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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 Q-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 [1–3] and flat-space holography [4–6], see also [7–15] 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
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therein. For instance, asymptotically AdS (AAdS) gravity1 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 Q. 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 Ω playing a role of the boundary defining functions and the auxiliary Weyl symmetry δλ̄Ω = λ̄Ω. 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)

1In mathematical literature vacuum solutions of AAdS gravity are referred to as asymptotically Poincaré-Einstein manifolds.

3



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 Q-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 4 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 Q-manifold which is a pair (M,Q), where M is a Z-graded
supermanifold, equipped with degree-one odd vector field Q satisfying Q2 = 0. We denote the Z-grading
by gh(·) and the Z2-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.
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The basic example of a Q-manifold is the shifted tangent bundle T [1]X of a smooth manifold X or,
more generally, a graded supermanifold. Its local coordinates can be chosen as {xµ, θµ}, where xµ – are
local coordinates on the base X and θµ 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 ≡ θµ ∂

∂xµ .
Natural morphisms between Q-manifolds, so called Q-maps, are degree-preserving maps compatible

with the Q-structures. In terms of algebras of functions on (M1, Q1) and (M2, Q2) such map µ :M1 →M2

is a degree-preserving homomorphism µ∗ : C∞(M2) → C∞(M1) such that Q1 ◦µ∗ = µ∗ ◦Q2. In particular,
one has a natural notion of Q-submanifold and Q-bundle. In the latter case both the total space and the base
are Q-manifolds and the projection is required to be a Q map [47].

If one disregards space-time locality, Q-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. 1) Gauge PDE (E,Q, T [1]X) is a Q-bundle π : (E,Q) → (T [1]X, dX), where X is a
space-time manifold.
2) Solutions to (E,Q, T [1]X) are sections σ : T [1]X → E satisfying

dX ◦ σ∗ = σ∗ ◦Q (2.1)

3) Infinitesimal gauge transformations of section σ are defined as

δσ∗ = σ∗[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 E → 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∞(E)
of E → X . In its turn, a local BV system naturally defines a gauge PDE, at least locally. Indeed, taking asE
the pullback of J∞(E) by the projection T [1]X → X one can identify functions onE with horizontal forms
on J∞(E). On the horizontal forms one has two anticommuting differentials: the horizontal differential dh

and the Lie derivative Ls with respect to s. Seen as a vector field on E the total differential dh + Ls 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 ξa has the structure ξaDa + . . ., where Da are total derivatives and . . . denote
terms not involving undifferentiated ξa. It turns out that in this case one can change fibre coordinates in
such a way that the total Q structure factorizes as Q = s + dX, where s is a vector field on the typical
fibre. Geometrically, this means that the underlying Q-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:
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Definition 2.2. Sub-gPDE (Ered, Qred, T [1]X) ⊂ (E,Q, T [1]X) is called an equivalent reduction of E if
locally there exists a set of functions wα such that wα, vα ≡ Qwα are independent and Ered is locally a zero
locus of wα, vα.

In other words, locally the equivalence reduces to the elimination of contractible pairs wα and Qwα. 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 T [1]X in denoting gPDEs to keep conventions light, i.e. we simply use (E,Q) instead of
(E,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 Σ = ∂X and denote the embedding map by i : Σ ↪→ X . To be concrete, here we talk about
boundary Σ but the general discussion applies to any submanifold Σ ⊂ X . This induces a new gPDE i∗E
on Σ, which is simply the restriction (also called pullback) of E to T [1]Σ ⊂ T [1]X . Here, by abusing
notations, we also denote by i the corresponding pushforward T [1]Σ ↪→ T [1]X . It is easy to verify that i∗E
is again a gPDE. In particular, Q is tangent to i∗E ⊂ E. 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]Σ describes the unconstrained boundary
values of the fields of the original E. 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,EΣ, T [1]Σ),
where gPDE (E,Q, T [1]X) is a gPDE on X and (EΣ, QΣ, T [1]Σ) is a gPDE on the boundary Σ = ∂X ,
which is a sub-gPDE of i∗E. QΣ denotes the restriction of Q on EΣ.

2) Solutions to (E,Q, T [1]X,EΣ, T [1]Σ) are sections σ : T [1]X → E such that the restriction of σ to
T [1]Σ is a solution to (EΣ, QΣ, T [1]Σ)

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 EΣ.

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 Q. In other words
the fibre of E over the interior differs from the fibre over the boundary or, in other words, E is slightly not
locally trivial. But the restrictions of E 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 Ω. In the interior of X one requires Ω > 0 while on the boundary ∂X one sets Ω = 0 (in the gPDE
setup one also sets QΩ = 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 Int(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 ∂X as the base space and ∂F as the fibre.

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

Forgetting for the moment about the differential-graded structure lets us define a smooth geometry
counterpart of what we need. We say that E → 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, E is a manifold with
corners and X is a manifold with boundary. Moreover, E → 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 E, which is a bundle Int(E) → Int(X), and the “boundary
bundle” ∂(π−1(∂X)) → ∂X . Some other combinations are also possible. The setup we need for gauge
theories with asymptotic boundaries is obtained by considering Q-boundaries and taking the bulk system to
be Int(E) → Int(X) and the boundary system to be ∂(π−1(∂X)) → ∂X .

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 Q 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 Q 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 π : E → T [1]X equipped with a π-projectable vector field
Q of degree 1. If I ⊂ C∞(E) is the ideal of functions vanishing on the subbundle we denote this data
as (E,Q, I, T [1]X). We assume that the zero locus of I is a regular subbundle of E and that QI ⊂ I
(i.e. Q is tangent to the zero-locus of I). Moreover, in all our example the ambient Q is nilpotent so that
(E,Q, I, T [1]X) is itself a gPDE. Of course, one could generally ask less, namely, that Q2f ∈ I for any
function f . This is enough to have a nilpotent Q on the zero locus.

If we define our gPDE as (E,Q, I) and assumeQ2 = 0 then its solutions are solutions to the underlying
gPDE (E,Q) that satisfy in addition σ∗(I) = 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 (E,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 T [1]X and equipped with
dh+Ls, giving a gPDE. If (E,Q) is off-shell, all the nontrivial differential equations on our fields originate
from I. 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 E with
a distribution generated by vector fields ∇A, gh(∇A) = 0, and [Q,∇A] = 0, such that I is generated by
∇A1 . . .∇Ak

Yα, k⩾ 0, where Yα are some functions on E. If in addition σ∗(Yα) = 0 implies σ∗(I) = 0
for any σ solving (E,Q), we refer to Yα 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 (E,Q, T [1]X) induces an equivalent reduction of the implicitly defined gPDE provided the corre-
sponding contractible pairs wα and Qwα remain independent functions when restricted to the zero locus of
I.2 More precisely, if i : Ẽ → E is an equivalent reduction then under the above condition (Ẽ, Q, i∗(I)) is
an equivalent gPDE.

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

2Of course this is only a sufficient condition. The reduction could well affect the ideal without spoiling the equivalence.
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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 D ≡ dimX satisfies D ≥ 4 and for definiteness,
we fix the metric signature to be Lorentzian (+,− . . . ,−), 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 gab one introduces a scalar field Ω subject to Ω > 0. The gauge
transformations read as

δgbc = ξa∂agbc + gac∂bξ
a + gba∂cξ

a + 2λgbc, δΩ = ξa∂aΩ + λΩ , (2.3)

where gauge parameters ξa, λ 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 Ω = 1 is reachable and completely kills
the λ 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 Ω > 0.

We can now reformulate the above system as a gPDE (Ecl, Q) following the steps recalled in Section 2.1.
More precisely, (Ecl, Q) is defined as follows: its typical fibre can be identified with the fibre of the jet-
bundle for fields gab,Ω and ghosts ξa, λ, whose fibres are coordinatised by

D(c)gab , D(c)Ω , D(c)ξ
a D(c)λ . (2.4)

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

Qxµ = θµ, Qgbc = ξaDagbc + gacDbξ
a + gbaDcξ

a + 2λgbc, Qξb = ξaDaξ
b ,

QΩ = ξaDaΩ + λΩ, Qλ = ξaDaλ, [Da, Q] = 0 .
(2.5)

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

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, θ-independent coordinate change is allowed in the fibre. For instance, the
structure of Q in (2.5) is clearly not invariant under the naive orthogonal transformations with x-dependent
parameters and these are to be adjusted to preserve Q. 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
g̃ab = Ω−2gab, rewritten in terms of g,Ω. More precisely,

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

D(a)Gbc = 0 , S = 0 , (2.6)
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where

Gbc ≡ DbDcΩ− Γd
bcDdΩ + ΩPbc + ρgbc,

ρ ≡ −1

d
gbc(DbDcΩ− Γd

bcDdΩ + PbcΩ)

S ≡ Ωρ+
1

2
DaΩD

aΩ− Λ

(D − 1)(D − 2)
,

(2.7)

and Γd
bc, Pbc 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 Ω = 1. Details can be found in [30]. Equations (2.6) 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 (Ecl, Q) 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 Q-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 (Ered, Q), r : Ered ↪→ Ecl singled out by

D(a)D(cΓ
e
b)d = 0, D(c)D(aPb)c = 0, (3.1)

Q(D(a)D(cΓ
e
b)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)DaDbξ
d and D(c)DaDbλ and hence

this sub-gPDE is an equivalent reduction, at least locally. It is clear that this reduction does not affect the
Ω-sector of the system. In particular, it is perfectly defined even if we let Ω to vanish. In this case the
underlying system is strictly speaking not equivalent to GR. Note that the total derivative Da is not tangent
to this surface.

As part of the coordinates on Ered we take the pullbacks of the degree 1 coordinates ξa, λ and their
derivatives Ca

b ≡ Daξ
b, λa ≡ Daλ together with gab, Ω. By some abuse of notation we use the same

symbols to denote the degree 1 coordinates and their pullbacks to Ered. The same applies to gab. The action
of Q on these coordinates read as:

Qgbc = Cb
agac + Cc

agba + 2λgbc, Qξb = ξaCa
b,

Qλ = ξaλa, Qλb = λaCa
b +

1

2
ξaξdCb

ad,

QCb
c = Cb

aCa
c + λbξ

c − λcξb + δcbλaξ
a +

1

2
ξaξdWc

bad,

Qr∗Ω = ξar∗DaΩ + λr∗Ω ,

(3.3)

where Wc
bad and Cb

ad are respectively the Weyl and Cotton tensors build out of D(c)gab and pulled back to
Ered. In particular, they posses the standard symmetry properties:

Wabcd = −Wbacd = −Wabdc, Wa[bcd] = 0, Cabc = −Cacb, C[abc] = 0. (3.4)

Functions ξa, λ, Ca
b, λa exhaust the independent coordinates of degree 1 on Ered.

It is clear that the above reduction does not affect the sector ofD(a)Ω variables and in this sense amounts
to the equivalent reduction of the gPDE (Econf

cl , Q) describing the conformal geometry, which can be iden-
tified with D(a)Ω-independent sector of (Ecl, Q). More geometrically, the initial (Ecl, Q) is a Q-bundle
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over the (Econf
cl , Q) with the fibre being a jet of Ω with coordinates D(a)Ω. Functions on the base can be

identified with the functions on the total space that do not depend onD(a)Ω. The above equivalent reduction
(Ered, Q) ⊂ (Ecl, Q) originates from the equivalent reduction of (Econf

cl , Q) to (Econf
red , Q) and in this form

was initially constructed and employed in [55, 56], see also [30, 57]. More precisely,

Proposition 3.1. (Ered, Q) is a Q-bundle over (Econf
red , Q).

Recall that both (Ered, Q) and (Econf
red , Q) are Q-bundles over T [1]X and the projection (Ered, Q) →

(Econf
red , Q) is a map of bundles over T [1]X .
We refer to (Econf

red , Q) as to the pre-minimal model of conformal geometry. At the same time, it is
natural to call (Ered, Q) a pre-minimal model of conformal-like off-shell GR. The term pre-minimal reflects
that one can still eliminate the metric gab together with the symmetric part of of the ghosts Ca

b 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 (Ecl, Q, Icl), where Icl is generated
by (2.6) which in turn originate form the Einstein equations. Pulling back Icl to Ered gives an ideal Ired

which, in turn, allows us to define the pre-minimal model of the on-shell conformal-like GR as an implicit
gPDE (Ered, Q, Ired).

3.2 Covariant derivatives
Our aim now is to introduce a set of functions on Ered that completes the coordinates involved in (3.3) to
a useful (possibly overcomplete) coordinate system on Ered, compatible with the bundle structure Ered →
Econf

red . To this end we need some additional ingredients. Let CM denote all the coordinates of ghost degree
1 on Ered. Consider the following vector fields:

∇M ≡ [
∂

∂CM
, Q]. (3.5)

Note that becuase CM exhaust the degree 1 fibre coordinates, vector fields ∇M do not depend on the choice
of the degree 0 coordinates completing CM , xµ, θµ to a coordinate system on Ered.

Vector fields ∇M satisfy the following “open-algebra” relations:

[∇M ,∇N ] = ϵLMN∇L + (QϵLMN)
∂

∂CL
, (3.6)

where ϵLNM = −ϵLMN are degree zero functions on Ered. To see this, note that

[∇M ,∇N ] = [Q, rMN ], rMN ≡ [
∂

∂CM
,∇N ] . (3.7)

Because gh(rMN) = −1 it can be represented as

rMN = ϵLMN

∂

∂CL
, (3.8)

for some degree 0 functions ϵLNM . Note that ϵLNM = −ϵLMN thanks to

rMN = [
∂

∂CM
,∇N ] = [

∂

∂CM
, [Q,

∂

∂CN
]] = [∇M ,

∂

∂CN
] = −rNM . (3.9)

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

It is convenient to introduce the following notations for ∇M associated to different sectors of ghost
variables:

∇a ≡
[
∂

∂ξa
, Q

]
, ∆a

b ≡
[

∂

∂Ca
b
, Q

]
,

Γa ≡
[
∂

∂λa
, Q

]
, ∆ ≡

[
∂

∂λ
,Q

]
.

(3.10)

We also employ collective notations ∆A for ∆a
b,Γa,∆, i.e. all components of ∇M save for ∇a.
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Proposition 3.2. Relations (3.6) read explicitly as:

[∆a
b,Γ

c] = −δcbΓa, [Γa,∇b] = −Pac
db∆

d
c + δab∆ ,

[∆a
b,∇c] = δac∇b, [∆a

b,∆
c
d] = δad∆

c
b − δcb∆

a
d

[∇a,∇b] = −Wd
cab∆

c
d − CdabΓ

d − (QWd
cab)

∂

∂Cc
d
− (QCdab)

∂

∂λd
,

(3.11)

where Pde
ab ≡ (−gdegab + δdaδ

e
b + δdb δ

e
a) and all other commutators vanish.

Note that vector fields (3.10) 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 [58].

Note that functions of degree 0 are closed under the action of ∇M . Moreover, on this subalgebra ∇M

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
Ca

b. Alternatively, if one sets to zero all the terms involving curvatures W and C, relations (3.11) 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 (Ered, Q) (as well as that of (E,Q))
can be considered a formal Q-manifold and hence is equivalent to an L∞-algebra. At the same tyme an
L∞-algebra whose associated Q-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 rab ≡ [ ∂
∂ξa
,∇b].

Because gh(rab) = −1 it acts nontrivially on the degree 1 coordinates only. Explicitly, one has

rabCc
d = [

∂

∂ξa
,∇b]Cc

d =
∂

∂ξa
∇bCc

d =
∂

∂ξa
∂

∂ξb
QCc

d = Wd
cba, (3.12)

rabλ
c =

∂

∂ξa
∂

∂ξb
Qλc = Cc

ba , rabλ = rabξ
c = 0 . (3.13)

so that

rab = −Wd
cab

∂

∂Cc
d
− Cc

ab
∂

∂λc
, (3.14)

and hence

[∇a,∇b] = [Q, rab] = −Wd
cab∆

c
d − CdabΓ

d − (QWd
cab)

∂

∂Cc
d
− (QCdab)

∂

∂λd
. (3.15)

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 fα and a set of vector fields
Vi ∈ V ect(E). We define the ideal In(f, V ) ⊂ C∞(E) , n⩾ 0 to be the ideal generated by

Vi1 . . . Vikf
α 0⩽ k⩽n . (3.16)

We assume that In do not restrict the base space.3 It is also useful to introduce I∞(f, V ) which is generated
by Vi1 . . . Vikf

α with k = 0, 1, 2, . . ..

3This can be formulated as the requirement that the image of the zero locus of In(f, V ) under the canonical projection
E → T [1]X is T [1]X .
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Note that I0(f, V ) does not depend on V and hence we also denote it as I0(f). There is a natural
filtration on I∞(f, V ):

I0(f) ⊂ I1(f, V ) ⊂ I2(f, V ) ⊂ . . . (3.17)

Note that VjIm(f, V ) ⊆ Im+1(f, V ).
If (E,Q) is the off-shell GR introduced above, we say that In(f,Da) is compatible if (Q−ξaDa)I

n(f,Da) ⊂
In(f,Da). It is easy to check that if (Q− ξaDa)I

0(f) ⊂ I0(f) then all In(f,Da) are also compatible.

Proposition 3.4. Let fα ∈ C∞(E), gh(fα) = 0 be such that (Q− ξaDa)I
0(f) ⊂ I0(f) and r : Ered → E.

It follows

r∗In(f,Da) = In(r∗f,∇a), (3.18)

where In(r∗f,∇a) is the ideal in C∞(Ered) determined (in the sense of Definition 3.3) by functions r∗fα

and vector fields ∇a ≡ [Q, ∂
∂ξa

]. Recall, that we assume that the coordinate system on Ered in the degree 1
is fixed to be ξa, Daξ

b, λ,Daλ pulled-back to Ered. 4.

Note that the condition of the statement is equivalent to requiring ∆,∆a
b,Γa to preserve I0(f) ⊂ I0(f).

Proof. The statement is obvious for n = 0. For n = 1 we have

Qf = ξaDaf + I0(f). (3.19)

Applying
∂

∂ξb
r∗ to the above we get

∇br
∗f = r∗Dbf + I0(r∗f), (3.20)

where we used ∇bf ≡ [
∂

∂ξb
, Q]r∗f =

∂

∂ξb
Qr∗f which in turn employs gh(f) = 0. Equation (3.20) implies

that r∗(I1(f,Da)) can be generated by r∗fα and ∇ar
∗fα and hence the statement for n = 1.

Proceeding further by induction we assume that the statement holds for all i < N , i.e.

∇a1 . . .∇air
∗f = r∗Da1 . . . Daif + Ii−1(r

∗f,∇a), i < N. (3.21)

Applying Da2 . . . DaN to (Q − ξaDa)I
0(f) ⊂ I0(f) and using DaQ = QDa and DaI

n−1(f,Da) ⊆
In(f,Da)) one has:

QDa2 . . . DaNf − ξa1Da1 . . . DaNf ∈ IN−1(f,Da). (3.22)

Finally, applying
∂

∂ξa1
r∗ gives

∇a1r
∗Da2 . . . DaNf − r∗Da1 . . . DaNf ∈ r∗IN−1(f,Da) (3.23)

which together with the induction assumption leads to

∇a1 . . .∇aN r
∗f = r∗Da1 . . . DaNf + IN−1(r∗f,∇a) , (3.24)

so that r∗IN(f,Da) = IN(r∗f,∇a).

Proposition 3.5. Let fα ∈ C∞(E), gh(fα) = 0 be such that (Q− ξaDa)I
0(f) ⊆ I0(f). Then

[∇a,∇b]I
n(f,∇c) ⊆ In(f,∇c). (3.25)

In particular, I∞(f,∇a) is generated by ∇(a)f
α.

4This defines ∂
∂(r∗ξa) in the unambiguous way
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Proof. Let CM denote all the degree 1 coordinates but ξa and ∆M ≡ [ ∂
∂CM , Q]. Note that [ ∂

∂CM , ξ
a∇a] =

−ξa[ ∂
∂CM ,∇a] preserves In(f,∇) because any vector field of degree −1 does so. It follows, ∆M preserves

the ideal as well because [ ∂
∂CM , Q−ξa∇a] clearly does. Finally, according to (3.11), [∇a,∇b] is proportional

to ∆M so that (3.25) and

∇a1 . . .∇amI
n(f,∇c) = ∇(a1 . . .∇am)I

n(f,∇c) + Im+n−1(f,∇c) . (3.26)

Corollary 3.6. Functions ∇(a)(r
∗Ω) can be taken as a part of a coordinate system on Ered.

Indeed, because Ecl is a bundle over Econf and the equivalent reduction r : Ered → Ecl does not
affect the fibres, r∗(D(a)Ω) are coordinates on the fibres of Ered → Econf

red . Thanks to 3.4, the restriction
of r∗(I∞(Ω, Da)) to a fibre is isomorphic to the restriction of I∞(r∗(Ω),∇a) to the same fibre. Moreover,
thanks to Proposition 3.4 the ideals generated by r∗D(a)(Ω − 1) and ∇(a)r

∗(Ω − 1)) are the same and so
are their restrictions to a given fibre. This implies that ∇(a)r

∗Ω restricted to the fibre define a coordinate
system therein.

Using Proposition 3.4 we can also characterize more explicitly the pullback Ired to Ered of the ideal Icl

generated by constraints (2.6) which, in turn, are determined by the Einstein equations. More precisely,

Corollary 3.7. On Ered we have:

r∗Gab = ∇a∇br
∗Ω + r∗(ρgab), (3.27)

r∗ρ = − 1

D
∇a∇ar

∗Ω (3.28)

and hence

Ired = r∗(Icl) = I0(r∗S) ∪ I∞(r∗Gab,∇a) , (3.29)

Proof. To prove it is sufficient to observe that r∗Γc
ab = r∗Pab = 0 by the definition of Ered and that

r∗DaDbΩ = ∇a∇br
∗Ω.

It was shown in [55, 56] that ∇(a1...akW
b
ak+1ak+2)c for k⩾ 0 can be taken as coordinates on Ered 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 Ered in the sector of degree 1 variables one can take ξa, Ca
b, λ, λa

pulled back to Ered while in the sector of degree 0 one can take:

gab , ∇(a1...akW
b
ak+1ak+2)c , ∇(a)(r

∗Ω) , k⩾ 0 . (3.30)

In this coordinate system the action of Q is determined by [Q,∇a] = 0, r∗ ◦ Q = Q ◦ r∗, relations (3.3),
and

QWc
bad = ξe∇eW

c
bad − Ce

cWe
bad + Cb

eWc
ead + Ca

eWc
bed + Cd

eWc
bae (3.31)

and
Q(r∗Ω) = ξa∇a(r

∗Ω) + λ(r∗Ω) . (3.32)

Note that to determine explicitly the action of Q 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. ξa in the above Proposition mean r∗(ξa), and denote by Q the Q vector field on E and
its restriction to Ered as well. In what follows we also omit r∗ in r∗(Ω), and r∗(Gab), r∗S as we will not
employ coordinates on the initial Ecl ⊃ Ered.

Finally, starting from Q2Ca
b = 0 and Q2λa = 0 one can can obtain the following “Bianchi identities”:

∇[aWbc]de − Cd[abgc]e + Ce[abgc]d = 0, ∇[aC
b
cd] = 0 , (3.33)

where Cbcd ≡ − 1
D−3

∇aW
a
bcd. Thanks to these identities, we can express ∇(a)Wbcde in terms of the co-

ordinates ∇(a1...akW
b
ak+1ak+2)c introduced above. Equivalently, the algebra of functions on Ered can be

identified as the quotient of the algebra generated by ghosts and ∇(a)Wbcde by the relations generated by
the ∇(c)-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 (Ered, Q, Ired) subject to the additional condition Ω > 0. The important point is
that negative powers of Ω enter neither Q nor the generators of Ired. This means that one can consistently
extend Ered by taking the range of Ω to be Ω⩾ 0 rather than Ω > 0. In other words, from now on we add
the boundary at Ω = 0 to our total space Ered and keep the same notation for it. More precisely, we assume
that X is a conformally compactified spacetime and Σ ≡ ∂X is its boundary.

In this way we are in the setting of the general discussion of Section 2.2. In particular, restricting Ered

to the interior of X and at the same time restricting to the interior of the fibres, i.e. requiring Ω > 0,
gives precisely the equivalent reformulation of GR on Int(X). At the same time the induced gPDE on the
Q-corner (i.e. the Q-boundary of the restriction of Ered to T [1]Σ) 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 (Ered, Q, Ired) to the boundary T [1]Σ. This gPDE plays an
important technical role in our analysis and we denote it by (E,Q, I) in what follows. Let us stress that
this gPDE is defined over the boundary T [1]Σ and the range of the fibre coordinate Ω is Ω⩾ 0.

From now on we only encounter gPDEs defined over the boundary T [1]Σ and hence it is legitimate to
systematically exclude T [1]Σ from the notations. Moreover, unless otherwise specified, manifolds, bundles,
etc. are always bundles, usually Q-bundles, over T [1]Σ. For instance, a bundle π : E ′ → E means that both
E and E ′ are bundles over T [1]Σ and π 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 xµ, θµ, µ = 0, . . . D − 2. Of course, the fibre coordinates are inherited from Ered 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 tensors 5 Now 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. ξa split into ξΩ and ξA,A = 0, 1, . . . D−2.
For any (coordinate) function f we denote f (N) ≡ (∇Ω)

Nf , in particular f (0) ≡ f . For the future use it is
convenient to introduce the decomposition of the ideals of the type described in 3.5, which is adapted to the
decomposition ξΩ, ξA. Let I∞(f,∇) be an ideal generated by ∇a∇b . . . f

α and such that (Q−ξa∇a)I
0(f) ⊂

I0(f) then

Ik(f,∇a) ⊂ I(k)(f,∇A), I(N)(f,∇A) ≡
N⋃
i=0

I∞(f (i),∇A} . (4.1)

Indeed, [∇a,∇b]I
k(f,∇c) ⊂ Ik(f,∇c) and hence any generator of Ik(f,∇c) can be represented as a linear

combination of generator of I(k)(f,∇A) by taking all ∇Ω to the right.
Another ingredient we need in what follows is the degree −1 vector fields ν(N)

a defined in E as

ν(N)
a ≡ adN∇Ω

(
∂

∂ξa
) ≡ [∇Ω, . . . , [∇Ω,

∂

∂ξa
]], ν(0)a =

∂

∂ξa
(4.2)

Note that ν(N)
Ω = 0 if N > 0. It is also useful to define

D(N)
a ≡ [Q, ν(N)

a ] = adN∇Ω
(∇A) = [∇Ω, . . . , [∇Ω,∇a]] . (4.3)

Vector fields D(N)
a can be used to represent [∇N

Ω ,∇A]. More precisely,

5This can be naturally promoted to local gl(D)-symmetry but we do not need this now.
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Proposition 4.1.

[∇N
Ω ,∇A] =

N−1∑
i=0

Ci
ND

(N−i)
A ∇i

Ω, (4.4)

where Ci
N = N !

(N−i)!i!
are the binominal coefficients.

Proof. Proved by induction starting from:

[∇2
Ω,∇A] = ∇Ω[∇Ω,∇A] + [∇Ω,∇A]∇Ω = D(2)

A + 2D(1)
A ∇Ω. (4.5)

Suppose [∇N
Ω ,∇A] =

∑N−1
i=0 Ci

ND
(N−i)
A ∇i

Ω for a given N . Then

[∇N+1
Ω ,∇A] = ∇Ω[∇N

Ω ,∇A] + [∇Ω,∇A]∇N
Ω =

=
N−1∑
i=0

Ci
ND

(N−i+1)
A ∇i

Ω +
N−1∑
i=0

Ci
ND

(N−i)
A ∇i+1

Ω +D(1)
A ∇N

Ω =

= D(N+1)
A +

N−1∑
i=1

(Ci
N + Ci−1

N )D(N+1−i)
A ∇i+1

Ω + (N + 1)D(1)
A ∇N

Ω =
N∑
i=0

Ci
N+1D

(N+1−i)
A ∇i

Ω (4.6)

It particular, for a general f ∈ C∞(E) one has:

∇N
Ω∇Af = ∇Af

(N) + [∇N
Ω ,∇A]f = ∇Af

(N) +
N−1∑
i=0

Ci
ND

(N−i)
A f (i) =

N∑
i=0

Ci
ND

(N−i)
A f (i) . (4.7)

Finally, let us give the recursive formula for ν(N)
A :

ν
(N)
A = −(∇N−1

Ω Wb
cΩA + (N − 1)Pdb

cΩ∇N−2
Ω CdΩA)

∂

∂Cc
b
−

−∇N−1
Ω CdΩA

∂

∂λd
+ (N − 1)∇N−2

Ω CΩΩA
∂

∂λ
+

+
N−1∑
i=1

Ci
N−1(∇N−i−1

Ω Wb
ΩΩA +

N − i− 1

i+ 1
∇N−i−2

Ω Pdb
ΩΩCdΩA)ν

(i−1)
b , N ⩾ 1 , (4.8)

where Pde
ab ≡ (−gdegab + δdaδ

e
b + δdb δ

e
a).

4.2 Boundary GR
The induced gPDE on the boundary is the sub-gPDE of E ≡ i∗Ered, i : T [1]Σ ↪→ T [1]X singled out by the
following boundary conditions:

Ω = 0, QΩ = 0 , (4.9)

along with the extra requirement ∇aΩ ̸= 0. This is of course the realisation of the Penrose notion of
asymptotic boundary within the present approach. Conditions (4.9) single out the Q-boundary of the fibre
of E while ∇aΩ ̸= 0 ensures that Ω can be promoted to an eligible boundary-defining function.6

6More precisely, if σ is a solution to the off-shell gPDE (Ered, Q) then this condition indeed ensures that σ∗(Ω) 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 EB ⊂ E
singled out by (4.9), ∇aΩ ̸= 0 and

Ω(1) = gΩΩ, CΩ
Ω − gΩΩξb∇bΩ

(1) + λ = 0 ,

∇AΩ = 0, CΩ
A − ξb∇b∇AΩ = 0,

Ω(2) = 0, λΩ + gΩΩξa∇aΩ
(2) = 0,

gΩA = 0, CA
Ω +

1

gΩΩ

(ξb∇b∇AΩ) = 0 .

(4.10)

The constraints listed in the right column are obtained by acting with Q 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 ξΩ reduced to EB vanishes.

It is convenient to identify the resulting gPDE EB as a Q-submanifold in E. More precisely, the algebra
of functions on EB can be seen as a quotient of C∞(E) by the ideal KB generated by the left hand sides of
(4.9), (4.10). In other words, if b denotes the embedding b : EB ↪→ E then KB = ker b∗.

4.3 Induced Einstein equations
We now recall that what we are interested in is not E or EB but rather the sub-gPDE E ⊂ EB ⊂ E
singled out by the restriction of I to EB, where I originates from the Einstein equations. We denote by
K ≡ I ∪ KB ⊂ C∞(E) the ideal of functions vanishing on E ⊂ 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:

K(N) = I(N)(Gab,∇C) ∪ I0(S) ∪ KB , (4.11)

where KB denotes the ideal of functions on E vanishing on EB ⊂ E. As (N) refers to (∇Ω)
N , the

ideal K(0) can be understood as KB extended by the leading part of the Einstein equations in the sense of
near-boundary expansion. We have the following:

Lemma 4.2. 1. Vector fields ∂
∂ξA

, ∂
∂CA

B and ∂
∂λB on E preserve K(0).

2. Q preserve K(0).

3. K(0) is generated by KB and the following functions:

∇(A)Ω, ∇(A1...AnB)Ω
(1), ∇(A)Ω

(2) , ∇(A1 . . .∇AnJ
B
C)D , gΩΩ − Λ̃ , (4.12)

where JB
CD ≡ WB

CΩD, Ω(k) = (∇Ω)
kΩ, and n⩾ 0.

In the Lemma and in what follows we use the rescaled cosmological constant Λ̃ defined as:7

Λ̃ ≡ 2Λ

(D − 1)(D − 2)
(4.13)

Corollary 4.3. 1) and 2) immediate imply that ∇A ≡ [Q,
∂

∂ξA
], ΓA ≡ [Q,

∂

∂λA
], ∆A

B ≡ [Q,
∂

∂CA
B
]

preserve K(0).

Proof. To prove 1) let us note that ∂
∂ξA

, ∂
∂CA

B and ∂
∂λB are of degree −1 it is enough to show that these

vector fields preserve KB modulo K(0) because I(0)(Gab,∇C) ∪ I0(S) is generated by degree 0 functions.

7Note that in the standard AdS/CFT notation, l2 ≡ − 2Λ
(D−1)(D−2) , and thus Λ̃ ≡ −l2.
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In its turn KB is generated by the left-hand sides of (4.9), (4.10). Acting on them by ∂
∂ξA

one readily finds
that the result belongs to K(0). For instance,

∂

∂ξA
(CΩ

Ω − ξb∇bΩ
(1) + λ) = −∇AΩ

(1) ∈ K(0) (4.14)

In a similar way one proves the statement for ∂
∂CA

B , ∂
∂λA .

To prove 2) we need to show that Q preserves K(0). Because Q preserves KB it is enough to check Q-
invariance of I(0)(Gab,∇C)∪I0(S) up to KB. First, a straightforward computation shows that ∇A preserves
K(0). Then

Q∇A1 . . .∇AnGbc = ∇A1 . . .∇An(QGbc) (4.15)

In factQGbc ∈ K(0) because (Q−ξa∇a)Gbc ⊂ I0(Gbc) and ξΩΩ(1) ∈ KB. Analogously, one hasQS ∈ K(0).
To prove 3) let us first show that using the freedom of adding functions from KB the generators of the

ideal I(0)(Gbc,∇A) can be brought to a simple form. Namely, using gΩA ∈ KB and Gbc = ∇b∇cΩ + gabρ,
where ρ = − 1

D
(∇Ω∇ΩΩ +∇A∇AΩ) one gets:

∇(C)GΩΩ = ∇(C)(
D − 1

D
Ω(2) − gΩΩ

D
∇A∇AΩ) +KB, (4.16)

∇(C)GAΩ = ∇(C)∇AΩ
(1) +KB, (4.17)

∇(C)GAB = ∇(C)(∇A∇BΩ− gAB

D
(∇Ω∇ΩΩ +∇D∇DΩ)) +KB (4.18)

Using the first equation in the last one and employing (3.11), from which it follows that

[∇C ,∇A∇A]Ω = [∇C ,∇A]∇AΩ =WA
bCA∇bΩ− CA

CAΩ ∈ KB (4.19)

one finds that K(0) can be generated by KB, S and

∇A1 . . .∇AnΩ
(2) , ∇A1 . . .∇An∇BΩ

(1) , ∇A1 . . .∇An∇B∇CΩ . (4.20)

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

∇(A1 . . .∇An)Ω
(2), ∇(A1 . . .∇An)∇BΩ

(1), ∇(A1 . . .∇An)∇B∇CΩ . (4.21)

It turns out that the “hook” component of the ∇(A)∇BΩ
(1) does not give new generators as

[∇A,∇B]Ω
(1) = −Wc

ΩAB∇cΩ− CΩABΩ ∈ KB. (4.22)

In a similar way

[∇A,∇B]∇CΩ = −Wd
CAB∇dΩ− CCABΩ = −JABC +KB , (4.23)

giving the following addition generators: ∇(A1 . . .∇An−1J
B
An)C .

The reason why the ideal K(0) turns out to be extremely useful is the following:

Proposition 4.4. Let fα ∈ C∞(E) be such that

(Q− ξa∇a)fα ∈ I0(fα). (4.24)

Then

QI(N)(fα,∇A) ⊂ I(N)(fα,∇A) ∪ K(0) , (4.25)

recall that I(N)(fα,∇A) ≡ ∪N
i=0I(f

(i)
α ,∇A), f

(i)
α ≡ (∇Ω)

ifα.
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In other words the ideals I(N)(fα,∇A) are Q-invariant up to K(0) or, equivalently, Q is tangent to the
zero locus of I(N)(fα,∇A) ∪ K(0).

Proof. Applying ∇N
Ω to (4.24) gives:

Qf (N) − ξΩf (N+1) ∈ I(N)(fα,∇A). (4.26)

and hence

Qf (N) ∈ I(N)(fα,∇A) ∪ KB . (4.27)

Acting on this with ∇A1 . . .∇An and using the Corollary 4.3, we obtain

Q∇A1 . . .∇Anf
(N)
α ∈ I(N)(fα,∇A) ∪ K(0)

. (4.28)

We now take into account the remaining components of the equations of motion, which are encoded in
K(N), N > 0. A direct consequence of Proposition 4.4 is that QK(N) ⊂ K(N), N ⩾ 0. Also we have the
following important:

Theorem 4.5. (Subleading Einstein equations)

1. Vector fields ν(N)
A defined on E by (4.2) preserve K(N+1)

2. The ideal K(N) is generated by K(0) and the following functions:

∇(C)Ω
(i+2), ∇(C)O

(i−1)
AB , i⩽N , (4.29)

∇(C)O
(D−3)
A (present for N ⩾D − 1 only!) . (4.30)

where
O

(j)
A ≡ ∇j

Ω(∇
BTBA),

O
(j)
AB ≡ (D − 3− j)T

(j)
AB − jΛ̃∇j−1

Ω ∇CJCBA .
(4.31)

Note that D(N)
A ≡ [ν

(N)
A , Q] also preserves K(N+1) thanks to 1.

Proof. As the theorem is mainly technical, the proof is given in Appendix A.

4.4 Off-shell boundary system
As a result of the previous sections, we obtain an infinite chain of ideals in C∞(E) associated with the
(i)-subleading orders of the Einstein equations:

0 ⊂ K(0) ⊂ · · · ⊂ K(i) ⊂ K(i+1) ⊂ · · · ⊂ K. (4.32)

According to Proposition 4.4 all these ideals are Q-invariant ideals. Consequently, we have a dual chain of
Q-submanifolds of E

E ↪→ · · · ↪→ E(i+1) ↪→ E(i) ↪→ · · · ↪→ E(0) ↪→ E , (4.33)

where E(i) is the zero locus of K(i) and E is the zero locus of the entire K. In other words, E is the gPDE
induced on the boundary by the asymptotically AdS gravity. In what follows we denote as bi the embedding
of E(i) into E.

It turns out that only E(i) with i⩽D − 3 are actually useful for our analysis. As for E , it is the zero
locus of non-linear constraints and we are going to treat it as a sub-gPDE of certain quotient of E(D−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 E . In particular, the explicit form of the equations of motion encoded in E can be
derived systematically.

As a first step, we provide a more detailed description of E(0). Recall that E(0) 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(0) one can take the following functions on E

{ξB, CB
C , λ, λB, ∇(A)Ω

(N+3), gBC , ∇((A)W
B
CD)E, ∇(A)T

(N)
BC , |A|⩾ 0, N ⩾ 0} (4.34)

pulled back toE(0). Here b0 : E(0) ↪→ E and we use the notations f (N) ≡ ∇N
Ω f , TBC ≡ WΩBΩC . Moreover,

b∗0T
(N)
BC , N ⩾ 0 are trace-free.

Note that Lemma 4.2 implies that the vector fields ∂
∂ξA

, ∂
∂CA

B and ∂
∂λB are tangent to E(i) ⊂ E for all

i⩾ 0. In particular, ∇A ≡ [ ∂
∂ξA

, Q] is tangent to E(0) and we keep denoting its restriction to E(0) by ∇A.
The coordinates in the degree-0 sector are generated by ∇(A) applied to the basic coordinates and hence the
structure of Q is substantially simplified.

Proof. The ghost degree one sector is obtained directly as the pullback of the ghost degree one coordinates
from E and taking into account that functions ξΩ, CΩ

A, CA
Ω, λΩ belong to K(0) and hence vanish on E(0).

Analogously: b∗0gΩA = 0, b∗0gΩΩ = Λ̃.
As for the Ω-sector, notice that using Proposition 3.5 we can replace coordinates {∇(a)Ω} on E with

{∇(A)Ω
(N) , N ⩾ 0}. Furthermore, Lemma 4.2 implies that {∇(A)Ω

(0),∇(A)Ω
(1),∇(A)Ω

(2)} belong to K(0).
In the curvature sector, things are somewhat trickier. To begin with, note that using the symmetries

of the Weyl tensor, we can parametrize {Wabcd} as {WABCD, JABC , TAB}, where JABC ≡ WABΩC and
TAB ≡ WΩAΩB. Next, recall that Bianchi identities (3.33) have the form

∇[aWbc]de − Cd[abgc]e + Ce[abgc]d = 0 (4.35)

and that Cbcd ≡ − 1
D−3

∇aW
a
bcd. Then we explicitly spilt the indexes into Ω, A and work up to the ideal

I(gΩA) ⊂ KB generated by gΩA. Note that I(gΩA) is ∇b-invariant. If three indexes are Ω then all the terms
in (4.35) vanish identically. For one Ω-index a = Ω we have

∇ΩWBCDE = ∇BJDEC −∇CJDEB + 6CD[ΩBgC]E − 6CE[ΩBgC]D , (4.36)

where in view of Cbcd ≡ − 1
D−3

∇aW
a
bcd

CΩΩB =
1

D − 3
(∇AT

A
B) + I(gΩA) ,

CAΩB = − 1

D − 3

(
gΩΩT

(1)
AB +∇CJ

C
AB

)
+ I(gΩA),

CABC = − 1

D − 3
(gΩΩJ

(1)
ABC +∇DW

D
ABC) + I(gΩA).

(4.37)

Note that upon substituting the expression for the Cotton tensor into (4.36), the right-hand side of this
relation does not involve ∇ΩW

A
BCD and can be interpreted as its expression in terms of the other variables.

Similarly, in the case where two Ω-indexes are present we have

∇ΩJABC = ∇ATBC −∇BTAC + 6CΩ[ABgΩ]C − 6CC[ABgΩ]Ω , (4.38)

giving

D − 4

D − 3
∇ΩJABC = ∇ATBC −∇BTAC + 6CΩ[ABgΩ]C +

1

D − 3
∇DW

D
CAB + I(gΩA) . (4.39)

For D⩾ 5 this allows us to express ∇ΩJABC in terms of the other variables. Note that since ∇a preserves
the ideal I(gΩA), we can proceed analogously for all ∇(A)∇N

ΩW
A
BCD and ∇(A)∇N

Ω JABC with N ⩾ 1.
The remaining part of the Bianchi identities can be employed to express all components in terms of the

following symmetrized ones: ∇((A)W
B
C)DE and ∇((A)J

B
C)D. Finally, according to Lemma 4.2 we have

∇(A1...AN
JB

C)D ∈ K(0) so that we indeed arrive at the desired coordinates in the curvature sector.
The vanishing of the trace of b∗0T

(N)
BC directly follows from the tracelessness of the original W b

cde and
the fact that gΩA ∈ K(0).
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From now on we restrict our general considerations to the caseD⩾ 5, treating the caseD = 4 separately
in Section 5.1. Theorem 4.5 implies that b∗0I is generated by ∇(C)b

∗
0O

(D−3)
A and

∇(C)b
∗
0Ω

(j+3), ∇(C)

(
(D − 3− j)b∗0T

(j)
AB − jΛ̃b∗0∇

j−1
Ω ∇CJCBA

)
, j⩾ 0 . (4.40)

Comparing this with the coordinates on E(0) given in Proposition 4.6, we see that these generators (except
for the second one with j = D − 3) can be solved with respect to T (j)

AB. Strictly speaking, one should
also make sure that b∗0∇

j−1
Ω ∇CJCBA does not depend on b∗0T

(j)
AB. Although this fact is almost evident from

a straightforward counting of the number of ∇Ω and ∇A acting on the Weyl tensor, the rigorous proof
requires a technically involved computation of J (N)

ABC , which is presented in the Proposition C.2 in Appendix.
Explicitly solving these “simple” equations from K we arrive at:

Definition 4.7. Let us call Ê the subbundle of E(0) singled out by

∇(A)Ω
(N+2) = 0 , ∇(A)((D − 3− j)T

(j)
BC − jΛ̃∇j−1

Ω ∇DJDCB) = 0 j ̸= D − 3 , N ⩾ 0 (4.41)

pulled back to E(0). The embedding Ê → E is denoted by b̂ and for any function f on E we define f̂ ≡ b̂∗f .
As a fibre coordinate system on Ê we use

ξ̂B, ĈB
C , λ̂, λ̂B, ĝBC , ∇((A)Ŵ

B
CD)E, ∇(A)TBC , |A|⩾ 0 , (4.42)

where TAB ≡ b̂∗T
(D−3)
AB .

Note that from the tracelessness of the original W a
bcd and the fact that by definition of Ê we have

T̂
(0)
AB = 0, it follows that ŴA

BCD is traceless.
There is an important subtlety to be clarified here: strictly speaking, Ê is not a Q-submanifold in E(0)

since Q preserves only the whole ideal b∗0K. However, there is a natural Q-structure on Ê and this is
precisely the one employed in defining the coordinates (4.42) through ∇A. It can be constructed as follows:
as a first step, we pass from E(0) to its sub-gPDE E(D−3) by restricting to the zero locus of b∗0K(D−3), which
is a Q-subbundle. As the second step, we note that the following coordinate functions

ξB, CB
C , λ, λB, gBC , ∇((A)W

B
CD)E, ∇(A)T

(D−3)
BC , |A|⩾ 0 (4.43)

restricted to E(D−3) form a subset of the coordinates therein. Moreover, one can verify the subalgebra of
functions generated by this subset is closed under Q. For all coordinates except ∇(A)T

(D−3)
BC this follows

directly from the bD−3-pullback of the Q-action on E given in (3.3), (3.31). The case of the Q-action on
T

(D−3)
AB is technically more involved and relies on the results proved in the Appendix, see Propositions B.2

and C.2. It follows, E(D−3) is a Q-bundle over Ê ′ which is identified as a manifold whose algebra of
functions is generated by (4.43) restricted to E(D−3). Moreover, Ê is a section of E(D−3) → Ê ′ and hence
E(D−3) and Ê ′ are diffeomorphic and in this way Ê acquires the Q-structure. More geometrically, E(D−3)

can be considered as a bundle over Ê by taking as the projection the composition of the projection to Ê ′ and
the section map Ê ′ → Ê. Then the Q-structure on Ê is just the projection that on E(D−3). In other words,
Qf = i∗(Qπ∗f) for any f ∈ C∞(Ê), where i denotes the embedding of Ê → E(D−3) and π be a projection
E(D−3) → Ê. The way it is defined guarantees that the restriction of such Q on Ê to E ⊂ Ê coincides with
the restriction of Q on E(D−3) to E ⊂ E(D−3). It follows that implicit gPDE (Ê, Q, Î) where Î = b̂∗I is
just a way to define the desired gPDE (E , Q). Note that b̂∗I = b̂∗K.

In order to perform concrete computations on Ê we need an efficient way to transfer the structures
from E to Ê. If Ê were a Q-submanifold of E 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 E such that their
restrictions to Ê is a Q-map. We call f ∈ C∞(E) Ê-projectable if its restriction to E(D−3) is constant along
the fibres of E(D−3) or, equivalently can be obtained as a pullback from Ê by the projection E(D−3) → Ê.8

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(D−3) to E. Then the projectable functions are those annihilated by the distribution modulo functions
vanishing on E(D−3), i.e. precisely the observables from the gauge system perspective.
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Examples of Ê-projectable functions include (4.43) as well as T (N)
AB , J (N)

ABC for N ⩽D − 3. A simple
criterion: the restriction of a function to E(0) does not depend on T (N)

AB , Ω(N+2) with N ⩾D − 2.
Given a vector field tangent to E(D−3) and such that its restriction to E(D−3) is projectable, it auto-

matically preserves the subalgebra of Ê-projectable functions and hence defines a vector field on Ê in a
canonical way. We shall refer to such vector fields on E as Ê-projectable and will denote their restriction
to Ê by the same symbol. Note that if f ∈ C∞(E) and V ∈ V ect(E) are Ê-projectable, then we have
V f̂ = b̂∗V f . In particular, Q on E is like that and indeed induces Q on Ê in this way i.e. b̂∗ restricted to
Ê-projectable functions is a Q-map. Also, if a ghost degree −1 vector field Y is tangent to E(D−3), then it
is automatically tangent to Ê ⊂ E(D−3), since the relations defining this submanifold are degree 0. Conse-
quently, the corresponding Q-exact vector fields [Q, Y ] are Ê-projectable. It then follows from Lemma 4.2
and Theorem 4.5 that the vector fields on Ered ∇A, ΓB, ∆A

B, and D(N)
A , N ⩽D− 4, are Ê-projectable, and

we will use the same notation for their restrictions to Ê.
As we have just seen the action of Q on coordinate functions (4.43) pulled back to Ê can be computed

on E(D−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

QĝBC = ĈB
AĝAC + ĈC

AĝBA + 2λ̂ĝBC ,

Qλ̂B = λ̂AĈA
B +

1

2
ξ̂Aξ̂CĈB

AC ,

Qλ̂ = ξ̂Aλ̂A, Qξ̂B = ξ̂AĈA
B

QĈB
C = ĈB

AĈA
C + λ̂B ξ̂

C − λ̂C ξ̂B + δCB λ̂Aξ̂
A +

1

2
ξ̂Aξ̂DŴC

BAD

QŴC
BAD = ξ̂E∇EŴ

C
BAD − ĈE

CŴE
BAD + ĈB

EŴC
EAD+

ĈA
EŴC

BED + ĈD
EŴC

BAE .

(4.44)

Note that thanks to [∇A, Q] = 0, the above coordinates along with the ∇A-prolongations of ŴB
CDE are

closed under Q, i.e. the action of Q does not involve the remaining coordinates ∇(A)TBC . Moreover, the
underlying Q-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 (Econf , Q) the respective gPDE we have:

Proposition 4.8. (Ê, Q) is a Q-bundle over (Econf , Q). The fibre coordinates on this bundle are, of course,
∇(A)TBC

On top of having a relatively simple structure, (Ê, Q) has an additional very attractive feature of being
off-shell, as we going to demonstrate explicitly in Section 5.3. From the above analysis it follows that E
is the zero locus of the ideal Î ≡ b̂∗I, generated by ∇(C)O

(D−3)
AB ,∇(C)O

(D−3)
A pulled back to Ê. In what

follows we use the notations:

OAB ≡ − 1

(D − 3)Λ̃
b̂∗(O

(D−3)
AB ) = b̂∗∇D−4

Ω ∇CJCBA , OA = b̂∗(O
(D−3)
A ) = b̂∗∇D−3

Ω ∇BTBA . (4.45)

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 Ê. 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 OAB corresponds to the
Fefferman-Graham obstruction tensor.

It is obvious that Ê the zero locus of Î coincides with E . As an implicit gPDE what we are interested in
is (Ê, Q, Î).

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

Proposition 4.9. On Ê we have

OA
A = 0 , ∇AOAB = 0, ΓAOB = −Λ̃(D − 3)OAB (4.46)

where ΓA ≡ [ ∂

∂λ̂A
, Q].

21



Proof. The tracelessness condition for OAB follows directly from (4.45) together with the fact that JA
BC

is traceless (which, in turn, follows from W a
bac = 0).

The divergence-free condition is obtained by simply applying b̂∗ to the formula (A.24) that appeared in
the proof of Theorem 4.5. 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.

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 OB requires imposing
OAB = 0.

To anticipate a little, functions ∇(C)OAB are constant along the fibres of Ê → Econf and hence de-
termine functions on the base Econf . It follows they define a Q-submanifold Econf (or more precisely a
Q-subbundle, if we view Econf as a bundle over T [1]Σ) of Econf . 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 ∇(C)OA restrict fibre coordinates ∇(C)TAB only. All in all this means that the
gPDE induced on the boundary is itself a bundle over Econf . More precisely, it is a subbundle of the initial
bundle Ê → Econf pulled back to Econf ⊂ Econf . In the case of D = 5 this system describes the conserved
energy-momentum tensor TAB, 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 (Ê, Q, Î), it is very implicit for
the moment. For instance, we do not know the explicit form of the generators ∇(C)OA and ∇(C)OAB of
Î in terms of the coordinates on Ê. It turns out that the action of Q on the coordinates and the constraints
themselves can be expressed in terms of the following functions

Ĵ
(N)
ABC , T̂

(N)
AB , 0⩽N ⩽D − 4 (4.47)

and vector fields
D(N)

A , 0⩽N ⩽D − 4 (4.48)

defined on Ê. Moreover, these can be explicitly found in terms of the coordinates on Ê 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 OA ≡ b̂∗∇D−3
Ω ∇ATAB in terms

of the boundary calculus is the following:

Proposition 4.10. Let f be a Ê-projectable function on E and N ⩽D − 4. Then

b̂∗∇N
Ω∇Af =

N∑
i=0

Ci
ND

(N−i)
A f̂ (i) = ∇Af̂

(N) +
N−1∑
i=0

Ci
ND

(N−i)
A f̂ (i). (4.49)

Proof. Follows immediately from Proposition 4.1 and the fact that D(N)
A for N ⩽D − 4 are Ê-projectable

and hence b̂∗D(N)
A = D(N)

A b̂∗.

Note that an analogous formula holds for all N if, instead of Ê, one induces on the on-shell gPDE E .
With the help of this simple Proposition we can express b̂∗∇N

Ω∇Af in terms of the boundary calculus
and the “subleadings” f̂ (i) ≡ b̂∗(∇Ω)

if . In particular, constraints OA and OAB given by (4.45) take the
form9:

OAB = ∇C Ĵ
(D−4)
CAB +

D−5∑
i=0

Ci
D−4D(D−4−i)|C Ĵ

(i)
CAB, (4.50)

OA = ∇CTAC +
D−4∑
i=1

Ci
D−3D(D−3−i)|C T̂

(i)
AC . (4.51)

9In the second formula we have already taken into account that the term with i = 0 vanishes thanks to (4.8) and T̂
(0)
AB = 0.
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In what follows we refer to OAB and OA 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 5.3, if σ is a solution to gPDE (Ê, Q) then
it is determined by the unconstrained fields parametrizing leading and subleading boundary values. This
means that σ∗(OAB) = 0 and σ∗(OA) = 0 are differential equations on σ, ensuring that σ is a solution to
the boundary system , i.e. to the gPDE (Ê, Q, Î).

As for the Q-structure on Ê, its action in the conformal geometry sector (the base of Ê → Econf )
was already determined and is given by (4.44) so the only nontrivial computation is the action of Q on the
coordinate function TAB. We have the following slightly general statement:

Proposition 4.11. On Ê we have

QT̂
(N)
BC = ξ̂A∇AT̂

(N)
BC + ĈB

AT̂
(N)
AC + ĈC

AT̂
(N)
BA + λ̂AΓAT̂

(N)
BC −Nλ̂T̂

(N)
BC , N ⩽D − 3 (4.52)

where

ΓAT̂
(N)
BC = Λ̃

N−2∑
i=0

diND
(N−2−i)
A T̂

(i)
BC +N Λ̃(Ĵ

(N−1)
ABC + Ĵ

(N−1)
ACB ) , N ⩽D − 3 (4.53)

where diN ≡ Ci
N(N − 1− i).

The proof is based on the useful formula

b̂∗[ΓB,∇N
Ω ] = Λ̃

N−2∑
i=0

diND(N−2−i)|B b̂∗∇i
Ω +Nb̂∗∇N−1

Ω (Λ̃gBC∆Ω
C −∆B

Ω), N ⩽D − 2 (4.54)

and is placed in Appendix B.
The above discussion confirms that all we need to know is the boundary calculus on Ê. We now turn to

the recursive construction of the boundary calculus:

Theorem 4.12. (Boundary calculus) The system T̂
(N)
AB , Ĵ

(N)
ABC ,D

(N)
A on Ê satisfy the following relations

T̂
(N)
BC =

N Λ̃

D − 3−N
(̂b∗∇N−1

Ω ∇AJABC), 0⩽N ⩽D − 4,

Ĵ
(N)
ABC =

N

N − 1
b̂∗∇N−1

Ω (∇ATBC −∇BTAC) , 2⩽N ⩽D − 4,

(4.55)

and

D(N)
A f = (−Ĵ (N−1),D

CA∆
C
D +

1

Λ̃N
T̂

(N)
CA ΓC − 1

N

N−2∑
i=1

diN T̂
(i),C

AD(N−2−i)
C )f , 1⩽N ⩽D − 4 . (4.56)

Moreover,

Ĵ
(0)
ABC = 0 , Ĵ

(1)
ABC = Λ̃

1

D − 4
∇DŴDCAB ≡ −Λ̃ĈCAB , T

(0)
AB = 0 , D(0)

A ≡ ∇A , (4.57)

and all the higher order J (·)
ABC , T

(·)
BC ,D

(·)
A are recursively determined by the above relations where each

expression of the form b̂∗∇N
Ω∇Af is evaluated as

b̂∗∇N
Ω∇Af =

N∑
i=0

Ci
ND

(N−i)
A f̂ (i) , (4.58)

and the action of ΓA on T̂ (N)
BC is given by (4.53).
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Proof. The formula for T̂ (N)
AB is a direct consequence of the definition of Ê, see Definition 4.7. The proof

of the formula for Ĵ (N)
ABC follows from the technically involved Proposition C.2 placed in the Appendix.

Similarly, in Proposition C.3 the formula for ν(N)
A is proven, from which the formula for D(N)

A directly
follows. Finally, to prove the iterativity of the proposed procedure, it is important to note that the action
of ∆A

B and ΓC on functions in C∞(Ê) can be computed from the action of Q on the coordinates given in
(4.44), (4.52).

Remark 4.13. It follows from the proofs in Appendix B and Appendix C that formulas (4.53), (4.54), (4.55)
and (4.56) remain valid for higher N as well, but in this case only modulo the ideal Î (which in fact means
that they hold on the on-shell gPDE E ⊂ Ê). We do not need this fact in studying gravity and Yang-Mills,
but it becomes important for the analysis of the extended GJMS equations in Section 6.2.

Corollary 4.14. Functions

T̂
(N)
AB , Ĵ

(N)
ABC , D(M)

A T̂
(L)
BC , D(M)

A Ĵ
(L)
BCD , M + L⩽N (4.59)

are TAB-independent for N ⩽D − 4 and hence are functions pulled back from Econf by Ê → Econf . In
particular, the submanifold Econf ⊂ Econf singled out by ∇(C)OAB 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 T̂ (N)

AB for N ⩽D−4
are closely related to what Graham in [59] reffered to as extended obstruction tensors.

Corollary 4.15. The gPDE E induced on the boundary (i.e. a sub-gPDE of Ê singled out by Î) is a
Q-bundle over the gPDE Econf .

Indeed, the remaining constraints ∇(C)OA do not restrict the base and hence define a subbundle of Ê
pulled back to Econf . We can conclude that the boundary system can be seen as the conformal geometry
subject to some conformal invariant equations arising form OAB together with the “matter-like” field TAB

subject to equations arising from OA.
Another simple consequence of the above theorem is:

Proposition 4.16. For any odd integer i such that 1⩽ i⩽D − 4 we have:

T̂
(i)
BC = 0 , D(i)

A = 0 , Ĵ
(i−1)
ABC = 0 . (4.60)

The proof is relegated to the Appendix D

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 Ê can be described in terms of fibre coordinates

ξ̂B, ĈB
C , λ̂, λ̂B, ĝBC , ∇((A)Ĵ

(1)|B
C)D, ∇(A)TBC , |A|⩾ 0 (5.1)
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where TBC ≡ b̂∗T
(1)
BC , the action of Q is

QĝBC = ĈB
AĝAC + ĈC

AĝBA + 2λ̂ĝBC ,

Qλ̂B = λ̂AĈA
B +

1

2
ξ̂Aξ̂C Ĵ (1)

AC
B,

Qλ̂ = ξ̂Aλ̂A, Qξ̂B = ξ̂AĈA
B

QĈB
C = ĈB

AĈA
C + λ̂B ξ̂

C − λ̂C ξ̂B + δCB λ̂Aξ̂
A

QJ
(1)
BCD =ξ̂A∇AĴ

(1)
BCD + ĈB

AĴ
(1)
ACD + ĈC

AĴ
(1)
BAD + ĈD

AĴ
(1)
BCA,

QTBC =ξ̂A∇ATBC + ĈB
ATAC + ĈC

ATBA − λ̂TBC

(5.2)

and we have OAB = 0, OB = ∇ATAB.

Proof. The main difference here is that in this dimension the Bianchi identities, as follows from (4.39),
do not fix J (1)

BCD. However, by substituting two indices Ω into ∇[aC
b
cd] = 0, we observe that ∇(A)J

(N)
ABC ,

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 b∗0W

B
CDE = 0. Therefore, using CABC = −∇dW

d
ABC , we

find that

ĈABC = −Λ̃ Ĵ
(1)
BCA (5.3)

which leads to the formula for Qλ̂B. The computation for QTAB, QJ (1)
BCD, and OAB is straightforward.

Note that again all coordinates except for ∇(A)TAB can be interpreted as coordinates on the base of
the Q-bundle Ê → Econf , where the action of Q on Econf coincides with the formulas given for the
BRST complex of three-dimensional conformal geometry in [55], with Ĵ (1)

ABC 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 Ê introduced in Section 4.4 is such that:

1. OAB = 0

2. ΓATBC = 0

3. OA = ∇BTBA

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

D − 4
Ĵ
(D−4)
ABC = b̂∗∇D−5

Ω (∇ATBC −∇BTAC) = b̂∗([∇D−5
Ω ,∇A]TBC − [∇D−5

Ω ,∇B]TAC) . (5.4)

Because D > 5 by the assumption, Proposition 4.16 together with (4.58) implies Ĵ (D−4)
ABC = 0. Using this

together with, again, Proposition (4.16), we obtain

OBC = ∇AĴ
(D−4)
ABC + b̂∗[∇D−4

Ω ,∇A]JABC = 0 . (5.5)

Similarly, we have

ΓATBC = Λ̃
D−5∑
i=0

diD−3D
(D−5−i)
A T̂

(i)
BC + (D − 3)Λ̃(Ĵ

(D−4)
ABC + Ĵ

(D−4)
ACB ) = 0,

OA = ∇CTAC +
D−4∑
i=1

Ci
D−3D(D−3−i)|C T̂

(i)
AC = ∇CTAC .

(5.6)

25



Because OAB vanishes identically the gPDE induced on the boundary simply describes conformal ge-
ometry with an additional “energy-momentum tensor” TAB subject to the equations of motion emerging
from the constraint OA ≡ ∇BTBA and its ∇C prolongations. More precisely, the induced boundary gPDE
is a subbundle of Ê → Econf singled out by OA and its prolongations.

Moreover, the induced boundary gPDE is a vector bundle overEconf becauseQTAB is linear in ∇(C)TAB

as is easily seen from Proposition 4.11. In particular, a zero section of this vector bundle is the conformal
geometry gPDE Econf itself. In particular,

Proposition 5.3. For d odd, the following functions and vector fields on Ê

T̂
(2i+1)
AB , Ĵ

(2i)
ABC , D(2i−1)

A , i⩾ 0 , (5.7)

vanish at the zero section of Ê → Econf , i.e. at ∇(C)TAB = 0.

The composition of the zero section with b̂ realizes Econf as a Q-submanifold in E.

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

OAB = Λ̃B̂AB , OA = ∇BTBA , (5.8)

where B̂BC ≡ ∇AĈBCA is the “symbol of Bach tensor”. Namely, solutions of Econf 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, B̂BC 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,

QTBC = ξ̂A∇ATBC + ĈB
ATAC + ĈC

ATBA − 2Λ̃2λ̂A(ĈCAB + ĈBAC)− 2λ̂TBC (5.9)

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

OC = ∇ATAC + b̂∗[∇2
Ω,∇A]TAC = ∇ATAC ,

OBC = ∇AĴ
(1)
ABC + b̂∗[∇Ω,∇A]JABC = ∇AĴ

(1)
ABC = −Λ̃∇AĈCAB = Λ̃B̂BC , ,

(5.10)

where we made use of T̂ (0)
AC = 0, D(1)

A = 0, and Ĵ (1)
ABC = −Λ̃ĈCAB, see Eqs. (4.57) and (4.16). The only

nontrivial part of the QTAB computation is:

ΓATBC = Λ̃∇AT̂
(0)
BC + 2Λ̃(Ĵ

(1)
ABC + Ĵ

(1)
ACB) = −2Λ̃2(ĈCAB + ĈBAC) . (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)
TBC satisfying the conservation condition. Note, however, that ∇(A)TBC = 0 is in general not a sub-gPDE
of the boundary gPDE, i.e. Q is not tangent to it, — as follows from the fact that ΓATBC 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 Êconf and hence Êconf can be recovered as the quotient of the boundary gPDE by the
fibres.

Proposition 5.5. For D = 7 one has:

OBC =
3

2
Λ̃2(∇A∇AB̂BC + 2ŴDCABB̂

AD + 2ĈC
ADĈBAD − 4ĈD

B
AĈACD),

OB = ∇BTBC ,

ΓATBC = 6Λ̃3(3∇AB̂BC −∇BB̂AC −∇CB̂AB).

(5.12)
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Proof. From Proposition 4.16 we have D(1)
A = D(3)

A = 0, Ĵ (0)
ABC = Ĵ

(2)
ABC = T̂

(0)
BC = T̂

(1)
BC = T̂

(3)
BC = 0, and

that Ĵ (1)
ABC = −Λ̃ĈCAB. Also, analogously to the previous example, using (4.55), we obtain T̂ (2)

AB = Λ̃2B̂AB.
It follows from (4.50) and the formulas above that:

OBC = ∇AĴ
(3)
ABC + 3D(2)|AĴ

(1)
ABC . (5.13)

Using Theorem 4.12 we obtain

∇AĴ
(3)
ABC =

3

2
∇Ab̂∗∇2

Ω(∇ATBC −∇BTAC) =
3

2
(∇A∇AT̂

(2)
BC − [∇A,∇B]T̂

(2)
AC) =

=
3

2
Λ̃2(∇A∇AB̂BC + ŴDCABB̂

AD − 2Λ̃2ĈDA
B(ĈCDA + ĈADC)

(5.14)

where, in the last term, we used Proposition 4.11, from which ΓDT̂
(2)
AC = −2Λ̃2(ĈCDA + ĈADC).

D(2)|AĴ
(1)
ABC = −Ĵ (1)|D

E
A∆E

DĴ
(1)
ABC +

1

2Λ̃
T̂ (2)|A

DΓ
DĴ

(1)
ABC = (5.15)

= Λ̃2(−ĈAD
BĈCAD − ĈAD

CĈDAB +
1

2
B̂ADŴDCAB) (5.16)

where we have also made use of ΓAĈBCD = −ŴA
BCD. Substituting these results (5.13), together with the

Bianchi identity for the Cotton tensor, yields

OBC =
3

2
Λ̃2(∇A∇AB̂BC + 2ŴDCABB̂

AD + 2ĈC
ADĈBAD − 4ĈD

B
AĈACD). (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 (4.50),

OA = ∇BTBA + C2
4D(2)|BT̂

(2)
BA (5.18)

D(2)|BT̂
(2)
BA = −Ĵ (1)|D

A
BT̂

(2)
BD +

1

2Λ̃
T̂

(2)
D

BΓDT̂
(2)
BA = Λ̃3ĈBD

AB̂BD − Λ̃3B̂D
B(ĈA

D
B + ĈB

D
A) = 0.

(5.19)

Finally, Proposition 4.11 yields

ΓATBC = 6Λ̃∇AT̂
(2)
BC + 4Λ̃(Ĵ

(3)
ABC + Ĵ

(3)
ACB) = 6Λ̃3(3∇AB̂BC −∇BB̂AC −∇CB̂AB), (5.20)

where we used Ĵ (3)
ABC =

3

2
b∗∇2

Ω(∇ATBC −∇BTAC) =
3
2
Λ̃2(∇AB̂BC −∇BB̂AC).

The general situation is described by:

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

(∇A∇A)
D−5
2 B̂BC + · · · = 0, (5.21)

∇ATAB +
D−4∑
i=0

Ci
D−3D

(D−3−i)
A T̂ (i)|A

B = 0 . (5.22)

The first equations is TAB-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 TAB.
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Proof. Only the first formula needs to be proved. Since the conformal-geometry sector is generated by
the action of ∇A, 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⩽N ⩽D − 4):

∇AĴ
(N)
ABC =

N

N − 1
∇Ab̂∗∇N−1

Ω (∇ATBC −∇BTAC) =
N

N − 1
(∇A∇AT̂

(N−1)
BC −∇A∇BT̂

(N−1)
AC ) + . . . .

(5.23)

We can rewrite

∇A∇BT̂
(N−1)
AC = ∇B∇AT̂

(N−1)
AC + [∇A,∇B]T̂

(N−1)
AC = ∇B∇AT̂

(N−1)
AC + . . . . (5.24)

But it follows from the proof of Theorem 4.5 that the divergence ∇AT̂
(N−1)
AB = −

∑N−1
i=1 Ci

N−2D(N−1−i)|AT̂
(i)
AB,

and hence it itself belongs to lower-order corrections. Consequently,

∇AĴ
(N)
ABC =

N

N − 1
∇A∇AT̂

(N−1)
BC + . . . . (5.25)

Using the formula for T̂ (N)
AB from Theorem 4.12, we conclude that (here ∝ denotes equality up to a nonzero

coefficient)

T̂
(N)
BC ∝ b̂∗∇N−1

Ω ∇AJABC = ∇AĴ
(N−1)
ABC + · · · ∝ ∇A∇AT̂

(N−2)
BC + . . . . (5.26)

It follows that

OBC = ∇AĴ
(D−4)
ABC + · · · ∝ ∇A∇AT̂

(D−5)
BC + · · · ∝ (∇A∇A)

2T̂
(D−7)
BC + . . . . (5.27)

This procedure continues until (depending on the dimension) it terminates at T̂ (2)
AB ∝ B̂AB.

Finally, similarly to Proposition 5.3, we have that:

Proposition 5.7. For d even, the following functions and vector field on Ê

T̂
(2i+1)
AB , Ĵ

(2i)
ABC , D(2i+1)

A , i⩾ 0 . (5.28)

vanish at zero locus of Î10.

5.3 Solution space of the boundary theory
The on-shell boundary GR is describe by the gPDE (E , Q) 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. σ is a
solution if dX ◦ σ∗ = σ∗ ◦ Q, see Section 2. However, this condition typically contains an infinite number
of equations on the components of σ and in this form is not very useful in practice. It is much preferable to
work in terms of Ê, which is almost as simple as a jet-bundle. More precisely, if we eliminate the metric
ĝAB and the symmetric part of ĈB

C then solutions of Ê are 1:1 with normal Cartan connections describing
the conformal geometry along with the unconstrained conformal field TAB 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 4.16.
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To be more precise let us concentrate on the sector of conformal geometry described by Econf . The
action of Q is determined by (4.44) which we again list here11:

QĝBC = ĈB
AĝAC + ĈC

AĝBA + 2λ̂ĝBC ,

Qλ̂B = λ̂AĈA
B +

1

2
ξ̂Aξ̂CĈB

AC ,

Qλ̂ = ξ̂Aλ̂A, Qξ̂B = ξ̂AĈA
B

QĈB
C = ĈB

AĈA
C + λ̂B ξ̂

C − λ̂C ξ̂B + δCB λ̂Aξ̂
A +

1

2
ξ̂Aξ̂DŴC

BAD

QŴC
BAD = ξ̂E∇EŴ

C
BAD − ĈE

CŴE
BAD + ĈB

EŴC
EAD+

ĈA
EŴC

BED + ĈD
EŴC

BAE ,

(5.29)

and [Q,∇A] = 0. We introduce a specal notation for the frame field parametrizing configurations for ξA:
σ∗ξA ≡ eA ≡ eAµθ

µ.
Analysing the gauge transformations with parameters associated to ghosts CA

B one finds that any con-
figuration of eAµ (x) can be locally gauge fixed to eAµ = δAµ , where µ is a base index. Moreover, this
completely eliminates the gauge freedom associated to C̄A

B. Of course, this gauge choice simply corre-
sponds to passing to the coordinate frame. In the same way analysing the gauge freedom associated to λ̂A
ghosts, one finds that the field σ∗(λ̂) can be set to zero. In what follows we actively use this gauge and
call it “metric-like”. In this gauge gAB(x) ≡ σ∗(ĝAB) becomes a tensor field on Σ naturally interpreted as
metric. Similarly, slightly abusing notation, we will drop the hat when passing to the solution space and
TAB(x) ≡ σ∗TAB.

Note that an alternative interpretation of Econf 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 gAB(x) = ηAB, where ηAB is the constant Minkowski metric, by exploiting the
gauge freedom encoded in the symmetric part of C̄A

B. 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 λ = 0. In particular, in this case
ŴC

BAD is identified with the Weyl tensor in the frame-like formulation of conformal geometry.
Working in the “metric-like” gauge eAµ = δAµ (i.e. σ∗ξ̂A = θA) and λ = 0, we introduce a notation for

ghost degree 1 coordinates on Ê CI : σ∗ĈI ≡ CI
|Bθ

B. The equation dXσ
∗λ̂ = σ∗Qλ̂ implies:

λ[A|B] = 0. (5.30)

In a similar way, dXσ
∗ξ̂A = σ∗Qξ̂A implies

C[A
B
|C] = 0. (5.31)

Furthermore, dXσ
∗ĝAB = σ∗QĝAB can be rewritten as

∂CgAB = CA
D
|CgDB + CB

D
|CgAD , (5.32)

together with (5.31), giving

CA
B
|C = ΓB

AC [g], (5.33)

where ΓB
AC [g] are the Christoffel symbols constructed from the metric gAB(x) ≡ σ∗ĝAB.

Considering next equations dXσ
∗ĈB

C = σ∗QĈB
C one finds

∂[AΓ
C
D]B = ΓE

B[AΓ
C
D]E + λB|[Aδ

C
D] − λC |[AgD]B +

1

2
σ∗ŴC

BAD. (5.34)

11In 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 Q given in (5.2).
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where we made use of (5.33). Introducing the Riemann curvature of the Levi-Civita connection Γ the above
equations can be rewritten as

RC
BAD[g] = σ∗ŴC

BAD + 2λB|[Aδ
C
D] − 2λC |[AgD]B. (5.35)

This expression is the standard decomposition of the Riemann tensor in terms of the Schouten and Weyl
tensors and implies that WB

CAD[g] ≡ σ∗ŴB
CAD is indeed the Weyl tensor of the metric gAB(x), while

λA|B is the Schouten tensor (up to a numerical factor). Indeed, taking a trace gives

RBD[g] = (2− d)λB|D − λA|AgBD (5.36)

which is the standard rewriting of the Ricci tensor in terms of the Schouten tensor and means

λA|B = −PAB[g], (5.37)

where PAB[g] is the Schouten tensor built from the metric. Then equation dXσ
∗λ̂A = σ∗Qλ̂A gives

2∇g
[APB]C = −σ∗ĈCAB , (5.38)

where ∇g
µ is the usual Levi-Civita covariant derivative. This is the standard expression of the Cotton tensor

CCAB[g] ≡ σ∗ĈCAB through the Schouten tensor.
Finally, by considering the equations involving coordinates ∇(C)Ŵ

D
ABC one finds that they simply

determine the respective fields in terms of the derivatives of the metric. In other words, Econf 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, 54], 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 ĝAB and the symmetric part of the ghosts
ĈA

B.

Now we get back to the entire Ê and observe that the analogous considerations also apply to the sector
of ∇(C)TAB. Because in this sector the ghost variables are absent, there are no additional gauge symmetries
while the equations of motion dXσ

∗TAB = σ∗QTAB simply express σ∗(∇(C)TAB) in terms of space-time
derivatives of TAB ≡ σ∗(TAB) and the fields of Econf . To summarize, Ê seen as a gPDE over T [1]Σ
is off-shell. More formally, it is equivalent to a non-negatively graded (i.e. no antifields) jet-bundle BV
system.

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

δσ∗ = σ∗ ◦ V (5.39)

and is interpreted as a value of V prol at the point σ of the space of sections. More formally, σ∗ ◦ V is a
vector field along σ. Let us see what V prol look like in terms of coordinates on the space of sections, i.e.
fields ϕi(x, θ) ≡ σ∗ϕi, where ϕi denote all the fibre coordinates of Ê. We have, σ∗V ϕi = σ∗V i(ϕ, x, θ) =
V i(σ∗(ϕ), x, θ), where we introduced components V i(ϕ) ≡ V ϕi.

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

Qf = ξA∇Af + CA
B∆A

Bf + λAΓA + λ∆f . (5.40)
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Because [Q,∇A] = 0, vector fields ∇A are symmetries and hence ∇prol
A preserve the solution space, i.e.

they are tangent to the subspace of solutions. If σ is a solution, i.e. dXσ
∗f = σ∗Qf we have

σ∗(ξA∇Af) = σ∗(QF − ĈA
B∆B

Af − λ̂AΓA − λ̂∆f) =

= dXσ
∗f − σ∗(ĈA

B∆A
Bf + λ̂AΓA + λ̂∆f) = dXσ

∗f − σ∗((Q− ξ̂A∇A)f) (5.41)

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

σ∗(∇Af) =
∂

∂xA σ
∗f − ΓB

CAσ
∗(∆C

Bf) + PB
Aσ

∗(ΓBf) . (5.42)

Note that in this form σ∗(∇Af) is a useful object even if σ is not a solution.
The first two terms in (5.42) can be regarded as the Levi-Civita covariant derivative ∇g

A:

∇g
Aσ

∗f ≡ ∂

∂xA
σ∗f − ΓC

ABσ
∗(∆C

Bf) , (5.43)

Note that ∇g
A defined this way is, strictly speaking, a vector field along σ. However, if we use degree-0 fibre

coordinates ϕi
0 such that ∆C

Bϕi
0 = (∆C

B)ijϕ
j
0 and the coefficients are field-independent one can reinterpret

∇g
A 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 σ∗∇A∇Af as
Levi-Civita derivatives with correction terms. The following formula holds:

σ∗∇A∇Af = ∇g
A∇

g|Aσ∗f + (∂AP )σ
∗ΓAf

+ 2PAD∇g
Aσ

∗ΓDf + PABPA
Cσ∗ΓBΓCf + Pσ∗(−∆A

A + ∆̂)f , (5.44)

where ∆̂ ≡ [Q, ∂

∂λ̂
] and P ≡ PA

A. To prove this formula, it is sufficient to use equation (5.42) twice, the
standard Riemannian geometry identity ∇g

AP
A
B = ∇g

BP = ∂BP , and to commute ∇A and ΓB 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 B̂CA ≡ ∇BĈCAB on Ê indeed
corresponds to the Bach tensor on the solution space. Using ΓDĈCAB = −ŴD

CAB and formula (5.42) we
obtain

σ∗B̂CA = σ∗∇BĈCAB = ∇g|Bσ∗ĈCAB + PDBσ∗ΓDĈCAB = ∇g|BCCAB − PDBWDCAB (5.45)

which is the standard formula for the Bach tensor and we can denote σ∗B̂BC = BBC [g]. For D > 5, the
same formula provides a natural generalization of the Bach tensor to higher dimensions, which, however, is
no longer a conformally invariant tensor, since ΓAB̂BC = −(D− 5)(ĈCAB + ĈBAC).

12 As we have seen in
Example 5.4 for D = 5 ∇(C)B̂AB generate the ideal Î of the boundary gPDE and hence ∇(C)B̂AB vanish
on solutions. The other way around, if σ is a solution to Ê such that σ∗(B̂AB) = 0 then σ∗(∇(C)B̂AB) = 0.
The “conservation equation” σ∗OB = 0 in this dimension takes the form

σ∗∇AT A
B = ∇g

AT
A
B + 2Λ̃2PACCABC = 0 (5.46)

12Although 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 (4.55) we have (D − 5)T̂

(2)
BC = 2Λ̃2B̂BC , and from (4.53) it follows that

ΓAT̂BC = −2Λ̃2(ĈCAB + ĈBAC).
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For D = 7, as follows from Example 5.5, the “obstruction” condition on solutions σ∗OBC = 0 is

0 = σ∗(∇A∇AB̂BC + 2WDCABB
AD + 2CC

ADCBAD − 4CD
B
ACACD). (5.47)

Using formula (5.44) together with expressions for ΓABBC , ΓACBCD given above, it is straightforward to
rewrite this formula as

∇g|A∇g
ABBC + 4(∂AP )C(BC)

A + 8PAD∇g
AC(BC)D + 4PADPA

EWECDB − 4PBBC+

+2WDCABB
AD + 2CC

ADCBAD − 4CD
B
ACACD = 0

(5.48)

This is precisely the formula for the obstruction tensor in this dimension from [24]. The condition σ∗OB =
0 takes the form

∇g
AT

A
B + 6Λ̃3PADσ∗(2∇DB̂BA −∇BB̂DA) = 0 (5.49)

where σ∗∇AB̂BC 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 Ω 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:

(Eϕ
cl, Q, I

ϕ
cl)

πϕ

−→ (Ecl, Q, Icl)
π−→ (T [1]X, dX) , (6.1)

where (Ecl, Q, Icl) denotes the gPDE for conformal-like GR introduced in Section 2.4. As always in this
work, to keep conventions concise we use Q to denote both the Q-structure on the total space and its
projection to the background gPDE. The same applies to restrictions of Q to various submanifolds we
encounter. Note (Eϕ

cl, Q, I
ϕ
cl) is naturally a bundle over T [1]X with the projection being π ◦πϕ and can also

be considered as an implicit gPDE.
Let us recall that the boundary gPDEEB for gravity, which was constructed in the preceding Sections, is

obtained in the following steps: i) restricting to the sub-gPDE (Ered, Q) by equivalent reduction ii) pulling-
back (Ered, Q) to the boundary T [1]Σ and setting Ω = 0, QΩ = 0 followed by an additional equivalent
reduction. All in all this gave an embedding (of Q-manifolds)

(EB, Q) ↪→ (Ecl, Q) . (6.2)

The ideal IB on EB defining the on-shell system is obtained as a pullback of the initial Icl, giving a gPDE
(EB, Q, IB) that describes the boundary structure of asymptotically AdS GR. We refer to the local gauge
theory described by (EB, Q, IB) as to the boundary GR. Finally, by solving part of the equations from
IB one arrives at the equivalent formulation of the boundary GR as an implicit gPDE (Ê, Q, Î), whose
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advantage is that (Ê, Q) is off-shell and its structure can be described explicitly in terms of the coordinates
on Ê using the boundary calculus constructed in Section 4.5.

The embedding of gPDE (EB, Q, IB) for boundary GR into (Ecl, Q, Icl) induces the pullback bundle:

Eϕ
B −→ EB (6.3)

which we interpret as the boundary system for the mater field ϕ on the background of boundary GR. Again,
just like (EB, Q), gPDE (Eϕ

B, Q) comes equipped with the ideal Iϕ
B representing what remains of the equa-

tions of motion after the restriction to the boundary and the equivalent reductions. More precisely, Iϕ
B is

generated by IB pulled back to Eϕ
B and the prolongation of the equations of motion for matter fields. All in

all the gPDE describing the boundary structure is (Eϕ
B, Q, I

ϕ
B). 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

fromEcl toEred and then toEB to work we had to rescale the metric g by Ω2 and then set Ω = 0. This could
result in negative powers of Ω appearing in the equations of motion for matter fields after the pull-back to
EB. The same applies to the Q-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 (EB, Q, IB). Namely, we reformulate the
initial equations of motion in such way that they remain equivalent for Ω > 0 while their restrictions
to Ω = 0 become well-defined. More precisely, let ϕ̃, c̃ be a collective notations for matter fields and
corresponding ghost variables (if any) on the GR background described by metric g̃. The equations of
motion for ϕ̃ are assumed to be diffeomorphism-invariant and are denoted by P̃ [ϕ̃; g̃] = 0. What we
actually need is (Eϕ

cl, Q, I
ϕ
cl) 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
{Ω, λ}. The lift is constructed by declaring ϕ̃ 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 ϕ ≡ Ωwϕ̃, g ≡ Ω2g̃, 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 P̃ [ϕ̃, g̃] written in terms of the new coordinates and try to
express P̃ [ϕ, g] as a polynomial in Ω times a singular prefactor:

P̃ [ϕ; g,Ω] = Ω−wP

∑
k=0

ΩkPk(ϕ,Dϕ; g,Dg,Da...Ω) , wP ⩾ 0 (6.4)

where P0 is nonvanishing and P̃k may depend on derivatives of Ω, but not on Ω 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 Pk are nonvanishing.

Given the decomposition (6.4), we consider the rescaled constraints P [ϕ; g] ≡ ΩwP P̃ [ϕ, g] which are
equivalent to P̃ when Ω > 0 and are well-defined on the boundary. However, this does not imply that
the entire system is well-defined at Ω = 0 because the gauge transformations for matter fields may still
be ill-defined there (in gPDE terms, this means that the action of Q on ϕ contains negative powers of Ω).
Typically, this can be fixed by adjusting weight w. Moreover, in the case of YM theory, the requirement
that Q 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 Q are well defined. All in all this gives a gPDE (Eϕ

B, Q, I
ϕ
B) on the boundary,

which is a gPDE over the background gPDE (EB, Q, IB). 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 Eϕ

cl has coordinates of
degree 0 and 1 only, which we denote by D(a)ϕ

i and cα, respectively.
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The matter equations of motion generate the Q-invariant ideal I(P [ϕ, g], Da). Then, the equivalent
reduction r : Ered ↪→ Ecl in the gravity sector, described in Section 3, induces a pullback of the bundle
Eϕ

cl → Ecl to Ered, which we denote by Eϕ
red. It inherits the gPDE structure (Eϕ

red, Q, I
ϕ
red). By some

abuse of notations we also use r to denote the embedding r : Eϕ
red → Eϕ

cl, for instance: Iϕ
red = r∗Iϕ

cl. The
following statement is an immediate generalisation of Proposition 3.4 and Corollary 3.6.

Proposition 6.1. If (Q− ξaDa)ϕ ∈ I0(ϕ) then as fibre coordinates on Eϕ
red → Ered one can take

{∇(a)(r
∗ϕ),∇(a)(r

∗cα)} , (6.5)

where ∇a ≡ [Q, ∂
∂ξa

].13 If (Q − ξaDa)P [ϕ, g] ∈ I0(P [ϕ, g]) the pullback of the ideal Iϕ to Eϕ
red takes the

form

r∗Iϕ = I∞(r∗P [ϕ, g],∇a). (6.6)

In fact, most of the statements proved for Ered remain true for Eϕ
red. One subtlety is that in addition to

restricting to Ered it 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 Eϕ

red is the reduced and we keep denoting the remaining fibre coordinates
of degree 1 by cα. Another subtlety is that the fibre ghost variables cα are to be considered on the equal
footing with all the ghost degree 1 coordinates on Ered. In particular, it is convenient to consider vector
field [Q, ∂

∂CI ] where now CI denote all the ghost variables including cα and these vector fields are defined
on (Eϕ

red, Q) rather than its base (Ered, Q). Note that [Q, ∂
∂CI ] are projectable with respect to Eϕ

red → Ered

because Eϕ
red → Ered is a Q-bundle and ∂

∂CI is projectable by construction. This justifies using the same
notations for some of these vector fields. In particular:

Γa ≡ [
∂

∂λa
, Q] , D(N)

A ≡ adN∇Ω
(∇A) . (6.7)

Repeating the analysis of Sections 4.1 and 4 for the case of Eϕ
red, denoting by Eϕ the pullback of Eϕ

red

to T [1]∂X ⊂ T [1]X , and dropping r∗ we arrive at:

Proposition 6.2. If (Q− ξa∇a)ϕ ∈ I0(ϕ), the fibre coordinates of Eϕ → E can be chosen as

{∇(A)ϕ
(N), cα|N ⩾ 0} (6.8)

where as before we use the conventions: f (N) ≡ ∇N
Ω f . The pullback of the ideal Iϕ

red to Eϕ is generated by
I and

∇(A)P
(N) , N ⩾ 0 . (6.9)

The next step in the analysis of the boundary structure involves restricting Eϕ to Ê ⊂ E, where we have
an explicit description of the boundary GR and solving a part of the matter equations of motion accounted
in Iϕ. This leads to the final gPDE (Êϕ, Q, Îϕ) which describes the boundary structure of gravity + matter
fields in the asymptotically AdS setup. The explicit structure of (Êϕ, Q, Îϕ) 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 Eφ

cl we take a fibre of a jet-bundle for a scalar field with coordinates Daφ̃ so that the
KG equation reads as:

P̃ [φ̃, g̃] =
1√
|g̃|
Da(

√
|g̃|g̃abDbφ̃) +m2φ̃ . (6.10)

13Recall, that we use the same notations for the ghosts and their restrictions to Ered. The same applies to Eϕ
red.
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According to the general procedure explained in the previous Section we can now switch to the fibre coor-
dinates D(a)φ, where φ = Ωwφ̃. In the new coordinate system we have

Qφ = ξa∇aφ+ wλφ , (6.11)

where we employed ∇a instead ofDa (note that in the usual coordinates onEφ
cl we have ∇aφ = [ ∂

∂ξa
, Q]φ =

Daφ). It is straightforward to verify that because it is written in terms of ∇a, this formula remains valid
after we pull-back our bundle to Ered ⊂ Ecl.

To proceed further we pullback Eφ
cl to Ered ⊂ Ecl and then pullback the resulting gPDE (as a bundle

over T [1]X) to the boundary T [1]Σ. This results in the gPDE (Eφ, Q) over (E,Q). Then the Klein-Gordon
equation written in terms of g, φ takes the form P̃ = Ω−wP , where

P [φ, g] ≡ Ω2∇a∇aφ+ Ω(cw,1∇aφ∇aΩ− w(∇a∇aΩ)φ) + (w(d+ w)∇aΩ∇aΩ +m2)φ,

cw,N ≡ −2w − d+N
(6.12)

and d ≡ D− 1 denotes the boundary dimension. Note that P is polynomial in Ω, 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 ∇(a)P , generate the ideal which
together with the pull-back of I from the base E form a total ideal Iφ on Eφ. In other words we have
reformulated our system as a gPDE (Eφ, Q, Iφ) over background gPDE (E,Q, I).

Just like in the analysis of the gravity sector, we next split the index as {a} = {Ω, A} and switch to the
adapted fibre coordinates {∇(A)φ

(N), N ⩾ 0} instead of {∇(a)φ} by making use of (Q− ξa∇a)φ ∈ I0(φ).
As usual, we also use notations f (N) ≡ ∇N

Ω f .
At the end of the day we are interested in Eφ pulled back to the on-shell background gPDE (E , Q).

However, it is not convenient to work with E and we treat it implicitly. More precisely, we identify functions
on Eφ pulled back to E ⊂ E as equivalence classes modulo the ideal K which is generated by the pullbacks
to total space Eφ of functions on the base E vanishing on E . 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 K(N). In practice, we analyse the
prolongation of KG equations leaving the terms from K implicit. In particular, in this way we can easily
evaluate Qφ(N) as in Proposition B.2, giving

Qφ(N) = ξA∇Aφ
(N) + Λ̃λA

N−2∑
i=0

diND
(N−2−i)
A φ(i) + (w −N)λφ(N) +K(0) . (6.13)

We now turn to the analysis of the ideal of the KG equation, which is generated by {∇(a)P}. Just like
in the case of GR it is convenient to use {∇(A)P

(N), N ⩾ 0} as generators of the ideal. In particular, one
has:

P (0) = (Λ̃w(d+ w) +m2)φ(0) +K(0) , (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:

m2 = −Λ̃w(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 (6.15). Acting with (∇Ω)

N on (6.12) and using
∇N

Ω∇a∇bΩ ∈ K(N) we obtain the explicit form of the subleading equations:

1

Λ̃N
P (N) = cw,Nφ

(N) + (N − 1)Λ̃∇N−2
Ω ∇A∇Aφ+K(N−1), N ⩾ 1. (6.16)

It is clear that the structure of the system described by the zero locus of ∇(A)P
(N) critically depends on

whether cw,N ≡ −2w+1−D+N vanishes for someN = N∗ or not. If it does not, all the fibre coordinates
∇(A)φ

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

on the zero locus of the ideal are ∇(A)φ
(0). It follows, the resulting system describes the unconstrained
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scalar field of Weyl weight w, defined over the background of E .A more careful analysis shows that the
same result holds even for a more general background Ê. Moreover, because Qφ(0) depends on φ(0) and
ghosts only, φ(0) is indeed a conformal primary.

We now turn to the more interesting case where cw,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 Ê. This is done in two steps. First, we restrict our bundle to Ê ⊂ E because
it is Ê where we have a full control over the gravity background. Second, we pass to the subbundle Êφ of
Eφ|Ê , defined as the zero locus of the following equations:

φ(N) = −N − 1

cw,N

Λ̃∇N−2
Ω ∇A∇Aφ, N ⩾ 1, N ̸= N∗ . (6.17)

Strictly speaking, the above equations are defined on Eφ and it is their pullback to Eφ|Ê that defines a
subbundle Êφ ⊂ Eφ|Ê . In practice, for the moment we work with Êφ as a submanifold in Eφ and we
denote by b̂φ the corresponding embedding Êφ

B ↪→ Eφ
red. For any f ∈ C∞(Eφ) we use the notation f̂ ≡ b̂∗φf .

Similarly to the gravity case discussed in Section 4.4, we encounter that Q is not tangent to Êφ seen
as submanifold in Eφ. However, as before, we can naturally define a Q-structure on Êφ but this time in
a slightly weaker sense. Namely, this Q-structure is well defined modulo the ideal Î ≡ b̂∗I that defines
the on-shell system on Ê. 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 Î vanish on such
configurations. To equip Êφ with a Q-structure we restrict to the subbundle Eφ,N∗ ⊂ Eφ, singled out
by ∇(A)P

(N) = 0 with N < N∗. The result is a Q-subbundle thanks to a straightforward extension of
Proposition 4.4. Furthermore, for N = N∗ equation (6.13) implies that Qφ(N∗) does not depend on φ(k)

with k > N∗ so that the subalgebra of functions in ∇(A)φ,∇(A)φ
(N∗) and coordinates from Ê is closed

under Q. This means that Eφ,N∗ is a Q-bundle over another Q-manifold that we denote by Êφ′. Finally, the
subbundle Êφ (this can be obtained by imposing ∇(A)P

(N) = 0 with N > N∗) is a section of Eφ,N∗ → Êφ′

and hence the naturalQ-structure from Êφ′ can be pushed forward to Êφ. Let us stress that in all these steps
Q is assumed to be defined modulo Î. Nevertheless, for N∗ sufficiently small one can check that I does
not enter the relations and hence Êφ can be equipped with the genuine Q-structure.

Repeating once again the logic employed in the analysis of gravity, we introduce a subalgebra of Êφ-
projectable functions in C∞(Eφ), which consists of functions whose restrictions toEφ,N∗ are constant along
the fibres (i.e. can be obtained as pullbacks of functions from Êφ′). In particular, for such a function we
have Qb̂∗φf = b̂∗φQf modulo Î. It is straightforward to see that φ(N) are Êφ-projectable for N ⩽N∗. It is
convenient to introduce the following notations:

ψ ≡ (̂bφ)
∗φ(N∗), P ≡ (̂bφ)

∗∇N∗−2
Ω ∇A∇Aφ , (6.18)

where P = 0 for N∗ = 1. The fibre coordinates on Êφ are then taken to be {∇(A)φ̂,∇(A)ψ} and the ideal
Îφ ≡ b̂∗φIφ is now generated by ∇(A)P and Î. Recall that Êφ is a bundle over Ê. The resulting implicit
gPDE (Êφ, Q, Îφ) 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
Êφ to a given on-shell configuration of the boundary GR, i.e. a particular solution of (Ê, Q, Î).

By representing b̂∗φ(∇Ω)
N∇A∇Aφ in terms of D(N−k)

A φ̂(k) one observes that P can be expressed (mod-
ulo Î) in terms of the collection of functions φ̂(k), 1⩽N < N∗ together with functions Ĵ (N)

ABC , T̂ (N)
AB , which

enter through vector fields D(N)
A . This constitutes the extension of the boundary calculus introduced in

Section 4.5 to the case where on top of gravity we have a KG field coupled to it. Note that Ĵ (N)
ABC , T̂ (N)

AB

are now seen as function on Êφ, i.e. the pullbacks of the corresponding functions from Ê by the canonical
projection Êφ → Ê. As for the vector fields D(N)

A , they are now defined on Êφ from the very start as the
restriction of (ad∇Ω

)N ∂
∂ξA

from Eφ to Êφ and are generally defined modulo Î. However, all their properties

remain true as the expression of D(N)
A in terms of Q and ghosts is unchanged.

Let us summarize the scalar field extension of the boundary calculus, introduced in Theorem 4.12:
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Proposition 6.3. Functions φ̂(N) ∈ C∞(Êφ) given by

φ̂(N) = −N − 1

cw,N

Λ̃(̂bφ)
∗∇N−2

Ω ∇A∇Aφ, 1⩽N < N∗ (6.19)

can be recursively determined (modulo Î) in terms of φ̂ ≡ φ̂(0) and T (N)
AB , J (N)

ABC by

b̂∗φ∇N
Ω∇Af =

N∑
i=0

Ci
ND

(N−i)
A f̂ (i) = ∇Af̂

(N) +
N−1∑
i=0

Ci
ND

(N−i)
A f̂ (i) (6.20)

and

D(N)
A f = (−Ĵ (N−1),D

CA∆
C
D +

1

Λ̃N
T̂

(N)
CA ΓC − 1

N

N−2∑
i=1

diN T̂
(i),C

AD(N−2−i)
C )f , N ⩾ 1 . (6.21)

Proof. Equation (6.20) is just a version of Proposition 4.10 while (6.21) is just the direct extension to Êφ
B

of the relations (4.56) from Theorem 4.12. Indeed, because we consider the background to be on-shell,
Remark 4.13 implies that there is no restriction on N .

As an illustration of the procedure, let us compute b̂∗φ∇N
Ω∇A∇Aφ:

b̂∗φ∇N
Ω∇A∇Aφ =

N∑
i=0

Ci
ND

(N−i)
A (̂bφ)

∗∇i
Ω∇Aφ =

N∑
i=0

Ci
ND

(N−i)
A

i∑
j=0

Cj
iD(i−j)|Aφ̂(j) . (6.22)

Here and in the rest of this Section all equalities are assumed to hold modulo Î. Note that for oddN ⩽D−4

we have D(N)
A = 0, thanks to the trivial generalization of Proposition 4.16.

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

Qφ̂ = ξ̂A∇Aφ̂+ wλ̂φ̂ ,

Qψ = ξ̂A∇Aψ + Λ̃λ̂A
N∗−2∑
i=0

diN∗D(N∗−2−i)
A φ̂(i) + (w −N∗)λ̂ψ + Î .

(6.23)

Before passing to the examples let us note that for N∗ sufficiently small the ideal Î does not actually
enter the boundary calculus. One can already see this in formula (6.16), where the terms from K in the
right-hand side vanish after pulling back to ÊB for N∗ sufficiently small. In this case Êφ 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 ∇(A)TBC = 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, ΓDψ = 0, i.e. ψ is also a conformal primary.

Proof. By induction, (6.19) and Propositions 5.7, 5.3, one can prove that φ̂(N) = 0 for all oddN ⩽N∗ − 2.

In the standard conventions used in the context of AdS/CFT, φ and ψ are known as leading and sub-
leading boundary values. Their conformal weight are ∆− = −w and ∆+ = d−∆− = 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∗ ≡ 2ℓ, let us
discuss a couple of examples:
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Example 6.5. Conformal Laplacian: ℓ = 1, or equivalently, −w = d
2
− 1. In this case:

P = ∇A∇Aφ̂ . (6.24)

Note that −w = d
2
−1 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 ∇A 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 σ∗(P) = 0, where σ is a lift of a configuration
φ(x) to a solution of (Êϕ

B, Q), see Section 5.3 for more details. We also observe that

ΓAψ = Λ̃∇Aφ̂ (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, 66]: d⩾ 4, l = 2. Using (6.22) together with (6.19)
we can easily get φ̂(1) = 0, φ̂(2) = 1

2
∇A∇Aφ̂. Hence, using (6.21) we get

P =
2∑

i=0

Ci
2D

(2−i)
A

i∑
j=0

Cj
iD

(i−j)
A φ̂(j) = D(2)|A∇Aφ̂+∇AD(2)|Aφ̂+∇A∇Aφ̂(2) =

Λ̃

2
(∇A∇A)2φ̂ (6.26)

and

ΓAψ = 3Λ̃∇A(∇B∇B)φ̂ . (6.27)

Example 6.7. Order 3 extended GJMS-like: l = 3. For d⩾ 4 direct computations give:

8

3Λ̃2
P = (∇A∇A)3φ̂+

8

Λ̃2
T̂

(2)
AB∇

A∇Bφ̂ . (6.28)

An interesting new feature shows up here: for d = 4, T̂ (2)
AB entering P is not a local function in the conformal

geometry (gravitational leading) but is a gravitational subleading T̂ (2)
AB ≡ TAB. In other words, in this case

φ is coupled to both the conformal geometry and the gravity subleading TAB 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 GJMS operator in 4 dimensions that is
well-defined on conformal gravity background.

For d > 4, Theorem 4.12 gives T̂ (2)
AB = 2Λ̃2

D−5
B̂AB so that

8

3Λ̃2
P = (∇A∇A)3φ̂+

16

D − 5
B̂AB∇A∇Bφ̂ (6.29)

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

Proposition 6.8. For N∗ = 2ℓ, i.e. −w = d
2
− ℓ, gPDE Êφ

B describes conformal scalar field φ̂ with an
additional unconstrained subleading field ψ. The leading φ̂ is subject to the equation of the following form

P ∼ (∇A∇A)lφ̂+ . . . (6.30)

which doesn’t involve the subleading ψ. Moreover, for l⩽ d
2

or, in other words, w⩽ 0, this equation does
not involve the subleading gravitational field TAB and coincides with order-2ℓ GJMS operator.

When P does involve the gravitational subleading, we refer to it as to the extended GJMS. 14

14Note 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 GJMS 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 ∇(A)φ̂, we obtain

P = (̂bφ)∗∇2l−2
Ω ∇A∇Aφ = ∇A∇Aφ̂(2l−2) + · · · ∝ (∇A∇A)2φ̂(2l−4) + . . . (6.31)

and so on until it terminates at φ̂(0).
The proof that this equation does not involve the subleading gravitational field for l⩽ d

2
is slightly more

subtle. To begin with, note that the subleading gravitational field can enter this equation only through the
vector fields D(N)

A , N ⩾D − 3. Since

P =
2l−2∑
i=0

Ci
2l−2D

(2l−2−i)
A

i∑
j=0

Cj
iD(i−j)|Aφ̂(j) (6.32)

we see that the subleading TAB definitely do not enter this equation when (2l− 2) < D− 3 or equivalently
l < d

2
15. It remains to verify that this still holds for l = d

2
. The only terms that can produce TAB are

D(D−3)
A ∇Aφ̂+∇AD(D−3)|Aφ̂. (6.33)

Using (6.21) it is clear that the gravity subleading can enter only through the following combination:

TABΓ
B∇Aφ̂ (6.34)

but this vanishes since ΓB∇Aφ̂ ∝ gABφ̂, as can be easily verified by a direct computation, and TAB is
traceless.

Note that for an odd-dimensional boundary one can consistently set gravitational subleading to zero by
imposing the additional condition ∇(C)TAB = 0, giving a conformal field φ defined on a generic conformal
geometry background for all l⩾ 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 φ is guaranteed to
be conformal only if the background is off-shell. However, a more careful analysis shows that for l⩽ 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

P = −D − 2

2
T AB∇A∇Bφ̂ (6.35)

Proof. Similarly to Proposition 6.4,one shows that φ̂(i) = 0 for odd i < d + 2. Also, analogously to
Proposition 4.16 we have D(j)

A = 0 for odd i < d− 2. Hence,

P =
D−1∑
i=0

Ci
D−1D

(D−1−i)
A

i∑
j=0

Cj
iD(i−j)|Aφ̂(j) = D(D−1)

A ∇Aφ̂ =

= − 1

D − 1

D−3∑
i=0

diD−1T̂
(i)|A

CD(D−3−i)|C∇Aφ̂ = −D − 2

2
T AC∇A∇Cφ̂.

(6.36)

15Strictly speaking, we should also verify that the subleading term does not enter the equations for φ̂(N), N ⩽ 2l−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 (6.35) defines a nonlinear conformally invariant equation involving the conformal fields TAB

and φ̂ defined on the generic conformal geometry background. A possible interpretation of this system is to
ask this equation to hold for any configuration of TAB, i.e. to require trace-free part of ∇A∇Bφ̂ to vanish.
This condition can be recognised as the almost Einstein equation on φ̂. 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 φ̂ 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 EYM is
coordinatized by the components of the Yang-Mills field AI

b , ghosts CI and all their space-time derivatives.
We often use the gauge Lie algebra valued Ab, C as short-hand notations. The BRST differential is defined
in a standard way:

QAb = ξcDcAb + (Dbξ
c)Ac +DbC + [Ab, C] , QC = ξcDcC − 1

2
[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

Ỹ b =
1√
|g̃|

(Da + [Aa, ·])(
√

|g̃| g̃acg̃bdFcd) , Fcd ≡ DcAb −DbAc + [Ac, Ab] , (6.38)

can be rewritten in terms of gab ≡ Ω2g̃ab and then it turns out that Y b ≡ ΩD−4Ỹ b seen as a local function
in A, g,Ω is regular at Ω = 0. The jet-prolongations of Y b together with Icl generate the ideal IYM

cl 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 6.1 the next step is to pull back EYM → Ecl

to Ered ⊂ Ecl. However, it turns out to be very convenient to first perform an equivalent reduction of
EYM → Ecl 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(a1Da2 . . . Dak−1
Aak) = 0 , Q

(
D(a1Da2 . . . Dak−1

Aak)

)
= 0. (6.39)

As the remaining fibre coordinates one can take {∇((a)Fb)c, C} pulled back to the surface (6.39), where
∇a ≡ [Q, ∂

∂ξa
].

The next step is to pullback the reduced bundle to Ered ⊂ Ecl and then pullback the resulting gPDE (as
a bundle over T [1]X) to the boundary T [1]Σ giving a gauge PDE (EYM, Q, IYM) over (E,Q, I), where IYM

is generated by the ideal I of the gravity sector and ∇a-prolongations of

Yb = (4−D)(∇aΩ)Fab + Ω∇aFab , (6.40)

where we keep using the same notations for the fibre coordinates and generators Yb. 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 Ω = const (6.40) reduces to the ordinary Yang-Mills equation.

The action of Q on the fibre coordinates of EYM , namely {∇((a)Fb)c, C}, is determined by

QC = −1

2
[C, C] + 1

2
ξaξbFab,

QFab = ξc∇cFab + Ca
cFcb + Cb

cFac − [C, Fab] .
(6.41)
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Recall that the action of Q on any function of the form ∇a∇b . . . Fcd (e.g. on coordinate functions) is
determined by the above relations and [Q,∇a] = 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 EYM are spilt into the ghosts of the conformal-like gravity sector
CM = {ξa, λ, Ca

b, λa} and the YM ghosts CI , C = CItI , where tI are basis elements of the YM gauge
algebra g. Introducing RI ≡ [ ∂

∂CI , Q], one finds:

[RI , RJ ] = −UK
IJRK , [RI , [

∂

∂CM
, Q]] = 0 , (6.42)

where UK
IJ are the structure constants of g, i.e. [tI , tJ ] = UK

IJtK . In the gravity sector, all the formulas (3.11)
for the commutators remain intact save for

[∇a,∇b] = −Wd
cab∆

c
d − CdabΓ

d − F I
abRI − (QWd

cab)
∂

∂Cc
d
− (QCdab)

∂

∂λd
− (QF I

ab)
∂

∂CI
. (6.43)

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} = {Ω, A}. Then the YM Bianchi identities
∇[aFbc] = 0 encoded in Q2CI = 0 give:

∇ΩFBC = ∇BFΩC −∇CFΩB . (6.44)

These can be used to chose the following fibre coordinates:

{∇(C)J
(N)
A ,∇((A)FB)C , C}, where J

(N)
A = ∇N

ΩFΩA . (6.45)

Then we can rewrite the ∇a-prolongations of the Yang-Mills equations Yb as ∇A-prolongations of Y (N)
b for

N ⩾ 0. Analogously to the scalar field case, Y (N)
b can be computed modulo the ideals K(N):

Proposition 6.10. The total ideal IYM on EYM is generated by the gravity ideal I along with functions

Y
(0)
B = (4−D)J

(0)
B +KB ,

Y
(N)
B = (4−D +N)J

(N)
B +N Λ̃∇N−1

Ω ∇AFAB +K(N−1), N ⩾ 1 ,

Y
(D−3)
Ω = (D − 3)Λ̃∇D−4

Ω ∇AJ
(0)
A +K(D−4) ,

(6.46)

and their ∇A-prolongations.

Proof. Y (N)
b are easily computed by acting with ∇N

Ω on (6.40) and taking into account that ∇N
Ω∇a∇bΩ ∈

K(N); ∇ΩΩ − Λ̃,∇AΩ ∈ KB. The only nontrivial point is to show that Y (N)
Ω , for N ̸= D − 3 can be

expressed as a linear combination of ∇AY
(i)
A with i⩽N , and therefore they can be omitted from the set of

generators. To see this, notice that

∇bYb = (3−D)∇aΩ∇bFab + Ω∇b∇aFab = (3−D)∇aΩ∇bFab , (6.47)

where we made use of ∇a∇bFab = 1
2
[∇a,∇b]Fab = 0. Applying ∇N−1

Ω to (6.47) and using ∇aYa =

Λ̃−1Y (1) +∇AYA +K(0) together with Y (N)
Ω = N Λ̃∇N−1

Ω ∇AJ
(0)
A +K(N−1) we obtain

(3−D −N)

N Λ̃
Y

(N)
Ω = ∇N−1

Ω ∇AYA +K(N−1) ∈
N−1⋃
i=0

I(Y
(i)
B ,∇A) ∪ K(N). (6.48)

The inclusion follows from the decomposition of ∇N−1
Ω ∇AYA as a sum D(N−1−i)|AY

(i)
A and from the fact

that D(i)
A = [Q, ν

(i)
A ], where ν(i)A has degree −1 and preserves K(i+1) by Theorem 4.5.
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Note that equation (6.48) follows from equation (6.47) 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 ÊYM of the
off-shell boundary gPDE Ê from Section 4.4.

Definition 6.11. Bundle ÊYM → Ê is the submanifold of EYM singled out by the ideal generated by K̂ =
ker b̂ together with

J
(N)
B =

N

(D − 4−N)
Λ̃∇N−1

Ω ∇AFAB, N ̸= D − 4. (6.49)

The embedding ÊYM ↪→ EYM is denoted by b̂YM and for any function f on EYM we define f̂ ≡ b̂∗YMf .

Because ÊYM can be obtained as subbundle of EYM pulled back to Ê ⊂ E it is naturally a bundle over
Ê with projection π̂YM. Note that, when restricted to functions that are constant along the fibres of πYM, b̂∗YM

can be identified with the b̂∗ : C∞(E) → C∞(Ê) in the gravity sector.
Just like in the case of gravity and scalar field, ÊYM is not a Q-submanifold of EYM, but we can still

define a natural Q-structure on ÊYM. To construct it, we consider the submanifold singled out by K(D−3)

together with the equations (6.49) for 0⩽N ⩽D − 5. This is a Q-submanifold which is also a bundle over
E(D−3) in a natural way. We denote it by E(D−5)|YM → E(D−3). Then, we observe that the subalgebra of
functions on EYM |(D−5) generated by the following coordinate functions on EYM:

ξB, CB
C , λ, λB, gBC ,∇((A)W

B
CD)E,∇(A)T

(D−3)
BC , ∇((A)FB)C , C, ∇(A)J

(D−4)
B , |A|⩾ 0 (6.50)

pulled back to EYM|(D−5) is closed under Q. In the gravity sector, this observation is entirely analogous
to the one in Section 4.4. For ∇(A)J

(D−4)
B it it is a direct generalisation of Proposition B.2 while for

the remaining generators the statement is immediate. It follows EYM|(D−5) can be considered a Q-bundle
EYM|(D−5) → ÊYM ′. Indeed, one simply takes functions in (4.43) as functions pulled back from EYM′.
Moreover, ÊYM can be understood as a section of this bundle and the desired Q-structure on ÊYM is simply
obtained as a pushforward of that on ÊYM′.

Again following the logic of Section 4.4 one can describe functions on ÊYM as a subquotient of func-
tions on EYM as follows: considereng the subalgebra of ÊYM-projectable functions in C∞(EYM), consisting
of functions whose restriction to EYM|(D−5) is constant along the fibres of EYM|(D−5) → EYM′. The quo-
tient of ÊYM-projectable functions by those vanishing on EYM|(D−5) is naturally identified with C∞(ÊYM).
Moreover, for ÊYM-projectable functions we have Qb̂∗YMf = b̂∗YMQf . In particular, ÊYM-projectable func-
tions include all Ê-projectable functions on E, e.g. , e.g. T (N)

AB , N ⩽D − 3, pulled back to EYM. It is
straightforward to see that J (N)

A are also ÊYM-projectable if N ⩽D − 4.
As a coordinate system on the fibres of ÊYM

B we take

Ĉ = b̂∗YMC , ∇((C)F̂A)B = ∇((C)b̂
∗
YMFA)B , ∇(C)JB ≡ ∇(C)b̂

∗
YMJ

(D−4)
B , (6.51)

The ideal ÎYM ≡ b̂∗YMIYM is generated by the pullback of the ideal Î from Ê and the ∇A-prolongations of
functions

YB ≡ b̂∗YM∇D−5
Ω ∇AFAB , Y ≡ b̂∗YM∇D−4

Ω ∇AJA. (6.52)

Note that, unlike the scalar field case, ideal ÎYM is always strictly Q-invariant (recall that Îφ is generally
Q-invariant modulo Î 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(N) appearing in
formulas (6.46) for N ⩽D − 4 vanishes upon pullback to Ê.

The action of Q on some of the coordinates is immediately obtained by restricting (6.41) to ÊYM
B :

QĈ = −1

2
[Ĉ, Ĉ] + 1

2
ξ̂Aξ̂BF̂AB,

QF̂AB = ξ̂C∇CF̂AB + ĈA
CF̂CB + ĈB

CF̂AC − [Ĉ, F̂AB] .
(6.53)
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Notice that the action of Q on Ĉ and ∇((C)F̂A)B does not affect the sector JB, and therefore ÊYM
B itself is

a Q-bundle with the fibre coordinates ∇(A)JB. This is identical to the situation we had in the case of pure
gravity and scalar field. Now JA is interpreted as a YM subleading.

Just like in the case of gravity and scalar field, gauge PDE (ÊYM, Q) considered without restricting to
the zero locus of ÎYM 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 (Ê, Q), the system
does not encode any nontrivial differential equations. More precisely,

Proposition 6.12. Let σG : T [1]Σ → Ê be a solution to (Ê, Q) and AB(x) and JB(x) are coefficients of
generic 1-form on Σ with values in the gauge algebra. Then there exists a unique solution σ : T [1]Σ → ÊYM

such that π̂YM ◦ σ = σG and

σ∗(C) = AB(x)θ
B , σ∗(JB) = JB(x) . (6.54)

In other words, the restriction of (ÊYM, Q) to σG is an off-shell system.16 We see that solutions are
1:1 with unconstrained configurations of fields σ∗(C) and σ∗(JB). In particular, the equations of motion in
terms of σ∗(C) and σ∗(JB) can be explicitly written as

σ∗(YB) = 0 , σ∗(Y) = 0 . (6.55)

More detailed description of the solution space ÊYM is given in Appendix F. Let us emphasize that in the
above Proposition σG is a solution of the off-shell boundary GR. In other words, we do not impose σ∗

GÎ = 0.
To proceed further, we need the action ofQ on functions Ĵ (N)

A and coordinate functions JB in particular.
The following is a straightforward generalisation of Proposition 4.11:

Proposition 6.13. On ÊYM one has:

QĴ
(N)
A = ξ̂B∇BĴ

(N)
A + ĈA

BĴ
(N)
B + λ̂BΓBĴ

(N)
A − [Ĉ, Ĵ (N)

A ]− (N + 1)λ̂Ĵ
(N)
A , N ⩽D − 4 , (6.56)

where

ΓC Ĵ
(N)
B = Λ̃

N−2∑
i=0

diND
(N−2−i)
C Ĵ

(i)
B +N Λ̃F̂

(N−1)
CB . (6.57)

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

Theorem 6.14. (Yang-Mills boundary calculus) The system Ĵ
(N)
A , F̂

(N)
AB ,D(N)

A on ÊYM satisfies the follow-
ing relations

F̂
(N)
AB = b̂∗YM∇N−1

Ω (∇AJB −∇BJA) , 1⩽N ⩽D − 5 ,

Ĵ
(N)
B =

N Λ̃

D − 4−N
b̂∗YM(∇N−1

Ω ∇AFAB), 0⩽N ⩽D − 5,
(6.58)

and for any degree zero function f and 1⩽N ⩽D − 5 one has:

D(N)
A f = (−Ĵ (N−1),D

CA∆
C
D +

1

Λ̃N
T̂

(N)
CA ΓC − J (N−1)|I

ARI −
1

N

N−2∑
i=1

diN T̂
(i),C

AD(N−2−i)
C )f . (6.59)

Moreover,
F̂

(0)
AB = F̂AB , Ĵ

(0)
A = 0 , D(0)

A ≡ ∇A , (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 Q-structure being Q = dh + γ, where γ is an evolutionary homological vector field and
dh is the horizontal differential seen as a vector field.
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and all the higher order F (·)
AB, J

(·)
BC ,D

(·)
A are recursively determined by the above relations and the gravity

boundary calculus Theorem 4.12, where each expression of the form b̂∗∇N
Ω∇Af is evaluated as

b̂∗YM∇N
Ω∇Af =

N∑
i=0

Ci
ND

(N−i)
A f̂ (i) , (6.61)

and the action of ΓA on Ĵ (N)
A 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
∇ΩFAB = ∇AJB − ∇BJA and acting on it with b̂∗YM∇N−1

Ω . The second line follows from Proposition
6.10 and the definition of ÊYM. To prove (6.59), note that when acting on functions of ghost degree 0, as
follows from (6.43), the formula for [∇Ω,∇A] differs only by a term of the form J I

BRI . Using the fact that
[∇A, RI ] = 0, it is straightforward to see that the formula for D(N)

A in the gravity sector in Theorem 4.12
differs only by a term of the form Ĵ

(N−1)|I
A RI .

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

YB = ∇AF̂
(D−5)
AB +

D−6∑
i=0

Ci
D−5D(D−5−i)|AF̂

(i)
AB,

Y ≡ ∇AJA +
D−5∑
i=0

Ci
D−4D(D−4−i)|AĴ

(i)
A .

(6.62)

Functions YA 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 JA. One may view
YA and Y as direct analogues of the obstruction tensor OAB and the modified conservation law OA in the
sector of gravity. In particular, an analogue of Proposition 4.9 is the following:

Proposition 6.15. On ÊYM we have:

∇AYA = 0, ΓAY = −Λ̃(D − 4)YA , (6.63)

where ΓA ≡ [ ∂

∂λ̂A
, 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 b̂∗YM to (6.48) withN = D−3. The second equation states that the
Weyl invariance of the conservation equation for the Yang-Mills subleading JA is equivalent to imposing
the obstruction equation YB = 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 6.12 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 4.16 is the following:

Proposition 6.16. For any odd integer i such that 1⩽ i⩽D − 4 we have:

Ĵ
(i−1)
A = 0 , D(i)

A = 0 , F̂
(i)
AB = 0 . (6.64)

The case of an odd-dimensional boundary is again relatively simple (see Proposition 5.2, the proof is
analogous).

Proposition 6.17. For d odd we have:

YB = 0, Y = ∇AJA, ΓBJA = 0. (6.65)
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It follows that if we fix a background solution σG in the boundary GR sector, the system describes un-
constrained field AB(x) and field JB(x) (current) subject to the conservation condition that follows from
σ∗Y = 0:

∇g
AJ

A(x) = 0 , (6.66)

where ∇g
A is the Levi-Civita covariant derivative, twisted by the Yang-Mills field AB(x). Weyl transforma-

tions, JA can be read-off from QJ . Assuming that σG is taken in the metric gauge one finds:

δλ̄JA = −(D − 3)λ̄(x)JA , (6.67)

where λ̄(x)is the Weyl transformation parameter. In other words JA 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

YB = ∇AF̂AB, Y = ∇AJA, ΓBJA = Λ̃F̂BA. (6.68)

Choosing a background solution σG to Ê → T [1]Σ in the metric-like gauge (see Section 5.3), the solution
space for ÊYM|σG

is described by two g-valued fields, AB(x) and JB(x), subject to equations

∇g
AF

A
B = 0, ∇g

AJ
A = 0 , (6.69)

where FAB is the usual Yang-Mills curvature for AB(x). See Appendix F 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, JA transforms as

δλ̄JA = Λ̃(∂Bλ̄)FBA − 2λ̄JA (6.70)

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

YB =
Λ̃

2
((∇C∇C)∇AF̂AB + 4ĈDA

BF̂DA − 2[F̂AB,∇CF̂
CA]),

Y = ∇AJA, ΓCJA = 3Λ̃2(∇C∇BF̂BA − 1

2
∇A∇BF̂BC).

(6.71)

Analogously to the previous example, the equations satisfied by AB(x) and JA(x) read as (see Appendix F
for details):

□g∇g
AF

A
B + 2∂CPF

C
B + 4PAC∇g

AFCB − 3P∇g
AF

A
B + 4CDA

BFDA − 2[FAB,∇g
CF

CA] = 0 (6.72)

∇g
AJ

A +
3

2
Λ̃2PAC(∇g

C∇
g|BFBA) = 0 , (6.73)

where PAB(x) is a Schouten tensor andCABC(x) is a Cotton tensor for the background conformal geometry
described by metric gAB(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 JA, in addition to satisfying the modified
conservation equation (6.73), also transforms nontrivially under Weyl rescalings:

δλ̄JA = 3Λ̃2∂C λ̄(∇g
C∇

g
BF

B
A + 2PD

CFDA − 1

2
∇g

A∇
g
BF

B
C − PD

AFDC)− 4λ̄JA (6.74)

Note that the inhomogeneous terms originate from ΓCJA term in QJA.
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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:

Ĵ
(1)
B =

Λ̃

2
∇AF̂AB, F̂

(2)
AB = ∇AĴ

(1)
B −∇BĴ

(1)
A . (6.75)

Then from (6.62) and (6.59):

YB = ∇AF̂
(2)
AB +D(2)|AF̂AB = ∇A(∇AĴ

(1)
B −∇BĴ

(1)
A ) + Λ̃ĈDA

BF̂DA − [F̂AB, Ĵ
(1)|A] , (6.76)

where we have also made use of the fact that Ĵ (1)
ABC = −Λ̃CCAB thanks to (4.57). Using

∇A∇BĴ
(1)
A = [∇A,∇B]Ĵ

(1)
A = −ĈD

A
BΓ

DĴ
(1)
A − F̂ J |A

BRJ Ĵ
(1)
A = −Λ̃ĈDABF̂ I

DA + [F̂A
B, Ĵ

(1)
A ] (6.77)

and substituting the previously computed Ĵ (1)
A one finds the explicit expression for YB from (6.71). The

formula for Y is obtained from (6.62) using D(2)|AĴ
(1)
A = 0. Finally, using the above in (6.57) one finds the

explicit expression for ΓCJA.

Example 6.20. In the case d = 8 we have

YB =(∇A∇A)Ĵ
(3)
B +

3Λ̃2

2
(B̂AC∇CF̂AB − F̂CA∇AB̂B

C +
1

2
B̂A

B∇CF̂CA)+

+ 6Λ̃ĈAC
B(2∇AĴ

(1)
C −∇C Ĵ

(1)
A ) + 2[Ĵ (3)|A, F̂AB] + 6[Ĵ (1)|A, 2∇AĴ

(1)
B −∇BĴ

(1)
A ],

Y =∇AJA +
15

4
Λ̃2B̂AC∇C Ĵ

(1)
A − 5[Ĵ (3)|A, Ĵ

(1)
A ].

(6.78)

where Ĵ (1)|I
A and Ĵ (3)|I

A are computed using Theorem 6.14 and are given by:

Ĵ
(1)
B =

Λ̃

4
∇AF̂AB,

Ĵ
(3)
B =

3Λ̃2

8
((∇A∇A)∇CF̂CB + 8ĈDA

BF̂DA − 2[F̂AB,∇CF̂C
A]).

(6.79)

The details of the derivation the explicit form of YB and Y can be found in Appendix E.
Repeating the analysis of the previous examples one finds that σ∗YB = 0 is a higher conformal Yang-

Mills equation in dimension 8, which for a fixed metric-like background σG can be written as:

□gj
(3)
B + 2(∂DP + 2PAD∇g

A)(2∇
g
Dj

(1)
B −∇g

Bj
(1)
D + 8PD

CFCB − 4PB
CFCD)+

+ 2(−5PADP
ADj

(1)
B + 8PAEP

AD∇g
DF

E
B + 2PADP

A
Bj

(1)|D)− 5Pj
(3)
B +

+ 4(BAC∇g
CFAB − FCA(∇g

ABBC − 4PE
ACBEC − 4PE

ACCEB) +
1

2
BA

B∇g
CF

C
A)+

+ 4CAC
B(2∇g

Aj
(1)
C −∇g

Cj
(1)
A + 8PA

DFDC − 4PC
DFDA)+

+ 2[j(3)|A, FAB] + [j(1)|A, 2∇g
Aj

(1)
B −∇g

Bj
(1)
A + 8PA

CFCB − 4PB
CFCA] = 0 , (6.80)

where BAB(x) is a Bach tensor and

j
(1)
B = ∇g

AF
A
B,

j
(3)
B = □g∇g

AF
A
B + 4∂CPF

C
B + 8PAC∇g

AFCB − 3P∇g
AF

A
B + 8CDA

BFDA − 2[FAB,∇g
CF

CA] .

(6.81)

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

σ∗Y = ∇g
AJ

A +
5Λ̃3

4
PCB(CC

D
Bj

(1)
D +BCDF

D
B + 3∇g

Cj
(3)
B + 6PC

E∇g
Ej

(1)
B )+

+
15Λ̃3

16
BAC(∇g

Cj
(1)
A )− 15Λ̃3

32
[j(3)|A, j

(1)
A ]. (6.82)

For the derivation of equations (6.80) 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 JA. The symbols of the equations of motion for these fields have the following structure:

YB ≡ (∇A∇A)
d−4
2 ∇CF̂CB + . . . ,

Y ≡ ∇AJA +
d−4∑
i=0

Ci
d−3D(d−3−i)|AĴ

(i)
A .

(6.83)

Moreover, YB does not involve TAB, JA and their ∇A-derivatives. σ∗(YB) = 0 is the (higher-dimensional)
conformal YM equation on AB(x)θ

B ≡ σ∗(C). The second equation gives a generalised conservation
condition satisfied by the subleading JA(x) ≡ σ∗(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 gAB(x) and a YM field AB(x) on Σ,
dimΣ = 4, 6, 8 such that YM equations are satisfied: ∇g

AF
AB = 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 (6.73) and (6.82) reduce simply
to ∇g

AJ
A = 0 over an Einstein-YM background.
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A Proof of Theorem 4.5
The ideal K(N) is generated by K(N−1) together with

∇(C)(Ω
(N+2) − 1

D
gΩΩ∇N

Ω∇a∇aΩ),

∇(C)∇N
Ω∇AΩ

(1) +KB,

∇(C)∇N
Ω (∇A∇BΩ− 1

D
gAB∇c∇cΩ).

(A.1)

Note that using

[∇a,∇b]∇cΩ = −Wd
cab∇dΩ− CcabΩ (A.2)

and the tracelessness of the Weyl and Cotton tensors one can show that

∇Ω∇a∇aΩ = ∇a∇Ω∇aΩ−Wca
Ωa∇cΩ− Ca

ΩaΩ = gΩΩΩ(3) +∇A∇AΩ
(1) +KB. (A.3)

Consequently, the generators of the ideal (A.1) for N ⩾ 1 can be rewritten as follows:

∇(C)Ω
(N+2), ∇(C)∇N

Ω∇AΩ
(1), ∇(C)∇N

Ω∇A∇BΩ. (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 K(N)

∇N
Ω∇AΩ

(1), ∇N
Ω∇A∇BΩ (A.5)

can be rewritten as

(N − 1)∇N−2
Ω ∇BTBA +K(N−1),

(D − 3−N + 1)T
(N−1)
AB − (N − 1)Λ̃∇N−2

Ω ∇CJCBA +K(N−1).
(A.6)

b) The vector fields ν(N−1)
A preserve K(N).

Proof. We will prove this by induction.
Base case: for N = 1

∇Ω∇AΩ
(1) = ∇AΩ

(2) −Wd
ΩAΩ∇dΩ− CΩΩAΩ ∈ K(0),

∇Ω∇A∇BΩ = ∇A∇Ω∇BΩ−Wd
BΩA∇dΩ− CBΩAΩ = −gΩΩTBA +K(0),

(A.7)

where we also use the fact that ∇A preserves K(0). The proof of the base case for part b) of the lemma follows from
Lemma 4.2 since ν

(0)
B = ∂

∂ξA
.

Now suppose that the statement of the lemma holds for i⩽N . We check for N + 1. Part a):

∇N+1
Ω ∇AΩ

(1) = ∇N
Ω [∇Ω,∇A]Ω

(1) +∇N
Ω∇AΩ

(2) (A.8)

Consider the second term. By virtue of Proposition 4.1 and the induction assumption

∇N
Ω∇AΩ

(2) =
N∑
i=0

Ci
ND(N−i)

A Ω(i+2) = D(N)
A Ω(2) +K(N), (A.9)

since by the fact that ν(N−1)
A preserves K(N) it in particular follows that D(N−1)

A ≡ [ν
(N−1)
A , Q] preserves this ideal.

Using QΩ = ξa∇aΩ+ λΩ a straightforward computation shows that

Q∇bΩ = ξa∇a∇bΩ+ Cb
a∇aΩ+ λbΩ+ λ∇bΩ,

Q∇c∇bΩ = ξa∇a∇c∇bΩ+ Cc
a∇a∇bΩ+ Cb

a∇c∇aΩ+ λa∇aΩgbc + λ∇c∇bΩ.
(A.10)

Then, using the explicit formula for ν(N)
A (4.8)

ν
(N)
A =− (∇N−1

Ω Wb
cΩA + (N − 1)Pdb

cΩ∇N−2
Ω CdΩA)

∂

∂Cc
b
−

−∇N−1
Ω CdΩA

∂

∂λd
+ (N − 1)∇N−2

Ω CΩΩA
∂

∂λ
+

+

N−1∑
i=1

Ci
N−1(∇N−i−1

Ω Wb
ΩΩA +

N − i− 1

i+ 1
∇N−i−2

Ω Pdb
ΩΩCdΩA)ν

(i−1)
b , N ⩾ 1

(A.11)

we obtain

D(N)
A Ω(2) = ν

(N)
A QΩ(2) = −Λ̃∇N−1

Ω CΩΩA +K(1). (A.12)

Substituting this result first into (A.9), and then into (A.8) we get

∇N+1
Ω ∇AΩ

(1) = ∇N
Ω [∇Ω,∇A]Ω

(1) − Λ̃∇N−1
Ω CΩΩA +K(N). (A.13)

At the same time

∇N
Ω [∇Ω,∇A]Ω

(1) = −∇N
Ω (CΩΩAΩ) +KB = −∇N−1

Ω CΩΩAΛ̃ +K(N−2) (A.14)

and finally we have

∇N+1
Ω ∇AΩ

(1) = −2Λ̃∇N−1
Ω CΩΩA +K(N) =

2Λ̃

D − 3
∇N−1

Ω ∇eWeΩΩA +K(N). (A.15)
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which coincides with the desired one, since ∇eWeΩΩA = −∇ETEA.
The next generator of the ideal:

∇N+1
Ω ∇A∇BΩ = ∇N

Ω [∇Ω,∇A]∇BΩ+∇N
Ω∇A∇BΩ

(1). (A.16)

As in the previous case, consider the second term:

∇N
Ω∇A∇BΩ

(1) =

N∑
i=0

Ci
ND(N−i)

A ∇i
Ω∇BΩ

(1) = D(N)
A ∇BΩ

(1) +K(N). (A.17)

Using formulas (A.10), (A.11) one verifies that D(N)
A ∇BΩ

(i) ∈ K(1), and therefore

∇N+1
Ω ∇A∇BΩ = ∇N

Ω [∇Ω,∇A]∇BΩ+K(N) =

= −∇N
Ω (Wd

BΩA∇dΩ+ CBΩAΩ) +K(N) =

= T
(N)
BA +N Λ̃∇N−1

Ω CBΩA +K(N).

(A.18)

Using

CBΩA = − 1

D − 3
∇eWeBΩA = − 1

D − 3
(Λ̃−1T

(1)
BA +∇EJEBA) +KB (A.19)

we arrive at the original statement.
Part b) of the lemma is proved by explicit calculation. Since ν

(N)
A has degree −1, it suffices to verify that

ν
(N−1)
A KB ⊂ K(N). Let us act with (A.11) on the generators of KB of degree 1 (4.9), (4.10):

ν
(N−1)
A QΩ =

N − 3

2
∇N−4

Ω CΩΩAΛ̃ +

N−2∑
i=2

Ci
N−2(∇N−i−2

Ω Wb
ΩΩA+

+
N − i− 2

i+ 1
∇N−i−3

Ω Pdb
ΩΩCdΩA)ν

(i−1)
b Ω+KB ∈ K(N−2),

ν
(N−1)
A (CΩ

Ω − ξb∇bξ
Ω + λ) ∈ K(N−2),

ν
(N−1)
A (CΩ

B − ξc∇c∇BΩ) =− (−T (N−2)|B
A − (N − 2)Λ̃∇N−3

Ω CB
ΩA) +K(N−2) ∈ K(N−1),

ν
(N−1)
A (λΩ + gΩΩξa∇aΩ

(2)) =−∇N−2
Ω CΩΩA +K(N−2) ∈ K(N),

ν
(N−1)
A (CB

Ω + gΩΩξc∇c∇BΩ) ∈K(N).

(A.20)

It is obvious that the proof of the theorem almost follows from Lemma A.1 and Proposition 4.4. The only
remaining issue is that at the moment as new generators of the ideal, we have all ∇N

Ω∇ATAB , 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 K(N+1) (see (A.18))

∇B∇N
Ω [∇Ω,∇A]∇BΩ = [∇B,∇N

Ω ][∇Ω,∇A]∇BΩ+∇N
Ω∇B[∇Ω,∇A]∇BΩ. (A.21)

Analogously to the proof of the lemma, the first term belongs to K(N), since D(i)
B , i < N preserve K(i+1), and

D(N)|B∇Ω∇A∇BΩ ∈ K(1) (A.22)

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

∇B∇N
Ω [∇Ω,∇A]∇BΩ = −∇N

Ω∇B(Wd
BΩA∇dΩ+ CBΩA)) +K(N) =

= −∇N
Ω∇BTBA +∇N

Ω (∇BCBΩAΩ) +K(N) =

= −∇N
Ω∇BTBA −∇N

Ω (∇ΩCΩΩAΩ) +K(N) =

= −D − 3−N

D − 3
∇N

Ω∇ETEA +K(N), (A.23)

where we used the consequence of the Bianchi identity (3.33) ∇aCabc = 0. For N ̸= D−3 this means that part of the
generators are already contained in the prolongations of the others with respect to ∇A and therefore can be excluded.
Note that for N = D − 3 this leads to:

∇BO
(D−3)
AB ∈ K(D−3). (A.24)
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B Action of Q on T (N)
AB

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

Lemma B.1. On E we have:

[ΓB,∇N
Ω ] =

N−2∑
i=0

diNPBc
ΩΩD(N−2−i)

c ∇i
Ω +N∇N−1

Ω (gBCΛ̃∆Ω
C −∆B

Ω) +K(0). (B.1)

Proof. First, let us show that:

[ΓB,∇N
Ω ] =

N−2∑
i=0

diNPBc
ΩΩD(N−2−i)

c ∇i
Ω −NPBc

dΩ∇N−1
Ω ∆d

c (B.2)

To prove this, similarly to [∇N
Ω ,∇A], we expand [∇N

Ω ,ΓB] as:

[∇N
Ω ,ΓB] =

N−1∑
i=0

Ci
N [∇Ω, . . . , [∇Ω︸ ︷︷ ︸

N−i

,ΓB] . . . ]∇i
Ω. (B.3)

Using the commutation relations (3.11), we get

[∇Ω,Γ
B] = PBc

dΩ∆d
c,

[∇Ω, . . . , [∇Ω︸ ︷︷ ︸
i

,ΓB] . . . ] = PBc
ΩΩD(i−2)

c , i⩾ 2. (B.4)

Thus,

[∇N
Ω ,ΓB] =

N−2∑
i=0

Ci
NPBc

ΩΩD(N−i−2)
c ∇i

Ω +NPBc
dΩ∆d

c∇N−1
Ω . (B.5)

In the second term, we want to move ∇N−1
Ω to the left, for which we need:

[∇N−1
Ω ,∆d

c] =

N−2∑
i=0

Ci
N−1 [∇Ω, . . . , [∇Ω︸ ︷︷ ︸

N−i

,∆d
c] . . . ]∇i

Ω (B.6)

From the same commutators (3.11) we get

[∇Ω, . . . , [∇Ω︸ ︷︷ ︸
i

,∆d
c] . . . ] = δdΩDi−1

c , i⩾ 1. (B.7)

Substituting everything into (B.5) gives us

[∇N
Ω ,ΓB] =

N−2∑
i=0

(Ci
N −NCi

N−1)P
Bc
ΩΩD(N−2−i)

c ∇i
Ω +NPBc

dΩ∇N−1
Ω ∆d

c. (B.8)

It is straightforward to check that

Ci
N −NCi

N−1 = −(N − 1− i)Ci
N = −diN (B.9)

which completes the proof of (B.2). The formula in the lemma is trivially obtained from the definition of P ab
cd =

(−gabgcd + δac δ
b
d + δadδ

b
c) and from the fact that gCΩ and (gΩΩ − Λ̃) belong to K(0).

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

QT
(N)
BC = ξA∇AT

(N)
BC + CB

AT
(N)
AC + CC

AT
(N)
BA + λAΓAT

(N)
BC −NλT

(N)
BC +K(0), where (B.10)

ΓAT
(N)
BC = Λ̃

N−2∑
i=0

diND(N−2−i)
A T

(i)
BC +N Λ̃(J

(N−1)
ABC + J

(N−1)
ACB ) +K(0). (B.11)

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

QT
(N)
BC = ξa∇aT

(N)
BC + Cd

e∆d
eT

(N)
BC + λaΓaT

(N)
BC + λ∆T

(N)
BC =

= ξA∇AT
(N)
BC + CD

E∆D
ET

(N)
BC + λAΓAT

(N)
BC + λ(∆−∆Ω

Ω)T
(N)
BC +K(0) (B.12)

For N = 0, the action of ∆D
E , ΓA, ∆, ∆Ω

Ω is obviously read off from the action of Q on Wbcde (3.31), namely

QTBC = QWΩBΩC = ξa∇aTBC + CΩ
AJABC + CB

ATAC + CΩ
AJACB + CC

ATBA + 2CΩ
ΩTBC + 2λTBC .

(B.13)

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

∆D
E∇N

Ω TAB = ∇N
Ω∆D

ETAB + [∆D
E ,∇N

Ω ] = ∇N
Ω∆D

ETAB = δDAT
(N)
EB + δDBT

(N)
AE . (B.14)

The only nontrivial commutator here is [ΓB,∇N
Ω ], for which one should use Lemma B.1 proved above.

Using Lemma B.1, we can also prove the following

Proposition B.3.

ΓC∇D−3
Ω ∇AT

A
B = −Λ̃(D − 3)∇D−4

Ω ∇DJ
D
CB +K(D−4). (B.15)

Proof. First, observe that as a consequence of Cabc ≡ − 1
D−3∇dW

d
abc, we have

∇D−3
Ω ∇AT

A
B = (D − 3)∇D−3

Ω CΩΩA +K(0). (B.16)

Using Lemma B.1 and ΓcCabd = −W c
abd we can compute

ΓC∇D−3
Ω CΩΩA =

D−5∑
i=0

diD−3P
Cd
ΩΩD

(D−5−i)
d ∇i

ΩCΩΩA + (D − 3)∇D−4
Ω (gBCΛ̃∆Ω

B −∆C
Ω)CΩΩA+

+ T (D−3)|C
A +K(0). (B.17)

In the proof of Theorem 4.4, it was shown (see (A.23)) that for i < D − 3 one has ∇i
ΩCΩΩA ∈ K(i+1). Using

this and the fact that the corresponding operators D(N)
A preserve this ideal as a consequence of the theorem itself, we

conclude that the entire sum
∑D−5

i=0 diD−3P
Cd
ΩΩD

(D−5−i)
d ∇i

ΩCΩΩA belongs to K(D−4). Moreover, it is easy to see that
∆C

ΩCΩΩA = 0 and that gBC∆Ω
BCΩΩA = CC

ΩA + CΩ
C
A. Hence

ΓC∇D−3
Ω CΩΩA = (D − 3)Λ̃(∇D−4

Ω CC
ΩA +∇D−4

Ω CΩ
C
A) + T (D−3)|C

A +K(D−4). (B.18)

Since, as a consequence of the Bianchi identities (3.33), we have ∇ΩCΩAB = ∇ACΩΩB −∇BCΩΩA, it is easy to see
that ∇D−4

Ω CΩCA ∈ K(D−4). Then, substituting the formula (4.37), which expresses CAΩB in terms of the components
of the Weyl tensor, we obtain

ΓC∇D−3
Ω CΩΩA = −Λ̃∇D−4

Ω ∇EJ
EC

A +K(D−4). (B.19)

Substituting this into (B.16), we arrive at the desired formula.
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C Proof of the formulas for J (N)
ABC and νA

We begin with the following lemma:

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

J
(N)
ABC +N Λ̃∇N−1

Ω CCAB ∈ K(N+1). (C.1)

Proof. From (A.4) we have ∇A∇N
Ω∇B∇CΩ ∈ K(N). On the other hand, we have

[∇A,∇N
Ω ]∇B∇CΩ = −

N−1∑
i=0

Ci
ND(N−i)

A ∇i
Ω∇B∇CΩ ∈ K(N+1) (C.2)

which follows from Theorem 4.5. Next, observe that

K(N) ∋ ∇A∇N
Ω∇B∇CΩ−∇B∇N

Ω∇A∇CΩ = ∇N
Ω [∇A,∇B]∇CΩ+K(N+1). (C.3)

Expanding the commutator yields

K(N+1) ∋ ∇N
Ω (Wd

CAB∇dΩ+ CCABΩ) = J
(N)
ABC +N Λ̃∇N−1

Ω CCAB +K(N−1). (C.4)

We now prove the formula for J (N)
ABC :

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

J
(1)
ABC = Λ̃∇EW

E
CAB +K(1),

J
(N)
ABC =

N

N − 1
∇N−1

Ω (∇ATBC −∇BTAC) +K(N+1), N > 1.
(C.5)

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

J
(1)
ABC =∇ATBC −∇BTAC + 6CΩ[ABgΩ]C − 6CC[ABgΩ]Ω =

=∇ATBC −∇BTAC − CΩΩBgAC +CΩΩAgBC − CCABgΩΩ + I0(gΩA),
(C.6)

where I0(gΩA) ⊂ KB denotes the ideal generated by gΩA. Note that this ideal is stable under ∇a, since ∇agbc = 0.
Expanding

CCAB = − 1

D − 3
(∇eW

e
CAB) = − 1

D − 3
(gΩΩJ

(1)
ABC +∇EW

E
CAB) + I0(gΩA) (C.7)

and moving the term with J
(1)
ABC to the left-hand side, we obtain

D − 4

D − 3
J
(1)
ABC = ∇ATBC −∇BTAC − CΩΩBgAC +CΩΩAgBC +

gΩΩ

D − 3
∇EW

E
CAB + I0(gΩA). (C.8)

Since TAB ∈ K(1), CΩΩB = 1
D−3∇ET

E
C ∈ K(1), we arrive at the desired formula (valid for D > 4):

J
(1)
ABC = Λ̃

1

D − 4
∇EW

E
CAB +K(1). (C.9)

Applying ∇N−1
Ω to (C.6) and using Lemma C.1 to express ∇N−1

Ω CCAB we obtain

N − 1

N
J
(N)
ABC = ∇N−1

Ω (∇ATBC −∇BTAC)−∇N−1
Ω CΩΩBgAC +∇N−1

Ω CΩΩAgBC +K(N+1). (C.10)

Since (see (A.15)) we have ∇N−1
Ω CΩΩB ∈ K(N+1), we arrive at the desired formula.

52



Proposition C.3. The following is true on E:

ν
(N)
A = −J (N−1),D

CA
∂

∂CC
D

+
1

Λ̃N
T
(N)
CA

∂

∂λC
− 1

N

N−2∑
i=1

diNT (i),C
Aν

(N−2−i)
C +K(N+1) (C.11)

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

ν
(1)
A = rΩA = −W d

cΩA
∂

∂Cc
d
− CcΩA

∂

∂λc
. (C.12)

By repeatedly applying [∇Ω, ·] to this formula, we arrive at the following iterative relation:

ν
(N)
A = −(∇N−1

Ω Wb
cΩA + (N − 1)Pdb

cΩ∇N−2
Ω CdΩA)

∂

∂Cc
b
−

−∇N−1
Ω CdΩA

∂

∂λd
+ (N − 1)∇N−2

Ω CΩΩA
∂

∂λ
+

+
N−1∑
i=1

Ci
N−1

(
∇N−i−1

Ω Wb
ΩΩA +

N − i− 1

i+ 1
∇N−i−2

Ω Pdb
ΩΩCdΩA

)
ν
(i−1)
b . (C.13)

Note that from the definition of P db
ca , we have

P dB
CΩ = δBC δ

d
Ω +KB, P dΩ

ΩΩ = δdΩ +KB, P dB
ΩΩ = −gdBΛ̃ +K(0). (C.14)

From formulas (A.15) and (A.18) it follows that

∇N−1
Ω CΩΩA ∈ K(N+1),

T
(N)
DA +N Λ̃∇N−1

Ω CDΩA ∈ K(N+1).
(C.15)

Thus, the remaining coefficients are:

∇N−i−1
Ω WB

ΩΩA +
N − 1− i

i+ 1
∇N−i−2

Ω P dBgΩΩC
B
ΩA = (C.16)

= −T (N−i−1)|B
A +

1

i+ 1
T (N−i−1)|B

A +K(N−i) = − i

i+ 1
T (N−i−1)|B

A +K(N−i). (C.17)

Consequently, the formula for ν(N)
A takes the form

ν
(N)
A = −J (N−1)|B

CA
∂

∂CC
B
+

1

N Λ̃
T
(N)
AB

∂

∂λA
−

N−1∑
i=1

Ci
N−1

i

i+ 1
T (N−i−1)|B

Aν
(i−1)
B +K(N+1). (C.18)

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

D Proof of Proposition 4.16
Proof. Starting from

Ĵ
(0)
ABC = 0 , T̂

(1)
A1A2

= 0 (D.1)

and ν
(1)
A = 0 which follows from (C.18) we can employ the induction in i. Assume

T̂
(2k−1)
BC = 0 ν

(2k−1)
A = 0, Ĵ

(2k−2)
ABC = 0 (D.2)

for all 1 < k <
D − 4

2
− 1 we check that

T̂
(2k+1)
BC = 0 ν

(2k+1)
A = 0, Ĵ

(2k)
ABC = 0. (D.3)
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To see this, let us compute Ĵ (2k). (4.55) implies

2k − 1

2k
Ĵ
(2k)
ABC = b̂∗∇2k−1

Ω (∇ATBC −∇BTAC) = b̂∗([∇2k−1
Ω ,∇A]TBC − [∇2k−1

Ω ,∇B]TAC) = 0, (D.4)

where in the second equality ∇2k−1
Ω passes through ∇A and we use T̂

(2k−1)
BC = 0. Then

b̂∗[∇2k−1
Ω ,∇A]TBC =

2k−2∑
i=0

Ci
ND(2k−1−i)

A T̂
(i)
BC =

2k−2∑
i=0

Ci
N [Q, ν

(2k−1−i)
A ]T̂

(i)
BC = 0, (D.5)

by assumption (the upper index of νA or TAB is odd).
Now consider T̂ (2k+1)

AB . Equations (4.55) imply:

0 = (D − 4− 2k)T̂
(2k+1)
BC − (2k + 1)Λ̃(∇AĴ

(2k)
ABC + b̂∗[∇2k

Ω ,∇A]JABC) → T̂
(2k+1)
BC = 0, (D.6)

where the second term vanishes thanks to (D.4), while

b̂∗[∇2k
Ω ,∇A]JABC = 0. (D.7)

by the assumption (each term vanishes separately because it contains either even ĴABC or odd DA).
Finally, consider ν(2k+1)

A . Using (C.18) one gets:

ν
(2k+1)
A = −Ĵ (2k),D

CA
∂

∂CC
D

+
1

Λ̃(2k + 1)
T̂
(2k+1)
CA

∂

∂λC
−

2k∑
i=1

Ci
2k

i

i+ 1
T̂ (2k−i),C

Aν
(i−1)
C . (D.8)

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

T̂
(2)
BC =

Λ̃2

2
B̂BC , Ĵ

(1)
ABC = −Λ̃ĈCAB, Ĵ

(3)
ABC =

3Λ̃2

4
(∇AB̂BC −∇BB̂AC)

Ĵ
(1)
B =

Λ̃

4
∇AF̂AB, ΓC Ĵ

(1)
B = Λ̃F̂CB,

Ĵ
(3)
B =

3Λ̃2

8
((∇A∇A)∇C F̂CB + 8ĈDA

BF̂DA − 2[F̂AB,∇C F̂C
A]), ∇BĴ

(3)
B = 0,

F̂
(2)
AB = ∇AĴ

(1)
B −∇BĴ

(1)
A , ΓC F̂

(2)
AB = Λ̃∇C F̂AB + 2ĝCBĴ

(1)
A − 2ĝCAĴ

(1)
B ,

ΓC Ĵ
(3)
B = 3Λ̃(2∇C Ĵ

(1)
B −∇BĴ

(1)
C )

(E.1)

Then we have

YB = ∇AF̂
(4)
AB +D(4)|AF̂AB + 6D(2)|AF̂

(2)
AB. (E.2)

Expanding:

D(4)|AF̂AB = −Ĵ (3)|C
B
AF̂AC + [Ĵ (3)|A, F̂AB]−

1

4
d24T̂

(2)|CA∇C F̂AB =

= −3Λ̃2

4
∇CB̂BAF̂

AC + [Ĵ (3)|A, F̂AB]−
3Λ̃2

4
B̂CA∇C F̂AB,

D(2)|AF̂
(2)
AB = −Ĵ (1)|C

B
AF̂

(2)
AC + [Ĵ (1)|A, F̂

(2)
AB] +

T̂ (2)|AC

2Λ̃
ΓC F̂

(2)
AB =

= Λ̃ĈAC
B(∇AĴ

(1)
C −∇C Ĵ

(1)
A ) + [Ĵ (1)|A, F̂

(2)
AB] +

Λ̃2B̂AC

4
∇C F̂AB +

Λ̃B̂A
B

2
Ĵ
(1)
A ,

∇AF̂
(4)|I
AB = ∇Ab̂∗∇3

Ω(∇AĴB −∇BĴA) = (∇A∇A)Ĵ
(3)
B −∇A∇BĴ

(3)
A + 3∇A(D(2)

A Ĵ
(1)
B −D(2)

B Ĵ
(1)
A ).

(E.3)
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But using ∇BĴ
(3)
B = 0 we have

−∇A∇BĴ
(3)
A = −[∇A,∇B]Ĵ

(3)
A = ĈDA

BΓDĴ
(3)
A − [F̂AB, Ĵ

(3)|A] =

= 3Λ̃ĈDA
B(2∇DĴ

(1)|I
A −∇AĴ

(1)|I
D )− [F̂AB, Ĵ

(3)|A]. (E.4)

Using this and D(2)
A Ĵ

(1)
B = Λ̃ĈA

C
BĴ

(1)
C + Λ̃2

4 B̂AC F̂
C
B + [Ĵ

(1)
A , Ĵ

(1)
B ] in the expression for ∇AF̂

(4)
AB , after some

algebra we obtain the following.

∇AF̂
(4)
AB = (∇A∇A)Ĵ

(3)
B + 6Λ̃ĈCA

B∇C Ĵ
(1)
A +

3Λ̃2

4
B̂AC∇AF̂C

B − 3Λ̃2

4
∇AB̂BC F̂

C
A−

− [F̂AB, Ĵ
(3)|A]I + 6[Ĵ

(1)
A ,∇AĴ

(1)
B ]. (E.5)

Therefore, (E.2) takes the form

YB = (∇A∇A)Ĵ
(3)
B +

3Λ̃2

2
(B̂AC∇C F̂AB − F̂CA∇AB̂B

C +
1

2
B̂A

B∇C F̂CA)+

+ 6Λ̃ĈAC
B(2∇AĴ

(1)
C −∇C Ĵ

(1)
A ) + 2[Ĵ (3)|A, F̂AB] + 6[Ĵ (1)|A, 2∇AĴ

(1)
B −∇BĴ

(1)
A ]. (E.6)

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

Y = ∇AJA +
4∑

i=0

Ci
5D(5−i)|AĴ

(i)
A = ∇AJA + 5D(4)|AĴ

(1)
A + 10D(2)|AĴ

(3)
A =

= ∇AJA − 15Λ̃2

4
B̂AC∇C Ĵ

(1)
A +

15Λ̃2

2
B̂AC(2∇C Ĵ

(1)
A −∇AĴ

(1)
C )− 5[Ĵ (3)|A, Ĵ

(1)
A ] =

= ∇AJA +
15Λ̃2

4
B̂AC∇C Ĵ

(1)
A − 5[Ĵ (3)|A, Ĵ

(1)
A ]. (E.7)

F Solution space of the boundary theory: the Yang-Mills case
Let σG : T [1]Σ → Ê be a fixed (but generic) solution to the off-shell gravity boundary gPDE (Ê,Q) in a “metric-
like” gauge, as described in Section 5.3. In particular, σ∗

Gξ̂
A = θA, σ∗

G(λ̂) = 0. As was discussed in this section,
the choice of σG corresponds to the choice of a conformal metric on Σ together with the gravity subleading TAB(x)
which is not relevant for the discussion of Yang-Mills.

In this appendix, we will focus on solutions of the gPDE (ÊYM, Q) on a fixed background σG, i.e., sections
σ : T [1]Σ → ÊYM such that π̂YM ◦ σ = σG

17.
From the action of Q

QĈ = −1

2
[Ĉ, Ĉ] + 1

2
ξ̂Aξ̂BF̂AB (F.1)

it follows that

σ∗F̂AB = 2∂[AAB] + [A[A, AB]]. (F.2)

where we introduced the notation σ∗Ĉ ≡ AB(x)θ
B , and AB is g-valued. Identifying AB with the connection and

introducing its curvature FAB[A], this formula simply means that σ∗F̂AB = FAB[A].
Analogously to the gravitational case, we introduce the following vector field along the section:

∇g
Cσ

∗f =
∂

∂xC σ∗f − ΓB
AC(σ

∗∆A
Bf)−AI

C(σ
∗RIf) (F.3)

17Equivalently, they can be described as sections of the gPDE (ÊYM|σG
, Q, T [1]Σ)
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, which is defined even when σYM is not a solution. Analogously to the gravitational case, such ∇g
C 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 Q on any degree 0 function can be decomposed as

Qf = ξA∇Af + CA
B∆A

Bf + λAΓA + λ∆f + CIRIf (F.4)

when σ is a solution, we find (see Section 5.3)

σ∗∇Cf =
∂

∂xC f − ΓB
AC(σ

∗∆A
Bf) + PC

A(σ∗ΓAf)−AI
C(σ

∗RIf) = ∇g
Cσ

∗f + PC
A(σ∗ΓAf) . (F.5)

The formula for the Laplacian takes the same form as in (5.44).

σ∗∇A∇Af = ∇g
A∇

g|Aσ∗f + (∂AP )σ∗ΓAf + 2PAD∇g
Aσ

∗ΓDf + PABPA
Cσ∗ΓBΓCf+

+ Pσ∗(−∆A
A + ∆̂)f (F.6)

Then, repeating the analysis of Section 5.3 we see that the space of solutions is parametrized by two off-shell g-
valued fields: AB and JA(x) ≡ σ∗JA. The on-shell conditions σ∗YB = σ∗Y = 0 will lead to differential equations
on these fields.

In the d = 4 case (see Example 6.18) using ΓAF̂BC = 0, ΓBJA = Λ̃F̂BA we have

σ∗YB = ∇g
AF

A
B,

σ∗Y = ∇g
AJ

A.
(F.7)

These are the Yang-Mills equation and the covariant conservation equation for the connection AB and the current JA.
For the d = 6 case (see Example 6.19) we need to note that from the boundary calculus Theorem 6.14 we have

Ĵ
(1)
B = Λ̃

D−5∇
AF̂AB , D > 5. Therefore, from formula (6.57) we have

ΓD∇AF̂AB = (D − 5)F̂DB. (F.8)

Then, substituting the formula for Laplacian (F.6) into σ∗∇C∇C∇AF̂AB , we obtain from (6.71)18

2

Λ̃
σ∗YB = □g∇g

AF
A
B + 2∂CPFC

B + 4PAC∇g
AFCB − 3P∇g

AF
A
B + 4CDA

BFDA − 2[FAB,∇g
CF

CA],

σ∗Y = ∇g
AJ

A +
3

2
Λ̃2PAC(∇g

C∇
g|BFBA),

(F.9)

where □g ≡ ∇g
A∇g|A. 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 JA, which reduces
to the standard conservation law, for example, when FBA = 0.

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

σ∗YB = σ∗
(
(∇A∇A)Ĵ

(3)
B +

3Λ̃2

2
(B̂AC∇C F̂AB − F̂CA∇AB̂B

C +
1

2
B̂A

B∇C F̂CA)+

+ 6Λ̃ĈAC
B(2∇AĴ

(1)
C −∇C Ĵ

(1)
A ) + 2[Ĵ (3)|A, F̂AB] + 6[Ĵ (1)|A, 2∇AĴ

(1)
B −∇BĴ

(1)
A ]

)
. (F.10)

To begin with, we introduce the notation

j(1) ≡ 4

Λ̃
σ∗Ĵ

(1)
B , j

(3)
B ≡ 8

3Λ̃2
σ∗Ĵ

(3)
B . (F.11)

They can be computed in terms of the connection AB similarly to (F.7), (F.9) (only the coefficients differ). Acting
with σ∗ on (6.79) we obtain the following:

j
(1)
B = ∇g

AF
A
B,

j
(3)
B = □g∇g

AF
A
B + 4∂CPFC

B + 8PAC∇g
AFCB − 3P∇g

AF
A
B + 8CDA

BFDA − 2[FAB,∇g
CF

CA] .
(F.12)

18Recall that in Section 5.3 it was shown that σ∗ĈABC = CABC [g], σ∗B̂AB = BAB [g].
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To compute σ∗∇A∇AJ
(3)
B using the formula for the Laplacian (F.6), we will need:

ΓDĴ
(3)
B = 3Λ̃(2∇DĴ

(1)
B −∇BĴ

(1)
D ) , (F.13)

ΓEΓDĴ
(3)
B = 3Λ̃(δCEgBD + δCDgEB − 5δCBgED)Ĵ

(1)
C + 3Λ̃2(2∇DF̂EB −∇BF̂ED) , (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 (3.11)) [ΓE ,∇B] = −PEC

DB∆
D
C + δEB∆̂ and ΓE Ĵ

(1)
B = Λ̃F̂EB . Finally, putting all the pieces

together,

8

3Λ̃2
σ∗YB = □gj

(3)
B + 2(∂DP + 2PAD∇g

A)(2∇
g
Dj

(1)
B −∇g

Bj
(1)
D + 8PD

CFCB − 4PB
CFCD)+

+ 2(−5PADP
ADj

(1)
B + 8PAEP

AD∇g
DF

E
B + 2PADP

A
Bj

(1)|D)− 5Pj
(3)
B +

+ 4(BAC∇g
CFAB − FCA(∇g

ABBC − 4PE
ACBEC − 4PE

ACCEB) +
1

2
BA

B∇g
CF

C
A)+

+ 4CAC
B(2∇g

Aj
(1)
C −∇g

Cj
(1)
A + 8PA

DFDC − 4PC
DFDA)+

+ 2[j(3)|A, FAB] + [j(1)|A, 2∇g
Aj

(1)
B −∇g

Bj
(1)
A + 8PA

CFCB − 4PB
CFCA] , (F.15)

where we also used ΓAB̂BC = −(D − 5)(ĈCAB + ĈBAC) to calculate σ∗∇AB̂BC .
Similarly, the modified conservation law for JA can be computed:

σ∗Y = ∇g
AJ

A +
5Λ̃3

4
PCB(CC

D
Bj

(1)
D +BCDF

D
B + 3∇g

Cj
(3)
B + 6PC

E∇g
Ej

(1)
B )+

+
15Λ̃3

16
BAC(∇g

Cj
(1)
A )− 15Λ̃3

32
[j(3)|A, j

(1)
A ]. (F.16)
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