[A5 )\CHAQD]B-i-
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where we made use of (5.33). Introducing the Riemann curvature of the Levi-Civita connection I the above
equations can be rewritten as

RCBAD[g] = O'*/WCBAD + 2)\3‘[14(5%] — QAC‘[AQD]B. (5.35)

This expression is the standard decomposition of the Riemann tensor in terms of the Schouten and Weyl
tensors and implies that WPBeap lg] = o*WBsap is indeed the Weyl tensor of the metric gap(x), while
A4 is the Schouten tensor (up to a numerical factor). Indeed, taking a trace gives

Rpplg] = (2= d)App — X agpp (5.36)
which is the standard rewriting of the Ricci tensor in terms of the Schouten tensor and means
Aajp = —Pagly, (5.37)
where P4p[g] is the Schouten tensor built from the metric. Then equation d XO'*/): A= J*Q/)\\ A gives
2V{,Pryc = —0"Cous, (5.38)

where V¢ is the usual Levi-Civita covariant derivative. This is the standard expression of the Cotton tensor

Ceoaglg] = a*a(; p through the Schouten tensor.

Finally, by considering the equations involving coordinates V(C)W\D Apc one finds that they simply
determine the respective fields in terms of the derivatives of the metric. In other words, "/ describes the
unconstrained conformal geometry on the boundary.

Remark 5.8. The above discussion is a particular explicit realisation of the general feature of gPDE ap-
proach that the metric-like and frame-like formulations of a given theory can be unified and, moreover,
the frame-like formulation can be systematically derived starting from the metric-like. This is achieved by
considering the jet-bundle BV formulation of the metric-like system as a gauge PDE and taking its max-
imal equivalent reduction (often called minimal model), giving the frame-like formulation of the system.
In the case of conformal geometry this path is explained in [30,57]. The general procedure can be found
in [36,53,154], see also [60]. In the linearised setup the construction of was already in [37|]. Having said
this, let us stress, however, that what we highlight now is that the metric-like formulation is also naturally
encoded in the slight extension of the minimal model extended by gap and the symmetric part of the ghosts
C4B.

Now we get back to the entire E and observe that the analogous considerations also apply to the sector
of V(¢)Tap. Because in this sector the ghost variables are absent, there are no additional gauge symmetries
while the equations of motion dxo*Tag = 0*QTap simply express a*(V(C)TA p) in terms of space-time
derivatives of T4p = 0*(Tap) and the fields of E«*/. To summarize, E seen as a gPDE over T[1]X
is off-shell. More formally, it is equivalent to a non-negatively graded (i.e. no antifields) jet-bundle BV
system. R

Any vector field on the total space I of our gPDE gives rise to a vector field on the space of sections.
Namely, if V' is a vector field and o a section then the variation of ¢ under the prolongation of V' is given by

do* =00V (5.39)

and is interpreted as a value of V7" at the point o of the space of sections. More formally, o* o V is a
vector field along o. Let us see what V7" look like in terms of coordinates on the space of sections, i.e.
fields ¢'(x, 0) = 0*¢', where ¢ denote all the fibre coordinates of £. We have, 0*V ¢! = o*V'i(¢, x,0) =
Vi(o*(¢), z,0), where we introduced components V(¢) = V¢'.

Let us specialize this construction by taking V 4 as V. For an arbitrary degree-0 function f on E we
have:

Qf = AV A + CABA S f + M4+ AAS. (5.40)
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Because [Q, V4] = 0, vector fields V4 are symmetries and hence V% preserve the solution space, i.e.

they are tangent to the subspace of solutions. If ¢ is a solution, i.e. dxo*f = 0*() f we have

0 (EAVAf) = 0" (QF — CaPAP o f = XNT 4 — AAf) =
= dyxo*f — o (CUPA G + MT 4+ AASf) = dxo™ f — 0 ((Q — EAVL)f) (5.41)

If in addition, the metric-like gauge is imposed one gets:

0" (Vaf) = 570" f —T8,0"(Asf) + PP 40*(Tsf). (5.42)

Note that in this form 0*(V 4 f) is a useful object even if ¢ is not a solution.
The first two terms in (5.42)) can be regarded as the Levi-Civita covariant derivative V¥:

* a * *
Vio'f = 50" f = Tpo" (Ac”S), (5.43)

Note that V¥ defined this way is, strictly speaking, a vector field along 0. However, if we use degree-0 fibre
coordinates ¢ such that AcB ¢} = (ACB);#)% and the coefficients are field-independent one can reinterpret
V¥ as a usual covariant derivative acting on tensor fields in a given linear representation. As for the total
covariant derivative (5.43)) it can be directly related to the covariant derivative introduced in [[61]] and to the
Weyl covariant derivative from [56]]. At the same it can be connected to the tractor connection [62]].

For further applications, it is also useful to be able to rewrite expressions of the form ¢*V 4VAf as
Levi-Civita derivatives with correction terms. The following formula holds:

o'V AVAf = VIV f 4 (04P)o*TAf
+2PAPVI 6 T f 4+ PABP,Co' Tl f 4+ Po* (=AY 4+ A)f, (5.44)

where A = [Q, 2 o5l and P = P4, To prove this formula, it is sufficient to use equation (5.42)) twice, the

standard Riemannian geometry identity ViPA B = V%P = 0P, and to commute V 4 and I"5 in the same
way as in (3.11).

Let us mention that the interpretation of degree-0 coordinates on the minimal model of the BRST com-
plex as generalised tensor fields and degree-1 coordinates as connections was already in [58]] in the general
setting and was specialized to conformal geometry in [55,/56]. Note however that in the above references
the interpretation was done at the purely algebraic level while here the covariant derivatives are defined as
acting on space-time fields.

We now use the above technique to show that for D = 5 the function Bc 4 =V5B Cc AB ON E mdeed
corresponds to the Bach tensor on the solution space. Using ry Cc AB = —W cap and formula we
obtain

0*Bey = 0*VPCoup = VIP0*Coup + PPPo*TpCoup = VIPCoup — PPPWpeus (5.45)

which is the standard formula for the Bach tensor and we can denote o* B pc = Bpclg]. For D > b5, the
same formula provides a natural generalization of the Bach tensor to higher dimensions, which, however, is
no longer a conformally invariant tensor, since I’ AB BC = —(D —5) (CC AB + C BAC) .As we have seen in
Example S.4{for D = 5 V¢ Bag generate the ideal 7 of the boundary gPDE and hence V¢ B AB vanish
on solutions. The other way around, if ¢ is a solution to E such that o (B 4B) = Othen o (V(c B aB) = 0.
The “conservation equation” c*Opg = 0 in this dimension takes the form

VAT 5 = VT 5 4+ 2A2PACCupe = 0 (5.46)

12 Although this formula can be obtained by a direct computation, one can notice that there is a simpler way to derive it
using the boundary calculus. Indeed, from equation {.53) we have (D — 5)T](3,2g = 2A%Bpgc, and from (#33) it follows that
LaTpo = —20*(Coap + Cpac).
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For D = 7, as follows from Example the “obstruction” condition on solutions c*Opgc = 0 is
0= O'*(VAVAEBC + 2WDCABBAD + QCCADCBAD - 4CDBACACD). (5.47)

Using formula (5.44)) together with expressions for I'y B, I'ACpeop given above, it is straightforward to
rewrite this formula as

VQ‘AVIQLXBBC —+ 4(8AP)C(30)A -+ SPADViC(Bc)D + 4PADPAEWECDB —4PBgpc+

(5.48)
+2Wpeap B +2Cc*PCpap — 4CP 54 Cucp = 0

This is precisely the formula for the obstruction tensor in this dimension from [24]]. The condition o*Op =
0 takes the form

V4T 4 6A°PAPo*(2V pBps — VBpa) = 0 (5.49)

where 0*V 4 Bpc can again be rewritten using (5.42).

6 Boundary structure of (gauge)fields

In the previous section we have described the boundary structure of the asymptotically AdS gravity. Now
we extend the framework to cover (gauge) fields coupled to the gravity background. For simplicity, we call
these fields “matter fields” having in mind that they can have their own gauge symmetries so the case of
e.g. Yang-Mills theory on the gravity background is covered.

6.1 Gauge fields over boundary GR

Let us recall that our approach to boundary structure of gravity is to equivalently reformulate it as a
conformal-like gravity in the interior and then extend it to the boundary, requiring fields to be well-defined
there and, finally, to set the boundary defining field €2 to vanish in a way compatible with gauge symmetry.

We now extend the approach to matter fields defined on gravity background and start with the combined
system consisting of gravity and matter. More precisely, we limit ourselves to the case where matter fields
do not source gravity so that Einstein equations remain intact. At the same time the equations of motion
and gauge transformations of matter fields do depend on the background. In the gPDE language this means
that we are dealing with a gPDE over background:

(B, Q.T5) ™ (Ba,Q.Ta) = (T[1X,dx). (6.1)
where (E,, Q,Z,) denotes the gPDE for conformal-like GR introduced in Section As always in this
work, to keep conventions concise we use () to denote both the ()-structure on the total space and its
projection to the background gPDE. The same applies to restrictions of () to various submanifolds we
encounter. Note (EZ, Q, IZ) is naturally a bundle over T[1] X with the projection being 7 o 7% and can also
be considered as an implicit gPDE.

Let us recall that the boundary gPDE FE'5 for gravity, which was constructed in the preceding Sections, is
obtained in the following steps: 1) restricting to the sub-gPDE (E,.q, ) by equivalent reduction ii) pulling-
back (Eyeq, @) to the boundary 77[1]¥ and setting 2 = 0, Q2 = 0 followed by an additional equivalent

reduction. All in all this gave an embedding (of ()-manifolds)

(£, Q) = (Ea, Q) - (6.2)

The ideal Zp on Ep defining the on-shell system is obtained as a pullback of the initial Z;, giving a gPDE
(Ep, Q,Zp) that describes the boundary structure of asymptotically AdS GR. We refer to the local gauge
theory described by (Ep,Q,Zp) as to the boundary GR. Finally, by solving part of the equations from
Ip one arrives at the equivalent formulation of the boundary GR as an implicit gPDE (E, Q, f) whose
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advantage is that (E Q) is off-shell and its structure can be described explicitly in terms of the coordinates

on E using the boundary calculus constructed in Section 4 .
The embedding of gPDE (E, Q), Zp) for boundary GR into (E, @), Z,;) induces the pullback bundle:

which we interpret as the boundary system for the mater field ¢ on the background of boundary GR. Again,
just like (E's, @), gPDE (Eg, () comes equipped with the ideal IE representing what remains of the equa-
tions of motion after the restriction to the boundary and the equivalent reductions. More precisely, Ig is
generated by Zz pulled back to Eﬁ and the prolongation of the equations of motion for matter fields. All in
all the gPDE describing the boundary structure is (Eg, Q, Ijg). Of course, in order to study what it describes
a substantial reformulation of this system is in order.

In these considerations there is an important potential problem to be fixed. In order for the reduction
from E,; to E,.q and then to Ez to work we had to rescale the metric ¢ by ? and then set {2 = 0. This could
result in negative powers of () appearing in the equations of motion for matter fields after the pull-back to
Ep. The same applies to the ()-structure in the sector of matter fields. Moreover, we should be able to
prescribe the asymptotic behaviour of the matter fields.

The way to cure this is similar to what we did in deriving (E, Q),Zg). Namely, we reformulate the
initial equations of motion in such way that they remain equivalent for 2 > 0 while their restrictions
to 2 = 0 become well-defined. More precisely, let ¢, ¢ be a collective notations for matter fields and
corresponding ghost variables (if any) on the GR background described by metric g. The equations of
motion for ¢ are assumed to be diffeomorphism-invariant and are denoted by [gb gl = 0. What we
actually need is (E%, Q,Z%) which is defined to be a lift of this matter system from GR background to
the background of conformal-like reformulation of GR, i.e. the extension of GR by the Stueckelberg pair
{Q, A\}. The lift is constructed by declaring ¢ to be inert under the Weyl transformations encoded in Q). To
control the boundary behaviour of the matter we repeat the trick employed for gravity and switch to the
coordinate system ¢ = Q%¢, g = Q%g, where w € R. This w parametrizes the behaviour of our matter
fields near the boundary and for the moment we leave it generic.

Let us now turn to our equations of motion P[¢, g] written in terms of the new coordinates and try to
express ]5[(,/>, g] as a polynomial in {2 times a singular prefactor:

Plg; 9.0 = Q"> QFPi(¢, Déig, Dg, Do), wp>0 (6.4)

k=0

where F, is nonvanishing and P, may depend on derivatives of €2, but not on (2 itself. As we will see shortly
the above decomposition exists for most of the standard choices of matter. For the general considerations,
we assume from now on that it exists and that only finite number of P, are nonvanishing. _

Given the decomposition (6.4), we consider the rescaled constraints P|¢; g] = Q“F P[¢, g] which are
equivalent to P when Q > 0 and are well-defined on the boundary. However, this does not imply that
the entire system is well-defined at {2 = 0 because the gauge transformations for matter fields may still
be ill-defined there (in gPDE terms, this means that the action of () on ¢ contains negative powers of (2).
Typically, this can be fixed by adjusting weight w. Moreover, in the case of YM theory, the requirement
that () is well-defined on the boundary, uniquely determines w. That gauge symmetry fixes the conformal
weight of gauge fields is well-known. In what follows we assume that w is chosen in such a way that both
the rescaled equations and () are well defined. All in all this gives a gPDE (Eg, Q, Ig) on the boundary,
which is a gPDE over the background gPDE (Eg,Q,Zg). This describes the boundary structure of the
asymptotically-AdS gravity along with the matter fields defined over it. Note that the boundary structure
might generally depend on the choice of w but usually w is essentially fixed by the consistency of the above
procedure.

In the rest of this Section we show how the technical tools introduced to study the boundary structure of
gravity extend to the case where matter fields are also present. Not to complicate the exposition, we restrict
ourselves to the case where matter fields have closed gauge algebra and no ghosts for ghosts are present. In
our approach this means that we can restrict ourselves to the case where the fibre of EZ has coordinates of
degree 0 and 1 only, which we denote by D(,)¢" and ¢*, respectively.
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The matter equations of motion generate the ()-invariant ideal I(P[¢, g|, D,). Then, the equivalent
reduction r : E,.q — E in the gravity sector, described in Section [3 induces a pullback of the bundle
EZ — FE, to E..q, which we denote by Ef’ed It inherits the gPDE structure (E‘id, Q, red) By some
abuse of notations we also use 7 to denote the embedding r : E%, — EY, for instance: Z\, = r*Z7. The
following statement is an immediate generalisation of Proposition 3.4 and Corollary 3.6

Proposition 6.1. If (Q — £°D,)¢ € I°(¢) then as fibre coordinates on Eid — FEeq one can take
{(V)(r"¢), Vi (r'c)}, (6.5)

where V, = [Q, -2 ] If (Q — £€°D,)P[¢, g] € I°(Po, g]) the pullback of the ideal T, to E? | takes the

form

Y 86{1

r*T, = I°(r* P[$, g], V). (6.6)

In fact, most of the statements proved for F,.q remain true for Ef;d. One subtlety is that in addition to
restricting to E..q 1t is extremely convenient to perform the additional equivalent reduction in the sector of
fibre coordinates in order to end up with a finite number of degree 1 coordinates. This does not bring extra
complications and we assume that 7, is the reduced and we keep denoting the remaining fibre coordinates
of degree 1 by c®. Another subtlety is that the fibre ghost variables c* are to be considered on the equal
footing with all the ghost degree 1 coordinates on FE..q. In particular, it is convenient to consider vector

field [Q, 55 =2:] where now C! denote all the ghost variables including ¢* and these vector fields are defined
on (E?,, Q) rather than its base (Freq, Q). Note that [Q, 527]
because E¢ — FEleq 1s a Q-bundle and aof is projectable by construction. This justifies using the same

notations for some of these vector fields. In particular:

2
X,

are projectable with respect to Eid — Freq

r=[-—qQ], DY =ad¥ (Va). (6.7)

Repeating the analysis of Sections and @for the case of Eid, denoting by E¢ the pullback of Eid
to T'[1]0X C T[1]X, and dropping r* we arrive at:

Proposition 6.2. If (Q — £V, )¢ € I°(¢), the fibre coordinates of E® — E can be chosen as
{Vayo™, c*|IN >0} (6.8)

where as before we use the conventions: fN) = VY f. The pullback of the ideal If;d to E? is generated by
7 and
VP N>o0. (6.9)

The next step in the analysis of the boundary structure involves restricting £ to E C E, where we have
an explicit description of the boundary GR and solving a part of the matter equations of motion accounted
in Z?. This leads to the final gPDE (E?, QQ, Z?) which describes the boundary structure of gravity + matter
fields in the asymptotically AdS setup. The explicit structure of (E¢, Q,/I\d’) substantially depends on
what type of matter fields is being considered and is discussed in details for a few concrete systems in the
remaining Sections.

6.2 Scalar field

In this section we illustrate our approach using the example of scalar field subject to the Klein-Gordon (KG)
equation. As a fibre of E, we take a fibre of a jet-bundle for a scalar field with coordinates D, so that the
KG equation reads as:

P[3,7] ¢_ (V197 Dy@) + m*3 . (6.10)

13Recall, that we use the same notations for the ghosts and their restrictions to F,.q. The same applies to Ered
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According to the general procedure explained in the previous Section we can now switch to the fibre coor-
dinates D4, where ¢ = Q" . In the new coordinate system we have

Qp = "Vap +wp, (6.11)

where we employed V, instead of D, (note that in the usual coordinates on E; we have V,p = [%, Qle =
D,p). It is straightforward to verify that because it is written in terms of V,, this formula remains valid
after we pull-back our bundle to E,.q C E,.

To proceed further we pullback EY, to E..q C E. and then pullback the resulting gPDE (as a bundle
over T'[1]X) to the boundary 7°[1]3. This results in the gPDE (E%, Q) over (F, Q). Then the Klein-Gordon

equation written in terms of g, ¢ takes the form P = 2~ P, where

Plg, g] = @V, V% + Q(cw1 VapV*Q — w(V,VQ)p) + (w(d + w)V,QVQ + m?)e,

(6.12)
CoN = 2w —d+ N

and d = D — 1 denotes the boundary dimension. Note that P is polynomial in €2, and hence the assumption
is fulfilled. This form of KG equation is a version of what is known in the literature as a Weyl-covariant
formulation; see, e.g. [63,/64]. The prolongation of P, i.e. functions V)P, generate the ideal which
together with the pull-back of Z from the base I/ form a total ideal Z¥ on E¥. In other words we have
reformulated our system as a gPDE (E¥, (), Z¥) over background gPDE (F,Q,Z).

Just like in the analysis of the gravity sector, we next split the index as {a} = {2, A} and switch to the
adapted fibre coordinates {V 40", N >0} instead of {V .y} by making use of (Q — £V,)p € I%(¢p).
As usual, we also use notations fN) = V1 f.

At the end of the day we are interested in £¥ pulled back to the on-shell background gPDE (&, Q).
However, it is not convenient to work with £ and we treat it implicitly. More precisely, we identify functions
on E¥ pulled back to £ C E as equivalence classes modulo the ideal K which is generated by the pullbacks
to total space E¥ of functions on the base F vanishing on £. Of course, this is a slight abuse of conventions
but it does not lead to confusions and we do the same with its sub-ideals IC). In practice, we analyse the
prolongation of KG equations leaving the terms from A implicit. In particular, in this way we can easily
evaluate QoY) as in Proposition giving

N—-2
Qo™ = 2V 4™ + A" @l DY V60 + (w — N)Ap™ + KO (6.13)
1=0

We now turn to the analysis of the ideal of the KG equation, which is generated by {V,)P}. Just like
in the case of GR it is convenient to use {V A)P(N ), N >0} as generators of the ideal. In particular, one
has:

PO = (Aw(d+w) +m?)e® + KO | (6.14)

where, as before, we do not explicitly spell out terms from K. This generator is trivial if the mass m and
Weyl weight w satisfy the familiar relation:

m? = —Aw(d + w). (6.15)

Although it is possible to give a consistent interpretation of the boundary system even if (6.15]) does not
hold, we refrain from doing this and in what follows assume (6.13)). Acting with (V)" on (6.12) and using
VIV, V2 € KN we obtain the explicit form of the subleading equations:

1 ~

ﬁP<N> = cone™ + (N = DAVY 2V, VAo + KD N >1. (6.16)
It is clear that the structure of the system described by the zero locus of V A)P(N ) critically depends on

whether ¢,, v = —2w+1— D+ N vanishes for some N = N* or not. If it does not, all the fibre coordinates

Vi A)<p(N ) can be eliminated using Vi A)P(N ) and hence the only remaining independent fibre coordinates

on the zero locus of the ideal are V| A)go(o). It follows, the resulting system describes the unconstrained
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scalar field of Weyl weight w, defined over the background of £.A more careful analys1s shows that the
same result holds even for a more general background E. Moreover, because Qp® depends on ¢ and
ghosts only, ¢ is indeed a conformal primary.

We now turn to the more interesting case where c,, n~ = 0 for some positive integer /N*. The analysis
is then analogous to the case of gravity. In particular, it turns out very useful to introduce an analogue of
the off-shell boundary gPDE FE. This is done in two steps. First, we restrict our bundle to £ C E because
it is /2 where we have a full control over the gravity background. Second, we pass to the subbundle £¥ of
E?| 5, defined as the zero locus of the following equations:

(N) — _ N — AVN 2V VA N>1 N *
% ®, >1, N#N*. (6.17)

CwN

Strictly speaklng, the above equations are defined on E¥ and it is their pullback to E¥| that defines a
subbundle £¥ C E?|z. In practice, for the moment we work with E as a submanifold in £¥ and we
denote by b,, the corresponding embedding E}; — E¥ .. Forany f € C*°(E¥) we use the notation f= b; f.

Similarly to the gravity case discussed in Section we encounter that () is not tangent to E¥ seen
as submanifold in £¥. However, as before, we can naturally define a ()-structure on E*”/‘put this time in
a slightly weaker sense. Namely, this @-structure is well defined modulo the ideal Z = b*Z that defines
the on-shell system on E. This doesn’t complicate the general analysis as at the end of the day we are
going to study our matter field coupled to the on-shell background and hence terms from 7 vanish on such
conﬁguratlons To equip E* with a Q-structure we restrict to the subbundle E*Y" C E¥, singled out
by V(a = 0 with N < N*. The result is a ()-subbundle thanks to a stralghtforward extension of
Proposmon Furthermore, for N = N* equation (6.13) implies that Q™" does not depend on k)
with k& > N* so that the subalgebra of functions in V4, V( A)gp( and coordinates from E is closed
under (). This means that £ V" is a -bundle over another ()-manifold that we denote by 7. Finally, the
subbundle E¥ (this can be obtained by i imposing V(4 yPNV) = 0 with N > N*) is a section of E¥N" — E¥/
and hence the natural Q)-structure from E¥' can be pushed forward to E%. Let us stress that in all these steps
@ is assumed to be defined modulo 7. Nevertheless, for N* sufficiently small one can check that Z does
not enter the relations and hence E'¥ can be equipped with the genuine ()-structure. R

Repeating once again the logic employed in the analysis of gravity, we introduce a subalgebra of £¥-
projectable functions in C>( E¥), which consists of functions whose restrictions to £"" are constant along
the fibres (i.e. can be obtained as pullbacks of functions from ¥ ). In particular, for such a function we
have Qb* f= b »®@f modulo 7. Itis straightforward to see that ™) are E¥- -projectable for N < N*. Itis
convenient to introduce the following notations:

A~ o~

= (b)), P =(b,)Vh PVaVigp, (6.18)

where P = 0 for N* = 1. The fibre coordinates on E¥ are then taken to be {V gp, V(a)¥} and the ideal
7 = b* 7% is now generated by V4P and 7. Recall that E¥ is a bundle over E. The resulting implicit
gPDE (E‘P Q, I“’) describes the boundary structure of the KG field on the background of on-shell boundary
gPDE for GR. Of course, in the analysis of KG field one can disregard the gravity gPDE by pulling back
E¥toa given on-shell configuration of the boundary GR, i.e. a particular solution of (E Q, 7 ).

By representing b’;(VQ)N V 4VAg in terms of DM 3® one observes that P can be expressed (mod-
ulo f) in terms of the collection of functions @(k), 1 < N < N* together with functions J A BC, T j{;’, which
enter through vector fields D(N). This constitutes the extension of the boundary calculus introduced in
Section to the case where on top of gravity we have a KG field coupled to it. Note that ﬁ]}é)c, T\(N)
are now seen as function on £, i.e. the pullbacks of the corresponding functions from E by the canonical
projection E? — E. As for the vector fields Dﬁl ), they are now defined on E? from the very start as the
restriction of (ady,, )Y a?A from E¥ to E¥ and are generally defined modulo 7. However, all their properties
remain true as the expression of DY A )in terms of (2 and ghosts is unchanged.

Let us summarize the scalar field extension of the boundary calculus, introduced in Theorem@
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Proposition 6.3. Functions ") € C*(E®) given by

N —1~
sV = A(b,)* VN2V, VA, 1<N < N* (6.19)

Cyw,N

can be recursively determined (modulo 7 ) in terms of = 29 and T,Esz\;)’ JX?C by

N N—-1
BVAVAf =Y CyDY I F0 = v, fN 43~ i D fo (6.20)
i=0 1=0
and
1 1 N—-2 '
DM f = (= JN-DL L AC + ﬁTger -~ S a TP N1 (6.21)

Proof. Equation (6.20) is just a version of Proposition while (6.21) is just the direct extension to Eﬁ
of the relations (4.56) from Theorem {.12] Indeed, because we consider the background to be on-shell,
Remark [4.13]implies that there is no restriction on V. O

As an illustration of the procedure, let us compute Z;;vg VaVAap:

bV VAV ZCl V(b,)" VeV ZC’ YN ciplialagl). (6.22)

J=0

Here and in the rest of this Section all equalities are assumed to hold modulo 7. Note that for odd N <D—-4
we have DE‘N) = 0, thanks to the trivial generalization of Proposition

The action of () on the fibre coordinates of £ is also expressed in terms of the above boundary calculus.
Indeed, thanks to (6.13]) we have:

QP = V4B +wAB,
~ A N (N2 ~ (6.23)
QU =&'Vap + A Y dy. DY D+ (w— NN +T.
=0

Before passing to the examples let us note that for N* sufﬁciently small the ideal Z does not actually
enter the boundary calculus. One can already see this in formula , where the terms from K in the
right-hand side vanish after pulling back to Ep for N* sufficiently small In this case £ can be considered
a genuine gauge PDE which is off-shell both in the sector of GR and in the matter sector.

Having a boundary calculus at our disposal we now look at a number of particular cases.

Proposition 6.4. Let N* = 2w + d be an odd positive integer. If d is odd, assume in addition that the
background gPDE is in addition subject to NV (4Tpc = 0. Then P vanishes identically, i.e. the ideal is
trivial, and the boundary system describes just two unconstrained scalar fields of weights w and w — N* =
—w — d. Moreover, 'py) = 0, i.e. ¥ is also a conformal primary.

Proof. By induction, (6.19) and Propositions one can prove that ™) = 0 forall odd N < N* — 2.
]

In the standard conventions used in the context of AdS/CFT, ¢ and ) are known as leading and sub-
leading boundary values. Their conformal weightare A = —wand Ay =d — A_ = w + d, see e.g. [15]
and references therein.

Before moving on to the case of generic even N* which we henceforth parametrize as N* = 2/, let us
discuss a couple of examples:
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Example 6.5. Conformal Laplacian: ¢ = 1, or equivalently, —w = % — 1. In this case:
P = V.V5. (6.24)

Note that —w = g—l indeed corresponds to the correct Weyl weight of the usual conformally coupled scalar
field. Note that the above formula is expressed in terms of covariant derivatives V 4 rather then the usual
Levi-Civitta ones and therefore does not explicitly contain the familiar scalar curvature correction. The
correction becomes explicit in the actual equations of motion o*(P) = 0, where o is a lift of a configuration

©(x) to a solution of (Eg, Q), see Section|5.3|for more details. We also observe that
Tatp = AV 4D (6.25)

so that, as in the gravitational case, we cannot in general set the subleading to zero. Such a condition is
not compatible with the background gauge transformation, i.e. it is not conformally invariant.

Example 6.6. Fradkin—Tseytlin—Paneitz operator [65,60]: d >4, | = 2. Using (6.22) together with (6.19)
we can easily get V) = 0, p?) = 1V ,VAG. Hence, using (6.21) we get

2 7
o o R R o A R
P =3 D5 IR0 = DPMVAG 4 v DPG 4 v, VAR = E(VAVA)% (6.26)
i=0 §=0

and
Tt = 3AVA(VEVP)3. (6.27)
Example 6.7. Order 3 extended GIMS-like: | = 3. For d > 4 direct computations give:
8 »_ a3s . 8 A gAgB,

. . (2 . . Lo
An interesting new feature shows up here: for d = 4, g g entering ‘P is not a local function in the conformal

geometry (gravitational leading) but is a gravitational subleading fff); = Tag. In other words, in this case
@ is coupled to both the conformal geometry and the gravity subleading T g which is itself a conformal field
coupled to the conformal geometry background. Unlike the previous examples, for d = 4 equation (6.28))
is conformally-invariant only if the background is Bach-flat. This example gives an elegant resolution of
the puzzle of what is a natural generalisation of the 3rd order GIMS operator in 4 dimensions that is

well-defined on conformal gravity background.
For d > 4, Theorem.12| gives Tf) = %BAB so that

8 16
a2 D—5

does not depend on the gravity subleading. This describes the 6th order GIMS operator [|61,(67]. Up to a
different normalization of the Bach tensor, the above form coincides with that from [68)].

P=(VaV)’o+ BupVAVER (6.29)

Proposition 6.8. For N* = 2/, i.e. —w = g — {, gPDE Elﬁ describes conformal scalar field © with an
additional unconstrained subleading field 1). The leading ¢ is subject to the equation of the following form

P~ (VaVH G+ (6.30)

which doesn’t involve the subleading 1. Moreover, for | < g or, in other words, w < 0, this equation does
not involve the subleading gravitational field Tap and coincides with order-2¢ GJIMS operator.

When P does involve the gravitational subleading, we refer to it as to the extended GIMS. E

4Note that if one is interested in global solutions to the bulk equations rather than in the near-bounbdary analysis, it turns out
that the subleading is not unconstrained but is actually uniquely determined as a functional of the leading if one asks solution to
behave well in the interior. The respective functional is called Dirichlet-to-Neumann map. Restricting the extended GIMS to the
globally well defined gravity background then gives a generally nonlocal operator defined on the conformal geometry.
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Proof. The proof that the operator has this form is completely analogous to the proof of Proposition 5.6|and
uses equations (6.19)), (6.18), (6.22)). Tracking the leading order in V4)®, we obtain

P = (1) VE 2V, VA = VAR 4o o (VaVA)200 Y (6.31)

and so on until it terminates at (%),

The proof that this equation does not involve the subleading gravitational field for [ < 1s slightly more
subtle. To begin with, note that the subleading gravitational field can enter this equation only through the
vector fields DEXN), N >D — 3. Since

20-2

P ZC;Z ) 2l 2— ZOJD(I ])|Agﬁ( ) (632)

7=0

we see that the subleading 7,5 definitely do not enter this equation when (2! — 2) < D — 3 or equivalently
[ < %l It remains to verify that this still holds for [ = g. The only terms that can produce 7T, are

DL VA + v, DP-IAG, (6.33)
Using (6.21) it is clear that the gravity subleading can enter only through the following combination:
TasTEVAG (6.34)

but this vanishes since T?V45 oc ¢g4B{, as can be easily verified by a direct computation, and T p is
traceless. []

Note that for an odd-dimensional boundary one can consistently set gravitational subleading to zero by
imposing the additional condition V (¢)745 = 0, giving a conformal field ¢ defined on a generic conformal
geometry background for all /> 1. Indeed, for d-odd the gravitational subleading is unconstrained and
describes a generic conformal geometry. At the same time, for d even, we cannot set the gravitational
subleading to vanish while the leading is subject to the obstruction equation. In this case ¢ is guaranteed to
be conformal only if the background is off-shell. However, a more careful analysis shows that for [ < d/2,
these equations are conformally-invariant on any conformal geometry background.

Finally, let us mention that we have omitted a number of special cases. Namely, the case not covered
by Proposition [6.4] is where both N* and d are odd while the gravitational subleading is not set to zero.
Without try to be maximally general let us give an example of such systems:

Proposition 6.9. Let the dimension of the boundary be odd and N* = d + 2 (i.e., w = 1). Then

D -2 .
P = ——2 TABVAVBQO (6-35)
Proof. Similarly to Proposition one shows that ) = 0 for odd i < d + 2. Also, analogously to

Proposition 4.16| we have Dg) = 0 for odd 7« < d — 2. Hence,

D-1
=S TS i o
=0
1 o o (6.36)
-5 d T(Z”ACD(D*?H’)'CVA@ — _TTACVAVC@.
=0
]

15Strictly speaking, we should also verify that the subleading term does not enter the equations for (™), N < 21 — 2, but since
the equations for these functions have the same structure, only of lower order, this is obviously satisfied for them as well.
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Constraint defines a nonlinear conformally invariant equation involving the conformal fields 715
and @ defined on the generic conformal geometry background. A possible interpretation of this system is to
ask this equation to hold for any configuration of 7, i.e. to require trace-free part of V4V g to vanish.
This condition can be recognised as the almost Einstein equation on @. Note that w = 1 is precisely the
weight required for the conformal invariance of the almost Einstein equation. One can also speculate that
this is the Killing condition for the depth-2 conformal spin-2 gauge field [69,69], see also [27,70], if one
identifies @ as the corresponding gauge parameter.

6.3 Yang-Mills theory

Now we turn to the example where the matter field defined on the gravity background possesses gauge
invariance and its equations of motion are generally nonlinear. The Yang-Mills theory can be defined on
a general pseudo-Riemannian background (no constraints on background metric) and the fibre of E* is
coordinatized by the components of the Yang-Mills field A!, ghosts C! and all their space-time derivatives.
We often use the gauge Lie algebra valued Ay, C as short-hand notations. The BRST differential is defined
in a standard way:

QA = EDA + (D) A+ DiC + [4,C],  QC=£DL - 5[C.C (6.37)

and encode the usual transformation law of the Yang-Mills field and ghost under diffeomorphisms and
Yang-Mills gauge transformations.
The Yang-Mills equations

~ 1 .
VP = —— (Do + [Aa, ) (V9] §%G"Fra),  Foa = DAy — DyAc + [Ac, Ay, (6.38)

Va1
can be rewritten in terms of gu, = %G, and then it turns out that Y* = QP~4Y"? seen as a local function
in A, g,Q is regular at 2 = 0. The jet-prolongations of Y’ together with Z,; generate the ideal Z}™ defining
the gPDE that describes YM coupled to the conformal-like GR. Note that we took A, C to be inert under
the Weyl transformations and hence the uplift of YM system from a generic Riemannian background to
conformal-like GR is straightforward.

According to the general prescription described in Section the next step is to pull back £ — E
to Freq C E.. However, it turns out to be very convenient to first perform an equivalent reduction of
EY™ — E,; that only affects the fibre, i.e. the YM sector. This reduction is well known in the literature [] in
the case of YM on the gravity background. But because the lift to conformal-like reformulation of gravity
is trivial in our case (A, C are inert under Weyl), the reduction is identical and amounts to the restriction to
the surface singled out by:

D@ Day ... Doy 1 Aayy =0,  Q(D(Day ... Doy, Agyy) = 0. (6.39)

A —1 A —1

As the remaining fibre coordinates one can take {V(,)F).,C} pulled back to the surface (6.39), where
Vo = [Q) 56 -
7 ga
The next step is to pullback the reduced bundle to E,.q C E; and then pullback the resulting gPDE (as
a bundle over 7'[1] X) to the boundary T'[1]X giving a gauge PDE (E™™, Q,Z") over (E, @), Z), where 7*™
is generated by the ideal Z of the gravity sector and V ,-prolongations of

Yy = (4 = D)(V*Q)Fp + QVFy, (6.40)

where we keep using the same notations for the fibre coordinates and generators Y;. Directly analogous form
of the YM equations was employed in [25] within a different framework and called conformally-compact
YM equation. It is easy to see that for {2 = const reduces to the ordinary Yang-Mills equation.

The action of @ on the fibre coordinates of EY* namely {V((G)Fb)c, C}, is determined by

1 1
QC = _E[Cvc] + §fa5bFab7
QFab - écchab + Cachb + C’bC-Fac - [C, Fab] .

(6.41)
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Recall that the action of () on any function of the form V,V,... F,; (e.g. on coordinate functions) is
determined by the above relations and [@, V,| = 0. If one disregards gravity sector by e.g. picking a fixed
background, (6.41)) define a minimal model of the gPDE formulation of YM theory. These relations are
well-known in the context of local BRST cohomology [33,58,/71].

The ghost degree 1 coordinates on ™ are spilt into the ghosts of the conformal-like gravity sector
CM = {2, X\, C,b N\, } and the YM ghosts C!, C = C't;, where t; are basis elements of the YM gauge
algebra g. Introducing R; = [557, @], one finds:

0
[‘RIJ RJ] - _UI{(]RK7 [Rfv [861—]\/[7 Q]] = 07 (642)

where U }5 are the structure constants of g, i.e. [t;,t;] = U {f]t k- In the gravity sector, all the formulas (3.11)
for the commutators remain intact save for

0 0

acd (chab)a_xd — (QF,,)

0

20T (6.43)

[Vm Vb] = _WdcabAcd - Cdabrd - FaIbRI - (QWdcab)

This happens because the underlying Lie algebra is the direct sum of the algebra in the gravity sector and
the YM gauge algebra.

The next step is to split the space-time index as {a} = {2, A}. Then the YM Bianchi identities
ViaFig = 0 encoded in Q*C' = 0 give:

VaFpe =VeFaoc —VeFas. (6.44)
These can be used to chose the following fibre coordinates:
(Ver I Vi Fee, €}, where JU = VN Foa. (6.45)
Then we can rewrite the V ,-prolongations of the Yang-Mills equations Y}, as V 4-prolongations of Yb(N) for
N >0. Analogously to the scalar field case, ;"™ can be computed modulo the ideals )
Proposition 6.10. The total ideal T"™ on EX™ is generated by the gravity ideal T along with functions
Y\ =(4-D)JY + Ky,
ViV = (4 =D+ NI + NAVY'VAF s + KNV N>1, (6.46)
Yo? ™ = (D = 3)AVETVASY + kP
and their V s-prolongations.

Proof. Y},(N) are easily computed by acting with V4 on (6.40) and taking into account that VAV ,V,) €
KM Vol — A, V4Q € Kp. The only nontrivial point is to show that YéN), for N # D — 3 can be

)

expressed as a linear combination of VAYX with ¢+ < V, and therefore they can be omitted from the set of

generators. To see this, notice that
V%Y, = (3 — D)V*QVE,, + QV’V*F,, = (3 — D)V*QV'F,, (6.47)

where we made use of V*V'F,, = 1[V? V'|F,, = 0. Applying V§ ' to (6:47) and using VY, =
Ay 4 vAY, 4 KO together with YV = NAVY-1vA ) 4 £(¥-1) we obtain

(3—D—N) (N) N-lwA (N=1) " () (N)
TYQ = VNTIWVAY, + K e |JI1vy), vayuK™. (6.48)
=0

The inclusion follows from the decomposition of V5 'V4Y, as a sum DV _1_i)|AYf) and from the fact

that DX) =[Q, I/S)], where VX) has degree —1 and preserves K1) by Theorem O
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Note that equation follows from equation which in turn is the Weyl-covariant extension of
the usual Noether identities for the Yang-Mills equation. The analogous phenomenon occurs in the gravity
sector, see Appendix [A]

Similarly to the analysis of gravity and scalar field, almost all the equations in (6.46) can be solved with
respect to a part of the coordinates. More specifically, we introduce the Yang-Mills extension EY of the
off-shell boundary gPDE E from Sectlon

Definition 6.11. Bundle EYM 5 E is the submanifold of E™ singled out by the ideal generated by K =
ker b together with

N

(N) _
o= (D —4—N)

AVY'VAF,s, N +#D—4. (6.49)

The embedding EYM <y EYM s denoted by /b\YM and for any function f on E™" we define fz E* N

Because £¥™ can be obtained as subbundle of E¥™ pulled back to E C Eitis naturally a bundle over
E with projection 7M. Note that, when restricted to functions that are constant along the fibres of ™M, bf(M
can be identified with the b* : C>(E) — C*(E) in the gravity sector.

Just like in the case of gravitAy and scalar field, EY™ is not a (-submanifold of £*™, but we can still
define a natural Q-structure on £Y™. To construct it, we consider the submanifold singled out by X(P—3)
together with the equations for 0 < NV <D — 5. This is a ()-submanifold which is also a bundle over
E(P=3) in a natural way. We denote it by E(P=5" _ [(D=3) Then, we observe that the subalgebra of
functions on EYMI(P=5) generated by the following coordinate functions on £YM:

&8, Cs% NN, gpe, ViyWPep)s, V(A)Té%_?)), VaFpe, C, V(A)JJ(BD_@, |A|>0  (6.50)

pulled back to EXMI(P=5) is closed under Q In the gravity sector, this observation is entirely analogous
to the one in Section . For V(4 Jp (D=4 it it is a direct generalisation of Proposition while for
the remaining generators the statement is immediate. It follows EX™I(P=5) can be con51dered a (Q-bundle
EyMl(D=5) - EY™'_ Indeed, one simply takes functions in (#.43) as functions pulled back from E™.
Moreover, 5Y can be understood as a section of this bundle and the desired )-structure on EYM s simply
obtained as a pushforward of that on EYW,

Again following the logic of Section . one can describe functions on EY™ asa subquotient of func-
tions on £ as follows: considereng the subalgebra of B -projectable functions in C*°(E*™), consisting
of functions whose restriction to £™/(P=5) ig constant along the fibres of E¥™I(P=5) — E¥M' The quo-
tient of EYM- projectable functions by those Vanishing on EYMI(P=5) is naturally identified with COO(EYM).
Moreover, for E¥™-projectable functions we have Qb wif = gi}MQf . In particular, E¥™-projectable func-
tions include all E- -projectable functions on F, e.g. , e.g. TX? , N <D — 3, pulled back to ™. 1Tt is
straightforward to see that JIE‘N) are also EYM—projectable itN<D—4.

As a coordinate system on the fibres of EEM we take

C=bC.  VioFuns=VobnFos, Ve ds=Vebuly . (6.51)

The ideal 7™ = b;"(MIYM is generated by the pullback of the ideal 7 from E and the V A-prolongations of
functions
V5 =0b:, VO VA s, V=0, VEvA,. (6.52)

Note that, unlike the scalar field case, ideal ™ is always strictly ()-invariant (recall that 7% is generally
-invariant modulo Z only). In particular, the on-shell boundary YM system is well defined on an arbitrary,
not necessarily obstruction-flat, background. This is a direct consequence of the fact that K®) appearing in
formulas (6.46)) for N < D — 4 vanishes upon pullback to E.

The action of () on some of the coordinates is immediately obtained by restricting (6.41) to EYM

QCAZ —§[CAaCA] + §gAéBﬁAB7
QﬁAB = ECVcﬁAB + C\ACF\CB + C\BCF\AC — [5, F\AB] -

(6.53)
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Notice that the action of () on C and Vo) r 1B does not affect the sector Jp, and therefore E}M itself is
a (Q-bundle with the fibre coordinates V(4)Jp. This is identical to the situation we had in the case of pure
gravity and scalar field. Now 74 is interpreted as a YM subleading.

Just like in the case of gravity and scalar field, gauge PDE (EYM ()) considered without restricting to
the zero locus of 7Y™ is a good starting point to discuss the explicit space-time realisation of equations of
motion because if we disregard the gravity part, i.e. restrict to a particular solution of (E @), the system
does not encode any nontrivial differential equations. More precisely,

Proposition 6.12. Let o : T[1]S — E be a solution to (E, Q) and Ap(z) and J5(x) are coefficients of
generic I-form on ¥ with values in the gauge algebra. Then there exists a unique solution o : T[1]X2 — E™™
such that ™ o o = og and

o*(C) = Ap(x)0”, o*(Jp) = Ip(x). (6.54)

In other words, the restriction of (EYM, Q) to o¢ is an off-shell system We see that solutions are
1:1 with unconstrained configurations of fields 0*(C) and o*(Jp). In particular, the equations of motion in
terms of 0*(C) and o*(Jp) can be explicitly written as

o (V5) =0,  o"(Y)=0. (6.55)

More detailed description of the solution space EYM is given in Appendix [F| Let us emphasize that in the
above Proposition o is a solution of the off-shell boundary GR. In other words, we do not impose o, Z = 0.

To proceed further, we need the action of () on functions fj&N) and coordinate functions [Jp in particular.
The following is a straightforward generalisation of Proposition .11}

Proposition 6.13. On EY™ one has:
QI =BV + CAP T + NPT — 10, TV - (N+ ATV, N<D -4, (6.56)

where

AZd’ DN EITD L NAESTY (6.57)

We are now ready to formulate the Yang-Mills theory extension of the boundary calculus, introduced in
Theorem 4.12k

Theorem 6.14. (Yang-Mills boundary calculus) The system ﬁN) ,F\XJ\Q ,DAN) on EY™ satisfies the follow-
ing relations

XZ;) = bfmv Y(VaJg —VpJa), 1<NLKD-5,

NA - (6.58)

TV b: (VN-'VAF,5), 0<SN<D -5,

B " D—_-4—-N

and for any degree zero function f and 1 < N < D — 5 one has:

1 ~ =G
DI(4N)f = (—j\(N_l)’DCAACD + ET&]‘)FC — JW= ARI - = Z dl 7O AD o Z))f- (6.59)

Moreover, R R
Fy=Fip, J{=0, DY=v,, (6.60)

16The definition of an off-shell gauge PDE can be made precise as follows: it is a gPDE that is equivalent to a jet-bundle of a
nonnegatively-graded fibre bundle, with ()-structure being ) = dy, + -y, where + is an evolutionary homological vector field and
dy, is the horizontal differential seen as a vector field.
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and all the higher order Ff(") ,J 1(5)07 Dg) are recursively determined by the above relations and the gravity

boundary calculus Theoremd.12| where each expression of the form B*Vg V af is evaluated as

N
Vo VEVAf =Y DY (6.61)

i=0
and the action of I 4 on i&N) is given by (6.13).

Proof. The first line in (6.58) can be proven simply by using the Bianchi identity (6.44) in the form
VaoFap = VaJp — VpJs and acting on it with bing ~1. The second line follows from Proposition

6.10] and the definition of £Y. To prove (6.59), note that when acting on functions of ghost degree 0, as
follows from (6.43)), the formula for [V, V 4] differs only by a term of the form J5R;. Using the fact that

[V, R;] = 0, it is straightforward to see that the formula for D1(4N) in the gravity sector in Theorem
differs only by a term of the form j;N_l)uR I [l

It is easy to see that, as in the case of pure gravity, the generators of the ideal Z¥™ can be expressed in
terms of the boundary calculus:

D—6
Vs = VAFL Y+ 0 pPIAED
=0 (6.62)

D—-5

Yy = VAJA + Z Cli)74zD(Df4fi)\Aj\X).
1=0

Functions )4 does not involve the subleading sector and corresponds to a certain Weyl-invariant equation
imposed on the leading sector while Y is the modified conservation law for subleading 74. One may view
Y4 and ) as direct analogues of the obstruction tensor O 45 and the modified conservation law O 4 in the
sector of gravity. In particular, an analogue of Proposition |4.9|is the following:

Proposition 6.15. On EY™ we have:

VAY4 =0, LAY =—-AD —4)Va, (6.63)
where 'y = [aXiA’ Q.

Proof. Again, the first equation is a distant consequence of the Noether identities for the Yang-Mills equa-
tions, which can be obtained by applying b5, to with N = D — 3. The second equation states that the
Weyl invariance of the conservation equation for the Yang-Mills subleading 74 is equivalent to imposing
the obstruction equation Vs = 0 and can be proved by a straightforward calculation using Lemma[B.1] [

Finally, the explicit form of the conformal YM equation and the conformal conservation equation can
be found in terms of the above boundary calculus by using Proposition and repeating the analysis of
Section [5.3]in the YM sector. In the rest of this section we discuss the structure of the boundary YM system
in more details.

A direct analogue of Proposition[d.16]is the following:

Proposition 6.16. For any odd integer © such that 1 <1< D — 4 we have:
Ji V=0, DP=0, Fi,=0. (6.64)

The case of an odd-dimensional boundary is again relatively simple (see Proposition the proof is
analogous).

Proposition 6.17. For d odd we have:
V=0, Y=VAT4, T'pJs=0. (6.65)
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It follows that if we fix a background solution o¢ in the boundary GR sector, the system describes un-
constrained field Ap(x) and field Jg(z) (current) subject to the conservation condition that follows from
o*Y =0

v9J4(z) =0, (6.66)

where V¥ is the Levi-Civita covariant derivative, twisted by the Yang-Mills field Ag(z). Weyl transforma-
tions, J 4 can be read-off from ().7. Assuming that o is taken in the metric gauge one finds:

63Ja = —(D —3)\(2)J 4, (6.67)

where \(7)is the Weyl transformation parameter. In other words J 4 has Weyl weight —(D — 3).
As before, we begin the analysis of the even-dimensional boundary case by first considering a few
examples in lower dimensions:

Example 6.18. In the case of d = 4 one has
Vp=V*Fap, Y=V"T4, TpJa=AFpa (6.68)

Choosing a background solution og to E — T[1]% in the metric-like gauge (see Section , the solution
space for EX™|, . is described by two g-valued fields, Ap(x) and Jg(x), subject to equations

VFi5 =0, V9J4=0, (6.69)

where Fap is the usual Yang-Mills curvature for Ag(x). See Appendix IE] for details. Note that the leading
part of the boundary system is the usual 4d YM. This is compatible with the fact that the Yang-Mills equation
is conformally invariant in dimension 4.

Under Weyl transformations, J 5 transforms as

55J4 = AMOPN) Fa — 20T 4 (6.70)

Example 6.19. In the case of d = 6 one has

A ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
= = ((VeVO)VAF 5 +ACP 5 Fpa — 2[Fap, Ve FY),
2 6.71)

~ ~ 1 ~
V=VT4, ToJa=3MN(VeVPFps— §VAVBFBC)-

Vi

Analogously to the previous example, the equations satisfied by Ag(z) and J o(x) read as (see Appendixlz’]
for details):

9V FA 5 + 200 PFC 3 + APV Fop — 3PV FA 5 + 40P 5 Fpy — 2[Fap, VEFY] =0 (6.72)

3

VT4 + §/~\2PAC(VQCV9|BFBA) =0, (6.73)

where Pag(x) is a Schouten tensor and C spc(x) is a Cotton tensor for the background conformal geometry
described by metric gap(x). Following [25]], where (6.72) was originally found, we call it the higher con-

formal Yang-Mills equation in dimension 6. The subleading field J 4, in addition to satisfying the modified
conservation equation (6.73)), also transforms nontrivially under Weyl rescalings:

~ _ 1 _
03Ja = 3N2ONVELVELFP 4 + 2P Fpay — §V?4VQBFBC — PP, Fpe) —4XJ 4 (6.74)

Note that the inhomogeneous terms originate from U'c T4 term in Q7 4.
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Let us give some details on how (6.71) is derived. Using Proposition [6.16] together with Theorem [6.14]
we obtain:

A~ ~
7 = A9 R, BG = VTP - VeI 75

Then from (6.62) and (6.59):
Vg = VAFY 4 DONE, 5 = VAV LT — VW) + ACPARFpa — [Fag, JOH, (6.76)

where we have also made use of the fact that fﬁ}gc — —ACc4p thanks to (@37). Using
VAV = [VvA, V] T0 = —CpApTP TV — FIAGR, TV = —ACPABEL  + [FA5, TV (6.77)

and substituting the previously computed :]E) one finds the explicit expression for Vg from (6.71). The

formula for ) is obtained from (6.62) using D(2)|Aj§‘1) = 0. Finally, using the above in (6.57) one finds the
explicit expression for I'c 4.

Example 6.20. In the case d = 8 we have

3A2

1~
Vg =(VaVAHTD 4+ 2 5 (BANY o Fap — FoaVABEC +2BA VOFoa)+

+6ACA R (2V 4 T8 — Vo U) 4+ 2JO1, Eap] + 6TV 2V, ) — v, 70 (6.78)
15+, ~
y :vAjA + ZA2BACVC:]\£41) _ 5[(7(3”147 (71(41)]

where 171(41)“ and i(f)'[ are computed using Theoremand are given by:

A~
j(]gl) = _VAFABa
(6.79)

372 . A R
T = g 2 (VaVYVCFep + 8CPAFp g — 2[Fap, VOFA)).

The details of the derivation the explicit form of Yp and Y can be found in Appendix|E)
Repeating the analysis of the previous examples one finds that 0*Yp = 0 is a higher conformal Yang-
Mills equation in dimension 8, which for a fixed metric-like background o¢ can be written as:

0955 4+ 2(9P P + 2PAPVY) (2V%y) — V455 + 8PpCFep — 4PC Fep)+
+ 2(=5P4p PP 4 8Py PAPNVY FP 4 2P p PApiDIP) — 5P 1
1
+4(BA°VELFyp — FOYV9Bpe — APF 4Cppo — 4PF 4Copp) + = BApVLEFC 4)+

2
+4CA 529 — w95 + 8PAP Fpe — APCP Fpa)+
+ 20 Fup) + [V, 2w 50 — w90 + 8P, CFop — 4PCFoa) =0, (6.80)
where B, (x) is a Bach tensor and
(1) Vg FAB
<3) — 9V FA 5 + 400 PFC g + 8P4V Fop — 3PV FA + 8CPA g Fpy — 2[Fap, VLFCA].

(6.81)

To the best of our knowledge, this operator has not been found before.
From c*) = 0 we have the following conservation equation:

5A3
oY = Vi + 1 = PB(CeP i) + BepFPp + 3V%J§’ + 6PCEV%J'§))+

+ 16 B (Viga)) — D) [j ] |. (6.82)

For the derivation of equations and (6.82), see Appendix|F)
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The general situation is described by:

Proposition 6.21. For d even, the boundary system describes higher conformal YM theory together with an
additional field J 4. The symbols of the equations of motion for these fields have the following structure:

Vg = (VaVA) T VO + ...,

d—4
A A ; (6.83)
Y= VAJA + Z C(lj_gp(d—S—l)lAjj(q) ‘

=0

Moreover, Vg does not involve Typ, Ja and their V g-derivatives. o*(YVg) = 0 is the (higher-dimensional)
conformal YM equation on Ap(x)0P = 0*(C). The second equation gives a generalised conservation
condition satisfied by the subleading J 4(x) = 0*(Ja).

The proof is a straightforward generalisation of that of Proposition[5.6]

Remark 6.22. Suppose that we are given with an Einstein metric gap(x) and a YM field Ag(z) on %,
dim ¥ = 4,6, 8 such that YM equations are satisfied: V% FAB = 0. Then A, g also satisfy the higher con-
formal Yang-Mills equation, as can be seen from formulas (6.72)),(6.80). This statement is a YM analogue
of the known fact that higher conformal gravities contain Einstein sector [72], see also [|73|]. These should
extend to higher even dimensions. Notice also, that conservation equations and reduce simply
to V%J* = 0 over an Einstein-YM background.
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A Proof of Theorem 4.5

The ideal £) is generated by KV —1) together with
Vo)W — %gﬂavgvavaﬁ%
Ve Vavaah + kg, (A.])
Vo) Vi (VaVe — %QABVCVCQ).
Note that using
[Va, V]V = =Wy Vg — Ceap (A2)
and the tracelessness of the Weyl and Cotton tensors one can show that
VaViV.Q = VIVQV,0 — W, V.0 — C,0 = ¢*06) + vAv 00 4 k5. (A.3)
Consequently, the generators of the ideal for N > 1 can be rewritten as follows:
Ve QN2 Vo VaVaAQY, Vi VEVAVEQ. (A.4)

The first step in the proof is formulated as a lemma.
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Lemma A.1. a) Generators of the ideal ICN)
VAVAOW, VAVAVEQ (A.5)

can be rewritten as

(N = 1)V 2P T, + KWV-D,

~ (A.6)
(D-3-N+1)TN ™ — (N = 1)AVY 2V Jcpa + KN,
(N-1) (N)
b) The vector fields v preserve K\'Y),
Proof. We will prove this by induction.
Base case: for N =1
VQVAQ(l) = VAQ(2) — WdQAQVdQ — Caqafd € /C(O), (A7)

VaVaVpQ = VaVaVpQ — WigqaViQ — CpaaQ = —g s + KO,

where we also use the fact that V 4 preserves K(9). The proof of the base case for part b) of the lemma follows from
0 _ o

Lemmasince Vp' = gea

Now suppose that the statement of the lemma holds for i < N. We check for NV + 1. Part a):
VItHvQW = Vi [Vg, Va0 + ViV 0@ (A.8)

Consider the second term. By virtue of Proposition [4.I) and the induction assumption

VAV Z Cy DL 02 = piVo® 4 k™), (A.9)
since by the fact that VI(LXN_I) preserves K(V) it in particular follows that DgN_l) = [V&N_l), Q)] preserves this ideal.

Using QN2 = £V, + AQQ a straightforward computation shows that
QVQ) = £V Vil + Cp*V o2 + M + AV,

QV V= £V, V Vi Q + COV Vi 4+ Cp*V Vo + XV, Qgpe + AV V(L (A.10)
Then, using the explicit formula for V‘(AN) @.8)
(N) (VN YWhaou + (N — 1)P% VN 2Ca04) agcb_
—- v~ ICdQAai + (N = 1)V *Caaa 88)\ (A1)
N-1 N a
+ Z Cha (V™' Whaoa + ——— LoN-i-2pd ci0 i), N1
we obtain
p0® = ,IMQa® — _AVE-Coaa + KW, (A.12)
Substituting this result first into (A.9)), and then into (A.8)) we get
VAT L0W = Vi [Vq, VAIQW — AV~ Coaa + £, (A.13)
At the same time
Vi [Va, VAl =~V (CoqaQ) + Kp = —VY 1Coaal + £N2) (A.14)
and finally we have
VATIVAQW = —2AVY 1 Coau + KW = D2A 5 3Ve  V:Weona + K. (A.15)
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which coincides with the desired one, since VW oqu = —VETEA.
The next generator of the ideal:

VYTIVAVEQ = VY [V, VAlVEQ + VA VAV QWM. (A.16)
As in the previous case, consider the second term:
N
VVAVEQW =3 oD VLV QW = DYDv M 4 k), (A.17)
i=0

Using formulas (A.10), (A.TT)) one verifies that D;N)V Q@ € KW, and therefore
VYTV AVEQ = VY[V, ValVEQ + KW =

= —V?{(WdBQAVdQ + CpaaQ?) + KV = (A.18)
= ](3? + NAVA~1Cpaa + KW,
Using
1 1 ~
Cpaa = —D7_3V€WeBQA = _D7—3(A_1T](312‘ +VEJgpa) + Kp (A.19)

we arrive at the original statement.

Part b) of the lemma is proved by explicit calculation. Since ugN) has degree —1, it suffices to verify that

ygN_l)ICB c KW, Let us act with (A_TT) on the generators of K of degree 1 @.9), @I0):

N-2
_ N-3_n_ v i —i—
N Do0 :Tvg "Canal + Y Ch_o(Vy " Wooa+
=2
N—i-2_y_, i -
VN T P Canay 2+ K € KV,
VI(ANfl) (CQQ o ébvbgg + )\) c ’C(N—Q)’ (A20)

V(P — ¢V, VBQ) = — (<TWV-2IB, (N — 2)AVY—3CBqa) + KN ¢ KN-D),
VA(ANfl)()\Q +gQQ§aan(2)) — vg_chﬂA 4 ]C(N*Q) c ]C(N);
y,(axN_l)(CBQ + g%V .V Q) ek,
]

It is obvious that the proof of the theorem almost follows from Lemma [A.1] and Proposition d.4] The only
remaining issue is that at the moment as new generators of the ideal, we have all VY VAT, N > 0, while under the
theorem only N = D — 3 is singled out. We will show that the others can be discarded from the generating set.

Consider one of the generators of the ideal KN *1) (see (A.T8))

VBV [Va, ValVEQ = [VE VY][Va, VAl VEQ + VAVE([Vq, VA VEQ. (A.21)

(N)

Analogously to the proof of the lemma, the first term belongs to K'*¥/, since Dg) ,i < N preserve K1) and

DPMIBG V4 V50 e kW (A.22)

, which is easy to prove by explicit calculation. Then, expanding the second term,

vag [VQ) VA]VBQ - *ngB (WdBQAde —+ CBQA)) + ]C(N) —
= —VAVPTps + VY (VECpaaQ) + KN =
= —VAVETpa — V§ (V¥ C0aQ) + £V =
D-3-N
D-3
where we used the consequence of the Bianchi identity (3.33) V*C . = 0. For N # D — 3 this means that part of the

generators are already contained in the prolongations of the others with respect to V 4 and therefore can be excluded.
Note that for N = D — 3 this leads to:

VIVETps + KN (A23)

V2o e k-3, (A.24)
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B Action of () on Tfﬁ?

First of all, let us prove the following auxiliary lemma, which will be very useful:

Lemma B.1. On E we have:

N-2
P2, V] =Y dyPESDIN 279V, + NV H(gPOAA e — APg) + KO, (B.1)
=0
Proof. First, let us show that:
N-2 ‘ ‘
P8, vy =Y dyPEsDIN 279V, — NPV A, (B.2)
1=0

To prove this, similarly to [V, V 4], we expand [VY, '] as

N-1
V&, TP => " Cy[Va,...,[Va,TP].. ]V, (B.3)
=0 N—i

Using the commutation relations (3.11)), we get

[V, TP = PiAY,,

Va,..-,[Va, FB] = PQ D( ) 1> 2. (B.4)

—_————

i
Thus,
VN, B = Z Oy PESDIN=I=2DvE, + NPEeAd VL. (B.5)

In the second term, we want to move Vg 1 to the left, for which we need:

N—-2
Vo LAY =D Ch i [Va,....[Va,A%] ... ]V (B.6)
=0

N—i
From the same commutators (3.11) we get
Va,...,[Va,A%]...] =8Di71 ix>1. (B.7)
N——
i
Substituting everything into (B.3) gives us
Ve, TP =Y (Chy — NCy_ ) PESDIN270VG + NPEV ) 1AL (B.8)
i=0
It is straightforward to check that
Cy —NCy_ | =—(N—-1—-1)C% = —dYy (B.9)

which completes the proof of (B-2). The formula in the lemma is trivially obtained from the definition of P2 =
(=g gea + 0204 4 525%) and from the fact that gog and (gao — A) belong to K(©). O

We are now ready to prove the following:
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Proposition B.2. On E we have

QT = VAT + CpAT) + CATSY + MT AT — NATS) + KO, where (B.10)
N-2
TaTh =8> ay DY > 715) + NAUJ() + IS5 + ). (B.11)

1=0

Proof. Notice that, by (4.10) and Lemma @4.2] on E we have

QTE) = v, ) + A% TR + AT, ) + AATE) =
= MVATE) + CpPAP g 4 MTATE) + A(A — A%)TY) + KO (B.12)
For N = 0, the action of Ap¥, T'4, A, A% is obviously read off from the action of Q on W.q. (3.31)), namely

QTsc = QWapac = £V Tro + CotJapc + O Tac + CotJacs + CcTpa + 200 Tsc + 20T
(B.13)

For higher N, we must commute these vector fields with Vg using the commutator formulas (3.11)). For example,

AP pVNTap = VEAP xTap + [AP 5, V] = VAP pTup = 6RTY) + 651D (B.14)
The only nontrivial commutator here is [['?, V1], for which one should use Lemmaproved above. O
Using Lemma [B.1] we can also prove the following
Proposition B.3.
ToVE3VATAR = —A(D - 3)VE4Vp P op + KPP, (B.15)
Proof. First, observe that as a consequence of Cyp. = —ﬁvdeabc, we have
Va3V AT g = (D —3)VE *Caga + KO (B.16)
Using Lemma[B.T|and I'°C\qg = —W€4pq We can compute
D-5
TeVE2Caaa =) &y PSAD P IV Cona + (D — 3)VE4(gPORA% s — AC0)Conat
i=0

+ 7P, 4 kO (B.17)

In the proof of Theorem it was shown (see (A.23)) that for i < D — 3 one has V5,Caoa € K6+ - Using

this and the fact that the corresponding operators DﬁlN)

conclude that the entire sum 3> 20% di,_, PSADP 771 Coq 4 belongs to K(P~4). Moreover, it is easy to see that

ACQC'QQA = 0 and that gBCAQBCQQA = CCQA + CQCA. Hence

preserve this ideal as a consequence of the theorem itself, we

TOVESCo0a = (D = 3)A(VEC %4 + VI 0% 4) + TPINC 4 4 (P, (B.18)

Since, as a consequence of the Bianchi identities (3.33), we have VqoCoap = VACaas — VBCaaa, it is easy to see
that Vg “4Caca € KP~Y_ Then, substituting the formula (#@.37), which expresses C 40 p in terms of the components
of the Weyl tensor, we obtain

reVE#Caaa = —AVE VI 7C 4 + KPP, (B.19)

Substituting this into (B.16), we arrive at the desired formula. O
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C Proof of the formulas for J%)C and v4

We begin with the following lemma:

Lemma C.1. On E, we have the following:

T+ NAVY 'Ceap € KNHD,

Proof. From (A.4) we have V Avg ViVeQ € KY). On the other hand, we have
N-1 o
Va4, VEIVEVeQ = - > CyDY IViVEVe0 e KOHD
i=0

which follows from Theorem 4.5 Next, observe that
KN 5 VAVEVEVEQ — VEVEVAVEQ = V[V, V] Ve + KV,

Expanding the commutator yields

KN+ 5 Vg(WdCABVdQ + CoapQ)) = f(!]é)c + N]\Vg_l(jCAB + W=D

We now prove the formula for JX)QC:

Proposition C.2. On E, the following holds:

Jz&%C = KVEWECAB + ]C(l)7

N _
T\ he = ng YVaTpe — VTac) + KN N> 1.

Proof. Substituting two 2 indices into the Bianchi identity (3.33) yields

1
J,Euéo =VaTsc — VBTac + 6Cqapgac — 6Cciapgon =
=VaTsc — VeTac — Caangac + Caaagnc — Coapgan + I°(gaa),

(C.1)

(C.2)

(C3)

(C4)

(C.5)

(C.6)

where I° (904) C Kp denotes the ideal generated by gna. Note that this ideal is stable under V,, since V,gp. = 0.

Expanding

1 1

Coap =~ —5(VeWoup) = —5—5

D-3 (gﬂﬂjiléc +VEWFcup) + 1%(g0a)

and moving the term with Jg%c to the left-hand side, we obtain

D—4 )

00
——Japc = Valpc — VeTac — Caoapgac + Canagnc + 99 G oWE g+ 10 (904)-

D -3 D -3

Since Tap € KW, Caap = ﬁVETEC e KM, we arrive at the desired formula (valid for D > 4):

~ 1
JS;C = AiD — 4VEWECAB + kW,

Applying VY ! to and using Lemmato express Vo "'Ccap we obtain

N -1

———Jape =V H(VaTse — VeTac) — Vi 'Caapgac + Vi 'Caqagpe + KN,

N

Since (see (A.15))) we have Vg “1Coan € KV we arrive at the desired formula.
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Proposition C.3. The following is true on E:

(N) _ _ 7(N=1),D 0 1 Ie0| i 7)., (N=2-0) (N+1) 1
Va J CAaCCD+AN CA@)\C Zd Vo +K (C.11)

Proof. First of all (see (3.14)) we have

d 0
VS) =TA = —WchAW - CCQA@T' (C.12)

By repeatedly applying [V, -] to this formula, we arrive at the following iterative relation:

(N) N—1yy/b N-2 9 .
—(Vq caa+ (N = 1)PGHVE CdQA)ac, 5
VN 1C QAi + (N — 1)VN QCQQA 8
MO an
N-1 N o)
i —i— - i— i—1
+Y Ch (Vg "Wbaaa + pt vg QPQQCdQA) v V. (C13)
Note that from the definition of P4, we have
P = 6868 + Kp, P2 =064 +Kp, PIE=—gBA+KO. (C.14)

From formulas (A.T3)) and (A.18)) it follows that

Vo 'Caga € KWVFD,

T 4 NAVY-1Cpaa € KO+, (C.15)
Thus, the remaining coefficients are:
Vo T W04 + N+11VN 72piB gaaCPgs = (C.16)
_ _pWN—iiB, HllT(N—z‘—lﬂBA 4 cN=) - 1T(N i-IB , | (N, C.17)
Consequently, the formula for 1/1(4 ) takes the form
(N) _ _ 7(N-1)|B 9 1 0 " L p(N—iD|B (1) | (N4
v = —J cageos + i LAB gas ;CN +1 avy V4™ (ca8)

Then, using the properties of the binomial coefficient and changing the summation index in the sum, we arrive at the
desired formula. O

D Proof of Proposition 4.16|

Proof. Starting from
0 ~(1)
The=0, T&, =0 (D.1)
(1)

and v’ = 0 which follows from (C.I8) we can employ the induction in 7. Assume

T =0 V=0, TP =0 (D.2)
D -4
forall 1 < k < — 1 we check that
TEHD —o G —o, JPH. 0. (D.3)
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To see this, let us compute .J2%), @33)) implies

2k —1 ~ _ ~ _ _
o jfg)c =b0'Vg  H(VaTpe — ViTac) = b* (Vg . ValTee — Vo ', V] Tac) =0,

where in the second equality Vék ~! passes through V 4 and we use T gck_l) = 0. Then

2k—2 2k—
VIV ValTee = Y- CADETY Z Qv TR =0,
1=0 1=

by assumption (the upper index of v4 or T4 is odd).

Now consider ffgﬂ). Equations (4.55)) imply:

0= (D —4=2k)T5e"" — 2k + DAVAT0 +0°[VE. V) apc) = Tie ™ =0,
where the second term vanishes thanks to (D.4), while
bV, VA Jape = 0.

by the assumption (each term vanishes separately because it contains either even J, Ao or odd Dy).
Finally, consider 1/1(42]”1). Using (C.18)) one gets:

2k .
(k+1) _ _ 7ok 0 L geeny 9 S~ L pek-no, 0-1)
=-J + = T, S Ch——T .

As we have seen, the first two terms vanish. The remaining terms also vanish by the induction assumption.

E d =8 Yang-Mills

Proof. Analogously to the examples for d = 4[6.18]and d = 6 [6.19] we have

o~ 3A2 ~ ~
s& = = Bac, jil;;c = —ACcasg, jf}éc = T(VABBC’ — VBBac)

Ty = 37 ((VAVA)VCFCB +8CPARFpa — 2[Fap, VEFLA]), VETY —o,
Fip=Va j(l) VY, ToFy) =AVeFap+250p]y - 2Gcaly,
reJ® =38@2ve]y - vt
Then we have
Vg = VAR + DWAE, 5 4+ 6DPIAFR)
Expanding:
DWIAF, ;= —FOIC AR, 4 [TOIA By — %d2f(2)|CAVCF\AB _

3A2 3A2

= VCBBAFAC [T Fap] - BCAVCFABa
~ ~ ~ T(2 )\AC ~
BRIV AE 4 W £ x eFn -

o o X2pACc ABA
= ACAC (VAT = Ve dD) 4+ [JOIA FP) + —VeFas + 23,2(4”,

VARSI = VA5V (Vadp — Vpda) = (VaVAH T - vAvVE T 4 3v4dF 70 — P j1).
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D.4)

D.5)

(D.6)

D.7)

(D.8)

(E.1)

(E.2)

(E.3)



But using VBjTB:S) = 0 we have

— VAVBj_E{Q’) _ _[VA7VB]j:El3) _ @DABFDjﬁls) — [Fap, J®M] =
= 3ACPA 52V p IV = v T = [Fyp, TN (E4)
O
Using this an = A AA B + Az AAC F B+ , in the expression for F , after some
ing this and DT T = AC4C T + X BacFCp + 17V, J4] in th for VAR, af
algebra we obtain the following.
372 P

VAP = (Vv TP £ 6ACA v + TBACVAFC ~ SV BucFCa-

— [Fap, O 46TV, vATD] (E5)

Therefore, (E.2) takes the form

3A2
VB (V VA)j(BB) (BACVcFAB . FCAVABB + B BVCFCA)
+ 6ACACB(2VAfé) ~ Vo9 + 2[f<3 4, Fapl + 6[JWHA 2v, 70 — v 701 (E.6)

Using the formulas above, it is straightforward to compute ):

4
YV=VAiTa+> CipG=IIATE — gA 7, 4 5pWIATH 4 10p@14 T —
=0
15A2 15A2 -
1 LBV - VAT - 5[ TOM, TP =

_ VAJA o paAcy '7,(4)

15A2
=VATa + —54 BACY o — 5[ 7@ T (E.7)

F Solution space of the boundary theory: the Yang-Mills case

Let o : T[1]S — E be a fixed (but generic) solution to the off-shell gravity boundary gPDE (E,Q) in a “metric-
like” gauge, as described in Section In particular, JG§A = 04, UG()\) = (0. As was discussed in this section,
the choice of o corresponds to the ch01ce of a conformal metric on ¥ together with the gravity subleading T 45(x)
which is not relevant for the discussion of Yang-Mills.

In this appendix, we will focus on solutions of the gPDE (EYM, Q@) on a fixed background o, i.e., sections
o:T[Y — E¥M such that #¥M o o = a

From the action of ()

§'PFap (E.1)
it follows that

0" Fap = 204 Ap) + [Aa, Apy). (F2)

where we introduced the notation 0*C = A 5(2)05, and Ap is g-valued. Identifying Ap with the connection and

introducing its curvature F'4p[A], this formula simply means that o* Fy5 = Fap[A].
Analogously to the gravitational case, we introduce the following vector field along the section:

Vio*f = 8 —=0"f — TR (0" A5 f) — AL(0"Rr f) (E3)

1"Equivalently, they can be described as sections of the gPDE (E¥|, ., Q, T[1]%)

55



, which is defined even when oy ) is not a solution. Analogously to the gravitational case, such V% can, in a suitable
coordinate system, be regarded as the Levi-Civita covariant derivative twisted by the connection A. We will adopt
this interpretation henceforth.

However, using the fact that the action of () on any degree 0 function can be decomposed as

Qf =EAVaf + CAPA g f + M Ta+ ANAf +C' R f (F4)
when o is a solution, we find (see Section
PVef = 5o f - DRo(e" M pf) + PoMo'Taf) — AL(0*Rif) = Via' [+ P Taf).  (ES)
The formula for the Laplacian takes the same form as in (5.44).
T*VaVAf = VIVIAG f + (04P)o*TAf + 2PAPVY0* T p f + PABPA o TpT o f+
+ Po*(—A% 4+ A)f (F6)

Then, repeating the analysis of Section [5.3] we see that the space of solutions is parametrized by two off-shell g-
valued fields: Ap and J 4(x) = 0*J4. The on-shell conditions o*Yp = ¢*) = 0 will lead to differential equations
on these fields.

In the d = 4 case (see Exarnple using FAﬁBC =0,I'pJa = KﬁBA we have

o*Vp = V4 F4p, F7)
oty = V4yJA. '

These are the Yang-Mills equation and the covariant conservation equation for the connection A and the current J A .
For the d = 6 case (see Example [6.19) we need to note that from the boundary calculus Theorem we have

ﬂBl ) = DL_SVAﬁ 'aB, D > 5. Therefore, from formula we have
I pVAFap = (D —5)Fpp. (F.8)
Then, substituting the formula for Laplacian (F.6)) into J*VCVCVAﬁ 'AB, We obtain from 1m_|i

2
Xa*yB = 9V FA 5 + 200 PFC g + 4PAYNY Fop — 3PV FA 5 + 4CPARFps — 2[Fap, VL FCA),

3
2

F9)
o*Y = VI + SN2 PAY(VLVIB Fy),
where (9 = V9 V9 |4 The first formula here is the Weyl-invariant generalization of the Yang-Mills equations, coin-
ciding with the one appearing in [25]]. The second is a modified conservation law for the current J#, which reduces
to the standard conservation law, for example, when Fp4 = 0.

The case d = 8 (see Example[6.20)) is technically quite involved. We need to compute

3A2
2
+6ACAC 32V 4T — VeI W) 4 2[T®A Fyp] + 6TV 2v,, T — vBﬁ”]). (F.10)

~ ~ ~ ~ 1~ ~
oYV = o ((vAvA)ﬁ) + 5 (BN eFap — FoaV* Bp® + 5B 5V Fea)+

To begin with, we introduce the notation

4 8
(1) = :O‘*j(l), (3) = TO'*:]\(?)) . Fll
J A B JB 312 B ( )

They can be computed in terms of the connection Ap similarly to (F7), (only the coefficients differ). Acting
with o* on we obtain the following:

i) = V9iFAp,

, (F.12)
J) = DIV FAp + 400 PFC g + 8PACVY Fop — 3PV FAp + 8CPApFpy — 2[Fap, VLFCA].

I8Recall that in Sectionit was shown that a*éABc = Capclyl, O'*§AB = Baglg]-
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To compute ¢*V AVAJg’) using the formula for the Laplacian (F.6), we will need:
TpJ =382VpJy) — Veil)), (F.13)
FEFng) = 3K(5ggBD + 5ggEB — 55ggED)jg) + 3K2(2VDF\EB — VBF\ED) , (F.14)

where the first formula was obtained in (E.3)), and the second can be derived from the first using the commutator
formula (similarly to G11)) [['¥, V5] = ~PESAP- + 6EA and T Ejg) = AFgp. Finally, putting all the pieces
together,
Vs = 095 4 2(0P P + 2PAPV4) (2v9,5 ) — V9,50 4+ 8PpC Fep — 4P Fop)+
+2(=5Pap PP 1 8Py PAPVI PP 5 + 2P p PA i VIP) — 5P 1
1
+A(BAVEFap — FOU(V) Bpo — 4P ACppe — APF 4Copp) + 5 B pVEF A)+
- 4CACB(2V,94J'8) - V%J’S) +8PsPFpc — APcP Fpa)+
+ 2O, Fag] + [, 29555 — V5 + 8PaCFop — 4PsCFea), (F15)

where we also used FAEBC =—(D - 5)(60,43 + (73,40) to calculate U*VAEBC.
Similarly, the modified conservation law for J4 can be computed:

5A3
0"V = V434 + PO (O iy + BopFP s + 3V + 6Po" Vi) )+

15A3 BAC

(1), 1507 o
1 BOVE) - 5 UM @16

+ CJA 32j »JA
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