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Abstract

In a region with a boundary, the gravitational phase space consists of radiative modes in the interior
and edge modes at the boundary. Such edge modes are necessary to explain how the region couples
to its environment. In this paper, we characterise the edge modes and radiative modes on a null
surface for the tetradic Palatini-Holst action. Our starting point is the definition of the action
and its boundary terms. We choose the least restrictive boundary conditions possible. The fixed
boundary data consists of the radiative modes alone (two degrees of freedom per point). All other
boundary fields are dynamical. We introduce the covariant phase space and explain how the Holst
term alters the boundary symmetries. To infer the Poisson brackets among Dirac observables, we
define an auxiliary phase space, where the SL(2,R) symmetries of the boundary fields is manifest.
We identify the gauge generators and second-class constraints that remove the auxiliary variables.
All gauge generators are at most quadratic in the fundamental SL(2,R) variables on phase space.
We compute the Dirac bracket and identify the Dirac observables on the light cone. Finally, we
discuss various truncations to quantise the system in an effective way.
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1. Introduction

The goal of this paper is to consider the gravitational phase space in a causal domain and explain
how the Barbero-Immirzi parameter |1, 2] deforms the SL(2,R) symmetry of the boundary fields.
Our approach will be quasi-local [3—6]. This is to say that we describe the gravitational field as an
open (dissipative) system in a finite box [7, 8]. The box has a boundary, and we choose it to be
null. In this way, it is easy to characterise the outgoing radiation, which escapes through the null
boundary. At the null boundary itself, we introduce a phase space, constraints and a set of Dirac
observables.
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The paper consists of two parts and a conclusion. The first part is Section 2, where we introduce
the covariant radiative phase space [9-13] for the parity odd Palatini-Holst [14, 15| action in
causal domains. We identify the most minimal boundary conditions along the null boundary.
Two radiative modes are kept fixed, all other boundary fields are unconstrained. We discuss the
resulting bulk plus boundary field theory and identify its gauge symmetries. We introduce the
pre-symplectic two-form on the null boundary and explain how the Barbero—Immirzi parameter
deforms the gauge symmetries. We provide a characterization for the radiative data and the corner
data (edge modes) [16-30] at a finite null boundary for the Palatini—-Holst action. The second part
of the paper is Section 3, where we introduce the Dirac observables on the null boundary. These
observables characterise both gravitational radiation as well as gravitational memory [31, 32]. To
compute the Poisson brackets, we introduce an auxiliary phase space, where the SL(2, R) symmetry
of the boundary fields is manifest. The physical phase space is obtained via symplectic reduction.
There are both first-class and second-class constraints. The first-class constraints are the gauge
generators of vertical diffeomorphisms along the null generators and U(1) frame rotations of the co-
frame field. Besides the gauge generators, there are a few second-class constraints. To compute the
Poisson brackets among Dirac observables, we introduce the Dirac bracket. Finally, we summarise
the paper and discuss various strategies to approach the system at the quantum level.

2. Barbero—Immirzi parameter on the null cone

In this section, we explain how the C P-violating Barbero—Immirzi term, which has no effect on
the field equations in the bulk, deforms the boundary field theory on a null surfaces and mixes the
null dilation charges with an otherwise vanishing U (1) charge.

2.1. Boundary conditions and quasi-local graviton
Consider first the action in the bulk,®

i
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A
S[AABaaeAA’a] = |: (’Y+l)/ <2AB/\FAB—€EAB/\2AB):| +CC., (1)
M
where 4, = dA%, + A4, A A% is the s1(2, C)-valued curvature of the self-dual (complex-valued
Ashtekar) connection [33] and X 4 is the self-dual component of the Plebanski two-form e 44 Aegpr,
namely B
eaar Neppr = —€apXAB — €ABX AR, (2)

where ey 4/ is the co-tetrad (soldering form) in spinor notation [34]. The action contains two cou-
pling constants, namely the Barbero-Immirzi parameter 7 and a cosmological constant A. New-
ton’s constant G plays the role of a mere conversion factor between units of length and units of
mass. In the following, we will study this action in a compact and oriented spacetime region .,
whose boundary consists of two spacelike manifolds My and M; connected by a null surface /4, i.e.
oM = My LU/ U My. The components of the boundary inherit their orientation from the bulk.

Universal structure: To impose boundary conditions along /', we introduce a universal ruling,
which allows us to embed ./ into an abstract and oriented three-dimensional manifold P(%,),
which is equipped with a surjection 7 : P — % onto a two-dimensional oriented manifold € (the
base manifold) such that there are homeomorphisms ¢ : R x € — P that satisfy (7o ¢)(u,z) = 2
for all (u,2) € R x €. The pre-image 7~ 1(2) of any point z € € on the base manifold is the null

'In tetrad variables, the action is S = =5 [}, (%eagwea NeP A (FH — %e“ ANeY) =y tea Aeg A F“ﬁ).
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ray v, = 7 1(z). A vector field £* € T'P is null (lightlike), if its push-forward under 7, : TP — T®
vanishes, i.e.
€€ VP o 1 = 0. (3)

The null surface /4" has two disconnected spacelike boundaries 0.4 = € LU %y, which are cross
sections of P, i.e. m(6y) = 7(€1) = €. We introduce these boundaries to cut /4 off, before any
caustics may form. The induced orientation on the boundaries is determined by 04" = €, LU %.
In addition, O0My = €y and OM; = 6.

To introduce the boundary conditions and the corresponding boundary field theory along A/,
we proceed as in [8]. First of all, we note that on a null surface, there always exists a spinor-valued
two-form 7445 and a (commuting) spinor ¢4 such that

1 *
NaawlB = o €ABEab + 0 X ABab, (4)

where g4, € Q%(/ : R) is the area two-form on the null surface and ¢*, : T*.# — T*.# denotes the
pull-back. If we introduce a second and linearly independent spinor k4 on /#, which be normalised
such that egs kB4 = ka4 = 1, then there is an associate co-basis (kqymq,mg) of T* A such that
na admits the decomposition

nA:(eAk—kAm)/\m, (5)

The complex-valued one-form m, determines the induced signature (0+ +) metric gq.» = % gap 00
A . We have, in fact,
ab + 1€ap = 2mgMp, (6)

where €4, is the area two-form. Besides m, and m,, the co-basis (k,, mg,m,) contains also the
one-form k,, which selects a specific dual null vector field. We call this vector field I* and it satisfies

kol = —1,  ml*=0. (7)

In the following, we restrict ourselves to configurations where [ is always future pointing. Given
the co-basis (kq, Mg, M), the corresponding dual basis of T/ is (1%, m®, m®), where m®m, = 1
and

m*mg =0 =mgyl% mym®=1. (8)

Notice that all fields (1%, k4, mq,m,) are intrinsic to the boundary. From (4) and (5), it is also
possible to infer the pull-back of the tetrad to the null surface. Details can be found in [35, 36],
the result is

gijeAAr = —iKAZArk+i€A/§A/m+ikAl7A/m. (9)

The boundary action is now constructed from the boundary fields (144, ¢4,1% m,) and addi-
tional auxiliary variables s, wg, and N Aab. Details of the construction can be found in [8]. The
combined action for the bulk plus boundary field theory is given by

S[AABaa eAA’a’TIAaba €A7 NAab ) wa‘%ay laa ma] -

- (’y+i)[/ <ZAB/\FAB—éEAB/\EAB)+
/A

~ 811G 6

+/ (nAA(D—%(%—I—iw))fA—%w/\m/\m+NA/\(lJ77A+€Am)>]—I—CC., (10)
Vs

where D = ¢*,V is the exterior SL(2,C) covariant derivative on the null surface and I_n4 denotes
the interior product, i.e. XY ma = naaY *X?. The complex-valued one-form w, € QY4 : C)



and the spinor-valued two-form N Aab are Lagrange multipliers that impose constraints such that
the one-form 744, admits the algebraic decomposition given in (5). If we insert these constraints
back into (10), the action simplifies

('y+i)[/ (EABAFAB—%EABAEAB)+/ naA (D —3)0t +ce. (11)
M N

1
5= 81vG

We will see below that the one-form s, € QY(# : R) is the U(1) null surface analogue of the
Ashtekar—Barbero connection [1, 2, 37]. Although (11) is much simpler than (10), it is often more
useful for us to work with the extended action (10).

The boundary conditions for the extended bulk plus boundary action (10) are such that an
equivalence class of boundary fields is kept fixed along the null boundary,

dg =0, g =[x1"mgl/~. (12)

We will identify the underlying equivalence relations ~ below. Before doing so, let us also fix the
boundary conditions at the corners {€y, €1 } of the null surface and at the spacelike disks { Mo, M; },
where the boundary conditions are simply given by

Vi=0,1: ¢j;64%, =0, o4, =0. (13)

Let us now return to the definition of the equivalence class (12). First of all, consider the group
of vertical diffeomorphisms,
Diffo(#) = {¢ € Diff(#)|ropor™! =idg}, (14)
which are generated by null vector fields £* € VP < m,£* = 0 that vanish at the boundary of 4/,
ie €% = € o
Any two configurations of [s,,1% m,| that only differ by such a vertical diffeomorphism are to
be identified. In other words,

Vo € Diffo(H) ¢ [, pul® ma] ~ [p* 54, 1%, ©"ma). (15)
Next, there is a trivial shift symmetry
V¢ N — C o [504,1% my] ~ [224 + (Mg + Mg, 1%, myg)]. (16)
Then, there are the dilations of the null normal
VW =R [50,1% ma] ~ [30 + Ouf, el 1%, my]. (17)

Finally, we have the complexified conformal transformations
1 .
VAN = C: [524,1% mg] ~ [%a — ;aau, eMle e im, |, (18)

where p and v denote the real and imaginary parts of the gauge parameter A,
Re(N\) = p, Jm(A\) =v. (19)
In addition, we will also need to impose that the gauge parameters v and f for U(1) rotations and
dilatations satisfy the y-twisted boundary condition
V]gy = loy (20)
at the two corners of /.

Equation (18) implies that the one-form o/, = 7s¢, transforms as an abelian U(1) connection.
This connection is the null surface analogue of the SU(2) Ashtekar-Barbero connection [1, 2, 37].
We will see below that there is a corresponding U (1) charge. In quantum theory, this charge, which
measures the area of a cross section, is quantised [38|.



kinematical histories physical histories

2 eAaq soldering form VAeaa =0

= AABa self-dual connection (FBA — %EBA) Nega =0

. o null flag DA = 41 (e + iw) 4 + 1UNA

é NAab dual (momentum) spinor DAng = —% (%—i—iw) Ana—NaAm

§ (wa, N4,)  Lagrange multiplier fields na = (lak—kam)Am
(5a,1%,my)  boundary data (phean) A= —inala

Table 1: The action is a functional on the space of kinematical histories. Its saddle points define the space of physical
histories #pnys C Hiin, Which consists of all solutions of the bulk plus boundary field equations, which are given by
the Einstein equations in the bulk, and additional boundary field equations.

2.2. Boundary field equations

The equations of motion in the bulk are the familiar A-vacuum Einstein equations in spin-connection
variables,

VAYap =0, (21a)
<FAB — %EAB> AePA =, (21b)

which imply that the self-dual curvature admits the algebraic decomposition,
Fap = %EAB + UapepX©?, (22)

where WV apcop is the Weyl spinor. For our present purpose, we also need to know the evolution
of the boundary fields along the null boundary for given boundary conditions (12) and (13). The
coupled bulk-boundary action is stationary with respect to variations of the boundary spinors
(N 4ap, £) provided the following boundary field equations are satisfied, namely

1
DA = +5 (5 + iw) 4 + LN, (23)

1
D/\77A=—§(%+iw)/\77A—NA/\m- (24)

The boundary field equations propagate the boundary spinors (744, ¢4) along the null boundary.
The variation of the Lagrange multipliers w, and N Aab, on the other hand, implies that 144
satisfies the algebraic constraint (5). The theory in the bulk and the field theory at the boundary
are connected via the gluing conditions (4), which are derived as an equation of motion from the
coupled bulk plus boundary action (10). In fact, the action (10) is stationary for given boundary
conditions (12, 13) with respect to variations of the (anti-)self-dual connection, provided two distinct
conditions are satisfied: namely the torsionless condition (21a) in the bulk and the additional gluing
condition (4) that couples the boundary degrees of freedom with the field theory in the bulk.

Besides the algebraic constraints (4) and (5), there is one additional constraint. At the kinemat-
ical level, the boundary one-form w, is complex and s, is real. If we impose that the action should
be stationary under conformal variations (5ﬁ0"f [1?] = pl® and 5ﬁonf [ma] = pmg of the boundary
fields, we obtain the y-twisted reality condition

(v +1)wg — cc. = 0. (25)



This condition implies that there exists a U(1) connection I on /" such that

1 r, T
.

Wq = o =L, (26)
Therefore, the real and imaginary parts of the one-form w, are proportional to each other via the
Barbero—Immirzi parameter . This observation is important for us, because it allows us to infer
the non-affinity #;) of the null generator from the boundary data (s¢,,w,[*). Going back to (23),
we obtain, in fact

Dy (A 0Y) = 1% (524 + Re(wa) ) Y. (27)
We then also know that the non-affinity ;) of {* is difined as
PV = kg)l®. (28)

If the torsionless equation is satisfied, the two derivatives agree, i.e. I°Vjl¢ = ie A A,“lbDb(ﬁAZA').
Going back to (26), we thus obtain

93¢0, = k() — T O (29)

The U(1) connection I', is the null surface analogue of the SU(2) spin-connection on a spatial
hypersurface. On the other hand, ;) is analogous to the extrinsic curvature.?2 The one-form s, is
therefore analogous of the SU(2) Ashtekar-Barbero connection, which is the sum of the intrinsic
spin connection and the extrinsic curvature multiplied by the Barbero—Immirzi parameter +.

Finally, we also have to take into account the variations of the triple (s¢4,1%, m,) subject to
the boundary conditions (12). Any such variation that satisfies the boundary conditions (12) is a
combination of an infinitesimal and vertical diffeomorphism (15), a shift (16) of the one-form s,
an infintesimal dilatation (17) and a complexified conformal transformation (18). Let us consider
every such variation separately and demonstrate that the action is stationary with respect to such
variations provided the bulk and boundary field equations are satisfied. Hence there are no further
constraints on the space of kinematical histories other than those already given in in Table 1. The
set of bulk plus boundary field equations is given by (4), (5), (21a), (21b), (23), (24), (26).

Any vertical diffeomorphism ¢¢ € Diffo(/") of the triple (sz,,(% m,) can be extended into a
diffeomorphism ¢¢ € Diff () of all bulk and boundary variables. Since any such vertical diffeo-
morphisms reduces to the identity at the boundary of /" (recall the conditions {* € T, m,£% = 0,
£*o = 0), any such diffeomorphism ¢, € Diff () will also preserve the boundary conditions (13).
On the other hand, it is also clear that the action (10) is invariant under any such @ € Diff (/)
anyways. At a configuration where the bulk plus boundary field equations are satisfied, the action
(10) is therefore stationary with respect to those variations s20e of the boundary data [, 1%, mg]
that are generated by a vertical diffeomorphism of (s,1%,m,), but preserve all other configuration
variables, e.g. 6glﬁe°[l“] = [&,1%], but 5glﬁeo[eAA/] = 0.

The same statement also holds for the shift symmetry, which is generated by the field variation,

58" 3¢4) = Cma + (1 (30)

2Given a triad on a spatial hypersurface, the S U(2) spin connection is uniquely determined by the torsionless equation.
There is no analogous statement for the U(1) connection I'y on /. As a one-form on 4/, this connection I', is not
unique. However, this non-uniqueness is mild. In fact, if the dyad (m,m) on J is given, the pull-back of I" to the
null generators is unique, see (49) below.



that annihilates all other bulk and boundary configuration variables other than s, e.g. 5§hif t[e AAra] =

0. The variation of the action (10) under any such shifts is given by

shiftr ol 1 . A _ =
g 18] = — 677G [(7 +1) //V nal” A (Cm+ Cm)] + cc. (31)
If the equations of motion are satisfied, the SL(2,C)-invariant scalar Naapl™ turns into the area
two-form €4, = —2im[ymy). Since m Am Am = 0, the action is trivially stationary with respect to
any such variations, 5§h1ﬁ[5] ‘EOM =0.

Next, we consider the dilations (17), which generate the infinitesimal field variation

571 324) = Oaf, (32)
sft) = f1e. (33)

All other bulk and boundary configuration variables are annihilated by (5}7[”“[-]. The resulting
derivative of the action is

dilat i - 14 A
o7 1S EOM  81yG (v +1) //V < ZUAE NS+ FNTA l_mA) ‘EOM e
i i
- - — NA . 4
BmG(wl)/W(fAdHf Aoma)| e (34)

were we used the gluing condition (4) to go from the first to the second line. If (23) and (24) are
satisfied, it follows that (34) is a total exterior derivative. If we compute the expansion of the null
surface, we obtain, in fact

—idAe= (DA + 04 ADE* = =Ny Al + 94 ANlONA =
= —NANIna 4+ na ANONA = —2NA A L. (35)

Inserting this expression back into (34), we obtain a total exterior derivative,

patat 5] [+ /ﬂ IO —— (36)

EOM 16m~vG 817G Jou

Finally, we also need to consider the action of the complexified conformal transformations (18).
We decompose the gauge parameter A into its real and imaginary parts (19), A = p+iv, and obtain
the field variation

1
5 [5¢,) = —;8(11/, (37)
oI = ple, (38)
5§\onf[ma] = (p+iv)mg. (39)
A short calculation yields
conf o 1 . [ 1 A . _ . A _] ‘ o
— il _ —iwN =
oy 7 1S] ., 87WG(7—|—1)//V _2777,45 ANdv —ipw AmAm—iv Ny Am EOM+CC
= 87117G(7+i)//y :— %EAdV+/Lw/\€+iVNA/\lJ?]AHEOM—l-CC. =
_ ( —I—i)/ _—isAdu+7—_i I‘/\s—ll/d/\s]‘ + cc (40)
- 8mG 7 Ll 2y o a 2 EOM ’



Going from the first to the second line, we used the decomposition of 7445 Wit respect to (kq, Mg, my),
as given in (5). In the last step, we used the reality cognition (26) for the abelian connection T',.
Since I, is real, we are left with a total derivative that turns into a surface integral,

1 1
conf - _
oIS EOM_8ﬂ7G//V[€AdV+VdA€]_87wG 3/VV€'

Let us thus summarise: at its saddle points, the coupled bulk plus boundary action (10) is
invariant under those variations of the boundary data (s¢,,[% m,) that are generated by vertical
diffeo

diffeomorphisms J, ™[], shifts 52hiﬁ[-] of »,, complexified conformal transformations 5%{% and

dilations 5?”“[-]. The boundary conditions for the gauge parameters (%, v, f) are £ € TH
m&h =0, §“|6/V =0 and V‘EM/ = ’Yf‘a/w see (14) and (20). The residual degrees of freedom, which
are given by the gauge equivalence class (12), are the two radiative modes that pass through the
null boundary. Notice that the definition of the equivalence [, %, m,]/~ makes no reference to the
interior of spacetime. All fields are intrinsic to the abstract null surface boundary /4 C P(w, ).

2.8. Radiative symplectic structure

The null boundary /" is equipped with a universal ruling that is shared between different spacetimes
(points on phase space) such that the fibres v, = 771(2),2 € ¥ that generate the null surface
are the same for all configurations on the space of (kinematical) histories i, see table 1 for a
summary. If d is the differential on the space of kinematical histories, we thus have d[l] o< [* and

0 = d[I%m, = —1%d[m,], where m, € QY(# : C) is the co-dyad on /. In other words,
dimg = Fmg + hig, (41)

where f and h are one-forms on field space. The pre-symplectic potential © 4 along ./ is obtained
from the variation of the action and the pull-back on field space to the space of physical histories.
Since /' has a boundary, there is a non-trivial cohomology and the pre-symplectic potential on
A is unique only up to the addition of two-dimensional corner terms. In fact, the pre-symplectic
potential © 4 is the integral of a symplectic current j,, which is a one-form on field space and a
three-form on /. Given an action, the pre-symplectic current is unique only up to the addition of
an exact one-form, i.e. jy = j» + da, where « is a one-form on field space and a two-form along
. Reference [39, 40| provide a more detailed discussions of such corner ambiguities in general
relativity. Given the action (10), a possible choice for the pre-symplectic potential along the null
surface boundary is given by the one-form on field space

1
Oy = 87T;G(fy+i)/ﬂ (— §nAeAA@u%—kad]laNAAlmAJrNAeAAd]m) +cc. =
= sg //V (%E Ade + %kadl“d Ne—k ALaDEA A d]m) + ce., (42)

where we used the boundary field equations (4) and (23) to go from the first to the second line.
Since the four-dimensional region ./ is also bounded by the spacelike disks My and M7, we also
have corresponding contributions to the pre-symplectic potential,

i
= +i Sap AdAAB — 7{ @ueﬂ + cc. 43

If 6 denotes a linearised solution of the bulk plus boundary field theory (a tangent vector to #pnys),
we obtain

Onm

01|, = ©.r(8) + Onr, (9) — Oy (9): (44)

8



Since we are primarily interested in the symplectic structure along the null boundary, let us
further understand the nature of the various terms that appear in the pre-symplectic potential (42).
Since 1%y Do ¢4 = 0, which follows from (23), the one-form £, D¢4 on 4 admits the decomposition

1

The components oy and J;) are the shear and expansion of the null congruence [* € T/. Going
back to (9), we obtain, in fact

Lam® Dot = karl am® Dy (FY 14) = —mym Dyl = —i®nValy = —o(y, (46)

LA Dol = karl am® Dy (FY 14) = —mym® Dyl = — ¢V ol = —20py, (47)

where we extended in the last step [* € T and m® € Tc/ into vector fields [* € T and
m® € Te M, which are defined in a neighbourhood of ', and 4% = 2/m(%mb) . This step is necessary
to identify the components of £4 D¢ with shear and expansion of the null congruence i“| s ETAM.
The symbol = stands for equals on . It is important to note, however, that it is possible to
compute shear and expansion directly from the exterior derivative of the boundary intrinsic one-
form mg € QY( : C) alone. An embedding of the boundary into the bulk is not necessary to
infer shear and expansion. In fact, the exterior derivative of the one-form m, on /4 admits the
expansion

d/\m:—i(go(l)k‘—l-’ym)/\m—%ﬁ(l)k‘/\m—a(l)k‘/\m. (48)
Notice that the one-form )k 4+ ym + ym, defines a U(1) spin connection on .#". The definition
of this connection depends on a choice for the one-form k, : k% = —2. If we replace k, by
ko + fma + fmg, he spin coefficient « is shifted into + — Tea) + %79(1)]“ — ia(l)f. On the other
hand, the spin coefficient ¢(;) equals ["T'y, with I'; denoting the U(1) connection introduced in
(26). Using the spinor formalism, the proof is immediate:

21(,0(1) = Qiaﬁle[amb] —cc. = f“ﬁ@bvamb + ﬁz“mbvafb —cc. =
= —(kAEAzaDa(eAzzA’) . cc.) + 2RO oy =
= 2k 17D l? — cc. = 210°T,. (49)
where we used the Frobenius integrability condition l [avbl;} = 0 to eliminate the second term in the
second line. In addition, we used the boundary equations of motion (23), (26) and the isomorphism
(9) between spinors and vectors on the null boundary to arrive at the final result.

Another useful equation is to write the expansion ¥;) of the null surface solely in terms of the
exterior derivative of the area two-form ¢ € Q%(/ : R),

d/\€:—19(l)k‘/\€ (50)

Taking into account k,dl* = —[°dk,, we can then write the pre-symplectic potential (42) in the
following simplified form

1 :
Oy = eAd+ —— ((7+i)£AD£A/\dJ(k/\m) —cc.). (51)

- 81G % 8tvG J 4
The corresponding pre-symplectic two-form is given by the exterior derivative on field space

Oy =dO . (52)



2.4. Gauge symmetries on the radiative phase space

In this section, we identify the gauge symmetries of the pre-symplectic two-form (52), which are the
degenerate directions of €2 4. These are given by combinations of (i) dilatations of the null normal
[*, (ii) U(1) transformations of the boundary data (s¢,, m,), (iii) shifts of s, and (iv) horizontal
diffeomorphisms of (3, 1%, mg).

(i) dilatations: First of all, we consider the dilatations (32), (33) of the boundary data. An
infinitesimal such variation defines the vector field 5]‘?il“t[-], whose components are given by (32) and
(33). Going back to the definition of shear and expansion, (46), (47), (45), we obtain

St eADEY] = feaDLA, (53)
Since kyl* = —1, and 5}”“[[“] = fl® we then also know
A sdilatfy, n - A _ 1 _
CADE" N\ 0" [k Nm] = — flaDE /\k/\m:—ifﬁ(l)k/\m/\m. (54)
Therefore,
. 1 i
o) dilat. - / _ / 1 m — CC.) =
(871 5) e /Vés/\df 677G /V((7+1)f19(l)k‘/\m/\m cc.)

:%//V(és/\df+fd/\55):— foe = —3(K @] - K[[%)).  (55)

&G oN

Where we defined the corresponding charge,

Kilel = 5o f 1 (56)

The field variation 5?”‘”[-] defines an unphysical gauge direction, if the gauge parameters f : /' — R
has compact support. A large gauge transformation, where f does not vanish at the boundary, is
generated by the dilatation charge given by (56).

(ii) U(1) transformations: Next, there are the U(1) transformations,

7MW 3] = =y uv, (57)
A (58)
6YWmg] = v ma. (59)

Notice that vk, transforms as a U(1) connection. On the other hand, the null vector [* is charge
neutral and the one-form m, is a vector under U(1).
Given (59), (45), (46) and (47), we then also know

YW DA] = i L4 DEA, (60)

Bringing everything together, and taking into account that e = —im A m, we obtain

1

1
U(1) - _ . A _ _
OFRCAN) G /m dv A e + - //V((7 +1)vo(k ALaD AR + cc.)

1 1 . ) -
__87170//de/\6€_16#70//V((7+1)V5(19(l)k/\m/\m)+CC') =

1 1
= _87T’YG//VdV/\5€_ 87WG//VVd/\(és) =
= —3(L,[%1] - L[%)). (61)
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Where we introduced the U(1) charge

1
L8] = 5 é ve. (62)

Going back to (56), we obtain an important constraint between the dilatation charge (56) and
the U(1) charge (62), namely
K[€] = vLy[€]. (63)

The orbits of the U(1) charge (62) are compact. Since the orbits are compact, the corresponding
charge must be quantised [41]. On the other hand, the U(1) generator L[€] is the surface integral
of the area density multiplied by the function f : € — R. The quantisation of the U(1) charge
implies, therefore, the quantisation of area in units of v/3, with E% = 87hG/c? denoting the Planck
area. This observation provides a simple explanation for the quantisation of area in loop quantum
gravity [1, 2, 38, 42—44].

(iii) Shifts of »,: under the shift symmetry, the one-form s, transforms according to (30). All
other boundary fields (%, m,,m,) are annihilated by the action of 52h2f !, We thus have

4 1 _
shift o _
Q/V(5C ,0) —+m/ﬂ/5€/\(<m+<’l’n). (64)
On the other hand, e = —im A m. Taking into account the variation of the co-dyad (41), we obtain
Q/V((Szhift’ 5) =0, (65)

such that the shift symmetry defines a degenerate null direction of the pre-symplectic two-form.

(iv) wvertical diffeomorphisms Finally, we return to the vertical diffeomorphisms, which are
generated by vertical vector fields £* € T : m,£* = 0 that vanish at the boundary of ./, i.e.

£, =0 (66)

The resulting infinitesimal field variation is the Lie derivative

Lere =E(d N x) +d A (Eux), (67)
Zel® = [6,1]%, (68)
Zem = {a(d Am), (69)
where [-,+] is the Lie bracket of vector fields on /" and £ denotes the interior product between

a vector field and a p-form. If such a vector field £* is field independent, we have §[¢?] = 0, and
obtain

Qy(Ze,0) = — % ’ :ng A 63 — 5 A 525%} n
+ 87Ti’yG :(’Y i) /W (%(EADgA) AS(k A ) — 8(LaDEY) A Le(k A m)) - CC,] —
= % . (2 N de)+
_ snin :(’Y +1) /M (650D Ak Am)) - cc.] —o[Cy). (70)
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The two boundary terms disappear, because £* vanishes at 0.4, see (14). We are thus left with
the last term, which is given by the integral

- IR P 4 N
Ce = G //V‘gfg/\% 817G [(’Y"‘l)//V(gg(fAD@ ) Ak Am) —cc.|. (71)

This integral vanishes as a constraint. In fact, taking into account that £_(£4D¢4) = 0, see (23),
we obtain
FLe(LaDE) Nk A= (E5(Dls A DEY) + €5(LaD A DEY) Ak A
= (2(60DLA)DEA — ELFAtAB) Nk A =
= (€u(se +iw)laDl* — ESFaptPY Nk A =
1
= 580+ W)k Am AT (ELFA) B Nk A . (72)

The first term on the right hand side is proportional to the expansion of the null congruence, which
follows directly from (50). The second term can be simplified by taking into account that the pull
back of the tetrad e44: to the null surface satisfies the gluing condition

ereantt =ilym, (73)

where the fields on the right hand side of this equation are all intrinsic to the null surface. Inserting
(73) back into to (72) and taking into account he reality condition (26) for the one-form wy, the
generator C¢ becomes

1
C'g:%//V@_I(d/\a)/\%—(éj%)/\d/\s)—l-

; i B pAjA’ .
+ 87T’7G |:(7 + 1) //V(é.JFAB) Ne A’E 5 Nk CC.:| . (74)

The first two terms on the right hand side cancel each other. The third term vanishes as well—
provided the Einstein equations (21b) are satisfied. If we insert, in fact, the Einstein equations in

addition to &_ega = Eaur = —i€uk €404 and £404 = 0, we obtain
i . /
Ce = “8C {(fy +1i) //VFAB Aeb et — cc} =
iA . ,
= RTreve {(’y +1i) //V Sap Aeb e84 — CC.:| =0. (75)

The last line vanishes: the vector-valued volume three-form is given by
3 2i B
d’vga :§EAB/\€ Al (76)
Its pull-back to the null surface is proportional to the null normal. In fact,

ngVdg’UAA/ = —Aalak Am A, (77)
Since £ is a vertical vector field, it satisfies £€%e 4474 o il 4% 4s, such that SAA’cijd?’fu 44 = 0. Going
back to (75), we thus see that the generator C¢ of vertical diffeomorphisms (15) vanishes as a
constraint. Therefore,

vga ~ l[l’ a

£, =0: Qu(Z, 0) = —6C: =0. (78)
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We will see in the next section that the constraint C¢ = 0 is nothing but the Raychaudhuri equation
for the null congruence I € T A .

Summary: Before we go on and proceed to the second half of the paper, let us briefly summarise.
The starting point of this section was the definition of the bulk plus boundary action with the parity
odd Holst term in the bulk and a boundary that is null. The null boundary is homeomorphic to the
cartesian product R x € and it is equipped with a universal structure P(®, ), which consists of a
surjection 7 : P — € onto the base manifold € that determines the ruling of the null boundary by
its null rays v, = 7~ (2) C P,z € €. The boundary conditions are such that a gauge equivalence
class of boundary fields [s4,1%, my] € T*N X TN x TEN is kept fixed. The one-form s, encodes
the non affinity of the null vector field {* € T.#. The complex-valued one-form m, determines the
degenerate metric gqp = 2m(,My) on the null boundary. The inner product of m, and [* vanishes,
i.e. myl® = 0. The gauge equivalence class [5,[%, mg]/~ describes two physical degrees of freedom
along the null boundary, which are the two degrees of freedom of gravitational radiation crossing the
null boundary.® Given the parity-odd action in the bulk, we introduced the resulting pre-symplectic
two-form along the null boundary and studied its gauge symmetries, which consist of dilatations
of (54,1%), U(1) gauge transformations of (3¢, m,), shifts of s, and vertical diffeomrophisms, see
(55), (61), (65), (78). Notice that s, is an abelian connection with resect to both U(1) gauge
transformations as well as dilations, see (32) and (57). This is an important observation and it is
crucial to understand the quantisation of area in loop quantum gravity [1, 2, 38, 42—-44].

3. SL(2,R) boundary charges

In this section, we derive the Poisson commutation relations among the configuration variables on
the null cone. The construction has three steps. The first step is to identify an implicit SL(2,R)-
symmetry among the boundary fields [s,[% m,]. The next step is to embed the covariant phase
space into an auxiliary (kinematical) phase space, where the SL(2,R) symmetry is manifest. The
final step is to impose the constraints and calculate the Dirac bracket to identify the Poisson
commutation relations among the physical observables.

3.1. SL(2,R) parametrisation of the boundary fields

To parametrise the boundary fields [5,, 1%, m,], it is useful to work with auxiliary SL(2,R) variables
on the null boundary. Over every point of /4, we introduce an internal and two-dimensional
auxiliary vector space V over R, which will carry a natural representation of SL(2,R). We equipp
this vector space with a complex structure J and a compatible metric gq. Let then {f,,i = 1,2} be
an orthonormal basis of (V,J, q) such that

q(fs Fj) = aij = dij, (79)
J(f1) =+Fs, (80)
J(fz) =—f1 (81)

3The counting is immediate: since [* € T lies parallel to the null rays, it is characterised by a single number (a
lapse function). Since [*mq = 0, see (8), there are two complex components left to determine m, € T*.#. Finally,
there is s,, which is a real-valued one form intrinsic to /. Hence there are 142 x 2+ 3 = 8 local degrees of freedom.
The vertical diffeomorphisms (14) remove one of them, the shift symmetry (16) another two, the dilatations (17)
remove the overall scale of [* and the complexified conformal transformations (18) remove two degrees of freedom
as well. The gauge equivalence class g = [5a,1%, mq]/~ dexcibrs therefore two degrees of freedom along /.
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where d;; is the Kronecker delta. Given the complex co-dyad (m,m) on /4, we introduce the
associated V-valued differential form,
1

e:ﬁ(m—i—m)@fl—%(m—m)@’fz:ei@fia (82)

Next, we decompose the one-form e with respect to the original complex-valued dyad (mg, M),
e =m'm +m'm, (83)

where m? (m?) are the components of ¢’, with respect to the co-vector m, (m,). In the following,
we will use the internal metric ¢;; and its inverse ¢ : ¢""¢p,j = (5;» to raise and lower vector indices
in V, which is two-dimensional. Accordingly,

m; = qim’. (84)
We then also have the internal volume two-form,
gij = " qmi = —2impmy), (85)
where J™, are the components of the complex structure: J(e;) = J™; ey,.

The vector space V is equipped with a natural representation of SL(2,R). A linear map

S :'V — V defines, in fact, an element of SL(2,R), if it preserves the volume two-form. In
components

ElmSliSmj = &ij- (86)

Such that the inverse matrix is given by

[S_l]ij = EinSmnEjm, (87)

where simz—:jm = 5; A basis in the corresponding Lie algebra s[(2,R) is given by

Jh = i(m'my, — m'my), (88)
Xy =mimy, (89)
X4 = mimy, (90)

where J is a U(1) generator and X is a complex and traceless 2 x 2 matrix. We obtain the
commutation relations,

[J,X] = —2iX, (91)
(X, X] = +iJ, (92)

where we suppressed the vector indices 7,7 = 1,2. In the following, we will also need a projector
P :5l(2,R) — sl(2,R) that annihilates the U(1) generator J € s[(2,R), but otherwise preserves X

and X. In other words,
PJ=0, PX=X. (93)

Going back to the decomposition of €', in terms of the co-dyad (m,,m,), we now also have
an induced action of SL(2,R) onto the complex-valued one-forms (mg,m,). We call this action
S > myg, and it is defined via

VS € SL(2,R) : 5%¢! =m'(S>m) +m'(S>m). (94)
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(0)

The basic idea is to now parametrise the physical co-dyad m, in terms of a fiducial co-dyad mg ",
an SL(2,R) transformation S : # — SL(2,R) and an overall conformal factor {2 = e*,

me = Q(S>m), (95)
0 =el (96)

Given the fiducial dyad, the corresponding fiducial volume element is
v, = —im® A m©). (97)

If the base manifold € has the topology of a two sphere, a natural choice for mt(lo) is given by
04

(0) — _“a® 98

Tl T TR (98)

where z = cot g el¥ maps the unit sphere onto the complex plane.

The radiative symplectic potential (51) depends not only on mg, but also on s, and [* for which
we now introduce a convenient parametrisation as well. Consider first the one-form s¢,, which can
always be parametrised as follows:

1
#q = Og\ — ;@(l)km (99)
where A : #/ — R is a gauge parameter for dilatations, k, is a one-form on ./ such that k,l* = —1

and the U(1) gauge potential @y = 1Ty is inferred from the Lie derivative

1 . _
LHm = <§19(l) + 1<,0(l)>m +ompm, (100)

as in (48) above. Finally, we also need to choose a parametrisation for the null normal {*. This
can be done by introducing a fiducial time coordinate u : #° — [—1,1] along /', which increases
monotonically along the null generators: i.e. for every future pointing null vector [I']* € TW:
[']%0qu > 0. In addition, we demand that the fiducial (unphysical) u-coordinate satisfies the
boundary conditions

1, ~1, (101)

u €1 = u‘%o =

at the boundary of /', which consists of two disjoint cross sections: 04 = €y U € ! Since the
vector space of all null vectors on /4 is one-dimensional, we can parametrize any future pointing
null vector [* in terms of the fiducial null vector 9% and an overall scale, e.g.

10 = et FtATrya (102)
where p and A are the same as in (99) and (95), but e” is arbitrary and defines the lapse function
ef = N(l) (103)

As far as the covariant phase space is concerned both the time function v : # — [—1,1] as
(0)

well as the fiducial co-dyad my ’ are fixed background structures. Their field variations vanish. In

other words,
Sul =0, 80 =0, mP]=o0. (104)
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3.2. Choice of time

Above, we introduced a fiducial time coordinate u : # — [—1,1]. By introducing a (local) homeo-
morphism z : € — C on the base manifold, which naturally extends via z = zo 7 into a coordinate
on /', we have a fiducial coordinate system (u, z, Z) along the null boundary. The u coordinate is
unphysical. The only conditions are that it increase monotonically and satisfy the boundary condi-
tions (101). Otherwise, the u coordinate is completely arbitrary. A more physical time coordinate
can be introduced as follows. Consider first the total (affine) duration of a null generator of /', as
given by the affine length

1
L(z,2) = /1duN(7)1(u,z,z), (105)

where N(; is the lapse function (103). We may then introduce the new time coordinate

2 [" du' N (', 2,1) — L(z, 2)
_ — 0 PEg] )
= 106
Ulu, z, z) L(=%) ; (106)
which satisfies the boundary conditions

U(£l,z,2) = £1. (107)

Let us also consider the corresponding null vector field

L(z,2)

U =
2

e HALe, (108)

Its non-affinity is proportional to the expansion of the null surface. This can be seen as follows.
Consider first £ PVl = K(yl®, which is given by

Ky =1° (%a + v_lf‘a) = 19O\, (109)
see (29), (49) and (95). Therefore,

L? 1 d
Utv,U® = Ze_”_’\lbvb (e—fﬂza) =—3 <Q—2@Q2> Ue, (110)

where ) = e# is the conformal factor (96). Hence, the non-affinity of U? is given by its expansion.
Derivatives with respect to U® will be denoted as follows: if F': #/ — R is a scalar function on the
null surface, its time derivative is denoted by

. d
F :=U%,[F] =: —F. 111
)= (1)
3.8. Kinematical phase space

Next, we need to express the symplectic potential (51) in terms of the SL(2,R) variables introduced
above. Consider first the Lie derivative of the vector-valued co-dyad e, along the null generators,
see (83). Since e, takes values in a two-dimensional vector space, we first have to explain how the
Lie derivative acts onto the basis vectors f;,i = 1,2. The simplest possibility is

Zf,=0. (112)
With this choice, we obtain

Ze = (' Z9)e + [%5 -5 e, (113)
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where

1
1
QL0 = 519(1), (114)
#%S-87t = o + O‘(l)X +opX € sl(2,R). (115)

If we then insert (114) and (115) back into the symplectic structure, we obtain

1 . .
Oy = eNdx+ — [(e?ij +’7_1qij)Q_1fZl[Q] e Nd(k Ael)+

_87TG N 81G W
"‘(&'j + ’y_lq,-j) [P(SIS . S_l)] imem A d](k N ej) , (116)
where P : sl(2,R) — sl(2,R) is the projector defined in (93). We now want to further simply this

expression. We insert the parametrisation of s, see (99), back into (116). In addition, we also
note that

el Nel = Q2 dP,, (117)
S S S L
ernel Ndk = —e' Aed Nd(eTPTAPAu) = —ef el Ad {Ee_“_AdU], (118)
The second identity (118) is a consequence of dm = fm + hm, see (41), and the parametrisation
k = —e #=A=Pdy + Cm + C of the one-form k,. The vectorial component ¢ of k, is arbitrary and
the value of the du component of k, is inferred from k,l* = —1. Going back to (116), we then
finally obtain
Oy =——— [ & (dA — L7'dL)Q? - ! / d*vo A Pd(pyk)+
87G Jou  ° 8myG Jy o ° @)
1 d 1
— | |dPvo Ad[AU]—Q* + =J" [S-dST']™, QdQ A d*v,
+87TG /V[ ! [ ]dU +7 ml I Vot
1
+ Q? (5};1 + ;Jmk> [P(dS-S7Y)] ’“l ER d]S_l]lm A d?v, (119)

To make this expression more transparent, let us introduce the abbreviations

D= —(,D(l)k‘, (120)

E:=Q? (121)

K :=dU, (122)

pr = E, (123)

7=2lo aq, (124)
gl

= ’YT—ng“_)‘a(l)dU, (125)

where the diacritic indicates that the corresponding variable defines a density along the null rays.
In addition, we have introduced in here the differential

d[] == dU%[-]. (126)
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The line densities I and II on the null rays 7, = 7 '(z) can be rearranged into the diagonal and
off-diagonal components of an SL(2,R) Lie algebra-valued line density

i, =1J., + X, +1xt, (127)

Given these definitions, some straight-forward algebra brings the symplectic potential (119) into
the following form,

_ 1 2 g1
Or=—5—75 Md vo(dA — L™'dL) E+
SWG/ d*v, A [pKd]K—I—V_lEd](I) +10,[S - dsH]"™ } (128)

The basic idea to compute the resulting Poisson brackets is to introduce an auxﬂlary (kinematical)
phase space, equipped with the symplectic potential (128), where pg, K E o II',and S: N —
SL(2,R) are now treated as functionally independent coordinates on phase space. Hence, this
auxiliary phase space has 2 + 2 + 2 x 3 = 10 dimensions. The physical phase space is obtained by
symplectic reduction with respect to the constraints that bring us down to the two true physical
degrees of freedom.

The kinematical phase space is equipped with the symplectic potential (128). It is immediate
to calculate the corresponding Poisson brackets. The only non-vanishing Poisson brackets among
the canonical variables (pg, K, E, ®,II', | SL )(x) are given by

{l(2),5(y)} = 871G XS(y) u(x,y),  {II(2),5(y)} = 887G XS(y)bu(zy),  (129)
{(2), [(y)} = —8miGT(y) dp(w,y),  {(2),[(y)} = +8miGT(y) du(w,y)  (130)
{Ti(w), Ti(y)} = —167iG I(y) b r(z,y), (131)
{I(2),S(y)} = +47G JS(y) o (z,y), (132)
{pK(x),K(y)} —|—87TG5/V(:E Y), (133)
{E(z) ,<I>(y)} +87yG dx (2,Y), (134)

where § w(x,y) is the Dirac distribution on /. Notice that the first block of these equations,
namely (129), (130), (131), (132), simply means that the Hamiltonian vector field of II', acts
as a right-invariant vector field on the group-valued configuration variable, which is S : #/ —
SL(2,R). In fact, the commutation relations can be inferred immediately from the canonical Pois-
son commutation relations of 7*SL(2, R) equipped with its natural symplectic structure © g1,o gy =
tr(Ps SdS™1), with Ps = IJ 4+ I1X + I1X denoting the sl(2, R)-valued momentum in the matrix
representation defined by (88), (89) and (90).

For practical reasons, it is often more useful not to work with the group-valued configuration
variables, but with a Lie algebra-valued flat SL(2,R) connection instead

dS-S7t=:3J +hX +hX, (135)
such that N
S(u,z,z) = Pexp(/ ((ﬁJ—i—iNLX + ﬁX))S(—l,z,E), (136)
¥z (u)
where Pexp is the path ordered exponential and v, (') is a null ray that starts at u = —1 ends at

u = v’ and projects down onto z € € on the base manifold. Inserting (135) back into (129-132),
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we obtain

()} = 47G dy o (x,y), (137)
()} = 8miG h(y) o (z,y), (138)
()} = —8miG h(y) bu (2, y), (139)
()} (140)
()} (141)

where the notation d, 04 (,y) indicates that the d-differential (126) acts on the second argument.

8.4. Constraints

In this section, we introduce the constraints that reduce the kinematical phase space defined by the
Poisson brackets (129-134) to the physical phase space of the radiative modes at the null boundary.
There are five different constraints, namely the Hamiltonian, Gauss, conformal, scalar and vectorial
constraints. We introduce them below.

(i) Gauss constraint. First of all, we have the Gauss constraint. Let A : #/ — R be a test
function of compact support. To impose (124) on the kinematical phase space (129-134), we
introduce the constraint

VA:G[A]:/

-1
d2vo/\A<I— —dE> 20, (142)
y 2

y

we will see below that this constraint is first-class and generates local U(1) gauge transformations
along the null boundary.

(ii) Conformal constraint. Next, we have a conformal constraint that imposes (123) via
YA O\ = / d2v, A A<pKf( - dE) Lo, (143)
N

where A\ : /' — R is a test function of compact support. Notice that pKf( is a squeeze operator.

(#ii) Scalar constraint. At the kinematical level, the SL(2,R) holonomy (136) and the sl(2, R)-
valued momentum (127) are functionally independent. The functional dependence is obtained by
imposing (115) as a constrained on phase space. This involves a scalar constraint and a complex-
valued (momentum) constraint. The scalar constraint is given by

Vu: Dlu] = //Vd%o /\,u(i) — 95) = 0, (144)

where i : # — R is a test function and ® and ¢ are defined in (135) and (120) respectively.

(iv) Vectorial constraint. Besides the scalar constraint, we also need to impose the vectorial
component of (115). Equation (135) is compatible with (115) only if we impose

Ve VI = / d2v, A Ce~ 28 (Q‘lﬁ - L“Qﬁ) Lo, (145)
N Y
where ¢ : /' — C is a test function of compact support and A is the U(1) angle

Mw=z)=[ & (146)
vz (u)
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with v, C ./ denoting a null ray that starts at u = —1, ends at u = «’ and projects down onto
z € € on the base manifold. Strictly speaking, this U(1) dressing of the constraint is not necessary,
but we will see below that it greatly simplifies the constraint analysis. Notice also that V[(] is a
complex constraint, hence we have two real constraints Re(V[(]) = 0 and Jm(V[(]) = 0 to impose.
All other constraints are real. Notice also that the vector constraints (145) are essentially creation
and annihilation operators with the conformal factor playing the role of the characteristic length
scale of the oscillators.

(v) Hamiltonian constraint. The Raychaudhuri equation determines the evolution of the con-
formal factor along the null generators. Going back to (71) and (75), we obtain

1 _
L] = rode = =59 — 20000 (147)
The expression simplifies once we evaluate it for the vector field U?, defined in (108). Taking into

account that its expansion and non-affinity are related by (110), the Raychaudhuri equation turns
into the constraint

L &7 —— 0%+ 05 =0, (148)
2402
where -
o(u,z,z) = @e_)‘(“’z’z)am (u, 2, 2), (149)

is the rescaled shear. To realise this equation as a constraint on the kinematical phase space
(129-134), consider first the following vertical vector field

v = Noy, (150)

where 07 is the fiducial vector field introduced in (102) and N : # — R is a lapse function that
satisfies the boundary conditions

N, =N|, =0. (151)

Consider then the Lie derivative with respect to this vector field such that we are able to define
the generator
HIN] = 0.4 (%), (152)

It is straightforward to check that for every IV of compact support this generator vanishes provided
the constraints (142-145), (148) are satisfied. Indeed,

1 1 & K + 11 -um
]:%/ d2Uo/\ __gﬁN[E](I)_gﬁN[pK]K"’_Hlm[S'g&NS 1] l} ~

87TG/ d2vo/\N[—;<I>ddqu dUdd ddUQ2+2Ia 23— (ﬁauJﬁJrcc.)] ~
d2 0% o~ =~

~ 2 _ 2 2 ~
~87TG//Vdvo/\N[ AU (0uU) 15 (’y—iQ H8u4H+cc.>]

1 d? L? v+1i
~ d20/\d N (8, — 2P | =

- , U ((9 U)[ dU2 1 5 U(l) (1) + cc

47TG/ d*v, A AU Ze [U] B%Qz—i—aa} ~ 0, (153)

where ~ stands for equality on the constraint hypersurface and J, . denotes the interior product,
e.g. OyadU = 9,U.
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8.5. Dirac analysis of the constraint algebra

It is immediate to check that the Hamiltonian constraint H[N] is the generators of vertical dif-
feomorphisms ¢ = exp &y on the kinematical phase space defined by the commutation relations
(129-134). Going back to the definition of the constraints, we find, in fact,

{H[N],H[N']} = —H[N(%N’ - N’(%N}, (154)
(HIN].GIA]} = —G Nd%A], (155)
(HN],C[\)} = —C -N%)\], (156)
(HIV), DL} =D N a. (157)
(HINLVIY = -V —N(%C]. (158)

The Poisson brackets (130), (132) imply that I is the generator of an U(1) subgroup of SL(2,R).
Going back to the definition of the Guess constraint (142), it is then immediate to infer the
commutation relations

{G[A],G[N']} =0, (159)
{G[A],C[N]} =0, (160)
{GIA], D)} =0, (161)
{GIALV[Q} =0 (162)

In proving (159-162) the only difficulty arises with equation (162), where we have to take into
account that the constraint has been dressed by the introduction of an U (1) holonomy, see equation
(145) and (146).

All other constraints are second class. A few entries of the corresponding Dirac matrix vanish
identically,

{CN,CNT} =0, (163)
{CIL V() =0, (164)
{Dlu], D[]} = 0. (165)

Since ® and E are conjugate, but pKIN( and @ Poisson commutes with both ® and E, we obtain
that C' and D are conjugate,

{C[Al, D[u]} = —8mG /m d*ve AN pu. (166)
We then also find
(D[], V[)} = 47G /ﬂ oo A pCe 207 (3~ )+ 072). (167)
If the vector constraint (145) is satisfied, the right hand side turns into

{Dlu],V[(]} ~ SWWG//V dPvy A pCe 2201 h, (168)
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where, once again, ~ stands for equal on the constraint hypersurface. If the shear vanishes, hence
h ~ Q lodU = 0, the constraints D[u] = 0 and V[(] = 0 commute under the Poisson bracket.
We are now left to compute the Poisson brackets among V and V. First of all, we have

(VILVIET = [ doon [V (o7 - 220R) - ¢ o). aoo

Therefore, B B
{VI(,VI(T} = 0. (170)
Finally, we also need to evaluate {V,V}. A straight forward calculation yields

WLV = [ oon [c{videss) (o - Tan)+

T a2 17y +i,7
— V(¢ e A}(Q H—%Qh)}—i—

+ 167TG/ d?vy A [— 00T + %Cﬁ’Q‘l an— gdg’}
N

Going back to the definition of the Gauss constraint (142) and the definition of the the vectorial
constraint (145), we thus see

{VIC,VI(]} = —167TG//V d?vy A Cal, (171)

where = denotes equality on the constraint hypersurface.

Let us briefly summarise. The kinematical phase space is defined by the Poisson commutation
relations (129-134). The physical phase space is obtained by imposing the constraints. There are
both first-class and second-class constraints. The Hamiltonian (Raychaudhuri equation) and Gauss
constraint are first class, all other constraints (143, 144, 145) are second-class. The kinematical
phase space, which is equipped with the Poisson brackets (129-134), is ten-dimensional. The
resulting physical phase space is two-dimensional and spanned by the Dirac observables of the
theory. In the next section, we compute the Poisson brackets between such observables.

3.6. Dirac observables from SL(2,R) holonomies

Finally, let us explain how to identify coordinates (Dirac observables) on the physical phase space.
The physical phase space is equipped with the Dirac bracket. Let {®,}, be a family of second-class
constraints and {®,, @5} = Anp : det A # 0 be the Dirac matrix and §%° : A%A 53 = o3 be its
inverse. The resulting Dirac bracket is defined by removing the auxiliary directions from phase
space, i.e.

{A,B}" = {A,B} — {A,0,}A*?{®4, B}, (172)

where « is some unspecified multi-index. Summation (integration) is understood over all repeated
(De Witt) indices «, 3, .. ..

We now want to compute the Dirac bracket for a specific class of partial observables, namely
the matrix entries of the SL(2,R) holonomy (136). The calculation is straight forward: first of all,
we note that the matrix entries of the SL(2,R) holonomy (136) commute among themselves with
respect to the Poisson brackets of the kinematical phase space. In other words,

{Sim(u, z, Z),Sjn(u',z',zl)} =0. (173)
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Furthermore,
{CA, 8" (u,2,2)} =0, (174)
{D[W], 5" (u,2,2)} =0, (175)

for all test functions A : #/ — R and p : #/ — R. The only entries of the inverse Dirac matrix that
we need to evaluate in order to calculate {S,S’}* are therefore those that correspond to the vector
constraint. Schematically,

{8,8} = —{S, VoA {V5, 8} + ce. (176)
Inverting the right hand side of (171), we obtain

. . 1 1 1
i > j VA G 2 B
{Sm(u,z,z),Sn(u,z,z)} T6nC /_1du1/_1duo/%[d vo](mw)[

X {Sim(u,z,Z),V(ul,w,w)}@(ul — uo){V(uo,w,w),Sjn(u',z',Z'), } + cc.|, (177)

where ©(u) is the distribution
+1u>0
O(u) = 2 ’ 178
@ {_%m o (178)

and V(u, z, Z) is the integrand that appears in the definition (145) of the vector constraint, i.e.

1 |
V(g = /_ S /Cg (200 o.z) Cts 2, 2) V(u, 2,2) = 0. (179)

Equation (177) provides an important intermediate step, because it tells us that we know the
Dirac bracket {S,S’}*, if we know the ordinary Poisson bracket {V,S} on the kinematical phase
space. Given the fundamental Poisson brackets (129-134) and the definition of the vector constraint
(145), the Poisson bracket {V, S} is immediate to calculate. We obtain

{VIQ, 8% (2)} = —87G {(z) e 22@ Q7 (z) X% 59, (), (180)

where z = (u, 2, Z) labels a point on /. Inserting (180) back into the expression for the Dirac
bracket (177), we infer the commutation relations for the SL(2,R) holonomy

{8, (x), 8%, (y)}" = —4rG O(z,y) 6P (2,y) Q7 () @ (y)
% e 21 (A(@)=Ay)) [XS(:E)] im [XS(ZJ)]]” +ce|. (181)

Let us briefly summarise our notation in this equation: Sij (x) is the SL(2,R) holonomy that
determines the conformal class of the co-dyad e’, on the null boundary, ©(z, y) is the step function
O(z,y) = O(u(z) — u(y)) = £3, and 6@ (z,y) = dg(n(z),m(y)) is the two-dimensional Dirac
distribution on the base manifold. In addition, Q is the conformal factor (96), ¢'2, defined via
equations (146) and (135), is the U(1) holonomy along the null generators, and X ij = m'm; is the
complex-valued SL(2,R) translation generator that we introduced in (89) above.

The physical phase space has two local degrees of freedom. The SL(2,R) holonomy has three
functionally independent components and it is not quite a Dirac observable yet. In fact, it does
not commute with the first-class constraints. Instead, we have

{H[N], S, (u,2,2)} = N(u,z,i)%Sik(u,z,z’), (182)
{G[A], SY (u, 2, z)} = 47G A(u, 2, 2) J, 8™ (u, 2, Z). (183)
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Imposing the Gauss constraint amounts to computing the quotient SL(2,R)/U(1). An example
for such an U(1)-invariant observable is given by the U(1) dressed SL(2,R) holonomy,

H=e'28, (184)

where J denotes the complex structure (88) and e'® is the U(1) holonomy defined via (146).
Another natural example is the two-dimensional conformally rescaled metric,

Yij = ansmisnj, (185)

where ¢, = Oy is the two-dimensional internal metric (79) on the auxiliary internal vector space
V. Notice that both H and ~ are still only partial observables, because neither of them com-
mute with the Hamilton constraint. True Dirac observables can be introduced following standard
constructions. An example is given by

+1
(T, 2,2) = du (0,92)(u, z, 2) 5(T — Qu, z, 2)) vij(u, 2, 2), (186)
~1
which is the functional on phase space that evaluates the conformally rescaled metric v;; at those
points of the null ray v, = 7~ !(z), where the conformal factor takes the value 7. Hence the area
serves as a relational clock—Bondi’s luminosity distance—to define the Dirac observable (186).
Since the conformal factor {2 commutes with all second-class constraints except D|[u|, and since the
inverse Dirac matrix has neither diagonal D x D entries nor any off-diagonal D x C' (C x D) entries,
the commutation relations for ~;; can be immediately inferred from (177). A short calculation yields

(7 (T, 2, 2), (T, 2 2)} = —167G O(T — T') 6P (2, ') (E,-j(T, 2,2) BT, 2, %) + cc.), (187)

where =;; is an abbreviation for
Zi = Q 'y HY HY, (188)

Notice that the Dirac observable (186) is constructed using a line dressing, where a kinematical
(gauge variant, partial) observable is integrated along a light ray to obtain a gauge invariant
observable. A recent discussion of such dressed observables in the context of perturbative gravity
can be found in [45, 46|.

4. Summary and Outlook

Summary. Let us briefly summarise. The first set of results were developed in Section 2, where
we considered the Palatini action with the parity odd Holst term F,g[A] A e* A € in a finite
domain with a boundary that is null. We specified the boundary conditions and introduced the
corresponding boundary term along the null surface. The boundary conditions (12) are such that
a gauge equivalence class of boundary fields is kept fixed. This equivalence class is characterised
by two local degrees of freedom along the null surface, and additional corner data—gravitational
edge modes [16-18, 20-26, 28] at the two boundaries of /4. We introduced the pre-symplectic
potential on the quasi-local radiative phase space, and we identified the gauge symmetries of the
resulting pre-symplectic two-form. An important observation was made in equation (55) and (61),
where we saw that the Barbero—Immirzi parameter deforms the U(1) frame rotations (57, 58, 59).
The resulting U(1) charge (62) is proportional to the generator of dilations (56), which is itself a
multiple of the cross-sectional area. This deformation is responsible for the quantisation of area
in loop quantum gravity, where the Barbero—Immirzi parameter v determines the relation (63)
between dilatations and U(1) frame rotations on the null cone.
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In the second part of the paper, Section 2, we studied the Dirac observables on the null sur-
face. To infer the Poisson brackets, we found it useful to embed the covariant phase space into a
kinematical phase space that contains an auxiliary SL(2,R) holonomy flux algebra (129-131). The
physical phase space is obtained by symplectic reduction with respect to first-class and second-class
constraints. The two first-class constraints are the generators of vertical diffeomorphisms and U(1)
frame rotations, namely the Hamilton constraint (153) and the Gauss constraint (142). The second
class constraints impose the conformal matching (143) and additional constraints on the sl(2,R)
currents, i.e. equations (144) and (145). We computed the constraint algebra and defined the Dirac
bracket (172). An important result was given in equation (181), were we found the commutation
relations among the SL(2,R) holonomy. At null infinity, its matrix elements describe both gravi-
tational radiation as well as gravitational memory [31, 32]. Finally, we introduced a line dressing
[45, 46] to construct physical observables, which are invariant under U(1) gauge transformations
and vertical diffeomorphisms.

Outlook. Tt seems an extremely daunting task to quantise the Dirac bracket (181) directly. The
right hand side (181) involves not only the SL(2,R) holonomies Sij, but also the conformal factor.
Yet the conformal factor depends via the Raychaudhuri equation (148) on the shear o, which is
itself obtained from the SL(2,R) Maurer—Cartan form S=1d S, see (115) and (135). The entire
construction is highly non-linear. Various truncations seems necessary to quantise the algebra in
an effective way. Let us briefly consider three possible such truncations below.

- Asymptotic quantisation: The first and perhaps simplest possibility is to restrict ourselves
to asymptotically flat spacetimes (A = 0) and quantise the asymptotic phase space alone.
Consider an auxiliary double null foliation {/; },~¢ in a vicinity of future (past) null infinity
J* asin [8] such that .7 * = lim, o0 ;. Given such a foliation, the radiative phase space
can be obtained from an asymptotic r — oo limit of the quasi-local radiative phase space
introduced above. If we take the falloff conditions for the various spin coefficients of an
adapted Newman—Penrose tetrad into account, we obtain the 1/r expansion

Qu,r,2,z) = T’Q(O)(Z, z) + @(ro

o (u, 2, 2) 15
QO (z,2) r

(189)

i 5(0)(u,z,2)1 i 5 L B
QI kT OS]z, (190)

Hij(u,r,z,Z) = |0f +
where H ij is the dressed SL(2,R) holonomy (184), Q is the (inverse) conformal factor and
So(z,2z) € SL(2,R) is the initial condition that appears in (136). In the asymptotic  — oo
limit, only the first two terms of the 1/r expansion of the dressed SL(2,R) holonomy enter
the symplectic potential (128). For r — oo, the SL(2,R) group-valued commutation relations
(181) turn into the Lie algebra-valued commutation relations for the asymptotic shear. The
result of this contraction on phase space defines the Poisson brackets

{oD(2),50(y)}" = —4nG O(z,y) 6P (z,y) (191)

of the radiative data at null infinity. Seperating (191) into positive and negative frequency
modes, we obtain an infinite set of harmonic oscillators. The Fock vacuum is then simply

the state that is annihilated by the positive frequency part of the asymptotic shear aé?)) =
o0 meMmyp + CC.

From the perspective of the quasi-local phase space, we find such an asymptotic quantisation
problematic. The conformal factor is treated as a classical field and sent to infinity before
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considering the quantum theory.* This seems to be in conflict with the Heisenberg uncer-
tainty relations that tell us that the area two-form is canonically conjugate to a U(1) gauge
parameter, see (61). Hence we can not impose simultaneous gauge conditions on both the
U(1) gauge parameter ¢ = O(r~!) and the conformal factor Q = O(r). A possible solution
is to quantise the quasi-local phase space at the full non-perturbative level and construct
coherent states that are peaked at appropriate values of 2 and @. Once such coherent states
are found, we can define asymptotic states by sending 2 — co. Even if such a construction
succeeds, the task remains how to recover the ordinary S matrix in this framework. In fact,
the S matrix is a highly entangled boundary state (linear functional) [48, 49] on the tensor
product Hilbert space #Z4 ® %j, where #y is the Fock space for future (past) null infinity.
Defining this tensor product amounts to join the two asymptotic boundaries into a single
Hilbert space. A rigorous construction of such a joint Hilbert space may very well be possible
only via an entangling product [50, 51] that takes into account that the gravitational edge
modes, which are located at a joint cross section of the two asymptotic boundaries (such as
i0), must be quantised as well.

- Loop quantization: In loop gravity [52, 53], we face the opposite problem. We have a straight-
forward and rigorous quantisation of gravitational edge modes, see e.g. |27, 38|, but it is
difficult to characterise the two radiative modes. Consider, for example a spin network state
on a partial Cauchy hypersurface. Such a state consists of superpositions of gravitational
Wilson lines. Every such Wilson line represents a quantum of area. At the boundary of the
partial Cauchy surface, the Wilson lines terminate and a quantum of area is excited. If the
resulting boundary state on a cross section € of the null surface is an eigenstate of the area
operator, we would have, e.g.

O (2,2)|7,,6) =8 hyG/c® > /ik(x + 1)) 6@ (2, 245 2, 2)|7, 7, 6), (192)
k

where 7, are the usual SU(2) spin labels. Hence the conformal factor is quantised. The
question is then to construct a representation of the shear at the quantum level, such that
we can use the Hamiltonian constraint (148) to generate the evolution of the boundary states
along the null generators. Twisted geometries, which admit a representations of the relevant
SL(2,R) degrees of freedom [54], may provide a natural framework to study this problem in
the spin network representation. In three-dimensional euclidean gravity, the problem of how
to explain such boundary evolution for spin network states has been studied in [5, 6].

- Other truncations: It would be highly desirable to develop yet another truncation, where we
only consider a finite-dimensional symplectic subspace of the quasi-local phase space that we
defined in above. Such a subspace could be found by various UV cutoffs. If, for example,
the cross sections are spherical, we could choose an auxiliary (round) metric, decompose all
configuration variables into spherical harmonics (with respect to the auxiliary metric), and
introduce an effective UV cutoff for large spins and frequencies, see e.g. [38]. It would be very
useful to quantise such a finite-dimensional phase-space, and define different UV completions
via different refining maps [55, 56| that embed the finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces into larger
and larger tensor product spaces.

*In addition, the SL(2,R) zero-mode S,(z,%) is usually ignored as well. An approach, where such SL(2,R) edge
modes are not ignored, can be found in [27, 47].
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