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Abstract

We present a detailed analysis of gravity in a partial Bondi gauge, where only the three
conditions gr r = 0 = gr A are fixed. We relax in particular the so-called determinant
condition on the transverse metric, which is only assumed to admit a polyhomogeneous
radial expansion. This is sufficient in order to build the solution space, which here in-
cludes a cosmological constant, time-dependent sources in the boundary metric, loga-
rithmic branches, and an extra trace mode at subleading order in the transverse metric.
The evolution equations are studied using the Newman–Penrose formalism in terms of
covariant functionals identified from the Weyl scalars, and we build the explicit dictio-
nary between this formalism and the tensorial Einstein equations. This provides in par-
ticular a new derivation of the (A)dS mass loss formula. We then study the holographic
renormalisation of the symplectic potential, and the transformation laws under residual
asymptotic symmetries. The advantage of the partial Bondi gauge is that it allows to con-
trast and treat in a unified manner the Bondi–Sachs and Newman–Unti gauges, which
can each be reached upon imposing a further specific gauge condition. The differential
determinant condition leads to the Λ-BMSW gauge, while a differential condition on gur
leads to a generalized Newman–Unti gauge. This latter gives access to a new asymptotic
symmetry which acts on the asymptotic shear and further extends the Λ-BMSW group
by an extra abelian radial translation. This generalizes results which we have recently
obtained in three dimensions.
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1 Introduction

This article aims at reassessing and relaxing some of the hypothesis used in standard analysis
of the asymptotic structure of gravity in Bondi gauge. We start by presenting some general
motivations, but the reader familiar with the topic can jump to section 1.2 for a summary of
the new results.
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1.1 Motivations

The formalization and the study of the asymptotic structure of general relativity, pioneered by
Bondi, van der Burg, Metzner, and Sachs [1–7], followed shortly after by Newman, Penrose,
and Unti [8–12], played a central role in the understanding of gravitational radiation and of its
non-linear nature (see also [13] for a historical account of the contributions of Robinson and
Trautman). It was recognized early on by these authors that the asymptotic symmetry group
of asymptotically flat four-dimensional spacetimes is infinite-dimensional [3,5,14]. Recently,
these asymptotic symmetries have received tremendous attention following the unraveling of
their connection with memory effects [15–20] and the soft graviton theorems controlling the
infrared behavior of scattering amplitudes [21, 22]. These connections, which were initially
spelled out in gravity in [23–25] (but also extended to other massless theories [26]), are the
manifestation of unexpectedly rich mathematical structures attached to boundaries of gravi-
tational systems. The investigation of these boundary structures and of the associated physics
has unfolded along several directions, which have all required some relaxation and extension
of the boundary conditions being considered.

In four-dimensional asymptotically flat spacetimes, the historical BMS symmetry group
was extended to include local Lorentz transformations [27–31], and later on arbitrary smooth
diffeomorphisms of the boundary two-sphere [32–34]. This was then shown to be connected
to a new, subleading soft graviton theorem [35, 36], and in turn to a new type of memory
effect [37]. This also brought the perspective of establishing a duality between gravity in
four-dimensional asymptotically flat spacetimes and a two-dimensional conformal field the-
ory living on the boundary celestial sphere [38–42], which then developed into the program
of celestial holography [43–48]. It was shown in this context that the scattering amplitudes
satisfy an infinite tower of soft theorems, which are in turn controlled by a higher spin sym-
metry [49–54]. Extending the known relationship between the spin-0 (mass) and spin-1 (an-
gular momentum) charges, the leading and subleading soft theorems respectively, and the
supertranslations and superrotations respectively, it was recently shown in [55] that there is
indeed a spin-2 charge [56], related to a new type of asymptotic symmetries, whose asymp-
totic evolution equation is equivalent to the sub-subleading soft graviton theorem [57–62].
This hierarchy presumably extends to an infinite tower, and the properties of the charges and
associated asymptotic symmetries are under active investigation.

The analysis of the asymptotic structure of general relativity has also been extended to
spacetimes which are asymptotically (A)dS4 [63–69], where part of the motivations and in-
triguing questions pertain to the very nature, when Λ 6= 0, of gravitational radiation, mass,
angular momentum, and news [70–85]. Even if there is no notion of S-matrix in this context,
there are meaningful asymptotic symmetries and (yet poorly understood) memory effects. This
has in particular led to the introduction of theΛ-BMS group of asymptotic symmetries [67–69].

Concomitant with these developments studying enlargements of the asymptotic structure
and the associated physics, there as been work focusing on the technical tools used to describe
asymptotic charges [86–89], and to discuss subtle issues related to non-integrability and/or
non-conservation sourced by flux [90–97], symplectic renormalization [98, 99], and corner
ambiguities [100–104].

Three-dimensional gravity has also played an important role in the understanding of the
asymptotic structure of gravity, of asymptotic symmetries, and of their relationship with holog-
raphy. Since the seminal work of Brown and Henneaux on AdS3 [105], a variety of boundary
conditions and gauges have been introduced [91, 106–122]. Recently, we have presented an
analysis of three-dimensional gravity in a so-called Bondi–Weyl gauge, which enables in partic-
ular to access Weyl rescaling of the boundary metric [123]. This analysis has furthermore been
performed with so-called leaky boundary conditions, which are a relaxation of the variational
principle due to the presence of sources for the boundary metric (i.e. the three components of

3

https://scipost.org
https://scipost.org/SciPostPhys.13.5.108


SciPost Phys. 13, 108 (2022)

the two-dimensional boundary metric on I+ are completely free). This is analogous to what
happens in four spacetime dimensions, where the leakiness is however related to the presence
of non-trivial news, and therefore to the fact that the system is open. In this three-dimensional
Bondi–Weyl gauge, one finds integrable charges consistently with the fact that there are no
local degrees of freedom, but these charges are however not conserved because of the arbi-
trary time-dependency of the sources for the boundary metric. More importantly, we have
shown that the asymptotic symmetry algebra, in addition to the1 Λ-BMS3 and Weyl sectors,
contains an extra abelian sector corresponding to radial translations. Together with the Weyl
charges these translations form an Heisenberg algebra. The study requires a careful analysis
of issues related to integrability and corner ambiguities, but eventually leads to an extension
of the Λ-BMS3 group.

In four-dimensional asymptotically flat spacetimes, the Weyl charges and the role of bound-
ary Weyl transformations were discussed extensively in [28,124,125]. Part of the motivations
for the present work is to investigate whether a gauge similar to the one used in [123] exists
in four-dimensional asymptotically locally (A)dS spacetimes, and whether the BMSW group of
asymptotic symmetries with cosmological constant can be enhanced with an extra radial trans-
lation. In short, we are investigating alternative gauge choices for the analysis of asymptotic
symmetries, and asking how much extra structure (such as the time-dependency and sources
in the boundary metric) can be included in the solution space. Interestingly, this brings out
the connection with many other motivations and open questions, which are most clearly un-
derstood by summarizing our construction and the ensuing results.

1.2 Summary of the results

We list by category the various points which are touched upon in this work. It should be
noted that these points are to a large extent independent. For example, the introduction of
logarithmic terms in the solution space is unrelated to the appearance of the radial translation
symmetry in the Newman–Unti gauge, and neither are related to the sources for the boundary
metric.

Gauge choices

This work begins with Bondi coordinates and the Bondi form (2.1) of the line element, where
only the three conditions gr r = 0 = grA are imposed. This is what we call the partial Bondi
gauge. Usually one assumes from the onset a full gauge fixing by supplying a fourth condition,
either chosen as the Bondi–Sachs (BS) determinant condition det(gAB) = r4 det(q◦AB) [3], or
as the Newman–Unti (NU) condition gur = −1 [9]. Here gAB is the transverse metric on the
two-sphere, and q◦AB is the metric of a fixed round sphere. In [28] the algebraic BS condition
was traded for the differential condition ∂r

�

det(gAB)/r4
�

= 0 in order to allow for an arbitrary
two-sphere metric qAB and boundary Weyl transformations. In NU gauge the Weyl rescalings
are always accessible because the determinant condition is dropped [126]. We can however
also go further and introduce a differential NU gauge condition ∂r gur = 0. We will see that this
allows to access time-dependent Weyl rescalings generated by an arbitrary function of (u, xA).

The BS and NU gauges2 differ by the choice of a radial coordinate [126–129]. This latter
is an areal distance in BS gauge, while it is the affine parameter of the null congruence in
NU gauge. Another major difference between the two gauges is the fact that in NU gauge the
first subleading term in the transverse metric, denoted CAB, is allowed to have a non-vanishing
trace C [126, 128, 129]. The asymptotic shear is the trace-free part CTF

AB, which differs in NU

1More precisely, the algebra associated to Λ-BMS3 is bms3 when Λ= 0, and the double Virasoro algebra vir⊕vir
when Λ 6= 0.

2From now on we refer to the differential versions of these gauge conditions.
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gauge from CAB by the possible presence of a trace. This trace is set to vanish in BS gauge
by the determinant condition. In addition, and for related reasons, the NU gauge actually
possesses an extra asymptotic symmetry compared to the BS gauge (see table 1 below). This
is a radial translation appearing at order O(r0) in the radial part of the asymptotic Killing
vector. This symmetry can a priori be used to set the trace C to vanish, which is equivalent
to a choice of origin for the affine parameter r. One should however first investigate whether
there is a non-trivial charge associated to the radial translation, since this would mean that
the symmetry is physical and not pure gauge. This is indeed what we have observed in the
three-dimensional case3 [123], where the radial translations also act on a subleading term
in the circle metric, and possess a non-vanishing charge which forms a Heisenberg algebra
with the Weyl charges. The study of the charges in the four-dimensional case is devoted to
future work, but here we set the stage for this investigation. Even if this symmetry turns out
to be pure gauge in general relativity and associated with a trivial flux-balance law, there are
suggestions that it could become physical and associated with a memory effect in modified
theories of gravity like Brans–Dicke [130–133]. It would also be interesting to study these
charges in the presence of matter, as in Einstein–Maxwell theory [134,135].

Interestingly, it is actually possible to perform the whole analysis of the asymptotic struc-
ture (i.e. the solution space, the potential, the symmetries, and the transformation laws)
without having to choose between the BS and NU gauge until the very end. It is therefore
possible, as the title suggests, to completely characterize the partial Bondi gauge. This has the
advantage of treating the NU gauge very closely to the BS gauge. At the end of the day the two
gauges can be reached by imposing different conditions on the traces of the subleading tensors
in the transverse metric. So far, studies of the NU gauge have relied on the Newman–Penrose
formalism to build the solution space [126,128,136,137], while the BS gauge solves the ten-
sorial Einstein equations using the Bondi hierarchy. Here we build the solution space in the
partial Bondi gauge using the tensorial equations, and then switch to the Newman–Penrose
formalism to study the evolution equations. We therefore treat both the BS and NU gauges in
one go using the two approaches (Einstein and Newman–Penrose).

Table 1: Summary of the different time-dependent symmetry parameters which appear in
the various gauges. In the algebraic BS gauge the asymptotic symmetry group contains one
supertranslation and two superrotations. In the differential BS gauge this is extended to
include a Weyl rescaling. In the algebraic NU gauge however we have an extra radial trans-
lation only, while the use of the differential NU gauge also allows for Weyl transformations,
and therefore leads to a 5-dimensional symmetry algebra given by (1.1).

gauge condition radial coordinate symmetry group
algebraic BS det(gAB) = r4 det(q◦AB) areal distance (3 ·∞)-dimensional

differential BS ∂r

�

det(gAB)/r4
�

= 0 areal distance (4 ·∞)-dimensional
algebraic NU gur = −1 affine parameter (4 ·∞)-dimensional

differential NU ∂r gur = 0 affine parameter (5 ·∞)-dimensional

Logarithmic terms and weakening of peeling

It has been known for a long time that the solution space may contain logarithmic terms in
r. These can appear in two ways. First, they can appear when solving the Einstein equations,
as in guA at O(r−3) [138]. Second, they can actually be introduced by hand from the onset

3What we have called the Bondi–Weyl gauge in [123] is actually a differential Newman–Unti gauge. In this
reference the three-dimensional determinant condition is indeed relaxed, and the boundary source β0 is turned
on.
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when writing the radial expansion for gAB, which may be chosen as polyhomogeneous [139].
Although these terms have slightly different origins (a consequence of the equations in the
former case, and a choice in the latter), they turn out to be related via the evolution equations
[139].

Here we include from the onset logarithmic terms in the expansion (2.3) of the angular
metric. Our goal is to see how they affect the solution space, and to derive their evolution
equations. We find, consistently with the Fefferman–Graham theorem, that all the logarithmic
terms vanish when Λ 6= 0 [140]. When Λ = 0 we identify the evolution equations relating
the logarithmic terms, and also explain how the presence of these terms modifies the peeling
behavior of the Weyl tensor by producing overleading non-smooth terms in Ψ0 and Ψ1. Such
violations of the peeling and arguments in favor of logarithmic terms have been discussed in
the literature on numerous occasions [127,138,141–150], but there is so far no agreement as
to the type of realistic physical situations in which this would occur. Under some technical as-
sumptions it has indeed been shown that compact sources with no incoming radiation preserve
a smooth peeling [151–153]. Nonetheless, we include at minor cost logarithmic terms in our
solution space for the sake of understanding the modifications which they induce. In particular,
we find that part of the symmetry arguments used in [124] in order to single out the covariant
functionals and the asymptotic equations of motion actually break down in the presence of
logarithmic terms. It will be interesting in future work to study symplectic renormalization
and the construction of the charges in the polyhomogeneous case. More importantly, it is still
unclear how the logarithmic terms in the solution space are related to the logarithmic terms
(in u) appearing in the soft theorems [154–156].

Enlarged solution space

In addition to the trace terms arising from the use of the partial Bondi gauge and to the loga-
rithmic terms discussed above, our solution space is built with a non-trivial time-dependency
for the boundary metric, and also includes the “boundary sources” β0 and UA

0 which appear as
integration constants at leading order in the resolution of the (r r) and (rA) Einstein equations.
The boundary metric on I+ is parametrized by the time-dependent data (β0, UA

0 , qAB). While
qAB is allowed, since the work of Barnich–Troessaert [27,28,30], to be different from the fixed
round sphere metric q◦AB, the additional fields β0 and UA

0 are typically set to zero by hand (the
exception being [67] in four dimensions and [91, 123, 157, 158] in three dimensions). Here
we include them in the construction of the solution space and the symplectic potential. In
NU gauge, the relaxation β0 6= 0 is required in order to have access to the time-dependent
BMSW group (and not just to time-independent Weyl transformations). For convenience we
will often refer to β0 and UA

0 as the “boundary sources”, and therefore leave qAB out of this
denomination. We will also sometimes need to set the sources β0 and UA

0 to zero in order to
have simpler expressions to display, but we will never freeze qAB. This also justifies why we
call β0 and UA

0 the boundary sources (although they are unrelated to any source of physical
radiation).

Allowing for time-dependency of the boundary metric when Λ 6= 0 is necessary in order
to attempt discussing radiation in (A)dS (although this remains an ambiguous concept). One
of the Einstein equations indeed implies that when Λ 6= 0 the shear CTF

AB is related to the
time evolution of the boundary metric and to the boundary source UA

0 . If both quantities are
excluded from the solution space, the setup trivializes immensely since CTF

AB is forced to vanish
on-shell. Including this time-dependency andΛ 6= 0 also enables us to reproduce results of [67]
concerning the mass loss and the symplectic structure in (A)dS. In particular, we identify the
canonical partner to qAB in terms of quantities computed from the Weyl scalars, namely a
combination of the radiation Ψ4 and the covariant spin-2 tensors. The solution space presented
in section 2.2 is, in summary, an extension of that in [67] including logarithmic terms (which
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survive the flat limit) and the trace C (which survives when going to the NU gauge). We
hope that this will also later help study aspects of sourced holography in Robinson–Trautman
spacetimes [159–163].

The full structure of the solution space is summarized in table 2. After having determined
the radial expansion of the functions entering the partial Bondi gauge line element (2.1), we
study the evolution equations which are implied by the (uu), (uA) and (AB) Einstein equations.
While this is tractable to find the evolution of e.g. some logarithmic terms, it quickly becomes
too heavy to find the evolution of the mass and angular momentum. For this reason we then
turn to the Newman–Penrose formalism in order to translate the partial Bondi gauge solution
space and find more compact expressions for the evolution equations.

Newman–Penrose formalism, Weyl scalars, and evolution equations

The Newman–Penrose (NP) formalism has been used by many authors to study BMS asymp-
totic symmetries and charges, and also to discuss the Newman–Unti gauge [82,126,128,136,
164, 165]. Here, after having studied the solution space in the partial Bondi gauge using the
tensorial form of the Einstein equations, we turn to the NP formalism to study the evolution
equations when the boundary sources β0 and UA

0 are set to zero. This also includes the case
Λ 6= 0. We start by computing the Weyl scalars, which enables us to identify and general-
ize (to the partial Bondi gauge) the so-called covariant functionals. These are the covariant
spin-2, angular momentum, complex mass, energy current, and radiation. We show (at least
in the flat limit and without boundary sources) that the radiation and the energy current can
be rewritten in terms of a generalized news, which is in turn introduced as a shear in (2.34).
We also identify the violations of smooth peeling induced by the presence of the logarithmic
terms. In addition, we explain how these terms break the covariance properties used in [124]
to single out the covariant functionals and the asymptotic Einstein equations.

We show explicitly how the tensorial evolution equations are neatly repackaged in compact
evolution equations for the covariant functionals. In the case Λ 6= 0 we obtain in particular the
mass loss formula (2.77) which was recently derived in [67], and identify which combination
of the Weyl scalars is sourcing it. In the case Λ = 0 we also study the NP evolution equations
for the logarithmic terms. Finally, we explain how the radial dependency of the NP dyad for
the angular metric affects the Weyl scalars and introduces a mixing in helicities [44,54]. This
will have important consequences when studying the subleading spin-s NP charges.

Symplectic potential

Assuming the absence of logarithmic terms, we compute the divergent and finite pieces of
both the temporal and radial parts of the Einstein–Hilbert symplectic potential. This is done
with an arbitrary cosmological constant and in the presence of the time-dependent sources for
the boundary metric. The flat limit is also well-defined. The resulting expressions are quite
lengthy, but we perform some useful consistency checks on them by setting β0 and UA

0 to zero.
First, the divergent pieces in the radial part are shown, consistently, to be the sum of total
variations and total derivatives, which therefore allows to implement symplectic renormaliza-
tion. Then, in the BS gauge we rewrite the finite piece of the radial potential in (A)dS in the
form (3.8), which generalizes the result of [67] to the case of non-trivial Weyl sector with
δ
p

q 6= 0. This also properly identifies the canonical momentum to qAB as the combination of
the radiation tensor and the covariant spin-2 which appear in the (A)dS mass loss formula.

Although the potential obtained in NU gauge is very lengthy in the general case (with the
enlarged solution space) and differs from that in BS gauge by several terms, we identify the
simplest setup in which the BS and NU potentials already differ. This is when we consider
the sector of the solution space where (Λ,β0, UA

0 ,δ
p

q) = 0 but qAB 6= q◦AB. In this case, the

7

https://scipost.org
https://scipost.org/SciPostPhys.13.5.108


SciPost Phys. 13, 108 (2022)

potential (4.3) shows that the trace C is conjugated to the 2d Ricci R[q] and also shifts the
momentum to qAB. This sets the stage for the study of the charges in NU gauge which we will
perform in forthcoming work.

Symmetries and transformation laws

The partial Bondi gauge (2.1) together with the polyhomogeneous expansion (2.3) are enough
to build the solution space and therefore determine the radial expansion of the metric. Once
this radial expansion is determined, one can find the asymptotic Killing vectors and derive
the ensuing transformation laws. By computing these transformation laws we show that some
“covariant functionals” derived from the Weyl scalars do not actually transform homogeneously
under the subgroup Diff(S2)nWeyl because of the logarithmic terms4.

In the partial Bondi gauge, the radial part ξr of the vector field is determined a priori by
free functions at all order in a polyhomogeneous expansion. In order to obtain the explicit
field-dependency of these free functions, and therefore also see how many functions actually
remain free and therefore parametrize the symmetries, one needs to complete the gauge to
BS or NU. Since picking such a gauge amounts to a choice of radial coordinate, this is indeed
what determines the coefficients in the expansion of ξr . We show that ξr contains a single free
function in BS gauge, appearing at order O(r) and parametrizing the Weyl transformations.
In NU gauge however there is an additional free function at order O(r0) parametrizing the
radial translations. This function acts on the subleading term CAB in the angular metric, and
in particular shifts its trace C . This explains the relationship between this extra mode in NU
gauge and the extra radial symmetry [129]. In order to use the radial symmetry to fix C (say,
to zero), one must ensure that the symmetry is not large (i.e. physical). This will be answered
by the computation of the charges.

Finally, by going to an appropriate basis for the asymptotic Killing vector fields (this is often
called a choice of slicing [91, 95, 96, 123]) we show that their bracket in NU gauge forms an
algebra (instead of an algebroid) given by

�

diff(I+) +Rh

�

+Rk . (1.1)

Here diff(I+) stands for the diffeomorphisms diff(S2) of the two-sphere, generated by super-
rotations, together with the temporal diffeomorphisms diff(R) generated by supertranslations
(which is a slight abuse of language since here we cover also the case Λ 6= 0). The two abelian
sectors Rh and Rk correspond respectively to the Weyl rescalings and the radial translations.
Moreover, these five symmetry components have an arbitrary time-dependency. This algebra
of vector fields is precisely the four-dimensional generalization of the algebra found in the
three-dimensional Bondi–Weyl gauge [123]. This is the observation suggesting that, as in
the three-dimensional case, the radial translation k and the trace C might be associated to a
non-vanishing charge.

1.3 Outline

This article is divided into three parts. Section 2, the first and main part, is devoted to the
construction and analysis of the partial Bondi gauge. This is where we build the general
solution space, study the evolution equations, the asymptotic symmetries, and part of the
symplectic potential. Then, all these results can be further specified to either the BS or the
NU gauge. Section 3 contains some extra details about the BS gauge, and in particular the
computation of the symplectic potential in the cases Λ = 0 and Λ 6= 0. We also explain there
how the reduction to the BS gauge determines ξr . Section 4 also gives details about the NU

4We still adopt the terminology “covariant functionals” for convenience.
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gauge, and in particular about the role of the extra symmetry generator and the trace C . Our
notations are gathered in appendix A.

As a word of caution, we should say that many of the calculations presented here (such
as the solution space starting at subleading order and the Weyl scalars) are extremely lengthy
and have been performed with Mathematica. We are happy to provide details about our code
if necessary.

2 The partial Bondi gauge

This main section is devoted to the study of the partial Bondi gauge. After defining this partial
gauge, we construct the associated solution space and use the Newman–Penrose formalism
to study the evolution equations. We then study the residual symmetries and the associated
transformation laws before analysing the symplectic potential.

2.1 Partial gauge fixing

We consider 4-dimensional coordinates xµ = (u, r, xA), where u is a time coordinate labelling
null geodesics, r is a parameter along these geodesics (whose precise geometrical meaning will
be discussed later on), and xA = (θ ,φ) are angular coordinates in the transverse directions.
The requirements that the normal vector ∂µu be null and that the angular coordinates be
constant along the null rays translate into the conditions gµν(∂µu)(∂νu) = 0= gµν(∂µu)(∂νxA),
which in turn imply the three Bondi gauge fixing conditions guu = 0 = guA, or equivalently
gr r = 0 = grA. Line elements satisfying these three conditions parametrize what we call the
partial Bondi gauge, and are of the form [1–4]

ds2 = e2β V
r

du2 − 2e2βdu dr + γAB(dxA− UAdu)(dxB − UBdu) . (2.1)

At this stage V (u, r, xA), β(u, r, xA), and UA(u, r, xB) are four unspecified functions of the four
spacetime coordinates, and the angular metric gAB = γAB is also unspecified. We denote the
determinant of this latter by γ := detγAB, and its associated covariant derivative by DA. In
matrix form the metric and its inverse are given by

gµν =







e2β V
r
+ γABUAUB −e2β −γABUB

−e2β 0 0
−γABUB 0 γAB






, gµν =







0 −e−2β 0

−e−2β −e−2β V
r
−e−2βUA

0 −e−2βUA γAB






, (2.2)

and we can already note that
p
−g = e2βpγ. The Christoffel connection coefficients for this

metric are given in appendix B.
The three Bondi gauge fixing conditions leading to the form (2.1) of the metric are what

we choose to call the partial Bondi gauge. As we are about to see in details, after choosing a
radial expansion for the angular metric this partial gauge is enough to build a solution space
and to study the evolution equations as well as the residual symmetries. After doing so we
will explain how to further reduce the partial gauge to a genuine gauge fixing. So far the
gauge is only partial because there remains the freedom of further fixing a fourth condition.
The partial gauge is indeed preserved under arbitrary xµ-dependent redefinitions r 7→ r̃(x)
of the radial coordinate, under which we get du dr 7→ (∂ r̃/∂ xµ)du dxµ. In this sense we
can therefore understand the reduction of the partial gauge to a “true” gauge as a choice
of radial coordinate. As already mentioned in the introduction, the two choices discussed
in the literature correspond to i) the Bondi–Sachs (BS) gauge, reached with the so-called
determinant condition, and in which r is the areal distance, and ii) the Newman–Unti (NU)
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gauge, reached with a condition on β , and in which r is the affine parameter for the null
vector ∂µu. These two gauges are discussed respectively in sections 3 and 4, but we will also
comment on the differences between them on numerous instances below.

We note that the partial Bondi gauge, which was also given this name in [166], played there
an important role in the non-covariant 3+ 1 Hamiltonian analysis with null hypersurfaces.

2.2 Solution space

We now study the Einstein equations Eµν := Gµν + Λgµν = 0 in order to define the solution
space in the partial Bondi gauge. This resolution follows closely [28,67]. As usual, the equa-
tions in this gauge conveniently split into four hypersurface equations (the (r r), (rA), and (ur)
equations), five constraint and/or evolution equations (the trace-free (AB), the (uu), and the
(uA) equations), and one trivial equation (the trace of the (AB) equation). In summary, the
four hypersurface equations determine the radial expansion of the four free functions V , β ,
and UA, and the remaining non-trivial equations contain constraints on the free data as well
as evolution equations in retarded time u. While progressing through this hierarchy the equa-
tions get more and more involved and lengthy. For this reason, after presenting their tensorial
form using the Einstein equations Eµν = 0, we will also derive the evolution equations in terms
of the Weyl scalars using the much more compact Newman–Penrose formalism.

In order to solve the Einstein equations and define the solution space, we need to choose
a fall-off and a radial expansion for the angular metric. We choose this to be of the general
form

γAB = r2qAB + rCAB + DAB +
1
r

�

ElAB ln r + EAB

�

+
1
r2

�

Fl2AB(ln r)2 + FlAB ln r + FAB

�

+O(r−3) , (2.3)

and therefore relax analyticity by allowing at this stage the presence of logarithmic terms5.
This relaxation is still compatible with conformal compactification. As is well-known, in the
case Λ= 0 the solution space contains a logarithmic branch which appears in the solution for
UA at order O(r−3) [4]. When this logarithmic branch is not removed by hand (as is usually
done), the stability of the solution space under the action of non-trivial residual symmetries
necessarily requires logarithmic terms in the angular metric, as we explain in section 2.6. This
can also be seen from the evolution equations, which necessarily require logarithmic terms in
the transverse metric (2.3) if one wants to keep a non-trivial logarithmic term e.g. in UA at
order O(r−3) [139]. This is part of the motivation for considering the general expansion (2.3).
One can alternatively motivate the presence of these logarithmic terms by the will to be general
and have a more relaxed solution space [138,139,167]. The modifications of the peeling due
to these logarithmic terms will be discuss is section 2.4.1. We will also see throughout this
section how the various logarithmic terms disappear when Λ 6= 0, in agreement with the
Fefferman–Graham theorem [140,168,169].

Let us also point out at this stage that all the tensors appearing in (2.3) are arbitrary
functions of (u, xA). Their traces are in particular unconstrained at this stage in the partial
Bondi gauge. The traces are constrained in the BS gauge by the determinant condition (starting
with CAB), and in the NU gauge by the (r r) Einstein equation and the requirement that ∂rβ = 0
(starting with DAB and thereby allowing for the trace C to be non-vanishing).

At the end of the day, after determining the solution space the fall-offs of the components
of the spacetime metric turn out to be

guu =O(r2) , gur =O(r0) , guA =O(r2) , gAB =O(r2) . (2.4)

The last condition is standard and comes from the leading behavior of (2.3), while the first
three are the boundary conditions used in BS gauge in [67]. These are relaxed with respect to

5By abuse of notation we allow O(rn) to contain logarithmic terms.
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e.g. [28,125,139,170] due to the presence of the cosmological constant and/or the boundary
sources. It is important to point out at this stage that these relaxed fall-offs are not choices,
but rather consequences of the Einstein equations in the presence of a cosmological constant.
Indeed, the goal of this section is to simply start from the partial Bondi gauge (2.1), together
with (2.3), and to let the Einstein equations determine the solution space without imposing
any additional restrictions (e.g. on the time dependency of qAB, on the boundary metric, or on
the logarithmic branches). The resulting solution space then admits the fall-offs (2.4). This is
the logic we have followed in [123].

We recall that our conventions and notations are gathered in appendix A. In particular, we
denote by DA the covariant derivative associated with qAB. The angular indices are lowered
and raised with this leading order metric qAB, appart from when we write γAB, which is the
true inverse to γAB.

Equation (r r )

We start by solving the (r r) Einstein equation, which determines the radial expansion of the
function β . This equation does not depend on Λ since gr r = 0 in the partial Bondi gauge.
Explicitly, we have

Er r = (2∂rβ − ∂r)∂r ln
p
γ+

1
4
∂rγ

AB∂rγAB . (2.5)

The equation Er r = 0 is solved by the expansion

β = β0 +
β1

r
+
β2

r2
+

1
r3

�

βl3 ln r + β3

�

+O(r−4) , (2.6)

with

Er r =O(r−4) ⇒ β1 = 0 , (2.7a)

Er r =O(r−5) ⇒ β2 =
1

32

�

[CC]− 4D
�

, (2.7b)

Er r =O(r−6) ⇒







βl3 = −
1
4

El ,

48β3 = −12E + 8[C D] + C3 − C
�

D+
11
4
[CC]

�

+ 6El ,

(2.7c)

where [C D] = CAB DAB and D = qAB DAB (we refer the reader to appendix A for a summary of
the notations). As expected, since (2.5) is first order in r the solution features an integration
“constant” β0(u, xA). This function parametrizes part of the induced boundary metric (2.26).

The solutions for the various coefficients in the expansion quickly become very lengthy, but
luckily to compute e.g. the symplectic potential we only need to go all the way down to β3.
The other coefficients can be determined analytically using the results of appendix D on the
expansion of the inverse angular metric and its determinant. In order to derive the evolution
equations in the case Λ 6= 0 we need in particular to study the subleading structure of the
solution space and to access β4. These subleading terms are also used to illustrate later on the
disappearance of the logarithmic branches in the case Λ 6= 0. This subleading structure of the
solution space is reported in appendix F.

Let us now take a moment to explain the different interpretation of the (r r) Einstein equa-
tion in the BS and NU gauges.

• In BS gauge the tensors entering the expansion (2.3) of the angular metric have their
trace determined by the determinant gauge condition as in (3.2). The (r r) Einstein
equation then determines the expansion of β in terms of various contractions and traces
of the tensors appearing in the expansion of the angular metric.
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• In NU gauge we have β = β0 fixed by the gauge choice, so all the lower orders in β
vanish. Starting with (2.7b) this determines the traces of the tensors appearing in the
expansion of the angular metric. Importantly, one should however notice that in NU
gauge the trace C is free. In section 4.2 below we will write the explicit form of the
expansion of the angular metric which satisfies the trace conditions imposed by the Er r
Einstein equation in NU gauge.

We therefore see the tradeoff between the BS and NU gauges. In both cases there are con-
straints on the traces of the tensors appearing in the expansion of the angular metric. In BS
gauge these constraints are imposed by the determinant gauge condition, while in NU gauge
these constraints are determined on-shell by the Er r Einstein equation. The important point
is that, at the end of the day, the NU gauge has one more degree of freedom contained in the
trace C .

Equations (r A)

Once the (r r) equation has been solved to determine the expansion (2.6) of β , we turn to
the (rA) equations to determine the expansion of UA. Once again these two equations do not
depend on Λ since grA = 0. We have

ErA =
1

2
p
γ
∂r

�p
γ e−2βγAB∂r UB

�

+ (∂Aβ − ∂A)∂r ln
p
γ− ∂A∂rβ −

1
2
γACDB∂rγ

BC . (2.8)

Together with the above solution for β , this equation is solved by an expansion of the form

UA = UA
0 +

UA
1

r
+

UA
2

r2
+

1
r3

�

UA
l3 ln r + UA

3

�

+O(r−4) , (2.9)

with

ErA =O(r−2) ⇒ UA
1 = 2e2β0∂ Aβ0 , (2.10a)

ErA =O(r−3) ⇒ UA
2 = −

1
2

e2β0
�

2CAB∂Bβ0 + DBCAB − ∂ AC
�

, (2.10b)

ErA =O(r−4) ⇒ UA
l3 = −

2
3

e2β0 DBL
AB , (2.10c)

where we have introduced the trace-free quantity

LAB := DTF
AB −

1
4

CCTF
AB . (2.11)

This new quantity, and later on similar objects denoted with mathfrak fonts, denotes an object
which will be subject to constraints or evolution equations obtained from the (AB) Einstein
equations. We already see that such constraints are related to the fate of the logarithmic terms
in the expansion.

Since the equation for UA is second order, we get as expected two integration “constants”,
which are the vectors UA

0 (u, xB) and UA
3 (u, xB). The former is part of the data parametrizing the

induced boundary metric, while the latter is related to the angular momentum aspect (whose
definition is not set in stone at this stage since it comes from a free integration constant).

Equation (ur )

To study the (ur) Einstein equation, it is useful to rewrite it in a more manageable form
(although as we will see this can lead to subtleties). Using Rr r = 0 = RrA gives
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R = 2gurRur + γABRAB. Together with the convenient fact that gur = (gur)−1 in Bondi gauge,
this then shows that Eur = 0 is equivalent to γABRAB = 2Λ. We have

γABRAB = R[γ] + e−2β∂r

�

V
r
∂r ln

p
γ+DAUA

�

+ e−2β V
2r

�

1
γ

det(∂rγAB)−
1
2
(∂rγ

AB)(∂rγAB)
�

− e−2β
�

1
2

e−2βγAB∂r UA∂r UB −
�

2∂u ln
p
γ+ 2∂u + 2DAUA+ UA∂A

�

∂r ln
p
γ

�

− 2∂A

�

γAB∂Bβ
�

− 2γAB(∂Aβ)∂B(ln
p
γ+ β) , (2.12)

so the (ur) equation rewritten in this form is first order in ∂r V . As expected it will lead to a sin-
gle integration constant, which is the Bondi mass aspect M(u, xA). The equation γABRAB = 2Λ
is solved by the expansion

V = r3V+3 + r2V+2 + rV+1 + Vl0 ln r + 2M +O(r−1) , (2.13)

with

γABRAB − 2Λ=O(r−1) ⇒ V+3 =
Λ

3
e2β0 , (2.14a)

γABRAB − 2Λ=O(r−2) ⇒ V+2 =
Λ

6
e2β0 C − ∂u ln

p
q− DAUA

0 , (2.14b)

γABRAB − 2Λ=O(r−3) ⇒ V+1 , (2.14c)

γABRAB − 2Λ=O(r−4) ⇒ Vl0 = −
Λ

6
e2β0[CL] +

Λ

3
e2β0 El , (2.14d)

and

V+1 = −
1
2

e2β0

�

R[q] +
Λ

2

�

3
4
[CC]−

C2

3
− D

�

+ 4DA∂
Aβ0 + 8(∂ Aβ0)(∂Aβ0)

�

−
1
4

�

2∂u + ∂u ln
p

q+ DAUA
0 + 2UA

0∂A

�

C . (2.15)

Notice that here again, as for the previous set of Einstein equations, we see the quantity LAB
appearing in the logarithmic term.

We comment in appendix G on an alternative route for determining the expansion in V
using the (ur) equation. This seemingly treats the logarithmic terms in a different way, but
at the end of the day, as it should, the solution space is unambiguously defined once the (AB)
Einstein equations are solved. This is because the two routes for determining V , which involve
two different rewritings of the initial equation Eur = 0, differ by constraints coming from the
remaining (AB) Einstein equations. We now give the form of these constraints.

Equations (AB)

The four Einstein equations discussed above have now determined the radial expansion of the
free functions (β , V, UA). However, we still have three sets of equations to solve, namely (AB),
(uu), and (uA). These equations are going set constraints and temporal evolution equations
on the data.

To study the angular equations EAB = 0 it is convenient to split them into trace-free and
pure trace parts given by6

ETF
AB = GAB −

1
2
(γC DGC D)γAB = 0 , γABEAB = γ

ABGAB + 2Λ= 0 . (2.16)

6Note that here the superscript in ETF
AB refers to the trace-free part in γAB , and not in qAB . The various terms in

the radial expansion of this trace-free Einstein equation will therefore not be trace-free in qAB .
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Let us now consider the Bianchi identity∇µGµα=0 rewritten as 2∂µ(
p
−g Gµα)+

p
−g Gµν∂αgµν=0,

for α = r. Using the fact that the non-trivial equations in Eµr = Gµr +Λgµr = 0 have already
been solved in the previous steps, we can further write the Bianchi identity as GAB∂rγ

AB'Λ∂r lnγ
(the wiggly equality meaning that we have already used some EOMs). Using this it is then
immediate to see that the trace-free part of (2.16), when satisfied, implies the trace part. We
can therefore focus on the trace-free part. We find that its expansion starts as

ETF
AB

�

�

O(r) = −e−2β0BΛAB , (2.17a)

ETF
AB

�

�

O(r0) = −
1
4

e−2β0
�

CBΛAB + 2[CBΛ]qAB

�

−
Λ

3
LAB , (2.17b)

ETF
AB

�

�

O(r−1) =
1

16
e−2β0

�

�

[CC]− 4D
�

BΛAB − 16[LBΛ]qAB − 8CTF
AC CTF

DBB
C D
Λ

�

− e−2β0
�

∂uLAB + UC
0 DCLAB +L(AC DB)U

C
0

�

−
Λ

2
ETF

lAB , (2.17c)

where we have introduced the objects

BΛAB :=
Λ

3
e2β0 CTF

AB +B0
AB , (2.18a)

B0
AB :=

�

∂u ln
p

q− ∂u

�

qAB −
�

D(AU0
B)

�TF
. (2.18b)

Just like LAB which has appeared previously and resurfaces here, these tensors are trace-free.
We give them an interpretation in terms of a shear in section 2.3 below.

Let us take a moment to discuss the meaning of these equations before continuing. At the
leading order, (2.17a) imposes that BΛAB = 0. In the case Λ= 0, the requirement that B0

AB = 0
is simply relating the time evolution of the leading sphere metric qAB to the time evolution of
its conformal factor, twisted by the presence of the non-vanishing boundary sources UA

0 . In
the case Λ 6= 0, this equation is the statement that the shear CTF

AB is not an independent free
data, but is related to the boundary source UA

0 and the time evolution of the boundary metric.
This also shows, as is well-known, that there cannot be any asymptotic shear in the case Λ 6= 0
when the boundary conditions are chosen such that UA

0 and the time evolution of the boundary
metric vanish. At the next order, on-shell of BΛAB = 0 equation (2.17b) imposes that ΛLAB = 0.
This is trivial in the case Λ = 0, but enforces the constraint LAB = 0 in the case Λ 6= 0. This
is the condition which removes the logarithmic branch in (2.9) in (A)dS. Finally, on-shell of
BΛAB = 0 only the last line of (2.17c) survives. In the case Λ 6= 0, the requirement that LAB = 0
tells us that ETF

lAB has to vanish as well. In the case Λ = 0 we obtain however an equation
relating the time evolution of LAB to itself and to the boundary source UA

0 . This equation,
which has appeared in [67] in BS gauge, is the generalization with boundary sources of the
evolution equation in [138]. As expected, we see how the (AB) Einstein equations constrain
the logarithmic terms to vanish in the case Λ 6= 0. This is summarized in section 2.5 below.

From now on we could in principle impose everywhere the on-shell constraints
BΛAB = 0 = ΛLAB which have been obtained from (2.17a) and (2.17b), in order to display
lighter equations. We refrain from doing so in most of this section (unless otherwise indicated)
in order to really display the full structure of the (AB), (uu), and (uA) Einstein equations which
are obtained from the solution space defined above.

We now continue with the study of the Einstein equations ETF
AB at order r−2. At this stage the

equations start to get too lengthy to be displayed. The explicit expressions for these equations
are however not needed, since we are more interested in their structure and their meaning.
We are indeed going to recover these equations in compact form using the Newman–Penrose
formalism in section 2.4, and here we are simply interested in identifying where the evolution
equations appear. Let us therefore set β0 = 0 = UA

0 at this stage since it will not impact the
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conclusions we want to draw. For the next order we then find

ETF
AB

�

�

β0=0=U0

O(r−2) =
2Λ
3

F TF
l2AB(ln r)2 − EOM(ElAB) ln r −

2
3

EOM(EAB) . (2.19)

The general form of this equation off-shell of the constraints and with Λ 6= 0 is given in ap-
pendix I. For simplicity, let us first analyse the logarithmic term (I.2) on-shell of the constraints.
This is

EOM(ElAB) =
�

2∂u + ∂u ln
p

q
�

ETF
lAB +

1
2

�

D(AU l3
B)

�TF −
1
2

ElB
0
AB +

Λ

3

�

5F TF
l2AB − 2F TF

lAB

�

. (2.20)

With this equation we see the same mechanism as above, differentiating between vanishing
and non-vanishing Λ. For Λ 6= 0 the squared logarithmic term sets F TF

l2AB = 0. On-shell of
the previous equations (2.17) the logarithmic term then relates F TF

lAB to ElB
0
AB. The trace El

is however vanishing when the partial Bondi gauge is further reduced to BS or NU (either
by the determinant condition in BS gauge, or by the vanishing of (2.7c) in NU gauge). This
then implies the vanishing of F TF

lAB. In summary, these Einstein equations lead once again to
constraints removing the logarithmic terms in the (A)dS case. In the case Λ = 0 however we
obtain an evolution equation for ETF

lAB.
Going further, we now study EOM(EAB), whose general expression is given in appendix I.

First let us display here this equation in the case Λ = 0, and furthermore go on-shell of the
equations B0

AB = 0 and (2.20). We find

EOM(EAB)
�

�

Λ=0 = ∂uEAB −
1
2

�

D(APB)
�TF −

3
2

CTF
ABM

�

�

Λ=0 +
3
2

qACε
C DCTF

DB
ÝM

+
1
2

�

EAB − 3ETF
lAB +

1
2

CLAB

�

∂u ln
p

q+
1
2

�

∂uC +
3
2

R[q]
�

LAB . (2.21)

Here we have introduced the so-called covariant functionals. These are the spin-2 EAB defined
below in (2.39), the covariant mass M defined in (2.41) and such that in the absence of
boundary sources M

�

�

Λ=0
:= M + 1

16

�

∂u + ∂u ln
p

q
��

4D − [CC]
�

, the covariant dual mass ÝM
defined in (2.42), and the covariant angular momentum PA defined in (2.40). We identify
these quantities in section 2.4 as components of the Weyl tensor. The main thing to notice at
this point is that ETF

AB

�

�

O(r−2) is the Einstein equation which constrains the time evolution of the
spin-2.

In the case Λ 6= 0 however, one can see on (I.1) that EOM(EAB)
�

�

Λ 6=0 is instead an algebraic
equation which determines F TF

AB in terms of ∂uETF
AB. Therefore, unlike in the flat case, the spin-2

is unconstrained and a completely free data in (A)dS.
At this point one can note, given the lengthy general expression which we have moved to

appendix I, that the tensorial approach in which we compute the components of the Einstein
equations by brute force is perhaps not the most appropriate one. We will indeed recover this
evolution equation in a much more compact form using the Weyl scalars and the Newman–
Penrose formalism below in section 2.4. This is also the efficient way of accessing the evolution
equations for the higher spin charges, rather than continuing with the expansion of ETF

AB.
Finally, as a cross-check we can verify that the trace part (2.16) does indeed contain re-

dundant information. Its expansion is

γABEAB = −
1

2r2
e−2β0[CBΛ]−

1
2r3

�

Λ

3
[CL] + e−2β0

�

2[DBΛ]− C[CBΛ]
�

�

+O(r−4) , (2.22)

which is clearly vanishing when the constraints (2.17) are enforced.
We are now left with three Einstein equations involving the retarded time u. On-shell of

the constraints found above from the (AB) equations, these remaining Einstein equations give
evolution equations in u, in particular for the mass and angular momentum aspects.

15

https://scipost.org
https://scipost.org/SciPostPhys.13.5.108


SciPost Phys. 13, 108 (2022)

Equation (uu)

This is the Einstein equation which gives the time evolution of the mass aspect. The expression
is however too lengthy to be displayed here. Fortunately, we will be able below to write
a compact form of this evolution equation using the covariant functionals in the Newman–
Penrose formalism. For the time being, let us simply mention where the evolution equation
appears. For this, we can restrict ourselves for simplicity to the case β0 = 0 = UA

0 . We then
find

Euu

�

�

β0=0=U0

O(r0) = −
1
4
[B0BΛ] , (2.23a)

Euu

�

�

β0=0=U0

O(r−1) = −
Λ

6
[LB0] +

1
2
[NBΛ]−

1
2

DADBBΛAB −
1
4
[CBΛ]∂u ln

p
q , (2.23b)

Euu

�

�

β0=0=U0

O(r−2) = −
Λ

2

�

DAUA
l3 +

1
3
[NL]−

1
6
[CL]∂u ln

p
q+

1
3
[CTF∂uL]−

1
2
[ElB

0]
�

ln r

+ ∂uM+ (. . . ) . (2.23c)

This shows, as announced, that on-shell of the previous Einstein equations, the (uu) equation
controls the time evolution of the mass aspect M , or equivalently of the covariant mass M.

Equation (uA)

We finally turn to the remaining two Einstein equations, which contain the time evolution
of the angular momentum aspect. For generality, let us go once again off-shell of the (AB)
equations. We then find

EuA

�

�

O(r) = −e−2β0BΛABUB
0 , (2.24a)

EuA

�

�

O(r0) =
Λ

3
LABUB

0 +
1
4

e−2β0
�

CBΛABUB
0 + 3[CBΛ]U0

A

�

−
1
2

DBBΛAB + 2BΛAB∂
Bβ0 . (2.24b)

At the next order the equation gets too lengthy to be displayed, so let us consider the case
of vanishing sources β0 = 0 = UA

0 , again without loss of generality concerning the general
structure of the equations. We then find

EuA

�

�

β0=0=U0

O(r−1) =
1
4

�

2ΛU l3
A + CBC

TF
DAB

Λ
BC +BΛAB DC CBC

TF
−BBC

Λ DBCTF
CA− 4CTF

CADBB
BC
Λ

�

, (2.25a)

EuA

�

�

β0=0=U0

O(r−2) =
1
2

�

Λ

�

1
2

DB ETF
lBA+

1
6

DA[CL]− UB
l3B

Λ
AB

�

− 3
�

∂uU l3
A + U l3

A ∂u ln
p

q
�

�

ln r

+ ∂uPA+ (. . . ) . (2.25b)

The equations (2.24a), (2.24b), and (2.25a) are trivial. Indeed, on-shell we have on the one-
hand that BΛAB = 0, and on the other hand that ΛU l3

A = 0= ΛLAB (either because Λ= 0 in the
flat case, or because LAB = 0 when Λ 6= 0).

The key point to observe here is that equation (2.25b) gives the time evolution of the
(covariant) angular momentum aspectPA, as well as an evolution constraint on the logarithmic
term (2.10c). Once again, we postpone the investigation of these equations in compact form
to section 2.4, where we will recover them using the NP formalism.

2.3 Geometry

We now comment on the geometrical meaning of some of the quantities encountered above.
First, we compute the induced boundary metric to find [67]

ds2
�

�

I+ = lim
r→∞

�

ds2

r2

�

=
Λ

3
e4β0du2 + qAB

�

dxA− UA
0 du

��

dxB − UB
0 du

�

. (2.26)
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This shows as expected that the integration “constants” β0 and UA
0 , together with qAB,

parametrize the boundary metric, and that this latter becomes degenerate in the flat limit.
Let us now introduce vectors whose shear will be related to the constraints derived above,

and which will be used in the Newman–Penrose formalism. First, we consider the two null
vectors

`µ∂µ := ∂r , nµ∂µ := e−2β
�

∂u +
V
2r
∂r + UA∂A

�

, (2.27)

such that `µnµ = −1. The vector ` is outgoing and tangent to the null geodesics intersecting
I+ along 2-spheres at constant u. The vector n is ingoing, tangent to I+, transverse to `,
and forms with this latter the binormal (`, n) orthogonal to the spacelike slices tangent to the
2-spheres. Its radial expansion is given in (C.7). In addition, let us consider the vectors

vµ∂µ := e2βn−
V
2r
`= ∂u + UA∂A , wµ∂µ := e2βn+

V
2r
`=

�

∂u +
V
r
∂r + UA∂A

�

, (2.28)

which satisfy

vµwµ = 0 , v2 = −w2 = e2β V
r

, `µvµ = `
µwµ = −e2β , nµvµ = −nµwµ =

V
2r

. (2.29)

We are interested in the 2-dimensional asymptotic shear of these vectors. For this, we define
the extrinsic curvature

Kµν(X ) =
1
2

hαµhβν$X gαβ , hαµ = δ
α
µ + nα`µ + `

αnµ , hαµnµ = hαµ`
µ = 0 , (2.30)

which gives

KAB(`) =
1
2

$`gAB =
1
2
∂rγAB , (2.31a)

KAB(n) =
1
2

$n gAB =
1
2

e−2β
�

∂uγAB + γ(ACDB)U
C +

V
2r
∂rγAB

�

, (2.31b)

KAB(v) =
1
2

$v gAB =
1
2

�

∂uγAB + γ(ACDB)U
C
�

, (2.31c)

KAB(w) =
1
2

$w gAB =
1
2

�

∂uγAB + γ(ACDB)U
C +

V
r
∂rγAB

�

. (2.31d)

Taking the trace-free parts in the transverse metric γAB then leads to the shears

SAB(`) = −
1
2

CTF
AB +O(r−1) , (2.32a)

SAB(n) = −
1
4

e−2β0
�

BΛAB +B0
AB

�

r2 + rS+1
AB (n) +O(r0) , (2.32b)

SAB(v) = −
1
2
B0

AB r2 +O(r) , (2.32c)

SAB(w) = −
1
2
BΛAB r2 +O(r) . (2.32d)

This shows as expected that CTF
AB is the asymptotic shear of the null congruence, and also gives

an interpretation of the quantity BΛAB as a shear which is set to vanish by the (AB) Einstein
equations.

It is interesting to note that the term of order O(r) in the shear of n is

S+1
AB (n) =

1
2

e−2β0

��

∂u + $U0
+

1
2

V+2

�

CTF
AB −

1
2

CBΛAB +
�

D(AU1
B)

�TF
�

−
Λ

24

�

4LAB + [CCTF]qAB

�

. (2.33)
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From this we recover the fact that in the flat case, on-shell of B0
AB = 0, without bound-

ary sources and without time-dependency in
p

q, the leading order of SAB(n) is the news7

NAB = ∂uCTF
AB [17]. In the general case, this suggests to introduce a generalization of the news,

which up to a numerical factor and on-shell of BΛAB = 0= ΛLAB is defined from the shear of n
as

NAB := e−2β0

��

∂u + $U0
−

1
2

�

∂u ln
p

q+ DAUA
0

�

�

CTF
AB +

�

D(AU1
B)

�TF
�

+
Λ

12

�

CCTF
AB − [CCTF]qAB

�

. (2.34)

In the flat case, this is the generalization of the news in the presence of a free time-dependent
boundary metric. In (A)dS this interpretation is not immediate since one should replace the
shear CTF

AB using BΛAB = 0. We will see below that this generalized news appears, as expected,
in the dual mass and the energy current.

We can now use the properties of the null vector ` to discuss the different roles played by
the radial coordinate in the NU and BS gauges. First, we compute the parallel transport of `
along itself is, which is

∇``= (2∂rβ)∂r . (2.35)

Since `µ = dxµ/dr, the fact that in the NU gauge ∇``
NU
= 0 (by virtue of the gauge condition

∂rβ = 0) implies that in this case r is the affine parameter for `. Of course, r is however defined
only up to an affine transformation r 7→ ar+ b corresponding to a choice of scaling and origin.
It is precisely this choice of origin which is typically used to set C = 0 in the NU gauge (see
e.g. [126]). We will see below however that there is a symmetry generator associated with this
choice of origin in NU gauge. This therefore raises the question of whether this symmetry could
be large and associated to a non-vanishing charge, as in the three-dimensional case [123].

Finally, in order to understand the role of the radial coordinate in BS gauge, we compute
the expansion of ` to find

Θ(`) = gµνKµν(`) = ∂r ln
p
γ=

r4

2γ
∂r

� γ

r4

�

+
2
r

. (2.36)

This expansion is the rate of growth of the cross-sectional area of the geodesic congruence as
one moves along the parameter r. When the determinant condition is imposed in order to
reach the BS gauge, this area is proportional to r2 as in flat spacetime, and r is called the areal
distance.

2.4 Newman–Penrose formalism

In section 2.2 we have obtained the solution space, but we are still missing part of the evolu-
tion equations (although we have identified where they are encoded in the tensorial Einstein
equations Eµν = 0). An efficient and elegant way of obtaining these evolution equations is
to use the Newman–Penrose (NP) spin coefficient formalism [8, 9, 171, 172], where they are
encoded in the Bianchi identities. To setup the calculation, let us introduce the null frame
fields

e1 := ` , e2 := n , e3 := m̂=
√

√γθθ
2γ

�p
γ+ iγθφ
γθθ

∂θ − i∂φ

�

, e4 := ˆ̄m . (2.37)

7We thank Ali Seraj for bringing this to our attention, and for suggesting to study the shear of n.
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These are such that `µnµ = −1 = −m̂µ ˆ̄mµ with all the other contractions vanishing. The
spacetime metric8 is gµν = eµi eνj η

i j , where η is the Minkowski metric with η12 = −1 and

η34 = +1, and the angular metric is γAB = m̂(A ˆ̄mB). Notice that because of the doubly-null
choice of internal metric the dyad on the sphere is complex.

The NP formalism relies on the use of the spin coefficients, whose expression in the par-
tial Bondi gauge is given in appendix C. One can check that these expressions are consistent
with the geometrical meaning of the coefficients9. We have in particular that κ = 0 since `
forms a null congruence, and ε+ ε̄= 2∂rβ since these geodesics are not affinely parametrized
(unless we are in NU gauge). Since ρ ∈ R this null congruence is hypersurface orthogonal
(and the rotational optical scalar ω = Im(ρ) is vanishing), meaning that ` is proportional to
the gradient of a scalar field. It is however not equal to the gradient of a scalar field since
ᾱ + β − τ = −2m̂A∂Aβ 6= 0. Finally, the tetrads n, m̂, ˆ̄m have a non-trivial parallel transport
along ` since π 6= 0 6= ε− ε̄ [171].

We also give in appendix C the radial expansion of the spin coefficients, which is needed in
order to write down the expansion of the NP evolution equations. These evolution equations
are expressed in terms of the Weyl scalars, which we now compute, before studying the case
Λ= 0 and then the Bondi mass loss for (A)dS.

Contrary to the previous section where we have stayed off-shell of the constraints coming
from the Einstein equations in order to display the structure of the said equations, here we are
going to make repeated use of the constraint BΛAB = 0 as well as ΛLAB = 0 (which holds either
trivially in the flat case, of because the logarithmic term has to vanish in (A)dS). One must
therefore keep in mind that most of the expressions written here are obtained on-shell in this
sense.

2.4.1 Weyl scalars and covariant functionals

The Weyl scalars are defined as contractions of the Weyl tensor with the null tetrad (2.37),
which can then be expanded in terms of the dyad for the angular metric. In order to compute
these Weyl scalars we first define the rescaled frame mA := rm̂A. With this, on-shell we find

Ψ0 := −W`m`m =
1
r4

LABmAmB +
ln r
r5

3ETF
lABmAmB +

1
r5

EABmAmB +O(r−6) , (2.38a)

Ψ1 := −W`n`m =
ln r
r4

DBLABmA+
1
r4

PAmA+O(r−5) , (2.38b)

Ψ2 := −W`mm̄n = −
1
2

�

W`n`n −W`nmm̄

�

=
1
r3

�

M+ iÝM
�

+O(r−4) , (2.38c)

Ψ3 := −Wnm̄n` =
1
r2

JAm̄A+O(r−3) , (2.38d)

Ψ4 := −Wnm̄nm̄ =
1
r
NABm̄Am̄B +O(r−2) . (2.38e)

It is important to note that this is not yet a true expansion in r−1 since the frame mA itself is
r-dependent. We come back to this important point below. The coefficients appearing here
are however r-independent, and given by functionals which we now discuss.

First, inΨ0, after two terms due to the logarithmic branches, we find the so-called covariant

8Note that our choice of signature for the metric is opposite to that in e.g. [8,9,171,172]. As a result, the NP
evolution equations (2.53) have a change of sign in front of all the spin coefficients.

9It is always possible to perform gauge transformations of the tetrads so as to set some of the coefficients to
zero, but this is not necessary for our purposes. We note that in the tetrad formulation of gravity, where the frames
are the fundamental variables, it could be that some of these transformations are not pure gauge but become large.
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spin-2 aspect defined as

EAB := 3ETF
AB −

5
2

ETF
lAB −

1
2

CLAB +
3
16

CTF
AB

�

[CC]− 4D
�

. (2.39)

In Ψ1 we find the covariant momemtum

PA := −
3
2

e−2β0 U3
A −LAB∂

Bβ0 −
4
3

DBLAB +
3

32
e2β0∂A

�

e−2β0
�

4D− [CC]
��

+
3
4

CAB

�

CBC∂Cβ0 − ∂ BC + DC CBC
�

. (2.40)

In Ψ2 we find the covariant mass

M := e−2β0 M +
1

16
e−2β0

�

∂u + ∂u ln
p

q+ UA
0∂A+ DAUA

0

��

4D− [CC]
�

+
�

∂ AC − DBCAB
�

∂Aβ0 +
Λ

24

�

El − 4E
�

, (2.41)

and the covariant dual mass

ÝM :=
�

1
8

NAB −
1
4

DADB

�

εBC
�

CA
C

�TF
, (2.42)

where εAB = εAB/
p

q is the Levi–Civita tensor with respect to the leading metric and εAB the
Levi–Civita symbol. Here we see the explicit appearance of the generalized news (2.34). The
mass and its dual together define the complex mass MC :=M+ iÝM.

The covariant mass M, angular momentum PA, and the tensor EAB, which have respective
spin 0,1, 2, are built from M , U3

A , and EAB, which are the terms of order r−1 in the guu, guA, and
gAB components of the metric. They are responsible in the flat case for the leading, subleading,
and sub-subleading soft graviton theorems respectively [55]. Interestingly, the spin-2 is also
involved in a subleading symmetry and a class of memory observables which are non-local in
time [56,173,174].

The other covariant functionals are a bit lengthy to write down in the general case, so we
turn off some boundary sources in order to keep the expressions simple. In Ψ3 we encounter
the so-called covariant energy current, which for UA

0 = 0 is given by

JA :=
1
2

DBNAB +
1
4
∂AR[q]−

Λ

6

�

PA+
1
4

�

CBC
TF

DBCTF
CA− CTF

AB DC CBC
TF
+ DB(CCTF

AB)
�

�

. (2.43)

Finally, Ψ4 contains the radiation tensor, which for β0 = 0 and UA
0 = 0 is given by the trace-free

expression

NAB :=
Λ2

36
EAB −

Λ2

24
[CCTF]CTF

AB −
Λ

12
R[q]CTF

AB

+
1
2
∂u

�

NAB −
1
2

CTF
AB∂u ln

p
q
�

−
Λ

4
qAB

�

[NCTF]−
1
2
[CCTF]∂u ln

p
q
�

−
1
2

�

DA∂B −
1
2

qAB DC∂
C
�

∂u ln
p

q+
Λ

12

�

D(ADC CTF
B)C − qAB DC DDCTF

C D

�

. (2.44)

One can see that this radiation tensor is non-vanishing even in the case NAB = 0 of vanishing
news, signaling that the enlarged solution space which we are considering allows for shear-
free gravitational radiation [175,176]. This is sourced by the non-trivial time-dependency of
the boundary metric and by the covariant spin-2, and is a necessary ingredient in order to have
non-trivial radiation in (A)dS.
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One should however keep in mind that there is so far no well-understood notion of news
and radiation in (A)dS, so the name of NAB might be a misnomer. It is however possible to
identify from this tensor an important quantity which appears in the (A)dS mass loss and
which is conjugated to qAB in the (A)dS symplectic structure. This is the trace-free tensor

SAB :=N AB +
Λ2

36
EAB . (2.45)

In BS gauge this reduces exactly to SAB = −Λ2JAB/6 where JAB is (2.41) of [67].
It is interesting to notice that in the flat case and without boundary sources the radiation

tensor can be rewritten in terms of the time derivative of the generalized news as

NAB

�

�

Λ=0 =
1
2
∂uNAB

�

�

Λ=0 −
1
2

�

DA∂B −
1
2

qAB DC∂
C
�

∂u ln
p

q . (2.46)

This can be rewritten more compactly if we introduce the Geroch tensor [177] (see also [34,
178, 179]). For this, we use the fact that any metric on the two-sphere can be written as
qAB = eΦq◦AB, where Φ is a time-dependent conformal factor (sometimes called the superboost
field [178]) and q◦AB is the metric of the round two-sphere with R[q◦] = 2. Introducing the
shifted generalized news

N̂AB := NAB − TAB , TAB :=
�

DA∂BΦ+
1
2
∂AΦ∂BΦ

�TF

, (2.47)

we then find that the radiation (2.46) can be written as

NAB

�

�

Λ=0 =
1
2
∂uN̂AB . (2.48)

The Geroch tensor TAB is sometimes called the vacuum news. Furthermore, since the Geroch
tensor satisfies

DATAB +
1
2
∂BR[q] = 0 , (2.49)

we see that the first two terms in the covariant energy current are

JA

�

�

Λ=0 =
1
2

DBN̂AB . (2.50)

We therefore consistently recover the relationship between the radiation, the energy current,
and the shifted news (which is also called covariant news) in the case of a time-dependent
boundary metric. It would be interesting to study further the proper notion of shifted news in
(A)dS and/or in the presence of the boundary sources.

We now turn to an important remark about the Weyl scalars and the covariant func-
tionals computed above. These “covariant functionals” generalize the expressions identified
in [124, 125], using a symmetry argument, as the objects transforming as primary fields (i.e.
homogeneously) under the action of Diff(S2) nWeyl. We will see below, when computing
the transformation laws, that the presence of the logarithmic terms does however break the
covariance property of some of these functionals. We therefore use the terminology “covari-
ant” in an abuse of language, to simply denote the fact that these expressions are identified as
components of the Weyl tensor, and that they generalize the expressions of [124,125].

An important point to notice is that the scalars (2.38) are computed from the projection of
the Weyl tensor onto the full r-dependent spacetime tetrad (2.37), and not from the projection
onto the leading components of this tetrad. Because of this, the expressions in (2.38) as they
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stand are not genuine expansions in r−1, since the frame mA itself is r-dependent. We will see
below the important implications of this simple fact for the consistency of the formalism.

Finally, we should comment on the fact that the inclusion of logarithmic terms in our
solution space also has an impact on the peeling properties of the Weyl tensor. Indeed, we
see in (2.38) that the fall-off of this latter depends on whether the logarithmic terms are
present or not. In the absence of logarithmic branches (which is always the case in (A)dS
while it is a choice in the flat case), we have the standard Penrose–Sachs peeling with fall-offs
Ψk = O(rk−5) for k ∈ {0, 1,2,3, 4}. In the presence of the logarithmic branches we get the
relaxed and non-smooth fall-offs

Ψ0 =
Ψ4

0

r4
+

1
r5

�

Ψ l5
0 ln r +Ψ5

0

�

+O(r−6) , (2.51a)

Ψ1 =
1
r4

�

Ψ l4
1 ln r +Ψ4

1

�

+O(r−5) , (2.51b)

Ψk =O(rk−5) for k ∈ {2,3, 4} . (2.51c)

While this peeling is obviously weaker than the Penrose–Sachs condition, one should keep
in mind that this latter is simply an hypothesis, which might be too restrictive as has been
discussed by several authors [127,138,141–145,147,150]. The fall-offs (2.51) are for example
consistent with the hypothesis used in the study of the global non-linear stability of Minkowski
spacetime [180], which is

Ψk =O(r−7/2) for k ∈ {0, 1,2} , Ψk =O(rk−5) for k ∈ {3,4} . (2.52)

Here, instead of imposing a priori fall-off conditions we have chosen to simply follow the
structure imposed by the solution space. In the presence of the logarithmic branches, the
study (deferred to future work) of the symplectic potential, the charges, and of the possible
interplay with the memory effects and the logarithmic soft theorems [154–156], will give
possible physical criteria for interpreting the relaxed non-smooth peeling.

2.4.2 Evolution equations for Λ = 0

The evolution equations for the above functionals can now be derived from the NP formulation
in terms of spin coefficients [172], where they are encoded in the Bianchi identities. They take
the form10

nµ∂µΨ0 = m̂µ∂µΨ1 − (4γ−µ)Ψ0 + 2(2τ+ β)Ψ1 − 3σΨ2 , (2.53a)

nµ∂µΨ1 = m̂µ∂µΨ2 − νΨ0 − 2(γ−µ)Ψ1 + 3τΨ2 − 2σΨ3 , (2.53b)

nµ∂µΨ2 = m̂µ∂µΨ3 − 2νΨ1 + 3µΨ2 − 2(β −τ)Ψ3 −σΨ4 , (2.53c)

nµ∂µΨ3 = m̂µ∂µΨ4 − 3νΨ2 + 2(2µ+ γ)Ψ3 − (4β −τ)Ψ4 . (2.53d)

It should be noted that these NP evolution equations are in fact also valid in the case Λ 6= 0
(see e.g. [82] or the appendix to [172]). As we will see in the next section, considering Λ 6= 0
only modifies the expansion of the spin coefficients and of these evolution equations.

In order to expand these evolution equations, we first have to rewrite the scalars (2.38) in a
true Taylor expansion. We will then check for consistency that these NP evolution equations are
consistent with the evolution equations derived above from the tensorial Einstein equations,
and then write the mass loss formula in (A)dS.

10Due to an opposite choice of signature for the metric there is a change of sign between the equations displayed
here and e.g. reference [172].
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Expansion of the Weyl scalars

In order to obtain the genuine Taylor expansion of the Weyl scalars, we need to take into ac-
count the radial dependency of the dyad. The rescaled frame mA = rm̂A admits the expansion

mA = mA
0 +

mA
1

r
+O(r−2) , (2.54a)

mA
0 =

√

√qθθ
2q

�p
q+ iqθφ

qθθ
δA
θ − iδA

φ

�

, (2.54b)

mA
1 =

1
4

�

CA
B

�

m̄B
0 − 2mB

0

�

−
�

CBC mB
0 mC

0

�

mA
0 −

1
2

Cm̄A
0

�

, (2.54c)

and similarly for the complex conjugates m̄A
0 and m̄A

1. The leading frames mA
0 and m̄A

0 are null in

the leading metric qAB, and are related to this metric and to the volume form by qAB = m(A0 m̄B)
0

and εAB = −im[A0 m̄B]
0 , where the bracket denotes anti-symmetrization. They also satisfy im-

portant relations given in appendix C, and which we use repeatedly below in order to establish
the dictionary between the NP formalism and the tensorial Einstein equations.

Using the above expansion of the frame we can now rewrite the expansion of the Weyl
scalars (2.38) as11

Ψ0 =
Ψ4

0

r4
+

1
r5

�

Ψ l5
0 ln r +Ψ5

0

�

+O(r−6) , (2.55a)

Ψ1 =
1
r4

�

Ψ l4
1 ln r +Ψ4

1

�

+O(r−5) , (2.55b)

Ψ2 =
Ψ3

2

r3
+O(r−4) , (2.55c)

Ψ3 =
Ψ2

3

r2
+O(r−3) , (2.55d)

Ψ4 =
Ψ1

4

r
+O(r−2) . (2.55e)

In this genuine expansion in r−n, the “coefficients” which appear in the “fake” expansion (2.38)
are mixed due to the radial dependency of the sphere frames. This does not affect the leading
terms in the (polyhomogeneous) expansion, but is evidently important to take in to account
when computing the subleading terms. For example, in Ψ0 the term in r−5 is modified and we
have

Ψ4
0 = L := LABmA

0mB
0 , Ψ l5

0 = El := 3ETF
lABmA

0mB
0 , Ψ5

0 = E + 2LABmA
0mB

1 , (2.56)

where E := EABmA
0mB

0 . For Ψ1 the overleading logarithmic term does not propagate to the
covariant momentum, and we simply have

Ψ l4
1 = DBLABmA

0 , Ψ4
1 = P := PAmA

0 , (2.57)

while for the other scalars we simply get the leading contributions

Ψ3
2 =MC :=M+ iÝM , Ψ2

3 = J := JAm̄A
0 , Ψ1

4 =N :=NABm̄A
0m̄B

0 . (2.58)

11Here the notation Ψn
k denotes the coefficient at order r−n in the expansion of Ψk, and Ψ ln

k denotes a term in
r−n ln r. This differs from the notation which is traditionally used to expand the Weyl scalars [126,164,165,172],
where authors use Ψ0

k to denote the leading term in each expansion. The notation used here will be more handy
when studying the subleading components of the Weyl scalars and the Newman–Penrose charges.
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We will come back to the study of the subleading components (which in particular for Ψ0 con-
tain the spin-s charges) in future work. It is clear that each subleading components Ψn

k , when
written in terms of tensors and frames, will involve the contraction of overleading coefficients
in (2.38) with subleading coefficients in the expansion (2.54a) of the frame (as it already
happens for Ψ5

0).

NP evolution equations

Let us now present the expansion of the NP evolution equations (2.53). Our goal is to verify
explicitly that these equations match the evolution equations derived in section 2.2 using the
tensorial Einstein equations. Once this check is done, we can then rely on the NP equations
to write the evolution of the mass and angular momentum, which we are still missing at this
stage. We choose to turn off the boundary sources, i.e. set β0 = 0= UA

0 at this stage. The study
of the NP equations with boundary sources is postponed to future work. We also initially set
Λ= 0 in order to study the effect of the logarithmic terms. On-shell of the constraint B0

AB = 0,
we then find that γ0 in (C.3a) reduces to 4γ0 = −∂u ln

p
q.

We now expand (2.53) and collect the relevant equations. First, expanding (2.53a) at
order O(r−4) gives

�

∂u − 4γ0

�

L= 0 . (2.59)

The expansion at order O(r−5) gives
�

∂u − 6γ0

�

Ψ l5
0 =

�

mA
0∂A+ 2β1

�

Ψ l4
1 , (2.60a)

�

∂u − 6γ0

�

Ψ5
0 =

�

mA
0∂A+ 2β1

�

P − 3σ2MC − 2γ0Ψ
l5
0 +

�

µ1 + 2V+1 − 4γ1

�

L , (2.60b)

where the first equation comes from the ln r term. Note that here β1 is the term in the expan-
sion (C.2b) of the spin coefficient β . Expanding (2.53b) at order O(r−4) gives

�

∂u − 6γ0

�

Ψ l4
1 = 0 , (2.61a)

�

∂u − 6γ0

�

P = mA
0∂AMC − 2σ2J − 2γ0Ψ

l4
1 − ν0L , (2.61b)

where the first equation comes from the ln r term. Expanding (2.53c) at order O(r−3) gives
�

∂u − 6γ0

�

MC =
�

mA
0∂A− 2β1

�

J −σ2N . (2.62)

Finally, expanding (2.53d) at order O(r−2) gives
�

∂u − 6γ0

�

J =
�

mA
0∂A− 4β1

�

N . (2.63)

These are the evolution equations for the covariant functionals and the logarithmic terms. We
can now check the consistency of these evolution equations with the ones derived directly from
the tensorial Einstein equations in section 2.2.

Consistency with the tensorial Einstein equations

Let us first note that in the absence of boundary sources and whenΛ= 0 the on-shell constraint
B0

AB = 0 plugged in (C.4) implies that 2∂umA
0 = −∂u ln

p
q mA

0 = 4γ0mA
0. This implies immedi-

ately that (2.59) is equivalent to the evolution equation (∂uLAB)mA
0mB

0 = 0, consistently with
(2.17c).

Similarly, these relation together with (C.6d) can be used to rewrite (2.60a) in the form of
the projected equation

�

2∂uETF
lAB + ETF

lAB∂u ln
p

q−
2
3

DADCLBC

�

mA
0mB

0 = 0 , (2.64)
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which is equivalent to (2.20) for Λ = 0 since the trace-free part of the last two terms in the
bracket do not contribute by virtue of the nullness of mA

0 in qAB.
Then one can check the equivalence between (2.60b) and (2.21). We can obtain the former

by contracting the latter with mA
0mB

0 , and using the fact that in the absence of boundary sources
and for Λ= 0 we have

2(∂u − 6γ0)LABmA
0mB

1 ≈
�

γ0C −
1
2
∂uC − 4γ1

�

L , (2.65)

on-shell of ∂uLAB = 0, as well as the identity (C.6d). Equivalently, we can also use this on-shell
relation (2.65) to rewrite (2.60b) as

�

∂u − 6γ0

�

E =
�

mA
0∂A+ 2β1

�

P − 3σ2MC − 2γ0El −
�

3
4

R[q] +
1
2

�

∂u − 2γ0

�

C
�

L , (2.66)

which is the contraction of (2.21) with mA
0mB

0 . We see that although (2.60b) initially involved
Ψ5

0 , and therefore an object contracted with both mA
0 and mA

1, it is possible to use other evolution
equations to obtain the rewriting (2.60b) in terms of projections solely on the celestial sphere.
We expect that the same mechanism will work for the subleading evolution equations, and
that they can therefore all be rewritten as projections onto the leading frames.

One can then check that (2.61a) is equivalent to
�

∂uU l3
A + U l3

A ∂u ln
p

q
�

mA
0 = 0, which is

the evolution equation obtained from the logarithmic term in (2.25b).
Next, one can show that (2.63) is tautological and implied by the definition of the energy

current J and the radiation N , consistently with the fact that we have not encountered this
evolution equation in the tensorial Einstein equations. Indeed, using (C.6e) one can show that
(2.63) is the contraction with m̄A

0 of the tensorial equation
�

∂u − 4γ0

�

JA = DBNAB, which in
turn follows from the above definitions of the energy current and the radiation tensor.

We are now left with two evolution equations which we have not yet derived from the
tensorial Einstein equation (although we have identified where they appear). This is (2.61b)
for the angular momentum and (2.62) for the mass. To obtain the tensorial form of (2.61b)
we use (C.6f) and (C.6g), and also the fact that without boundary sources and in the flat case
ν0 = 2m̄A

0∂Aγ0. With this one can show that the NP equation is the contraction with mA
0 of the

evolution equation
�

∂u − 4γ0

�

PA = ∂AM+ εAB∂
B
ÝM+ CTF

ABJ
B − 2DB

�

γ0LAB

�

. (2.67)

This shows that the contribution from the logarithmic branch does not affect the evolution of
angular momentum when integrated on the celestial sphere.

Finally, we can write the tensorial form of the evolution equation (2.62) for the covariant
mass. Using the identities (C.6h) and (C.6i) we get

�

∂u − 6γ0

�

M=
1
2

DAJ A+
1
4

CABN AB . (2.68)

This is a version of the flat Bondi mass loss. One should however note that here it is written in
terms of the covariant mass M and not the bare mass M , which is why the term in addition to
the angular divergence on the right-hand side is not negative semi-definite. In order to get the
more familiar Bondi mass loss in terms of M we should use (2.41). In BS gauge and without
time-dependency of the boundary metric (2.68) reduces to the familiar Bondi mass loss

∂uM =
1
2

DAJ A−
1
8

NABNAB . (2.69)

The two definitions of the mass M and M therefore differ in these two key properties: the
former is covariant under the action of BMSW [124] and appears as a Weyl scalar, while the
latter satisfies a manifest mass loss formula at each u when integrated on the celestial sphere.
One should however notice that upon integration over I+ the integrated flux-balance laws for
M and M agree.
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Removing the logarithmic terms

For comparison with previous results in the literature let us consider the case without loga-
rithmic terms. The above evolution equations in NP form then read

�

∂u − 6γ0

�

J =
�

mA
0∂A− 4β1

�

N , (2.70a)
�

∂u − 6γ0

�

MC =
�

mA
0∂A− 2β1

�

J −σ2N , (2.70b)
�

∂u − 6γ0

�

P = mA
0∂AMC − 2σ2J , (2.70c)

�

∂u − 6γ0

�

E =
�

mA
0∂A+ 2β1

�

P − 3σ2MC , (2.70d)

and are organized in a hierarchy with the functionals successively sourcing each other.
At this point it becomes convenient to assign “quantum numbers” to the various functionals,

which can be used as a book-keeping device for the structure of the various equations (such as
the evolution equations and the transformation laws). These are the conformal (or scaling) di-
mension w, the spin j, and the Newman–Penrose spin (or helicity) s. The conformal dimension
assigned to the line element is w(ds2) = 0, while for the coordinates (and their differential one-
forms) w(u) = −w(r) = w(xA) = −1 and for the vector fields w(∂u) = −w(∂r) = w(∂A) = +1.
The terms in the expansion of γAB and UA start respectively with w(qAB) = 0 and w(UA

0 ) = 0,
and then have increasing conformal weights. Then, we assign spin j > 0 to objects with j lower
angular indices as j(γAB) = 2, and spin − j < 0 to objects with j upper indices as j(UA) = −1.
Finally, the frames are assigned an helicity (or spin-weight) s(mA

0) = +1 and s(m̄A
0) = −1,

while they both have w(mA
0) = w(m̄A

0) = 0 and j(mA
0) = j(m̄A

0) = −1. Full contraction with the
frames therefore returns a scalar and trades spin j for helicity s. For example TAB with weight
w and spin j = 2 gets mapped to the scalar (i.e. spin j = 0) T := TABmA

0mB
0 with weight w and

helicity s = +2.
The NP evolution equations can then be rewritten more compactly if we label the vari-

ous functionals by their helicity as Qs = Ψ3+s
2−s =

�

N ,J ,MC,P ,E
	

and introduce the spin-
weighted derivatives

ðu = ∂u + 2( j −w)γ0 , ð=
�

mA
0∂A+ 2sβ1

�

, ð̄=
�

m̄A
0∂A− 2sβ̄1

�

. (2.71)

The equations (2.70) then take the simple form

ðuQs = ðQs−1 − (s+ 1)σ2Qs−2 , for − 1≤ s ≤ 2 , (2.72)

where the various weights and helicities are given by12

N J MC P E El L ðu ð ν0 γ0 µ1 β1 σ2 mA
0 m̄A

0
s −2 −1 0 1 2 2 2 0 1 −1 0 0 1 2 1 −1
w 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 1 1 2 1 2 1 1 0 0

We recover the equations of motion written in [164], with the functionals Qs now generalized
to the partial Bondi gauge. In the presence of the logarithmic terms there is no such compact
rewriting of the evolution equations (although of course each evolution equation can be writ-
ten separately). Even in the absence of logarithmic terms, the subleading evolution equations
become quite intricate [165].

One should note that the subleading component mA
1 of the frame, given in (2.54c), does not

posses a definite helicity. Because of this, the subleading evolution equations (or the leading
equations in the presence of logarithmic terms) will involve terms which also have no definite

12Note that the spin coefficients ν0 and γ0 only have a well-defined helicity in the case Λ = 0 and Λ = 0 = UA
0

respectively. The helicity of µ1, β1 and σ2 is however always well-defined.
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helicity. For example Ψ5
0 has no definite helicity since it involves the term in (2.92). This is

also the case of the spin coefficient γ1 appearing in the evolution equation (2.60b), as can be
seen in (C.3b). The terms in the radial expansion of the spin coefficients may also have no
well-defined helicity (see footnote 12). We will encounter below examples of quantities which
can be rewritten on the celestial sphere (i.e. on a basis of leading frames mA

0) but which have
no well-defined helicity. This is the case e.g. for (2.92). This mixing of helicities is a genuine
feature which cannot be bypassed. We also note that this mixing was observed in celestial
OPEs [44,54].

2.4.3 Evolution equations for Λ 6= 0

We now briefly study the evolution equations in the case of (A)dS, focusing in particular on the
evolution of the mass. When Λ 6= 0, the NP evolution equations are still given by (2.53). Now
however, because the vector n and some of the spin coefficients contain overleading terms
with respect to the flat case, some coefficients and Weyl scalars have to be expanded further.
Using the same notation as above (and again setting the boundary sources to zero) we then
obtain evolution equations which can be repackaged in terms of the spin-s functionals as

�

ðu −
Λ

8
(s+ 1)CQs

�

Qs = ðQs−1 − (s+ 1)σ2Qs−2 +
Λ

6
Ψ4+s

2−s , (2.73)

for −1≤ s ≤ 2. We see that Λ 6= 0 brings in the subleading terms Ψ4+s
2−s in the expansion of the

Weyl scalars.
Let us now focus on s = 0 in order to obtain the evolution of the mass in (A)dS. In order to

compute Ψ4
2 , we need to also extend the solution space to subleading order. This subleading

solution space is given in appendix F. With this we can continue with the expansion (2.55c)
to find

Ψ2 =
Ψ3

2

r3
+

1
r4

�

Ψ4
2 +Ψ

l4
2 ln r

�

+O(r−5) , Ψ3
2 =MC . (2.74)

The general off-shell expressions for Re
�

Ψ4
2

�

and Re
�

Ψ l4
2

�

in the case of an arbitrary cosmo-
logical constant are reported in appendix F. For Λ 6= 0, all the logarithmic terms disappear
on-shell of the constraints, one has Re

�

Ψ l4
2

�

= 0, and we are left with

Re
�

Ψ4
2

�

= −
1
2

DAPA−
3
4

CM+
Λ

24
CABEAB . (2.75)

The NP equation for the evolution of the mass is then
�

∂u − 6γ0

�

MC =
�

mA
0∂A− 2β1

�

J −σ2N +
Λ

8
CMC +

Λ

6
Ψ4

2 . (2.76)

Using the fact that (C.3a) gives 4Re(γ0) = V+2, the real part of the above equation finally leads
to the (A)dS mass loss formula

�

∂u +
3
2
∂u ln

p
q−
Λ

4
C
�

M=
1
2

DA

�

J A−
Λ

6
PA
�

+
1
4

CABSAB . (2.77)

This is in agreement with (2.52) of [67]. One can indeed check with some rewriting that
in BS gauge and in the absence of logarithmic terms we have J A − ΛPA/6 = −ΛNA

(Λ)/3 and

SAB = −Λ2JAB/6, where NA
(Λ) and JAB are the quantities defined respectively in equations

(2.40) and (2.41) of [67]. We note that when Λ = 0 the functional SAB reduces to N AB, so
that the above evolution equation reduces to its flat limit (2.68).
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2.5 Intermediate summary

Starting from the partial Bondi gauge including logarithmic terms in (2.3), we have solved the
Einstein equations in a radial expansion for an arbitrary value of Λ. We summarize in table 2
below the structure of the solution space and the role of the various constraints and evolution
equations. The data which is a priori free is given by the mass M , the angular momentum
UA

3 , the boundary sources β0 and UA
0 , and the (smooth and logarithmic) components of the

angular metric. We have seen and we recall below how some of this data can be repackaged
into covariant functionals, which are the quantities appearing in the NP formalism. Some of
this data is also subject to evolution equations or constraints, such that at the end of the day
not all the data is free. This turns out to depend on whether the cosmological constant is
vanishing or not. We also recall in the table below which assumption (if any) on the boundary
sources has been used at which stage. This indicates what has to be relaxed in future work.

In the case Λ 6= 0 the Einstein equations enforce the vanishing of the trace-free parts of the
logarithmic terms. We gather in the table the location of the various equations which remove
these logarithmic terms at the first few orders. When further completing the partial Bondi
gauge to reach the BS or NU gauge, there are then constraints on the traces of the terms in
the expansion of γAB. In particular, it is important to notice that the traces of the logarithmic
terms are always vanishing in BS or NU gauge on-shell of the Λ 6= 0 Einstein equations. This
vanishing is imposed by the determinant condition in BS gauge, and by the vanishing of β at
all orders in NU gauge. This happens at all order and with all the logarithmic terms, and the
final result is that there are no logarithmic terms in the (A)dS solution space.

Moreover, when Λ 6= 0 the shear CTF
AB is completely determined in terms of the boundary

metric (more precisely UA
0 and the time derivative of qAB) through the constraint BΛAB = 0.

This is drastically different from the flat case, in which CTF
AB is free and independent from qAB.

As explained in [67], the (AB) Einstein equations give at every order an equation of the type
Λγn

AB = ∂uγ
n−1
AB + (. . . ) for n > 1. This therefore does not constrain EAB in terms of the time

evolution of DAB since n> 1. For example equation (I.1) shows that F TF
AB is indeed determined

by ∂uEAB (which contains ∂uETF
AB). This means that the solution space is entirely determined by

11 functions of (u, xA). These are the 8 unconstrained functions (β0, UA
0 , qAB, ETF

AB), and the 3
functions (M , UA

3 ) subject to evolution equations. By contrast, in the flat case the equation (I.1)
has to be interpreted as an evolution equation constraining ETF

AB. It is therefore interesting to
note that, in (A)dS where ETF

AB is unconstrained, this field sources the mass loss (2.77) together
with the radiation tensor. ETF

AB is therefore part of the radiative data in (A)dS, even when
∂uqAB = 0.

When Λ = 0, nothing prevents the logarithmic terms from being included in the solution
space, and they are furthermore subject to evolution equations which we also recall in the
table. These evolution equations depend only on the boundary metric and are not sourced by
the shear. Among the data there are, first, the 6 functions (β0, UA

0 , qAB) with the time evolution
of qAB constrained by B0

AB = 0. There is then an infinite tower of functions appearing in the
radial expansion of the angular metric (namely ETF

AB, F TF
AB, . . . ) and admitting a non-trivial time

evolution as in (I.1) [28]. The logarithmic terms have a non-trivial time evolution as well,
but this latter depends only on the boundary metric and sources, as for example in (2.17c)
and (2.20). When the boundary metric has no time dependency and the boundary sources
are turned off, the evolution of the logarithmic terms in γAB can be integrated. For example
LAB is a constant of the motion by virtue of (2.17c), and therefore ElAB evolves linearly in u
according to (2.20). This is in accordance with equation (12) of [138], which is a particular
case of our evolution equations.

In summary, the solution space contains an infinite tower of constrained functionals Qs≥2
in the flat case, together with possible logarithmic terms if one chooses to include them in the
solution space. We will come back to the study of these higher spin functionals in future work

28

https://scipost.org
https://scipost.org/SciPostPhys.13.5.108


SciPost Phys. 13, 108 (2022)

as here we have stopped at s = 2. In (A)dS, on the other hand, the quantities Qs+1 are fixed
algebraically by the time evolution of Qs, leaving only Q2 ∼ E free [67]. This is the reason for
which, in the last three lines of table 2 below, we have written that (2.73) gives the evolution
equations for Qs with s > 2 only. Indeed, for s = 2 the equation for Q2 is (I.1), which is not
an equation constraining ETF

AB but rather an equation determining F TF
AB in terms of ∂uETF

AB.

Table 2: Structure of the solution space in partial Bondi gauge.

condition on Λ quantity or equation notation and origin simplification
− mass and momentum M and UA

3 −
− boundary sources β0 and UA

0 −
− smooth terms in γAB qAB, CAB, DAB, EAB, . . . −
− logarithmic terms in γAB ElAB, FlAB, Fl2AB, . . . −
− covariant spin-2 EAB (2.39) −
− covariant momentum PA (2.40) −
− covariant mass M (2.41) −
− energy current JA (2.43) UA

0 = 0
− radiation NAB (2.44) β0 = 0= UA

0

− C = 0 BS gauge (3.2a) −
− El = 0 BS gauge (3.2c) or NU gauge (2.7c) −
− Fl2 = 0 BS gauge (3.2d) or NU gauge (F.1a) −
Λ 6= 0 Fl = 0 BS gauge (3.2d) + ETF

AB

�

�

O(r−1) −
Λ 6= 0 Fl = 0 NU gauge (F.1b) + ETF

AB

�

�

O(r−1) −

Λ 6= 0

LAB = 0= UA
l3 ETF

AB

�

�

O(r0)⇔ (2.17b) −
ETF

lAB = 0 ETF
AB

�

�

O(r−1)⇔ (2.17c) −
F TF

lAB = 0 ETF
AB

�

�

O(r−2)⇔ (2.20) −
F TF

l2AB = 0 ETF
AB

�

�

O(r−2)⇔ (2.19) −

− evolution of qAB ETF
AB

�

�

O(r) : BΛAB = 0 in (2.18) −

Λ= 0

evolution of EAB ETF
AB

�

�

O(r−2)⇔ (2.21)⇔ (2.60b) β0 = 0= UA
0

evolution of PA EuA

�

�

O(r−2)⇔ (2.67)⇔ (2.61b) β0 = 0= UA
0

evolution of M Euu

�

�

O(r−2)⇔ (2.68)⇔ (2.62) β0 = 0= UA
0

evolution of LAB ETF
AB

�

�

O(r−1)⇔ (2.17c)⇒ (2.59) −
evolution of ETF

lAB ETF
AB

�

�

O(r−2)⇔ (2.20)⇔ (2.60a) β0 = 0= UA
0

evolution of U l3
A ETF

uA

�

�

O(r−2)⇔ (2.25b)⇔ (2.61a) β0 = 0= UA
0

Λ 6= 0
evolution of Qs<2 (2.73) β0 = 0= UA

0
evolution of M Euu

�

�

O(r−2)⇔ (2.76)⇔ (2.77) β0 = 0= UA
0

determination of F TF
AB ETF

AB

�

�

O(r−2)⇔ (I.1) β0 = 0= UA
0

2.6 Asymptotic symmetries

Although the partial Bondi gauge is an incomplete gauge fixing, it still enables to define resid-
ual symmetries and to compute the ensuing transformation laws. This is because the radial
expansions of all the free functions in the line element (2.1) have been determined. We can
therefore obtain general expressions for the asymptotic symmetries and their action on the
solution space, before then reducing these expressions to the BS or NU gauge. For this let us
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first derive the expression for the vector fields generating the residual symmetries.

2.6.1 Vector fields

Preserving the partial Bondi gauge, i.e. imposing $ξgr r = 0 = $ξgrA = 0, imposes that the
vector field ξ= ξu∂u + ξr∂r + ξA∂A has temporal and angular components given by

ξu = f , ξA = Y A+ IA , (2.78)

with

∂r f = 0= ∂r Y A , IA = −
∫ ∞

r
dr ′ e2βγAB∂B f . (2.79)

From this we can already compute the Lie derivatives

$ξγAB =
�

f ∂u + $Y + $I

�

γAB + ξ
r∂rγAB − γ(AC UC∂B) f , (2.80a)

$ξ lnγ= ( f ∂u + ξ
r∂r) lnγ+ 2DAξ

A− 2UA∂A f , (2.80b)

$ξgur = −e2β
�

2ξα∂αβ + ∂rξ
r + UA∂A f + ∂u f

�

. (2.80c)

These expressions will be used below in sections 3 and 4 when looking at the conditions which
preserve the BS and NU gauges.

The radial part of the vector field is then determined by the requirement that (2.80a) be
compatible with the ansatz (2.3). Preserving the form of the angular metric imposes that the
radial part has an expansion of the form

ξr = rξr
+1 + ξ

r
0 +
ξr

1

r
+

1
r2

�

ξr
l2 ln r + ξr

2

�

+O(r−3) , (2.81)

where the various coefficients of the expansion are a priori arbitrary functions of (u, xA).
In summary, the residual symmetries are generated by ξ, parametrized by the free func-

tions of (u, xA) which are the supertranslations f , the superrotations Y A, and the functions
appearing in the expansion of ξr . These vector fields preserve the on-shell fall-off conditions
(2.4) without any extra restrictions on the generators. The functions appearing in the expan-
sion of ξr are for the moment arbitrary, but will be determined in terms of the field content
of the solution space upon reduction of the partial Bondi gauge to the BS or NU gauge. Since
the choice of BS or NU gauge amounts to a choice of radial coordinate, it is natural that this
is what determines the form of the radial component of the vector field. We show below in
section 3 that in BS gauge ξr contains a single free function (in addition to f and Y A), which
appears at order O(r) and parametrizes Weyl transformations. In section 4 we then show that
in NU gauge in addition to this Weyl parameter there is a free function also at order O(r0),
which parametrizes the radial translations. One should then compute the charges in order to
see which part of the vector field is actually associated with a true (i.e. non-gauge) asymp-
totic symmetry. We know that the Weyl transformations are associated to a non-vanishing
charge [125], and are therefore physical, while for the radial translations there is so far no
computation of the charge. This lengthy task is postponed to future work, and for the time
being we focus on the algebra and transformation laws.
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2.6.2 Transformation laws

In order to obtain the transformation laws of various functionals on phase space, we first
expand the angular part of the asymptotic Killing vector as

ξA = Y A+
IA
1

r
+

IA
2

r2
+

IA
3

r3
+O(r−4)

= Y A− e2β0

�

qAB

r
−

CAB

2r2
+

1
3r3

�

2β2qAB + γAB
4

�

�

∂B f +O(r−4) , (2.82)

with β2 and γAB
4 given respectively in (2.7b) and (D.7a). The transformation laws for the

boundary sources and volume element are

δξ ln
p

q = 2ξr
+1 + f ∂u ln

p
q− UA

0∂A f + DAY A , (2.83a)

δξβ0 =
�

f ∂u + $Y

�

β0 +
1
2

�

ξr
+1 + ∂u f + UA

0∂A f
�

, (2.83b)

δξUA
0 =

�

f ∂u + $Y + ∂u f + UC
0 ∂C f

�

UA
0 − ∂uY A−

Λ

3
e4β0∂ A f , (2.83c)

where $Y X A = [Y, X ]A = Y B∂BX A− X B∂BY A. This shows that ξr
+1 is related to the Weyl rescal-

ings of the induced boundary metric. These transformation laws also give the constraints
on the symmetry generators which have to be satisfied if the boundary sources are turned
off and/or if the boundary volume element is kept fixed. In particular, we see that fixing
β0 = 0 = UA

0 imposes that the Weyl factor is determined by ∂u f . We also note that the trans-
formation of U0 does not depend on ξr .

Looking at the radial expansion of (2.80a), we can now read the transformation laws of
the various subleading components of the angular metric. We find

δξqAB =
�

f ∂u + $Y + 2ξr
+1

�

qAB − U0
(A∂B) f , (2.84a)

δξCAB =
�

f ∂u + $Y + ξ
r
+1

�

CAB +
�

$I1
+ 2ξr

0

�

qAB −
�

U1
(A+ Ū0

(A

�

∂B) f

=
�

f ∂u + $Y + ξ
r
+1

�

CAB + 2ξr
0qAB − 2e2β0

�

2∂(Aβ0∂B) f + DA∂B f
�

− Ū0
(A∂B) f , (2.84b)

δξDAB =
�

f ∂u + $Y

�

DAB +
�

$I1
+ ξr

0

�

CAB +
�

$I2
+ 2ξr

1

�

qAB −
�

U2
(A+ Ū1

(A+
¯̄U0
(A

�

∂B) f

=
�

f ∂u + $Y

�

DAB + ξ
r
0CAB + 2ξr

1qAB − ¯̄U0
(A∂B) f

+
1
2

e2β0
�

DC C(AC − C(AC DC − ∂(AC − 2C(AC∂
Cβ0

�

∂B) f

+
1
2

e2β0
�

D(ACB)C − 2DC CAB − 2C(AC∂B)β0

�

∂ C f , (2.84c)

δξEAB =
�

f ∂u + $Y − ξr
+1

�

EAB + ξ
r
+1ElAB + $I1

DAB +
�

$I2
+ ξr

1

�

CAB +
�

$I3
+ 2ξr

2

�

qAB

−
�

U3
(A+ Ū2

(A+
¯̄U1
(A+ E(AC UC

0

�

∂B) f , (2.84d)

δξElAB =
�

f ∂u + $Y − ξr
+1

�

ElAB + 2ξr
l2qAB − El(AC UC

0 ∂B) f − U l3
(A∂B) f , (2.84e)

where $Y CAB = Y C∂C CAB + C(AC∂B)Y
C and we have denoted ŪA = CABUB and ¯̄UA = DABUB.

Using δC = qABδCAB −δqABCAB we then find the variations of the traces, which are

δξC =
�

f ∂u + $Y − ξr
+1

�

C + 4ξr
0 − 2e2β0

�

4∂Aβ0 + DA

�

∂ A f , (2.85a)

δξD =
�

f ∂u + $Y − 2ξr
+1

�

D+ ξr
0C + 4ξr

1 − e2β0
�

CAB

�

4∂ Bβ0 + DB
�

+ 2∂AC − 2DBCAB

�

∂ A f ,

δξEl =
�

f ∂u + $Y − 3ξr
+1

�

El + 4ξr
l2 − 2UA

l3∂A f . (2.85b)
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From this we then get that the variations of the trace-free tensors appearing in the solution
space are given by13

δξCTF
AB =

�

f ∂u + $Y + ξ
r
+1

�

CTF
AB − CTF

(AC UC
0 ∂B) f − 2e2β0

�

2∂(Aβ0∂B) f + DA∂B f
�TF

, (2.86a)

δξETF
lAB =

�

f ∂u + $Y − ξr
+1

�

ETF
lAB − ETF

l(AC UC
0 ∂B) f −

�

U l3
(A∂B) f

�TF
, (2.86b)

δξLAB =
�

f ∂u + $Y

�

LAB −L(AC UC
0 ∂B) f , (2.86c)

δξB
0
AB =

�

f ∂u + ∂u f + $Y + 2ξr
+1

�

B0
AB −B0

(AC UC
0 ∂B) f +B0

ABUC
0 ∂C f +

Λ

3

�

D(A
�

e4β0∂B) f
�

�TF

,

δξB
Λ
AB =

�

f ∂u + ∂u f + $Y + 2ξr
+1

�

BΛAB −BΛ(AC UC
0 ∂B) f +BΛABUC

0 ∂C f . (2.86d)

The last three variations are used as a consistency check. They show that imposing the con-
straint BΛAB = 0 and/or removing the logarithmic terms does not give any restrictions on the
symmetry parameters. The variation (2.86b) shows that the logarithmic term U l3

A gives rise to
a logarithmic term ElAB in the angular metric.

We now give for completeness the variation of the “covariant” spin-2 functional, which can
be computed from the definition (2.39) and the above transformation laws. We find

δξEAB =
�

f ∂u + $Y − ξr
+1

�

EAB + 3ξr
+1ETF

lAB − 2ξr
0LAB − E(AC UC

0 ∂B) f + 2e2β0
�

P(A∂B) f
�TF

− e2β0
�

�

L(AC DB)∂
C f
�TF −

�

∂ C f D(ALB)C
�TF
+ ∂ C f

�

4∂Cβ0 + DC

�

LAB

�

. (2.87)

As announced above, we see that this functional does not transform homogeneously even for
the subset of symmetries corresponding to f = 0 (which is Diff(S2)nWeyl in the BMSW gauge
studied in [124,125]). Furthermore, we see that since EAB and ElAB have the same weight for
ξr
+1 in their transformation laws, it is not possible to find a combination which is homogeneous

for f = 0. Similarly, for the momentum we find

δξPA =
�

f ∂u + $Y − 2ξr
+1

�

PA− UB
0 PB∂A f + DB

�

ξr
+1LBA

�

+ 3e2β0
�

MqAB −ÝMεAB

�

∂ B f

+ (terms in ∂A f ) ,
(2.88)

so the logarithmic term coming with ξr
+1 gives an anomaly. It is interesting to note that these

anomalous terms in the transformation of EAB and PA are related to the overleading logarith-
mic terms appearing at the same 1/rn order in the expansion (2.38). This suggests that all
the leading terms in the expansion (2.38), or equivalently (2.55), do not suffer from these
anomalies and are actually covariant when f = 0. This is confirmed by the transformation
(2.86c) of LAB, and by the transformation of the leading term in (2.38b), which is

δξ
�

DBLAB

�

=
�

f ∂u + $Y − 2ξr
+1

��

DBLAB

�

+ ∂ B f
�

∂u + ∂u ln
p

q+ UC
0 DC + 2DC UC

0

�

LAB

−
1
2
∂A f

�

LBC∂uqBC + 2UB
0 DCLBC

�

− ∂ C f
�

2DBU0
CLAB +LB

A∂uqBC

�

. (2.89)

We do not compute here the lengthy transformations of M, JA and NAB, but conjecture based
on this observation that these functionals transform homogeneously when f = 0, and therefore
truly deserve the name “covariant” (while, we recall, EAB and PA are only covariant in the
absence of logarithmic terms). One should note that EAB and PA are however covariant when
Λ 6= 0, since in this case all the logarithmic terms vanish.

It is also interesting to study the transformations of the NP scalars projected on the leading
frames. For this we first compute the variation of the leading frame itself. Decomposing Y on

13One should note that δξCTF
AB = δξ

�

CTF
AB

�

6=
�

δξCAB

�TF
, and similarly for the other tensors, so these are the

variations of trace-free tensors and not the trace-free variations.
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the null frames as Y A = Ym̄A
0 + ȲmA

0 with Y = YAmA
0 and Ȳ = YAm̄B

0 , we find

δξmA
0 =

�

f ∂u − ξr
+1

�

mA
0 +

1
2

m0
B

�

∂ (A f UB)
0 − D(AY B)

�

+
1
2

mA
0

�

mC
0 mB

0 − m̄C
0 m̄B

0

��

∂B f U0
C − DC YB

�

=
�

f ∂u − ξr
+1

�

mA
0 +

1
2

mA
0

�

U0(ð+ ð̄) f + Ū0(ð− ð̄) f − (ð+ ð̄)Y − (ð− ð̄)Ȳ
�

− m̄A
0

�

ðY − U0ð f
�

, (2.90)

with U0 = UA
0 m0

A and Ū0 = UA
0 m̄0

A, and where we have used mA
0ð̄ f + m̄A

0ð f = ∂ A f . Note that f
is of helicity 0. With this we then find

δξL=
�

f ∂u − 2ξr
+1 +Y ð̄+ Ȳð+ (ð+ ð̄)(Ȳ −Y) + (U0 − Ū0)(ð+ ð̄) f

�

L , (2.91a)

δξEl =
�

f ∂u − 3ξr
+1 +Y ð̄+ Ȳð+ (ð+ ð̄)(Ȳ −Y) + (U0 − Ū0)(ð+ ð̄) f

�

El (2.91b)

− 6mA
0U l3

A ð f , (2.91c)

δξE =
�

f ∂u − 3ξr
+1 +Y ð̄+ Ȳð+ (ð+ ð̄)(Ȳ −Y) + (U0 − Ū0)(ð+ ð̄) f

�

E (2.91d)

+ ξr
+1El − 2ξr

0L+ e2β0
�

4Pð f − 4∂Aβ0∂
A f L− 2

�

ð̄ð f
�

L− ð f ð̄L− ð̄ f ðL
�

, (2.91e)

which shows once again that L and El transform homogeneously when f = 0 while E has an
anomaly due to the logarithmic terms.

As explained at the end of section 2.4.2, subleading term in the expansion (2.55) of the
Weyl tensor, such as Ψ5

0 = E + LABmA
0mB

1 , do not have a well-defined helicity. This quantity
can however still be written in terms of a projection on the celestial basis mA

0. Explicitly, this
comes from the rewriting

L1 := LABmA
0mB

1 =
1
4

�

2
�

σ2 − σ̄2

�

− C
�

L , (2.92)

where the right-hand side is indeed a projection onto mA
0mB

0 , although it is the sum of terms
of respective helicity +4, 0, and +2. The transformation law for this object is

δL1 =
�

f ∂u − 3ξr
+1 +Ym̄A

0∂A+ ȲmA
0∂A

�

L1 − ξr
0L

+
�

(ð+ ð̄)(Ȳ −Y) + 4
�

Ȳβ1 −Yβ̄1

�

+ (U0 − Ū0)(ð+ ð̄) f
�

�

σ2 −
1
4

C
�

L

+
1
2

e2β0L
�

ðð̄+ ð̄ð+ ðð− ð̄ð̄
�

f +Le2β02
�

ðβ0ð̄ f + ðβ0ð f + ð̄β0ð f − ð̄β0ð̄ f
�

, (2.93)

which can be combined with (2.91e) to show that Ψ5
0 does indeed not transform homoge-

neously.
As a conclusion for this subsection, we can note that all the transformation laws computed

above, for any phase space function O, take the general form

δξO =
�

f ∂u + $Y + ( j −w)ξr
+1

�

O+
�

U0 ·O · ∂ f
�

+ (. . . ) , (2.94)

where the terms in (. . . ) do not depend on O. The component ξr
+1 of the radial part of the

vector field, which later on will be related in BS and NU gauge to the Weyl transformations,
appears with a factor controlled by the spin and the conformal weight. For the various func-
tionals considered here these labels are given by

Qs El L qAB CAB DAB EAB ElAB PA LAB BΛAB C D mA
0 m̄A

0
j 0 0 0 2 2 2 2 2 1 2 2 0 0 −1 −1
w 3 3 2 0 1 2 3 3 3 2 0 1 2 0 0
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The second term in (2.94) is a contraction of the boundary source UA
0 with an angular deriva-

tive of f and the functional O, whose particular index structure depends also on the spin of
O.

The tensor CAB has spin and weight such that ðuCAB = (∂u + 2γ0)CAB, which is indeed the
combination appearing in the generalized news (2.34). This latter, just like the news NAB, has
conformal dimension w= 2, so ðuNAB = ∂uNAB in agreement with (2.46).

2.6.3 Symmetry algebra

Let us finally discuss the algebra formed by the vector fields preserving the partial Bondi gauge.
With the above transformation laws at our disposal, we can use the modified (or adjusted) Lie
bracket [28] to compute the bracket between vector fields where the coefficients of the expan-
sion (2.81) have an arbitrary field dependency. This generically leads however to algebroids
with field-dependent structure functions. In order to bring the algebra in a more readable
form, it is convenient to imagine having performed a field-dependent redefinition of the radial
coefficients in order to write the vector field as

ξµ =
�

f , h r + k+
1
2

e2β0
�

4∂Aβ0 + DA

�

∂ A f +O(r−1), Y A−
1
r

e2β0∂ A f +O(r−2)
�

. (2.95)

The function h parametrizes the Weyl transformations and is common to the BS and NU gauges,
while k parametrizes the radial translations which only appear in the NU gauge. Expression
(2.95) is precisely the form that the asymptotic Killing vector will take in NU gauge, or in BS
gauge when setting k = 0.

There is a subtlety to be noted at this stage however, which is that (2.81) contains a priori an
infinite tower of arbitrary functions. Here we are considering in (2.95) only the contributions
from the leading functions ξr

+1 and ξr
0, which are the only ones which will survive the gauge

fixing to BS and NU gauge later on. In any case, one can expect that computing the charges
with (2.81) will reveal that the functions ξr

n>0 are pure gauge.
Using the modified bracket on (2.95) in order to take into account the field-dependency,

we find
�

ξ( f1, h1, k1, Y1),ξ( f2, h2, k2, Y2)
�

?
=
�

ξ( f1, h1, k1, Y1),ξ( f2, h2, k2, Y2)
�

−
�

δξ1
ξ2 −δξ2

ξ1

�

= ξ( f12, h12, k12, Y12) ,
(2.96)

with

f12 = f1∂u f2 + Y A
1 ∂A f2 −δξ1

f2 − (1↔ 2) , (2.97a)

h12 = f1∂uh2 + Y A
1 ∂Ah2 −δξ1

h2 − (1↔ 2) , (2.97b)

k12 = f1∂uk2 + Y A
1 ∂Ak2 − h1k2 −δξ1

k2 − (1↔ 2) , (2.97c)

Y A
12 = f1∂uY A

2 + Y B
1 ∂BY A

2 −δξ1
Y A

2 − (1↔ 2) . (2.97d)

When δ( f , Y A, h, k) = 0, i.e. for field-independent parameters, we therefore obtain an algebra
given by the double semi-direct sum

�

diff(I+) +Rh

�

+Rk . (2.98)

Here diff(I+) stands for the diffeomorphisms diff(S2) of the two-sphere, generated by Y A,
together with the temporal diffeomorphisms diff(R) generated by f . Let us stress once again
that this is only the asymptotic algebra, and that (2.81) contains a priori more independent
functions. In the BS and NU gauge however only h and k survive.
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From these basic commutation relations, we can then compute the structure functions of
the algebra (or algebroid) obtain with any field-dependent redefinition of the parameters. We
see for example from (2.83) that freezing the boundary volume or turning off the boundary
sources imposes field-dependent consistency conditions on the parameters, which must be
taken into account in order to compute the algebra of vector fields in these special cases.

In the three-dimensional construction of the NU gauge with Weyl and radial translation
symmetries, a change of slicing is required in order to obtain integrable charges [123]. This
change of slicing is a field-dependent redefinition of the symmetry generators. Based on this
three-dimensional result, one can guess that in the four-dimensional NU gauge with boundary
sources a change of slicing will also be necessary in order to arrive at a “genuine” slicing,
defined by the requirement that the charges be integrable in the absence of news [95]. If such
a field-dependent redefinition of the generators is required in order to reach a genuine slicing,
then the structure (2.97) of the algebra (2.98) will change accordingly. One can conjecture that
the resulting algebra will be the semi-direct product of the Λ-BMS algebra with two abelian
components (corresponding to the Weyl transformations and the radial translations), but the
study of the charges is necessary in order to confirm this.

It is interesting to note that the symmetry algebra (2.98) bears similarities with the
so-called extended corner symmetry algebra recently discussed in the literature. In [181,
182], it was argued that the corner symmetry algebra canonically associated with co-
dimension 2 boundaries has the structure Ac =

�

diff(S2) + gl(2,R)
�

+ R2, which becomes
Ac

I+ =
�

diff(S2)+Weyl
�

+R2 asymptotically and in Bondi gauge [104] (i.e. a subgroup of the
linear group becomes the Weyl factor). Similarly to what happens in three dimensions [123],
one can expect that a change of slicing for the asymptotic Killing vector fields will lead to
a rewriting of the algebra (2.98) in the form Ac

I+ , where Weyl ≡ Rh and where the R2 en-
compasses the supertranslations and the radial translations Rk. In this sense, the symmetry
algebra (2.98) is an extension of the BMSW algebra which is closer to the universal corner al-
gebra Ac. This answers in part the question of which gauge and boundary conditions can lead
to an asymptotic realization of Ac. One can expect that the inclusion of gl(2,R) will require a
relaxation of the condition grA = 0 imposed in the partial Bondi gauge.

2.7 Symplectic potential

The symplectic potential is the object which defines the covariant phase space. It enables to
identify the flux, gives rise to the symplectic structure which identifies the canonical pairs,
and serves as the starting point for the computation of the charges. As is well-known, in
some situations the symplectic structure may diverge asymptotically. Instead of curing these
divergencies by strengthening the fall-off conditions, it is now accepted that a procedure of
symplectic renormalization should instead be used [67, 69, 91, 98, 99, 168, 178, 183]. This
is done by supplementing the symplectic potential with a corner term, which in turn can be
understood as the symplectic potential of a boundary Lagrangian. In the three-dimensional
study of the (generalized) NU gauge with cosmological constant and boundary sources, this
was achieved in [123]. The initial step is to study the bare symplectic potential coming from
the Einstein–Hilbert action.

The symplectic potential and its components of interest in the partial Bondi gauge are given
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by14

Θµ =
p

−g
�

gαβδΓµ
αβ
− gµαδΓ β

αβ

�

, (2.99a)

Θu =
p
γ
�

e2βγABδΓ u
AB +δ

�

Γ r
r r + Γ

A
rA

�

�

, (2.99b)

Θr =
p
γ

�

δ
�

Γ u
uu + Γ

A
uA− Γ

r
ur

�

+ UAδ
�

Γ u
Au + Γ

B
AB − Γ

r
Ar

�

+
V
r
δΓ A

rA+ e2βγABδΓ r
AB

�

. (2.99c)

Our goal is to compute the divergent and finite pieces of the temporal and radial fluxes in the
partial Bondi gauge, in order to then restrict the results to the BS and NU gauges. To do so, we
note that

p
γ = O(r2), so that the terms multiplying this volume above must be expanded to

O(r−3) in order to obtain the finite and divergent pieces. An additional complication in the NU
gauge (and therefore also in the partial Bondi gauge) is that the co-dimension 2 volume form
has a non-trivial radial expansion (D.10b) due to the relaxation of the determinant condition.
This has the effect of mixing various orders in the terms multiplying the volume in (2.99).

Let us start by analyzing the time component of the symplectic potential. This gives the
symplectic structure on a constant-u hypersurface. Using (D.10) and the expansions

Γ u
AB =

1
2

e−2β0
�

2rqAB + CAB

�

+O(r−1) , (2.100a)

Γ r
r r =O(r−3) , (2.100b)

Γ A
rA =

2
r
−

C
2r2
+O(r−3) , (2.100c)

we find

Θu =
1
2
p

q
�

2rδ
�

ln q− 4β0

�

+ CABδqAB + Cδ
�

ln q− 2β0

�

�

+O(r−1) . (2.101)

This is in agreement with (B.19) of [125] when C = 0 = β0 (i.e. in BS gauge and without
boundary sources). Again, it should be noted that here CAB is not trace-free if we are not in
BS gauge.

The computation of the radial part of the potential is extremely lengthy, and detailed in
appendix H. The only simplifying assumption which we use in this appendix to compute the
radial potential is the absence of logarithmic terms in the solution space. We defer the study
of holographic renormalization in the presence of logarithmic terms to future work. For clarity
and simplicity we are going to report here the potential when the boundary sources are turned
off by setting β0 = 0 = UA

0 (the full result is in the appendix). With these simplifications, the
constraint BΛAB = 0 which we have found in the solution space becomes

∂uqAB
!
= qAB∂u ln

p
q+
Λ

3
CTF

AB . (2.102)

Furthermore, it is more transparent to write the potential in BS and NU gauge separately. The
expansion of the radial part of the potential is

Θr = r3Θr
3 + r2Θr

2 + rΘr
1 +Θ

r
0 +O(r−1) . (2.103)

In the absence of boundary sources, the divergent pieces in BS gauge are

Θr
3

�

�

BS =
2Λ
3
δ
p

q , (2.104a)

Θr
2

�

�

BS = −δ∂u
p

q , (2.104b)

Θr
1

�

�

BS =
1
2
∂u

�p
q qABδCTF

AB

�

−δ
�

p
q R[q] +

Λ

8
p

q [CC]
�

, (2.104c)

14We work in units in which 16πG = 1, so that the Lagrangian is L =
p
−g (R− 2Λ).
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while in NU gauge they are given by

Θr
3

�

�

NU = Θ
r
3

�

�

BS , (2.105a)

Θr
2

�

�

NU = Θ
r
2

�

�

BS +
Λ

2
δ
�p

q C
�

, (2.105b)

Θr
1

�

�

NU = Θ
r
1

�

�

BS −
1
2
∂u

�

δ
p

q C
�

+
Λ

8
δ
�p

q
�

2C2 − [CC]
�

�

. (2.105c)

We see that all the divergent pieces of the potential (in either gauge) are total variations
or total time derivatives. This is what enables to identify the counter-terms which must be
used for the symplectic renormalization. It is actually expected that the divergent pieces of
the potential take this general form, as this follows from the on-shell conservation of the
symplectic current. Indeed, by definition of the symplectic potential we have on-shell that
δL ≈ dΘ = ∂uΘ

u + ∂rΘ
r + ∂AΘ

A, so the divergent pieces in Θr are necessarily the sum of total
variations and total derivatives. This is the argument which explains why it is always possible
to implement symplectic renormalization, and the above explicit rewriting of the divergent
components of the potential therefore gives a useful consistency check. We can therefore per-
form the symplectic renormalization of the potential in the BS or NU gauges.

The finite piece Θr
0 =
p

qθ r
0 of the potential is very lengthy and can be found in appendix

H. In the absence of boundary sources we report its expression in BS and NU gauge in (H.17)
and (H.18) respectively. Because the study of these terms is more involved, we postpone it to
the sections below devoted specifically to the BS and NU gauges.

3 The BS gauge

We now explain in little more details how the partial Bondi gauge is reduced to the Bondi–
Sachs (BS) gauge upon imposing the determinant condition. This provides a useful consistency
check with known expressions in the literature, and also enables us to obtain the expression
for the (A)dS symplectic potential with free boundary volume (i.e. the Weyl sector). We also
explain how the reduction to the BS gauge determines the radial part of the asymptotic Killing
vector.

3.1 Gauge fixing

As discussed at length in the previous section, the partial Bondi gauge used to bring the metric
in the form (2.1) still leaves a freedom in the choice of the radial coordinate. In the BS gauge
this is fixed by the so-called determinant condition

Cγ := ∂r

� γ

r4

�

= 0 , (3.1)

where γ = detγAB. When this condition is imposed the radial coordinate is the areal distance
(see (2.36)). In order to satisfy this determinant condition, with γ = qr4, the components in
the expansion (2.3) of the angular metric need to have a fixed trace. This can explicitly be
seen for example in (D.10b). Each subleading term in the angular metric is then determined
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up to a trace-free tensor. Indeed, imposing the determinant condition at each order leads to

Cγ =O(r−3) ⇒ C = 0 , (3.2a)

Cγ =O(r−4) ⇒ DAB =
1
4

qAB[CC] +DAB , (3.2b)

Cγ =O(r−5) ⇒

(

El = 0 ⇒ ElAB = ElAB ,

EAB =
1
2

qAB[CD] + EAB,
(3.2c)

Cγ =O(r−6) ⇒



















Fl2 = 0 ⇒ Fl2AB =Fl2AB ,

Fl = [C El] ⇒ FlAB =
1
2

qAB[CEl] +FlAB ,

FAB =
1
8

qAB

�

4[CE] + 2[DD]−
1
4
[CC]2

�

+FAB,

(3.2d)

where DAB, EAB, FAB, ElAB, FlAB and Fl2AB are all trace-free.
We see as expected that the determinant condition starts by setting C = 0. This implies in

particular that in BS gauge we have LAB = DAB, which is indeed the tensor which is set to zero
in order to remove the logarithmic branches in BS gauge [184]. As explained in (E.5), it is
important to recall that due to the determinant condition in BS gauge we have DAPA = DAPA

for any vector PA.

3.2 Solution space

In the “traditional” way of studying the solution space in BS gauge, one starts from the onset
with the determinant condition, and therefore the terms in the expansion of the angular metric
are determined up a trace-free part as in (3.2). Solving the (r r) Einstein equation then leads
to

Er r =O(r−4) ⇒ β1 = 0 , (3.3a)

Er r =O(r−5) ⇒ β2 = −
1

32
[CC] , (3.3b)

Er r =O(r−6) ⇒

(

β3 = −
1

12
[CD] ,

βl3 = 0,
(3.3c)

Er r =O(r−7) ⇒



















βl24 = 0 ,

βl4 = −
3
32
[C El] ,

β4 = −
1
32

�

3[CE] + 2[DD]−
1
4

�

[CC]2 + [C El]
�

�

.

(3.3d)

One can check that this is indeed consistent with plugging (3.2) in the solutions (2.7) obtained
in the partial Bondi gauge. The construction of the solution space and the reduction to the
BS or NU gauge are of course commuting procedures. One can therefore obtain the solution
space in BS gauge from that in the partial Bondi gauge by using everywhere in the previous
section the expressions (3.2) obtained from the determinant condition.

In the case Λ 6= 0, as explained above and summarized in table 2, the BS gauge removes
all the logarithmic terms. More precisely, the determinant condition (3.2) sets the traces of
the logarithmic terms to be vanishing, while the trace-free parts are set to vanish by the (AB)
Einstein equations. As explained in [67], the (AB) Einstein equations then give at every order
an equation of the typeΛγn

AB = ∂uγ
n−1
AB +(. . . ) for n> 1, which therefore does not constrain EAB.

For example equation (I.1) shows thatFAB is indeed determined by ∂uEAB. This means that the
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solution space is entirely determined by 11 functions of (u, xA). These are the 8 unconstrained
functions (β0, UA

0 , qAB,EAB), and the 3 functions (M , UA
3 ) subject to evolution equations.

In the case Λ = 0, we still have the 6 functions (β0, UA
0 , qAB) but the time evolution of

qAB is constrained by B0
AB = 0. There is then an infinite tower of functions appearing in the

radial expansion of the angular metric (namely EAB, FAB, . . . ) and admitting a non-trivial
time evolution [28]. The logarithmic terms have a non-trivial time evolution as well, but this
latter depends only on the boundary metric and sources, as for example in (2.17c) and (2.20).
When the boundary metric has no time dependency and the boundary sources are turned off,
the evolution of the logarithmic terms in γAB can be integrated. For example LAB = DAB is a
constant of the motion by virtue of (2.17c), and therefore ElAB = ElAB evolves linearly in u
according to (2.20). This is in accordance with equation (12) of [138], which is a particular
case of our evolution equations.

3.3 Symplectic potential

In section 2.7 we have already presented the temporal component of the potential, as well
as the divergent pieces of the radial potential. We now focus on the finite piece of the radial
potential, gathering here once again the results of appendix H and restricting for clarity to the
case of vanishing boundary sources. This will enable us to perform some consistency checks
with the existing literature, and to present a new expression for the potential in (A)dS.

We recall that in BS gauge we have C = 0 and NAB = ∂uCTF
AB = ∂uCAB, and that the deter-

minant condition and the solution space give (3.2) and (3.3). The potential in BS gauge can
be found by imposing these conditions in (H.14d) and multiplying by the volume. This gives

Θr
0

�

�

BS =
1
4
p

q qABδ

�

CAB

�

R[q] +
5Λ
8
[CC]

�

− 2ΛEAB − 2DADC CBC

�

+δ
p

q
�

2M +
1
2

DADBCAB +
1
8
[CC]∂u ln

p
q
�

−
1
2
p

q CABδNAB

+δ
�

2
p

q M +
3
8
p

q ∂u[CC] +
1
2
[CC]∂u

p
q
�

−
1
2
p

q DA

�

DBCABδ ln
p

q
�

−
1

16
∂u

�

3
p

qδ[CC] + 2[CC]δ
p

q
�

.

(3.4)
The last three terms are respectively a total variation, a total angular derivative, and a cor-
ner term. This general expression features Λ, δ

p
q, and ∂u

p
q. The cosmological constant

introduces the spin-2 EAB in the potential and will enable us to reach the flat limit and also
the (A)dS rewriting of the potential. The variation of the boundary volume gives us access to
the Weyl sector and introduces the mass in the potential. Finally, the time derivative of the
leading metric will lead to a u-dependent generalization of BMSW, and also allow us to have
non-trivial radiation in (A)dS.

We can now check the consistency of this result in various limits. First, we note that the
flat limit is well-defined. This is the advantage of the Bondi gauge over the Starobinsky–
Fefferman–Graham gauge [67–69]. Taking Λ = 0 as well as ∂uqAB = 0 leads to the time-
independent BMSW gauge of [125]. The above expression is then in agreement with (2.36)
or (B.18) of [125] (up to the last corner term). Restricting in addition to δ

p
q = 0, we can

massage the potential to put it in the form of equation (5.17) of [178]. These limits provide a
first consistency check for the expression of the potential in BS gauge when Λ= 0.

Let us now rewrite the symplectic potential in the case Λ 6= 0 in order to compare it with
the result of [67]. For this we use the constraint (2.102) to rewrite the shear in terms of the
time evolution of the leading metric as ΛCAB = −3

�

∂uqAB +qAB∂u ln
p

q
�

. Using this the (A)dS
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potential (3.4) can be rewritten as

Θr
0

�

�

Λ 6=0
BS =

1
2
p

q qABδΠAB +δ
p

q
�

2M +
1
2

DADBCAB +
1
8
[CC]∂u ln

p
q
�

+δ
�

2
p

q M +
3
8
p

q ∂u[CC] +
1
2
[CC]∂u

p
q
�

−
1
2
p

q DA

�

DBCABδ ln
p

q
�

−
1
16
∂u

�

3
p

qδ[CC] + 2[CC]δ
p

q−
24
Λ

p
q qABδNAB

�

, (3.5)

where we have identified

ΠAB :=
1
2

CAB

�

R[q] +
5Λ
8
[CC]

�

−ΛEAB −
1
2

D(ADC CB)C −
3
Λ
∂uNAB . (3.6)

In order to match exactly [67]we can further rewrite this potential using the tensor SAB defined
in (2.45) and appearing in the (A)dS mass loss formula. We recall that in BS gauge and in the
absence of logarithmic terms this trace-free tensor is given by

SAB =
Λ2

6
EAB −

5Λ2

96
[CC]CAB −

Λ

12
R[q]CAB

+
1
2
∂u

�

NAB −
1
2

CAB∂u ln
p

q
�

−
Λ

4
qAB

�

[NC]−
1
2
[CC]∂u ln

p
q
�

−
1
2

�

DADB −
1
2

qAB DC DC
�

∂u ln
p

q+
Λ

12

�

D(ADC CB)C − qAB DC DDCC D

�

. (3.7)

Using the identities (E.9) and qABδ(qAB T ) = 2(δT + Tδ ln
p

q), a lengthy rewriting leads to

Θr
0

�

�

Λ 6=0
BS = −

3
Λ

p
q qABδSAB +δ

p
q
�

2M+
3
Λ

DADA∂u ln
p

q
�

+δ
�

2
p

q M −
5
8
∂u

�p
q [CC]

�

−
1
2
p

q DADBCAB −
3

2Λ
R[q]∂u

p
q
�

−
1
2
p

q DA

�

DBCABδ ln
p

q+
3
Λ

�

2DAδ ln
p

q+ DBδqAB −δqAB DB

�

∂u ln
p

q
�

+ ∂u

�

1
16
p

qδ[CC] +
3

2Λ
p

q qABδNAB −
3

4Λ
qABδCAB∂u

p
q+

3
2Λ

R[q]δ
p

q
�

.

(3.8)
This shows that the canonical partner to

p
q qAB is the quantity SAB identified in the (A)dS

mass loss formula (2.77), consistently with [67]. We note, as introduced in (2.45), that this
quantity is not just the radiation tensor, but a shift of this later by the covariant spin-2. We
also obtain here a generalization of the (A)dS potential to the case Λ-BMSW, and we see in
particular that the scalar quantity conjugated to the boundary volume naturally involves the
covariant mass (2.41) (written here in BS gauge and in the absence of boundary sources).

One should note that here the flat limit of (3.8) is well-defined, provided that we simply go
back to the equivalent expression (3.4). This is to be contrasted with the situation in [67,69],
where the flat limit requires the introduction of a corner term. The reason for this apparent
difference is that the starting point of e.g. [69] for the flat limit is their equation (4.4), which
upon a matching of the notations is only the first term in (3.8). Up to the irrelevant terms in
δ
p

q and the total derivatives, (3.8) and (4.4) of [69] therefore differ indeed by a corner term,
which needs to be reintroduced in this reference in order to obtain a well-defined flat limit.
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3.4 Vector fields and symmetries

We have seen in section 2.6 that the partial Bondi gauge admits asymptotic Killing vectors,
where the functions in the expansion of the radial part (2.81) of the vector field are a priori
free. The reduction to BS or NU gauge, which amounts to picking a radial coordinate, puts
additional conditions on this radial expansion. In order to see this, we use the fact that the
asymptotic Killing vectors in BS gauge must preserve the determinant gauge condition. This
amounts to the condition ∂r($ξ lnγ) = 0, where (2.80b) in BS gauge becomes

$ξ lnγ= f ∂u lnγ+
4
r
ξr + 2DAξ

A− 2UA∂A f . (3.9)

This in turn fixes the radial part of the vector field to

ξr =
r
2

�

2h− UA
0∂A f − DAIA+ UA∂A f

�

, ∂rh= 0 , (3.10)

where h(u, xA) is an integration “constant” arising because the determinant gauge condition
is differential. Here we have already used the freedom in redefining h up to an r-independent
function. The reason for performing this redefinition is to obtain the asymptotic expression
(2.95) for the vector field, which as we have shown leads to an algebra (instead of an alge-
broid). The expansion of ξr is

ξr = rh+
1
2

e2β0
�

4∂Aβ0 + DA

�

∂ A f +O(r−1) . (3.11)

The radial component (3.10) together with (2.78) define the asymptotic Killing vector in BS
gauge, where f , Y A and h parametrize respectively supertranslations (which is an abuse of
language since here we also allow for Λ 6= 0), superrotations, and Weyl transformations. We
note that there are no other constraints on these symmetry parameters, and that they have in
particular an arbitrary time dependency. For field-independent ( f , Y A, h) the algebra of these
vector fields is simply (2.98) with k = 0, i.e.

diff(I+) +Rh . (3.12)

This is nothing but the Weyl extension of the Λ-BMS symmetry studied in [67, 69] (although
in these references the charge algebra has also been computed).

The transformation laws follow immediately from the general expressions derived in sec-
tion 2.6 once we use the radial expansion (3.11). In particular we find

δξ ln
p
γ= 2h+ f ∂u ln

p
q− UA

0∂A f + DAY A , (3.13a)

δξqAB =
�

f ∂u + $Y + 2h
�

qAB − U0
(A∂B) f , (3.13b)

δξβ0 =
�

f ∂u + $Y

�

β0 +
1
2

�

h+ ∂u f + UA
0∂A f

�

, (3.13c)

δξUA
0 =

�

f ∂u + $Y + ∂u f + UC
0 ∂C f

�

UA
0 − ∂uY A−

Λ

3
e4β0∂ A f , (3.13d)

δξCAB = ( f ∂u + $Y + h)CAB − Ū0
(A∂B) f − 2e2β0

�

2∂(Aβ0∂B) f + DA∂B f
�TF

. (3.13e)

We recall that in BS gauge
p
γ= r2pq. We also note that with ξr

0 determined as in (3.11) the
partial Bondi gauge transformation law (2.85a) becomes δξC =

�

f ∂u + $Y − h
�

C , so we can
consistently set C = 0 in BS gauge.

Finally, let us mention for completeness the constraints on the symmetry parameters which
arise when turning off the boundary sources and considering a time-independent boundary
volume. This is the context of the time-independent BMSW study of [125] (the only difference
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being that we have both the cases Λ 6= 0 and Λ = 0 here). We can see from (3.13a), (3.13c),
and (3.13d) that setting ∂u

p
q = 0 and β0 = 0 = UA

0 imposes respectively the consistency
conditions

2∂uh+ ∂u

�

DAY A
�

= 0 , h= −∂u f , ∂uY A = −
Λ

3
∂ A f . (3.14)

When Λ= 0 we therefore get ∂uY A = 0 and ∂ 2
u f = 0, which implies that f = T +uW , where T

and W are functions of xA only which parametrize the time-independent supertranslations and
Weyl transformations. The resulting BMSW vector field is the one used in [54, 55, 124, 125]
to identify the covariant functionals as the primary fields under the action of Diff(S2)×Weyl
parametrized by (Y A, W ), and to identify the asymptotic equations of motion (equivalent to
the NP ones) by looking for primaries under the action of T . With these restrictions on the
solution space and the symmetry parameters, we can take the time derivative of (3.13e) to
find that the transformation of the news is given by

δξNAB

�

�

BMSW =
�

f ∂u + $Y

�

NAB − 2DA∂BW + qAB DC∂
CW . (3.15)

In general, the time derivative of the transformation (2.86a) of CTF
AB in the partial Bondi gauge,

or the transformation of the generalized news (2.34), will be much more complicated due to
the presence of time-dependency and the boundary sources. It should however be studied
in the future in order to understand the vacuum structure in the partial Bondi gauge, and in
particular what will play the role of the Geroch tensor.

4 The NU gauge

We finally turn to the study of the NU gauge. While this latter has been studied previously in the
Newman–Penrose formalism in absence of boundary sources and with C = 0 [126,128,136],
here the partial Bondi gauge enables us to present a treatment which is closer to that of the
BS gauge.

4.1 Gauge fixing

Here again, the goal is to complete the partial Bondi gauge with a fourth condition. The
historical Newman–Unti gauge condition which realizes this is gur = −1 [9]. We recall from
(2.35) that this amounts to choosing the radial coordinate as the affine parameter for the null
congruence.

Following the idea of Barnich and Troessaert to replace the algebraic determinant condition
by a differential condition in order to unleash the Weyl rescalings [28, 29], here we can also
replace the algebraic condition of Newman–Unti by a differential condition. We should note
however that the Weyl transformations are already accessible in the algebraic NU gauge, as
unraveled and studied in [126]. However, as in the standard BS gauge analysis, the Weyl
transformations discussed there are time-independent. As we will see shortly, going to the
differential NU gauge enables to access time-dependent Weyl transformations.

What we now take as the definition of the NU gauge is the generalized (or relaxed)
Newman–Unti condition

∂r gur = 0 ⇒ gur = −e2β0 , (4.1)

with β0(u, xA) arbitrary. We see that in order to describe this (generalized) NU gauge it is
crucial that we have included from the onset the boundary source β0 in our analysis of the
partial Bondi gauge. The NU gauge condition is then simply the requirement that βn>0 = 0.
We will see shortly that the NU gauge also allows for an extra radial symmetry generator which
is implicitly set to zero in [126].
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4.2 Solution space

If one builds the solution space starting from the NU gauge condition gur = −e2β0 , the (r r)
Einstein equation determines the expansion of the angular metric as

Er r =O(r−5) ⇒ DAB =
1
8

qAB[CC] +DAB , (4.2a)

Er r =O(r−6) ⇒







El = 0

EAB =
1
3

qAB

�

[CD]−
1
4

C[CCTF]
�

+ EAB ,
(4.2b)

where DAB and EAB are both trace-free. One can check that this is indeed consistent with
the gauge condition, since plugging these solutions in (2.7) will lead to vanishing coefficients
for βn>0. We do not give here the on-shell expression for FAB, which is obtained at the next
order, because it gets too lengthy and it is not necessary for our purposes. It can however be
computed from the vanishing of β4 given in (F.1c).

Equivalently, we can also reduce the solution space in partial Bondi gauge to that in NU
gauge by imposing the vanishing of the coefficients (2.7) of the expansion of β . At each order
this vanishing fixes the trace of a subleading component of the angular metric, and we can
then determine this component accordingly, up to a trace-free part. This gives the expressions
(4.2) above.

4.3 Symplectic potential

The temporal component of the potential and the divergent pieces of the radial potential have
been given above in (2.101) and (2.105). One can clearly see by comparison with (2.104)
the difference between the BS and NU gauges. It should be noted that these two gauges do
not only differ by C , but also by terms arising from the fact that the two solution spaces are
actually different, as can be seen e.g. by comparing (3.2) and (4.2).

In the absence of boundary sources, the constant piece of the radial potential in NU gauge
is given in (H.18). Since this expression is quite involved, let us study it in the flat case and
with ∂uqAB = 0 = δpq. For comparison with the BS gauge, we should furthermore rewrite
the potential explicitly in terms of CAB

TF
. This can be done using in particular (A.1h). Denoting

NAB = ∂uCTF
AB, we then find with the simplifying assumptions that

Θr
0

�

�

NU =
1
4
p

q
�

2NABδCAB
TF
−δqAB

�

CTF
ABR[q]− 2DADC CTF

BC + DA∂BC
�

+δCR[q]
�

+δ(. . . ) + ∂u(. . . ) +
p

q DA(. . . ) .
(4.3)

We have omitted the total derivatives and variations since they do not play a role. Already
in this simplified setup, where we have removed the cosmological constant, the boundary
sources, the Weyl factor, and the time-dependency of the leading metric, we see that the trace
C appears in two places in the potential. It modifies the canonical pair conjugated to qAB, and
also appears as conjugated to the two-dimensional Ricci scalar R[q]. We therefore conclude
that the finite piece of the potential in NU gauge differs from that in BS gauge by trace terms.
These terms however drop if we further restrict the setup to that of the original BMS analysis,
with a fixed two-sphere metric q◦AB such that δq◦AB = 0 = δR[q◦]. Any relaxation of these
historical boundary conditions will give rise to a difference between the BS and NU gauges.

The fact that the BS and NU potentials differ is a surprise, and it suggests that the two
gauges may actually be physically inequivalent. This does not contradict the equivalence state-
ments made e.g. in [126,127,129], because these references set C = 0. We already see on the
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simplified setup leading to (4.3) that with C 6= 0 there is an extra canonical pair in the phase
space. The general formula (H.18) shows that for a more general setup (e.g. with Λ 6= 0 and
a time-dependent Weyl factor) the BS and NU potentials will differ also by terms not involving
C . Once again, this is because the solution space is different as we have seen above. As we
are about to see in the next section, it turns out that the presence of C in NU gauge is inti-
mately related to the existence of an extra radial asymptotic symmetry. Ultimately, one should
of course compute whether C and/or the extra symmetry parameter appear in the charges for
these asymptotic symmetries. We defer this heavy task to future work, and present for the
time being the structure of the symmetries.

4.4 Vector fields and symmetries

In order to find the asymptotic Killing vectors in NU gauge, we simply need to study how the
NU gauge condition (4.1) constrains the expansion (2.81) of the radial component found in
the partial Bondi gauge. Preserving the NU gauge condition requires ∂r($ξgur) = 0, where in
NU gauge (2.80c) becomes

$ξgur = −e2β0
�

2
�

f ∂u + ξ
A∂A

�

β0 + ∂rξ
r + UA∂A f + ∂u f

�

. (4.4)

This in turn fixes the radial part of the vector field to satisfy

∂rξ
r = h+ UA

0∂A f − 2IA∂Aβ0 − UA∂A f , ∂rh= 0 , (4.5)

where h(u, xA) is an integration “constant”, which we have already shifted here in an r-
independent manner in order to obtain a vector field forming an algebra instead of an al-
gebroid. Upon further integrating (4.5), we see that the radial component ξr will contain
two integration functions, h(u, xA) and a new k(u, xA), so that ξ has in total 5 free functions
( f , Y A, h, k) of (u, xA). To obtain the asymptotic expansion of the vector field we first use (2.82)
in NU gauge, and then integrate (4.5) to get

ξr = r h+ k+
1
2

e2β0
�

4∂Aβ0 + DA

�

∂ A f +O(r−1) , (4.6)

where a log term has dropped because of (2.10a), and where we have once again used the
freedom in redefining the integration constant in order to shift k. This expansion of the radial
vector field should be compared with its BS analogue (3.11). With our choices of integration
constants, we see that these vectors conveniently differ at leading order only by the presence
of the additional symmetry parameter k in NU gauge. At lower orders the components ξr in
BS and NU gauge actually also differ, in a way which we do not make explicit here but which
can easily be computed.

The transformation laws can be found by plugging the form of the radial vector field in NU
gauge into the general formulas of section 2.6. Because at leading order the vector field is the
same in BS and NU gauge up to the new symmetry parameter k, most of the transformation
laws are also the same up to the action of k. More precisely, here in NU gauge we get

δξ ln
p
γ= 2h+ f ∂u ln

p
q− UA

0∂A f + DAY A+O(r−1) , (4.7)

which agrees at leading order with the BS counterpart (3.13a). Note that here this equation is
computing the transformation of the expansion (D.10b), while in BS gauge the transformation
is exact because of the determinant condition. We see that here h plays also the role of a Weyl
rescaling, and that it is allowed to appear in (4.5) as an arbitrary function of (u, xA) and
independently from f precisely because we have considered the differential version (4.1) of
the NU gauge. The algebra formed by the vector field in NU gauge, which contains the free
functions ( f , Y A, h, k), is the time-dependent algebra

�

diff(I+) +Rh

�

+Rk.
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The transformation laws for the fields β0, UA
0 , and qAB are the same as in BS gauge and

given again by (3.13c), (3.13d), and (3.13b). The influence of the new symmetry generator
k is to act on subleading components of the angular metric, and we find

�

δξCAB

��

�

NU =
�

δξCAB

��

�

BS + 2kqAB , (4.8)

while for the trace we find

δξC =
�

f ∂u + $Y − h
�

C + 4k . (4.9)

We therefore see that (4.8) has acquired a shift in k with respect to the BS analogue (3.13e).
The transformation laws (3.13c), (3.13d), (3.13b), (4.7), and (4.8), are the generalization
to four-dimensional gravity of the three-dimensional results (2.12) in [123]. Note that (4.8)
should be read with care since in BS gauge CAB is trace-free while this is not the case in NU
gauge. What we mean by this equation is simply that the transformation of CAB in NU gauge
is given by the same formula (3.13e) as the transformation in BS gauge, although now with a
trace-full CAB. In any case, this is consistent with plugging ξr

+1 and ξr
0 in (2.84b).

Equation (4.9) shows that the new symmetry parameter k appearing in the NU asymptotic
Killing vector is related to the presence of the non-vanishing trace C in the said gauge. This
trace C can be set to zero by a choice of origin for the affine parameter (which in NU gauge
is the radial coordinate r), but the extra symmetry parameter at order r0 in ξr can shift this
value. Said the other way around, one can argue that the presence of this symmetry allows to
fix C = 0. This is used explicitly e.g. in [129]. But the question remains whether this symme-
try is gauge or physical, i.e. associated to a (non-)vanishing charge. In the three-dimensional
analogue of the generalized NU gauge studied here, there is indeed a non-vanishing charge as-
sociated with these radial translations, and they furthermore form an Heisenberg algebra with
the Weyl charges [123]. In order to study the (possible) charge associated with k in the present
four-dimensional context, one should first investigate the simplified solution space leading to
the potential (4.3) (where C survives). We expect, based on results from the three-dimensional
theory, that extracting the proper charges will require the use of a corner ambiguity and also a
possible change of slicing [91,95,96,123]. All these aspects will be investigated in forthcoming
work.

5 Perspectives

In this article we have studied the structure of asymptotically locally (A)dS and flat gravity
in Bondi coordinates, using the partial Bondi gauge (2.1). This partial gauge, built with only
three gauge fixing conditions and with no determinant condition, enables to treat together the
Bondi–Sachs (BS) and Newman–Unti (NU) gauges, which can each be reached at any later
stage of a calculation in the partial gauge by further imposing a specific fourth condition. So
far, the Newman–Unti solution space has been studied in the literature using the Newman–
Penrose formalism [126,164,165]. Here we have presented an analysis of the solution space
which is by design similar to the analysis in BS gauge. This enables to clearly contrast the two
gauge choices.

We have recalled why the NU gauge features an extra mode, which is the trace of CAB,
while this trace is set to vanish in BS gauge by the determinant condition. The NU gauge
also admits an extra asymptotic symmetry, which is parametrized by a function at order O(r0)
in the radial part of the asymptotic Killing vector. Together with the supertranslations, the
superrotations, and the Weyl transformations, which are also present in BS gauge, this extra
component in NU gauge leads to the asymptotic symmetry algebra

�

diff(I+) +Rh

�

+Rk . (5.1)
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The extra radial translation k present in NU gauge acts precisely by shifting the trace C . The
fate of this trace mode and that of the radial symmetry are therefore related. Indeed, one
should now compute the asymptotic charges in order to see whether the radial symmetry (used
to fix the value of C in [126,129]) is pure gauge or physical (as in the three-dimensional case
[123]). We have chosen to postpone this investigation to future work, but the key ingredients
for this calculation have been laid out here.

In this study of the partial Bondi gauge we have also included logarithmic terms in the
solution space by working with the polyhomogeneous expansion (2.3). We have seen that,
consistently, all these logarithmic terms are forced to vanish when Λ 6= 0 when completing the
partial gauge to BS or NU gauge and going on-shell. When Λ = 0 however, the logarithmic
terms are involved in evolution equations and also modify the Weyl scalars. Moreover, we have
kept in the construction of the solution space a free boundary metric with time-dependent fields
β0, UA

0 , and qAB. The solution space constructed here is therefore an extension of that in [67]
in two respects: the relaxation to the partial Bondi gauge, and the inclusion of the logarith-
mic terms. The prospects are however similar, namely to also study sourced holography and
understand radiation in (A)dS. We have seen how, in this endeavor, the Newman–Penrose for-
malism using the Weyl scalars and spin coefficients proves to be very useful. This has enabled
us in particular to recover the (A)dS evolution equation (2.77) for the mass, and to identify the
quantity SAB sourcing this equation and conjugated to qAB in the symplectic structure (3.8),
as the radiation tensor shifted by the covariant spin-2. This use of the NP formalism bypasses
the symmetry arguments used in [124] to identify the covariant functionals and derive the
evolution equations.

There are many interesting prospects to be explored in future work, and which rely on
some of the extensions of the asymptotic structure and the solution space presented here. A
non-exhaustive list is as follows:

• Radial translation charges.
An immediate and important follow-up is to compute the asymptotic charges and the
asymptotic charge algebra in the partial Bondi gauge. The question is that of the fate of
the new generator k in NU gauge, or equivalently the term of order O(r0) in the partial
Bondi gauge expansion (2.81). In three dimensions, we have shown in [123] that this
radial translation is a physical symmetry with a non-vanishing charge, and a choice of
corner term and integrable slicing was necessary in order to obtain integrable charges. In
the four-dimensional case, one can expect that similar subtleties will arise, and that there
will be a preferred genuine slicing in which the charges become integrable in the absence
of radiation. Although, as we have seen, there is no flux-balance law associated with the
trace mode C , it would be interesting to investigate whether and how this changes in
the presence of matter [134,135] and in modified theories of gravity [130–133].

• Subleading Weyl scalars and higher spin charges.
In the flat case there is an infinite tower of functionals whose time evolution is con-
strained. These are the subleading components of the angular metric, which appear
in “covariant” form in the subleading terms Ψn>5

0 in Ψ0. We have seen here how ETF
AB

appears in covariant form EAB in Ψ5
0 . These subleading terms are related to the higher

spin charges [51, 54] and to the Newman–Penrose conserved charges [185–188]. We
have explained here how these subleading terms can have mixed helicities. It would be
interesting for future work to analyse these subleading terms in details (not necessarily
in the partial Bondi gauge), in order to understand their relationship with the higher
spin symmetries and to relate them with the operators defined in the context of celestial
holography.
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• Logarithmic terms.
Another aspect of the present work which should be explored further concerns the poly-
homogeneous expansion and the role of the logarithmic terms. While in the asymptoti-
cally locally (A)dS case the logarithmic terms are necessarily vanishing on-shell, in the
flat case they are subject to evolution equations which we have derived. The question
is now how these logarithmic terms affect the symplectic renormalisation of the poten-
tial and the construction of the charges. We have also seen how the logarithmic terms
relax the standard fall-offs of Weyl scalars, and one should now study how they modify
the subleading terms in the Weyl scalars and the Newman–Penrose charges [185–188].
Moreover, it would be interesting to understand whether the logarithmic terms in the
solution space are related to the log soft theorem [154–156]. Finally, let us mention
an example where logarithmic modes play an important role. This is the case of three-
dimensional chiral gravity [189], where it has been shown that there is a new mode, the
“logarithmic primary”, which violates the usual Brown–Henneaux boundary conditions
and requires a larger class of boundary conditions [190–197]. While the setup is quite
different from the present analysis, this shows nonetheless that logarithmic modes can
arise in certain contexts. One should also extend the present construction to include
matter in order to see whether the logarithmic terms can lead to new flux-balance laws
and memory effects.

• Radiation in (A)dS.
The notion of radiation for spacetimes with Λ 6= 0 is poorly understood [70–85]. Al-
though here we have not directly discussed notions pertaining to gravitational waves
and quadrupole formulas in (A)dS, we have seen how certain well-defined quantities in
asymptotically flat spacetimes generalize to the case Λ 6= 0 and ∂uqAB 6= 0 (the ques-
tion of whether these remain the relevant quantities is however open). For example,
we have proposed a notion of generalized news in (2.34), and also identified the role
of the unconstrained spin-2 in the quantity SAB sourcing the mass loss and entering the
symplectic structure. We hope to clarify in future work the role of these quantities when
studying the memory effects in (A)dS.

• Robinson–Trautman solutions.
Our extended solution space, which includes in particular arbitrary time-dependent
sources for the boundary metric, is adapted to the study of the algebraically special
Robinson–Trautman spacetimes [159–163, 178]. These spacetimes are interesting in
their own right in order to study sourced holography and memory effects, but could also
provide a simplified setup in which to study the role of the trace mode C and the radial
symmetry in NU gauge.

• Asymptotic structure at spatial infinity.
We have focused in this paper on the analysis at null infinity, and raised several questions
regarding how much the boundary structure should be relaxed (e.g. so as to include log-
arithmic terms and/or time-dependency). A necessary complementary analysis, which
could help shed light on many of the questions raised here, should be performed at
spatial infinity, where the asymptotic structure also encodes important physical infor-
mation [198,199]. The radical difference between charges at null and spatial infinity is
that typically these latter are conserved and do not include flux [200–204]. The match-
ing of the charges from null to spatial infinity (or from past to future null infinity via
spatial infinity) should therefore put strong constraints on the null asymptotic structure,
and in particular possibly fix part of the time-dependency of the symmetry generators.
Such a study would however require to also extend the study of the asymptotic structure
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and boundary conditions at spatial infinity. Interestingly, it has already been noted15 that
spatial infinity supports symmetries which are more general than the usual BMS trans-
formations, and are in particular related to so-called logarithmic translations [205,206].
It would be interesting for future work to study how the partial Bondi gauge presented
here can be matched to an extended gauge and boundary conditions at spatial infinity.
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Appendices

A Notations and conventions

We gather here some notations and conventions used throughout the main text, as well as
some useful identities.

• All the angular indices A, B, . . . are lowered and raised with the leading order angular
metric qAB. We therefore have CAB = qACqBDCBD, and UA = qABUB.

• The one and only exception to this rule is with the full angular metric γAB, whose true
inverse such that γACγBC = δA

B is denoted γAB.

• It is sometimes more compact to lower and raise indices with other two-dimensional
tensors, in particular in the study of the symplectic potential in appendix H, so in these
cases we write

UA = qABUB, ŨA = γABUB, ŪA = CABUB, ¯̄UA = DABUB.

• The contraction of indices is denoted with square brackets, and in particular we have

[MN] = qAB MANB, [M̃N] = γAB MAN B, [M̄N] = CAB MAN B,

as well as objects such as [CC] = CABCAB.

• The traces in the metric qAB are denoted by index-free objects, e.g. C = qABCAB.

• Trace-free components are denoted by CTF
AB = CAB −

1
2 CqAB, and it is easy to see

that we therefore have [CTFDTF] = [C DTF] = [CTFD].

• The covariant derivative associated with γAB is DA and satisfies γABDC UB =DC ŨA.

• The covariant derivative associated with qAB is DA and satisfies qAB DC UB = DC UA.

15We thank the anonymous referee for pointing this out.

48

https://scipost.org
https://scipost.org/SciPostPhys.13.5.108


SciPost Phys. 13, 108 (2022)

• For the expansions in r we use the big-O notation, so that solving an equation E=O(r−n)
means that the terms in r−n+1 and above have been killed. By abuse of notation we also
use O(r−n) even for the polyhomogeneous expansions containing logarithmic terms.

• We define symmetrization as P(AQB) = PAQB + PBQA, i.e. without factor 1/2.

A few useful identities used throughout the main text are

CABδqAB + CABδqAB = 0 , (A.1a)

qABδCAB + qABδCAB = 2δC , (A.1b)

C(AC DC
B) =

�

[C D]− C D
�

qAB + DCAB + C DAB , (A.1c)

CAC CC
B =

1
2

�

[CC]− C2
�

qAB + CCAB , (A.1d)

CAC CC DCDB =
1
2

C
�

[CC]− C2
�

qAB +
1
2

�

[CC] + C2
�

CAB , (A.1e)

1
2
δ[CC] =

�

C2 − [CC]
�

δ ln
p

q+ CAB
�

δCAB − CδqAB

�

, (A.1f)

�

δ ln
p

q+δ
�

∂u ln
p

q =
1
p

q
δ∂u
p

q , (A.1g)

∂uCABδCAB = ∂uCTF
ABδCAB

TF
−

1
2

CTF
ABδ

�

C∂uqAB
�

+
�

1
2

qAB∂u + ∂uqAB

�

�

CδCAB
TF

�

+
1
2

�

1
2

C2∂uqABδqAB + ∂uCδC + CδC∂u ln
p

q− C∂uCδ ln
p

q
�

. (A.1h)

We give other useful identities involving covariant derivatives in appendix E below.

B Christoffel coefficients

We gather here the components of the Christoffel connection for the metric (2.1) in partial
Bondi gauge. Noting that here the repeated angular indices in Γ A

µA are summed, and using the
notation ŨA = γABUB, we have

Γ u
µr = 0 , (B.1a)

Γ A
rr = 0 , (B.1b)

Γ u
uu =

1
2

e−2β∂r

�

e2β V
r
+ γABUAUB

�

+ 2∂uβ , (B.1c)

Γ u
Au = −

1
2

e−2β∂r ŨA+ ∂Aβ , (B.1d)

Γ u
AB =

1
2

e−2β∂rγAB , (B.1e)

Γ r
uu =

1
2

e−2β
��

V
r
∂r + UA∂A

�

guu + ∂uγABUAUB
�

+
1
2r

�

2V∂uβ − ∂uV
�

, (B.1f)

Γ r
ur = −

1
2

e−2β
�

∂r

�

e2β V
r

�

+
1
2
γAB∂r

�

UAUB
�

�

− UA∂Aβ , (B.1g)

Γ r
r r = 2∂rβ , (B.1h)

Γ r
uA = −

1
2

e−2β
�

V
r
∂r ŨA+ UB∂uγAB + UB∂B ŨA+ ŨB∂AUB

�

�

−
1
2r
∂AV , (B.1i)

Γ r
Ar =

1
2

e−2βγAB∂r UB + ∂Aβ , (B.1j)
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Γ r
AB =

1
2

e−2β
��

∂u +
V
r
∂r

�

γAB +DAŨB +DB ŨA

�

, (B.1k)

Γ A
uu =

1
2

UA
�

e−2β∂r guu + 4∂uβ
�

−
1
2
γAB

�

∂B guu + 2∂uŨB

�

, (B.1l)

Γ A
uB = −

1
2

e−2βUA∂r ŨB +
1
2
γAC

�

∂C ŨB − ∂B ŨC + ∂uγBC

�

+ UA∂Bβ , (B.1m)

Γ A
uA = −

1
4

e−2β
�

∂rγABUAUB + ∂r[ŨU]
�

+ ∂u ln
p
γ+ UA∂Aβ , (B.1n)

Γ A
rB =

1
2
γAC∂rγBC , (B.1o)

Γ A
rA = ∂r ln

p
γ , (B.1p)

Γ A
ur =

1
2
γAB

�

∂Be2β − ∂r ŨB

�

, (B.1q)

Γ C
AB = Γ

C
AB[γ] +

1
2

e−2βUC∂rγAB . (B.1r)

C Spin coefficients and frame identities

Using the vectors ` and n defined in (2.27) and the null frames (2.37), the Ricci rotation
coefficients are defined by

γi jk := eµj eνk∇νeiµ . (C.1)

Below we give their explicit expression in the partial Bondi gauge, as well as their on-shell
expansion using the expansion (2.54a) for the frames. We find

α=
1
2
(γ124 − γ344) =

1
2

�

V
2r
Γ u

rA− Γ
r
rA− ˆ̄mB∇Am̂B

�

ˆ̄mA =
1
2r

DAm̄A
0 +O(r−2) , (C.2a)

β =
1
2
(γ123 − γ343) =

1
2

�

V
2r
Γ u

rA− Γ
r
rA− ˆ̄mB∇Am̂B

�

m̂A = −
1
2r

DAmA
0 +O(r−2) , (C.2b)

γ=
1
2
(γ122 − γ342) =

1
4r2

e−2β
�

r∂r V − V
�

−
1
2

nµ ˆ̄mA∇µm̂A =
Λ

6
r + γ0 +

γ1

r
+O(r−2) ,

(C.2c)

ε=
1
2
(γ121 − γ341) =

1
8
∂rγAB

�

m̂Am̂B − ˆ̄mA ˆ̄mB
�

− ∂rβ =
1

8r2
CAB

�

mA
0mB

0 − m̄A
0m̄B

0

�

+O(r−3), (C.2d)

π= γ421 = −
�

1
2

e−2βγAB∂r UB + ∂Aβ

�

ˆ̄mA =
1
r2

�

e−2β0 U2
A + CAB∂

Bβ0

�

m̄A
0 +O(r−3) , (C.2e)

ν= γ422 =
�

e−2β V
4r

�

2∂Aβ − e−2βγAB∂r UB
�

− Γ r
µAnµ

�

ˆ̄mA

=
Λ

3
r∂Aβ0m̄A

0 +
�

1
2

e−2β0∂AV+2m̄A
0 +
Λ

3
∂Aβ0m̄A

1

�

+O(r−1) , (C.2f)

µ= γ423 = −
1
2

e−2β
�

∂u ln
p
γ+

V
2r
∂r ln

p
γ+DAUA

�

= −
Λ

6
r −
Λ

24
C +

µ1

r
+O(r−2) , (C.2g)

λ= γ424 = −
1
2

e−2β
��

∂u +
V
2r
∂r

�

γAB + 2DAŨB

�

ˆ̄mA ˆ̄mB (C.2h)

= −
1
2

�

Λ

6
CTF

AB − e−2β0BΛAB

�

m̄A
0m̄B

0 +O(r−1) , (C.2i)

κ= γ131 = 0 , (C.2j)

τ= γ132 =
�

∂Aβ −
1
2

e−2βγAB∂r UB
�

m̂A =
2
r
∂Aβ0mA

0 +O(r−2) , (C.2k)

σ = γ133 =
1
2
∂rγABm̂Am̂B = −

1
2r2

CABmA
0mB

0 +O(r−3) , (C.2l)

50

https://scipost.org
https://scipost.org/SciPostPhys.13.5.108


SciPost Phys. 13, 108 (2022)

ρ = γ134 =
1
2
∂r ln

p
γ=

1
r
−

C
4r2
+O(r−3) , (C.2m)

where

γ0 =
1
4

e−2β0
�

V+2 +mA
0∂A

�

U0
B m̄B

0

�

− m̄A
0∂A

�

U0
B mB

0

�

− m̄0
BUA

0 DAmB
0

�

+
1
8

e−2β0
�

m̄A
0m̄B

0 −mA
0mB

0

�

�

BΛAB + 2DAU0
B −
Λ

6
e2β0 CTF

AB

�

, (C.3a)

γ1

�

�

U0=0 =
Λ

96

�

4D− [CC]
�

+
Λ

24

�

1
4

CCTF
AB −LAB

�

�

mA
0mB

0 − m̄A
0m̄B

0

�

+
1
8

e−2β0
�

∂uqAB −BΛAB

��

mA
0mB

1 − m̄A
0m̄B

1

�

+
�

DAm̄A
0mB

0 − DAmA
0m̄B

0

�

∂Bβ0

+
1
8

e−2β0

�

NAB −
1
2

CBΛAB

�

�

mA
0mB

0 − m̄A
0m̄B

0

�

, (C.3b)

µ1 =
Λ

96

�

2C2 + 4D− 3[CC]
�

−
1
8

e−2β0
�

�

2∂u + ∂u ln
p

q+ DAUA
0

�

C + 4
�

V+1 + DAUA
1 + Γ

A
1ABUB

0

�

�

. (C.3c)

The frames (2.54) used in the NP formalism satisfy important identities. First we have the
time derivative

∂umA
0 =

�

1
4
∂uqAB

�

m̄A
0m̄B

0 −mA
0mB

0

�

−
1
2
∂u ln

p
q
�

mA
0 −

1
2

�

∂uqBC mB
0 mC

0

�

m̄A
0 , (C.4)

which can in turn be used in (2.54c) to compute the time evolution ∂umA
1. Then, we have other

identities involving the time evolution, which are

m̄A
0m̄B

0

�

∂uqAC

�

qC D
�

∂uqDB

�

=
2
3

m̄A
0m̄B

0

�

ΛCAB − 3BΛAB

�

∂u ln
p

q , (C.5a)

m̄A
0m̄B

0

�

∂ 2
u qAB

�

= m̄A
0m̄B

0

�

Λ

3

�

∂u + ∂u ln
p

q
�

CAB −
�

∂u + ∂u ln
p

q
�

BΛAB

�

. (C.5b)

Finally we have the identities

CABmA
0mB

0 = CTF
ABmA

0mB
0 = iqACε

C DCTF
DBmA

0mB
0 , (C.6a)

mB
0 DBmA

0 = mA
0DBmB

0 , (C.6b)

mB
0 DBm̄A

0 = −m̄A
0DBmB

0 , (C.6c)
�

mA
0∂A+ 2β1

��

VAmA
0

�

=
�

DAVB

�

mA
0mB

0 , (C.6d)
�

mA
0∂A− 4β1

��

TABm̄A
0m̄B

0

�

=
�

DB T TF
AB

�

m̄A
0 , (C.6e)

2σ2VAm̄A
0 = −CTF

ABV AmB
0 , (C.6f)

�

VAm̄A
0

��

TABmA
0mB

0

�

= T TF
ABV AmB

0 , (C.6g)

2 Re
��

mA
0∂A− 2β1

��

VAm̄A
0

��

= DAV A , (C.6h)

4 Re(σ2TABm̄A
0m̄B

0

�

= −CTF
AB TAB = −CAB TAB

TF
, (C.6i)

which hold for any vector VA and any symmetric tensor TAB, and which can easily be complex-
conjugated to obtain mirror relations.

To compute the above expansions of the spin coefficients we have also used the expansion
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of the normal nµ = (nu, nr , nA), which is

nu = e−2β0 +O(r−2) , (C.7a)

nr = r2Λ

6
+

r
2

e−2β0 V+2 +
1
2

e−2β0 V+1 +
Λ

96

�

4D− [CC]
�

+
1
2r

e−2β0

�

V0 +
1

96

�

[CC]− 4D
��

6∂u ln
p

q+ 6DAUA
0 − e2β0ΛC

�

�

+O(r−2) , (C.7b)

nA = e−2β0 UA
0 +

2
r
∂ Aβ0 +O(r−2) . (C.7c)

D Expansion of the inverse angular metric

Here we explain how to obtain analytically the asymptotic expansion of the determinant and
the inverse of the angular metric. We initially assume that there is no logarithmic term in the
expansion of the angular metric, but the construction can straightforwardly be applied to take
such terms into account.

Let us denote all the matrices appearing in (2.3) by q ≡ qAB, C ≡ CAB, and so on. We also
denote by q−1 ≡ qAB the inverse to q, by C∗ ≡ CAB = q−1Cq−1 the tensor with indices raised
by qAB, and by a dot the matrix product C∗.D∗ = C∗qD∗ in q. We then use the fact that, for
arbitrary matrices A and B such that A and A+ B are non-singular, we have

(A+ B)−1 = A−1

�∞
∑

n=0

�

− BA−1
�n
�

. (D.1)

Applying this formula to γ (and discarding once again for simplicity the logarithmic terms)
with A= r2q and B = rC + D+O(r−1) enables to extract the coefficients in

γ−1 =
∞
∑

n=2

γ∗n
rn

. (D.2)

In particular, this gives

γ∗4 = −D∗ + C∗.C∗ , (D.3a)

γ∗5 = −E∗ + C∗.D∗ + D∗.C∗ − C∗.C∗.C∗ , (D.3b)

γ∗6 = −F∗ + D∗.D∗ + C∗.E∗ + E∗.C∗ − C∗.C∗.D∗ − C∗.D∗.C∗ − D∗.C∗.C∗ + C∗.C∗.C∗.C∗ . (D.3c)

This can then be rewritten using the fact that for 2× 2 matrices we have

AB + BA= (trA)B + (trB)A− det(A+ B)I+ (det A)I+ (det B)I , (D.4a)

det(A+ B) = det A+ det B + (det A)tr
�

A−1B
�

, (D.4b)

where tr(·) is the usual matrix trace. Introducing now the trace with respect to q defined as
trq(C)≡ tr(q−1C) = qABCAB and using the notation [CC]≡ tr(C∗C) = CABCAB we find

det(q−1C) =
1
2

�

trq(C)
2 − [CC]

�

, (D.5a)

det(q−1C)tr
�

C−1D
�

= det(q−1D)tr
�

D−1C
�

= [C D]− trq(C)trq(D) , (D.5b)

which we can use to obtain

C∗.C∗ =
1
2

�

[CC]− trq(C)
2
�

q−1 + trq(C)C
∗ , (D.6a)

C∗.D∗ + D∗.C∗ =
�

[C D]− trq(C)trq(D)
�

q−1 + trq(D)C
∗ + trq(C)D

∗ , (D.6b)

C∗.C∗.C∗ =
1
2

�

trq(C)
�

[CC]− trq(C)
2
�

q−1 +
�

[CC] + trq(C)
2
�

C∗
�

. (D.6c)
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Combining these formulas and switching back to the notation of the main text finally yields

γAB
4 = −DAB + CCAB

TF
+

1
2
[CC]qAB , (D.7a)

γAB
5 = −EAB + C DAB

TF
+ DCAB

TF
−

1
2

�

[CC] + C2
�

CAB +
1
2

�

C3 − C[CC] + 2[C D]
�

qAB, (D.7b)

γAB
6 = −FAB + C EAB

TF
+ ECAB

TF
+ DDAB

TF
−

1
2

�

[CC] + C2
�

DAB +
�

C
�

[CC]− D
�

− [C D]
�

CAB

+
1
4

�

[CC]
�

[CC]− 2D
�

+ 4[C E] + 2[DD]− 4C[C D] + C2(6D− C2)
�

qAB . (D.7c)

The subleading components γAB
4 and γAB

5 are unfortunately necessary because they appear in
the symplectic potential and when solving respectively for β2 and β3 in section 2.2.

To obtain the determinant, we proceed with the same notations as above and use formula
(D.4b) to expand

det(γ) = r4 det(q) + r2 det(C) + det(D) + det
�

E
r
+O(r−2)

�

+ det(q) tr
�

q−1
�

r3C + r2D+ rE + D+
F
r
+O(r−2)

��

+ det(C)tr
�

C−1
�

rD+ E +
D
r
+O(r−2)

��

+ det(D)tr
�

D−1
�

E
r
+O(r−2)

��

. (D.8)

To go back to the notations of the main text we then note that

det(C)
det(q)

=
1
2

�

C2 − [CC]
�

,
det(C)
det(q)

tr(C−1D) = C D− [C D] , (D.9)

and similarly with the other tensors appearing in the angular metric. Combining all these
results, we can for example extract the next order in the partial Bondi gauge solution (2.7),
which is used in appendix F.

At the end of the day, we can also reintroduce the logarithmic terms in order to expand the
determinant and the inverse of the polyhomogeneous metric (2.3). In this case we find that
the angular metric and the volume element have an expansion of the form

γAB =
qAB

r2
−

CAB

r3
+
γAB

4

r4
+

1
r5

�

γAB
5 − EAB

l ln r
�

+
1
r6

�

γAB
6 +

�

[C El]q
AB − C Elq

AB + El C
AB + C EAB

l − FAB
l

�

ln r − FAB
l2 (ln r)2

�

+O(r−7) , (D.10a)
p
γ
p

q
= r2 +

C
2

r +
1
4

�

2D− [CCTF]
�

+
1
2r

�

E +
1
4

C[CCTF]− [C DTF] + El ln r
�

+
1

4r2

�

1
32

�

3C4 − 4[CC]2 − 4C2[CC]
�

−
3
4

C2D+
1
2

D[CC] +
1
2

D2 + C[C D]− [DD]

+ C E − 2[C E] + 2F +
�

C El − 2[C El] + 2Fl

�

ln r + 2Fl2(ln r)2
�

+O(r−3) . (D.10b)

All of these expressions can of course be obtained with a computer, although there can be a
lot of guess work involved as more and more combinations of the tensors appear as one goes
to lower order in the radial expansion.
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E Expansion of the angular connection

In this appendix we assume once again for simplicity and clarity that there are no logarithmic
terms in the expansion of the angular metric. The Levi–Civita connection associated with the
angular metric γAB then admits an expansion of the form

Γ C
AB[γ] = Γ

C
AB[q] +

Γ C
1AB

r
+
Γ C

2AB

r2
+
Γ C

4AB

r3
+O(r−4) , (E.1)

with

Γ C
1AB =

1
2

�

DACC
B + DBCC

A − DC CAB

�

, (E.2)

Γ C
2AB =

1
2

qC D
�

∂ADDB + ∂B DAD − ∂DDAB

�

−
1
2

CC D
�

∂ACDB + ∂BCAD − ∂DCAB

�

+ γ4
MN qMCΓ N

AB[q] , (E.3)

Γ C
3AB =

1
2

qC D
�

∂AEDB + ∂B EAD − ∂DEAB

�

−
1
2

CC D
�

∂ADDB + ∂B DAD − ∂DDAB

�

+
1
2
γC D

5

�

∂ACDB + ∂BCAD − ∂DCAB

�

+ γ5
MN qMCΓ N

AB[q] , (E.4)

with γ4
AB and γ5

AB given above in (D.7). When the determinant condition is satisfied we have
at all orders the properties

Γ B
AB[γ]

BS
= Γ B

AB[q] = ∂A ln
p

q , DAPA BS
= DAPA , (E.5)

or in terms of the above expansion Γ B
nAB

BS
= 0, ∀n.

We now give a few identities involving combinations of covariant derivatives. In the com-
putation of (H.11) we use identities of the form

D(AP̄B) − C(AC DB)P
C − 2Γ C

1AB PC = PC DC CAB , (E.6a)

DAP̄A− CAB DAPB − Γ A
1 PA = Γ

B
1AB PA =

1
2

PA∂AC , (E.6b)

which hold for any vector PA with P̄A = CAB PB, and where we have denoted qABΓ C
1AB = Γ

C
1 .

With the expansion (2.9) we have

DAUA = DAUA
0 +

1
r

�

DAUA
1 + Γ

A
1ABUB

0

�

+O(r−2) . (E.7)

For any symmetric trace-free tensor TAB we have

DC DC TAB −
�

D(ADC TB)C
�TF
= R[q]TAB . (E.8)

Finally we note that
�

δ+δ ln
p

q
�

R[q] + 2DADAδ ln
p

q = −DADBδqAB , (E.9)

which also holds when replacing e.g. δ→ ∂u or δ→ ∂A.

F Subleading solution space

Here we report part of the structure of the solution space at subleading order. This is necessary
in order to compute the evolution equations in the case Λ 6= 0 and also to understand how the
logarithmic branches disappear in the case Λ 6= 0. Since we compute the evolution equations
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in section 2.4 with the boundary sources turned off, i.e. β0 = 0 = UA
0 , we also do so in this

appendix.
The solution for β is actually independent of the boundary sources β0 and UA

0 . Going
further in the expansion of (2.6), we find terms in r−4

�

βl24(ln r)2 + βl4 ln r + β4

�

, with

βl24 = −
3
8

Fl2 , (F.1a)

βl4 =
3
32

C El +
9
32
[C ETF

l ]−
3
8

Fl +
1
4

Fl2 , (F.1b)

32β4 = −12F + 4Fl + 9[ECTF] + 3C E − C El −
15
4
[El C

TF] + 4[LD] + D2

+
1
8

D
�

3C2 − 22[CC]
�

− 5C[LC]−
3

32
C2[CC] +

5
8
[CC]2. (F.1c)

The expansion (2.9) then continues with terms in r−4
�

UA
l24(ln r)2 + UA

l4 ln r + UA
4

�

, with

UA
l24 = 0 , (F.2a)

UA
l4 = −

3
4

�

1
2

CUA
l3 + CA

B UB
l3 − DB(E

TF
l )

AB −
1
3
∂ AEl

�

, (F.2b)

UA
4 = (lengthy) . (F.2c)

Finally, we find that the expansion (2.13) continues with r−1
�

Vl21(ln r)2+Vl1 ln r+V1

�

, where

Vl21 =
5Λ
12

Fl2 , (F.3a)

Vl1=
Λ

12

�

5
4

C El − 2Fl2 + 5Fl

�

+
1
2

DAUA
l3 −

1
4

CVl0 −
1
2
∂uEl −

11
8
[ElB

Λ]−
3
4

El∂u ln
p

q , (F.3b)

V1 = (lengthy) . (F.3c)

The expressions for UA
4 and V1 have been used for the computation of the NP (A)dS mass loss

equation, but are too lengthy to be displayed here.
We now give the real parts of the subleading terms in the Weyl scalar Ψ4 in the absence of

boundary sources. Off-shell of the (AB) Einstein equations we have

Re
�

Ψ l4
2

�

= −
3
4

DAUA
l3 +

1
4
[ElB

Λ]−
Λ

8

�

[El C] +
1
2
[CL]

�

, (F.4a)

Re
�

Ψ4
2

�

= −
1
2

DAPA−
3
4

CM+
Λ

24
CABEAB

+
Λ

48

�

5[C ETF
l ] + [CL]

�

−
1
2

DADBL
AB +

1
4
[NL]−

1
8
[CL]∂u ln

p
q . (F.4b)

On-shell of the constraints and in the case (A)dS we therefore get Re
�

Ψ l4
2

�

= 0 and (2.75),
which is what we have used in the main text.

G Alternative resolution of Eur = 0

The field equation Eur = 0 can rewritten using its trace to obtain the equivalent form
Rur = Λgur . At the difference with γABRAB = 2Λ, which is first order, this equation is sec-
ond order in V since we have

Rur =
�

∂r − ∂r ln
p
γ
�

Γ r
ur + ∂AΓ

A
ur − ∂u∂r(ln

p
γ+ 2β)

+
1
4
(∂uγAB)(∂rγ

AB) +
1
2
γABΓ C

AC[γ]
�

∂Be2β − ∂r ŨB

�

, (G.1)
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which contains ∂rΓ
r
ur . The expansion which solves this equation is of the form

V = r3V+3 + r2V+2 + r
�

V+l1 ln r + V+1

�

+ Vl0 ln r + 2M +O(r−1) , (G.2)

which differs from (2.13) by the presence of an additional r ln r term. The rewritten equation
sets

Rur −Λgur =O(r−1) ⇒ V+3 =
Λ

3
e2β0 , (G.3a)

Rur −Λgur =O(r−2) ⇒ V+2 =
Λ

6
e2β0 C − ∂u ln

p
q− DAUA

0 , (G.3b)

Rur −Λgur =O(r−3) ⇒ V+l1 = −
1
2
[CBΛ] , (G.3c)

Rur −Λgur =O(r−4) ⇒ Vl0 = [DB
Λ]−

1
4

C[CBΛ] +
Λ

3
e2β0 El , (G.3d)

where the logarithmic terms involve BΛAB defined in (2.18). As expected, we see that with this
method of resolution the logarithmic terms involve the constraints whose vanishing is implied
by the (AB) Einstein equations. The construction of the solution space is therefore consistent
if we follow the route presented in this appendix or that of section 2.2.

H Computation of Θr

Here we present the details of the calculation of the radial part Θr of the symplectic potential
in the partial Bondi gauge, assuming there are no logarithmic terms in the angular metric and
the solution space. We first rewrite the radial component of the potential in the form

Θr =
p
γ

�

δ
�

Γ u
uu + Γ

A
uA− Γ

r
ur

�

+ UAδ
�

Γ u
Au + Γ

B
AB − Γ

r
Ar

�

+
V
r
δΓ A

rA+ e2βγABδΓ r
AB

�

=:
p
γ
�

δA+ UAδBA+C+D
�

. (H.1)

We then study each term separately using the off-shell expansion of the connection components
(B.1). The only simplification which we use is to set β1 = 0 since at the end of the day this on-
shell condition is common to both the BS and NU gauges. We also assume that the logarithmic
branches have been removed so that e.g. UA

l3 does not appear in the expansion of UA.
The first term in the above rewriting is

A= Γ u
uu + Γ

A
uA− Γ

r
ur = rA+1 +A0 +

A1

r
+
A2

r2
+O(r−3) , (H.2)

with

A+1 = 2V+3 , (H.3a)

A0 = −e−2β0[U0U1] + 2[U0∂ β0] + V+2 + ∂u(ln
p

q+ 2β0) , (H.3b)

A1 = −e−2β0
�

[U1U1] + 2[U0U2] + [Ū0U1]
�

+ 2[U1∂ β0]− 4β2V+3 +
1
2
∂uC , (H.3c)

A2 = −e−2β0
�

3
�

[U0U3] + [U1U2]
�

+ [Ū1U1] + 2[Ū0U2] + [ ¯̄U0U1]− 2β2[U0U1]
�

+ 2
�

[U0∂ β2] + [U2∂ β0]
�

− 2M − 4β2V+2 − 6β3V+3 +
1
4
∂u

�

2D− [CC] + 8β2

�

. (H.3d)

The second term is

BA = Γ
u
Au + Γ

B
AB − Γ

r
Ar = B0A+

B1A

r
+
B2A

r2
+O(r−3) , (H.4)
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with

B0A = e−2β0 U1
A + ∂A ln

p
q , (H.5a)

B1A = e−2β0
�

2U2
A + Ū1

A

�

+
1
2
∂AC , (H.5b)

B2A = e−2β0
�

3U3
A + 2Ū2

A +
¯̄U1

A − 2β2U1
A

�

+
1
4
∂A

�

2D− [CC]
�

. (H.5c)

The third term is

C=
V
r
δΓ A

rA = C0 +
C1

r
+
C2

r2
+O(r−3) , (H.6)

with

2C0 = −V+3δC , (H.7)

2C1 = −V+2δC + V+3δ
�

[CC]− 2D
�

, (H.8)

2C2 = −V+1δC + V+2δ
�

[CC]− 2D
�

+
1
2

V+3δ
�

C3 − 6E − 3C[CC] + 6[C D]
�

. (H.9)

Finally, the fourth and most intricate term is

D= e2βγABδΓ r
AB = rD+1 +D0 +

D1

r
+
D2

r2
+O(r−3) , (H.10)

with

D+1 = qABδ
�

qABV+3

�

− 4δβ0V+3 , (H.11a)

D0 = qABδ

§

qABV+2 −
1
2

CABV+3 +
1
2
∂uqAB + DAU0

B

ª

+δβ0

�

CV+3 − 4V+2 − ∂u ln q− 2DAUA
0

�

+ V+3δC , (H.11b)

D1 = qABδ

§

qABV+1 −
1
2

CABV+2 +
1
2
∂uCAB + DAU1

B + CAC DBUC
0 +

1
2

UC
0 DC CAB

ª

− CABδ

§

1
2
∂uqAB + DAU0

B

ª

−δβ0

�

4V+1 − CV+2 +
�

[CC]− 2D
�

V+3 + ∂uC + 2DAUA
1 + UA

0∂AC
�

+ V+2δC +
1
2
δV+3

�

[CC]− 2D
�

+ V+3

�

γAB
4 δqAB −

1
2

CABδCAB − 4δβ2

�

, (H.11c)

D2 = qABδ

§

2MqAB +
1
2

CABV+1 +
1
2
∂uDAB −

1
2

EABV+3

ª

+ qABδ
¦

DA

�

U2
B + Ū1

B +
¯̄U0

B

�

− Γ C
1AB

�

U1
C + Ū0

C

�

− Γ C
2ABU0

C

©

− CABδ

§

qABV+1 +
1
2

CABV+2 +
1
2
∂uCAB + DA

�

U1
B + Ū0

B

�

− Γ C
1ABU0

C

ª

+ γAB
4 δ

§

qABV+2 +
1
2

CABV+3 +
1
2
∂uqAB + DAU0

B

ª

+ γAB
5 δ

�

qABV+3

�

−δβ0

�

8M − CV+1 − 2DV+2 − EV+3 + qAB∂uDAB + [CC]V+2 − CAB∂uCAB

�

−δβ0

�

γAB
4

�

CABV+3 + ∂uqAB + 2DAU0
B

�

+ 2γAB
5 qABV+3

�

− 2δβ0

�

DA

�

UA
2 +

¯̄UA
0 − CAB Ū0

B

�

+
1
2

�

UA
1 + ŪA

0

�

∂AC +
�

CABΓ C
1AB − Γ

C
2

�

U0
C

�

+δβ2

�

CV+3 − 4V+2 − ∂u ln q
�

− 4δβ3V+3 . (H.11d)
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We then collect all these pieces and use the expansion (D.10) of the boundary volume to find

Θr =
p

q
�

r3θ r
3 + r2θ r

2 + rθ r
1 + θ

r
0

�

, (H.12)

with

θ r
3 = δA+1 +D+1 , (H.13a)

θ r
2 = δA0 +D0 +C0 + [U0δB0] +

1
2

Cθ r
3 , (H.13b)

θ r
1 = δA1 +D1 +C1 + [U0δB1] + [U1δB0] +

1
2

Cθ r
2 +

1
8

�

4D− C2 − 2[CC]
�

θ r
3 , (H.13c)

θ r
0 = δA2 +D2 +C2 + [U0δB2] + [U1δB1] + [U2δB0] +

1
2

Cθ r
1

+
1
8

�

4D− C2 − 2[CC]
�

θ r
2 +

1
8

�

4E + 3C[CC]− 4[C D]− 2C D−
1
2

C3
�

θ r
3 . (H.13d)

Here we clearly see in each θ r
n the terms involving θ r

m>n which come from the relaxation of
the determinant condition, or in other words the fact that the co-dimension 2 volume has a
non-trivial expansion. It is immediate to see that these terms drop in the BS gauge.

These expressions are so far valid off-shell. The only assumptions we have made about
the expansion is β1 = 0 and the absence of logarithmic terms. It is now convenient to use the
on-shell expressions derived in the partial Bondi gauge in section 2.2 in order to separate these
components of the potential into sources pieces (S) which vanish when the boundary sources
(β0, UA

0 ) are set to zero, and fixed pieces (F) which remain even in the absence of boundary
sources. For compactness and convenience we will however adopt a mixed notation where we
still keep e.g. UA

1 without its on-shell value since it is a pure source term. We also keep β2
and β3 unspecified in order to later be able to reach the BS or NU gauge, and sometimes keep
writing V+n instead of their explicit on-shell values.

We now decompose each coefficient in the expansion of the potential as θ r
n =

(F)θ r
n +

(S)θ r
n ,

keeping in mind that we are now using the solution space of section 2.2. For the terms which
remain in the absence of boundary sources we find

(F)θ r
3 = V+3δ ln q , (H.14a)

(F)θ r
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, (H.14b)
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(H.14c)
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+
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For the terms which drop when turning off the sources we find

(S)θ r
3 = 2δV+3 , (H.15a)
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0

�

∂AC +
�

CABΓ C
1AB − Γ

C
2

�

U0
C

�

−δ
¦

e−2β0
�

3
�

[U0U3] + [U1U2]
�
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From these expressions it is then possible to reduce the potential to the BS or NU gauges.
This reduction is done by imposing either of the following two conditions:

(BS) ← C = 0, D =
1
2
[CC], E = [CD] , (H.16a)

(NU) ← C = 0, D =
1
4
[CC], E =

2
3

�

[CD] +
1
8

C
�

C2 − 2[CC]
�

�

, (H.16b)

where in NU gauge the conditions on D and E are equivalent to β2 = 0 and β3 = 0 respectively.
In the main text we have focused on the potential (F)θ0 in the absence of boundary sources,

i.e. with β0 = 0= UA
0 . We have furthermore split the potential between a part which survives

in BS gauge, and additional terms which are only present in NU gauge (involving essentially
C). The divergent pieces are reported in (2.104) and (2.105). The constant piece (F)θ0 is
however still very lengthy so we report it here. In BS gauge it is given by
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In NU gauge we find instead
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This expression can surely be simplified further, but we refrain from doing so here. One should
just note that the additional terms which differentiate the BS and NU potential are not only
proportional to C . The reason for this is two-fold. First, we see by comparing (3.2) and
(4.2) that the on-shell expression of the subleading components of the angular metric differ
in BS and NU gauge. Second, we should recall that in BS gauge βn>0 6= 0 while in NU gauge
βn>0 = 0. Since the NU potential is written in (H.18) as the sum of the BS potential and extra
terms, these terms need to remove the non-vanishing βn>0 6= 0 which are present in the BS
potential (in order to ensure that for the NU potential we have βn>0 = 0).
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I Off-shell ETF

AB

�

�

O(r−2)

We report here the off-shell expression for ETF
AB

�

�

β0=0=U0

O(r−2) . This is the expression from which
the equations (2.19), (2.20), and (2.21) have been derived in the main text (upon further
imposing Λ = 0 and going on-shell of B0

AB = 0). The length of this expression also illustrates
the clear advantage of the NP formalism over the use of the tensorial Einstein equations. We
have
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We note that the first term on the second line is always vanishing on-shell. This is because we
have B0

AB = 0 in the flat case and ETF
lAB = 0 in (A)dS.
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[141] L. Andersson and P. T. Chruściel, Hyperboloidal Cauchy data for vacuum Einstein equa-
tions and obstructions to smoothness of null infinity, Phys. Rev. Lett. 70, 2829 (1993),
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.70.2829.
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