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Mart́ın Enŕıquez Rojo∗ and Till Heckelbacher†

Arnold-Sommerfeld-Center for Theoretical Physics,
Ludwig-Maximilians-Universität of Munich,

Theresienstr. 37, D-80333 München, Germany

Roberto Oliveri‡

CEICO, Institute of Physics of the Czech Academy of Sciences,
Na Slovance 2, 182 21 Praha 8, Czech Republic

We investigate the asymptotia of decelerating and spatially flat FLRW spacetimes at future null
infinity. We find that the asymptotic algebra of diffeomorphisms can be enlarged to the recently
discovered Weyl-BMS algebra for asymptotically flat spacetimes by relaxing the boundary condi-
tions. This algebra remains undeformed in the cosmological setting contrary to previous extensions
of the BMS algebra. We then study the equations of motion for asymptotically FLRW spacetimes
with finite fluxes and show that the dynamics is fully constrained by the energy-momentum tensor
of the source. Finally, we propose an expression for the charges that are associated with the cos-
mological supertranslations and whose evolution equation features a novel contribution arising from
the Hubble–Lemâıtre flow.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of the asymptotic region of an isolated self-
gravitating source dates back to the pioneering work of
Bondi, van der Burg, Metzner and Sachs (BMS) [1–3].
These works initiated a rigorous research program to
study gravitational waves in asymptotically flat space-
times; see, e.g., [4–6] for a review.
Over the past years, there has risen some interest
in the asymptotia of a cosmological setting, with a
special focus on decelerating and spatially flat Fried-
mann–Lemâıtre–Robertson–Walker (FLRW) spacetimes.
These geometries are endowed with a future null infinity
and, in addition, are employed to describe the radiation-
and matter-dominated epochs in the evolution of the uni-
verse [7]. The geometrical foundations of decelerating
and spatially flat FLRW spacetimes at future null infin-
ity have been initiated in [8–10].
There are several reasons to perform and deepen into
these studies. From a phenomenological point of view,
it is essential for the transition from asymptotically flat
toward cosmological spacetimes, and FLRW is the most
natural candidate to begin with. It also proves rewarding
to investigate whether the increasingly refined technical
tools and relations, introduced in the context of asymp-
totically flat spacetimes, hold in more realistic scenar-
ios. A prominent example is to discern whether the in-
frared triangle [5, 11] connecting asymptotic symmetries,
soft theorems and memory effects in asymptotically flat
spacetimes survives in cosmological spacetimes and, ei-
ther way, which are the possible modifications and inter-
pretation.
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Rather astoundingly, the literature regarding the infrared
structure of cosmological spacetimes is very limited. The
first attempt belongs to Hawking who proposed that the
asymptotic symmetry group of asymptotically FLRW
spacetimes reduces to its global symmetry group [12].
Nevertheless, only very specific dust-filled universes with
negative spatial curvature were considered, while the
most recent studies [8–10] treat spatially flat universes
allowing for general matter content. In the past years,
several related studies have been performed in various di-
rections: from the study of FLRW at timelike infinity [13]
to the asymptotic symmetries with non-vanishing cosmo-
logical constant [14–17]; and from the relation between
adiabatic modes and soft theorems [18–21] to memory
effects in de Sitter and ΛCDM cosmologies [22–28].

In this work, we push forward the most recent studies
[8–10] on asymptotically decelerating and spatially flat
FLRW spacetimes at future null infinity in two principal
directions.

On the one hand, from a purely geometrical perspective
– and motivated by the recent extension of the asymp-
totic algebra of diffeomorphisms in asymptotically flat
spacetimes [29] denoted Weyl-BMS algebra – we relax
the strong Bondi gauge and allow the diffeomorphisms
to change the determinant of the metric on the celes-
tial sphere. The asymptotic algebra turns out to be iso-
morphic to the Weyl-BMS algebra, in contrast to the
one-parameter deformations of the BMS and generalized
BMS algebras introduced in [10]. This shows that the
Weyl-BMS algebra is more rigid to deformations than
the other extensions.

On the other hand, we focus on the dynamics and develop
the first on-shell analysis for these cosmological asymp-
totic metrics in General Relativity by investigating the
asymptotic Einstein equations. In particular, we explic-
itly solve the equations of motion for a subclass of met-
rics compatible with the supertranslation-like diffeomor-
phisms. The resultant analysis shows that the dynamics
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at future null infinity is completely determined in terms
of the energy-momentum tensor, contrary to asymptot-
ically flat spacetimes, where the Bondi news is uncon-
strained and the tensor degrees of freedom propagate.
Finally, as a third result and benefiting from the
previous analysis, we propose suitable candidates for
supertranslation-like charges in certain simplified set-
tings whose evolution involves a novel Hubble term com-
pared to asymptotically flat spacetimes.
The structure of this paper is as follows. In section II,
we briefly review asymptotically FLRW spacetimes from
the perspective of [9, 10]. In section III, we allow for
Weyl transformations and obtain the asymptotic alge-
bra of diffeomorphisms. Adopting General Relativity as
our gravity theory, in section IV, we develop an on-shell
analysis of our cosmological spacetimes, with a special
emphasis on the subset of metrics consistent with the
absence of Weyl diffeomorphisms. This subset of metrics
is used in section V, where we introduce charges for the
supertranslation-like asymptotic diffeomorphisms. We
conclude with a summary of results and future research in
section VI. Finally, we relegate the asymptotic Lie deriva-
tives and a complementary analysis of the Weyl scalars
for our metrics to the appendices A and B, respectively.

Notation: We generally use “mathfrak” font for the al-
gebras, e.g. bms for the BMS algebra. Indices on the
sphere are denoted by capital latin letters A,B,C, ....
These indices are raised and lowered with the leading
term qAB of the expansion of the metric on the sphere.
DA denotes the covariant derivative with respect to qAB .
The Ricci scalar on the two-sphere is denoted by R, while
Rflat and RFLRW denote the Ricci scalar on the four-
manifold of asymptotically flat and exact FLRW space-
time. 4Gµν ≡ Gµν − GFLRW

µν stands for the difference
between the Einstein tensor of asymptotically FLRW and
exact FLRW. We use δ for the variations along the phase
space, e.g. δf denotes the action on the phase space of
a vector field generated by f . The Hubble scale is given
by H = ∂ua, where a is the conformal expansion scale
factor of FLRW.

II. REVIEW OF ASYMPTOTICALLY FLRW
SPACETIMES

We briefly review the asymptotia of spatially flat FLRW
and the treatment of asymptotically decelerating spa-
tially flat FLRW universes at future null infinity I +.
We refer the reader to [9, 10] for more details.

A. FLRW spacetimes and their asymptotia

The metric of spatially flat FLRW spacetimes is given by

ds̄2 = −dt2 + a2(t)
(
dr2 + r2dΩS2

)
, (2.1)

a(t) =

(
t

t0

) 2
3(w+1)

,

and is sourced by a perfect fluid

T̄µν = (e+ p) ūµūν + pḡµν , (2.2)

where ūµ = {1, 0, 0, 0} is the fluid four-velocity in the
comoving frame, e ∝ a−3(w+1) is the energy density, p
is the pressure and they are related by the equation of
state p = we with w being a real constant.
These metrics are related to the Minkowski metric by a
Weyl transformation. Indeed, using the conformal time
dη = dt/a(t) and Bondi coordinates

u = η −
√
xixi , r =

√
xixi ,

z =
x1 + ix2

x3 +
√
xixi

, z̄ =
x1 − ix2

x3 +
√
xixi

, (2.3)

the spatially flat FLRW metric reads as

ds2 = a2(u, r)

(
−du2 − 2dudr +

4r2

(1 + zz̄)2
dzdz̄

)
a(u, r) =

(
r + u

L

)k
, (2.4)

where L is a length scale and k = 2/(3w + 1).
These spacetimes can be divided into decelerating (k > 0)
and accelerating (k < 0). The corresponding Penrose
diagrams (see e.g., [7, 30]) are shown in figure 1.
Comparing the asymptotic regions of a light-like
geodesic, it is clear that only decelerating FLRW space-
times have a future null infinity I +. For this reason,
we will restrict ourselves to decelerating universes in this
paper, leaving the investigation of accelerating FLRW
spacetimes for future work.
Finally, the non-vanishing components of the Einstein
tensor of the exact FLRW background (2.4) are given by

GFLRW
uu =

3k2

(u+ r)2
=

3k2

r2
+ O(r−3) ,

GFLRW
ur =

3k2

(u+ r)2
=

3k2

r2
+ O(r−3) , (2.5)

GFLRW
rr =

2k(1 + k)

(u+ r)2
=

2k(k + 1)

r2
+ O(r−3) ,

GFLRW
zz̄ = −r

2k(k − 2)γzz̄
(u+ r)2

= −γzz̄k(k − 2) + O(r) .

The energy-momentum tensor in Bondi coordinates for a
perfect fluid is easily obtained from (2.2) and is given by

Tµν = a2

e e 0 0
e e+ p 0 0
0 0 0 pr2γzz̄
0 0 pr2γzz̄ 0

 . (2.6)

Since the energy density scales like e ∝ a−3(w+1) and the
evolution of the scale factor in terms of conformal time is
given by a ∝ η

2
3w+1 , the energy-momentum tensor overall
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FIG. 1. Penrose diagram of spatially flat decelerating FLRW (left) and accelerating FLRW (right)

behaves as

Tµν =
a2

0e0

(u+ r)2


1 1 0 0

1 2(k+1)
3k 0 0

0 0 0 2−k
3k r

2γzz̄
0 0 2−k

3k r
2γzz̄ 0

 ,

(2.7)

which is consistent with the Einstein tensor (2.6).

B. Asymptotically decelerating and spatially flat
FLRW spacetimes

In this section, we briefly recapitulate the ansatz and re-
sults for asymptotically decelerating spatially flat FLRW
spacetimes obtained in our previous works [9, 10].

1. Working ansatz

To define which class of spacetimes asymptotes to decel-
erating and spatially flat FLRW at I +, the following
conditions have been imposed in [9, 10]:

(i) The background metric, that is the metric in which
all the asymptotic expansion coefficients vanish, is
the exact FLRW in Eq. (2.4).

(ii) The strong Bondi gauge and frame are satisfied,

meaning that

grr = 0 , grA = 0 , ∂r det
( gAB
a2r2

)
= 0 , (2.8)

δ
√

det(gAB) = 0 ,

where the indices A,B ∈ {z, z̄} label the angular
coordinates. These conditions will be preserved by
the action of the asymptotic symmetries; see App.A
for details. To be precise, the first three equa-
tions are gauge conditions, while the fourth one is
a boundary condition on the celestial sphere. The
latter can be relaxed as we shall see in section III.

(iii) Allowance of cosmological perturbations preserves
(to leading order) homogeneity, isotropy and spa-
tial flatness, and leaves the equation of state of the
background fluid invariant in the limit r →∞.

(iv) The boundary conditions are preserved, meaning
that no overleading terms are generated in the r
expansion upon application of asymptotic diffeo-
morphisms.

(v) Trace and components of the Einstein tensor can-
not diverge in the limit r → ∞, when integrated
over the comoving sphere. Assuming General Rel-
ativity, these conditions translate directly into cer-
tain requirements for the energy-momentum ten-
sor. In particular, we assume the following fall-off
conditions of the energy-momentum tensor

Tuu = O(r−2), Tur = O(r−2), TuA = O(r−1),

Trr = O(r−2), TrA = O(r−1),

TAB = O(1) . (2.9)

These considerations led to the following class of metrics
[10] 1
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ds2 =

(
r + u

L

)2k
{
−
(

1− Φ− 2m

r

)
du2 − 2

(
1− K

r

)
dudr − 2

(
rΘA + UA +

1

r
NA

)
dudxA

+

(
r2qAB + rCAB + DAB +

1

2
CACC

C
B

)
dxAdxB + . . .

}
. (2.10)

It represents an expansion in powers of 1/r for r → ∞,
where all the expansion coefficients are functions of u, z
and z̄, except for qAB which only depends on the angular
coordinates z and z̄.
Before continuing, let us point out that the ansatz (2.10),
as well as the asymptotic diffeomorphisms preserving it,
has been proven to give the correct flat limit when k → 0
in [10]. Furthermore, Φ, m and K transform as scalars
under spatial rotations while ΘA, UA and NA transform
as vectors, and qAB , CAB and DAB as tensors. The de-
terminant condition in Eq. (2.8) implies CAB and DAB to
be traceless. By comparing the expansion (2.10) to the
asymptotically flat expansion, we expect the parameter
m to be related to the mass of a central inhomogeneity,
CAB to the gravitational radiation and NA to the angu-
lar momentum aspect of the spacetime. However, it is
important to stress that the treatment so far has mostly
been off-shell and that different coefficients do not yet
have a sharp physical interpretation.
In [10] it is also shown that the ansatz (2.10) naturally
includes white holes but, to include simple cosmologi-
cal black hole metrics like Sultana-Dyer, Thakurta and
Vaidya, the expansion in 1/r has to be extended with
logarithmic terms. As expected, the logarithmic ansatz
does not generally satisfy the peeling property but pre-
serves the asymptotic algebra.2 In addition, we comment
that a u-dependent metric on the sphere qAB would imply
a−2guu ∝ O(r) because of the closure of the metric under
the action of the asymptotic diffeomorphisms. However,
this term is not compatible with the third condition lead-
ing to our ansatz.
These observations play an important role in the forth-
coming on-shell analysis of section IV.

2. Asymptotic algebra of diffeomorphisms

The asymptotic diffeomorphisms and their action on the
asymptotic data for the class of metrics in Eq. (2.10) have

1 Note that the sign of the coefficients in the dudxA part of the
metric follows the convention of [9, 10] and is the opposite to the
sign convention in asymptotically flat spacetimes.

2 We remark that the logarithmic terms enter at subleading order
and, therefore, should be included in our on-shell analysis of
section IV and adequately treated. Such an analysis is beyond
the scope of this paper, but we expect that it will not distort the
essence of the results contained herein.

been computed in the case of local conformal Killing vec-
tors (CKV)-superrotations [9] and in the case of Diff(S2)
diffeomorphisms [10]. In section III, we will allow for
local Weyl transformations.
For the time being, it is instructive to review the struc-
ture of the asymptotic algebra at future null infinity
I +. In such a limit, and using the new parameter
(1 + s) ≡ (1 + 2k)/(1 + k), the asymptotic diffeomor-
phisms become

ξ[f(z, z̄), V A(z, z̄)] =

=
(
f +

u

2
(1 + s)DAV

A
)
∂u + V A∂A , (2.11)

where f(z, z̄) and V A(z, z̄) denote, respectively,
supertranslation- and superrotation-like transformations.
Their Lie bracket gives

ξ[f̂ , V̂ A] =
[
ξ[f, V A], ξ[f ′, V ′A]

]
, (2.12)

where the hatted gauge parameters read as

f̂ =V ADAf
′ − V ′ADAf

+
(1 + s)

2

(
fDAV

′A − f ′DAV
A
)
, (2.13)

V̂ A =V BDBV
′A − V ′BDBV

A . (2.14)

We obtain a one-parameter deformation of the extended
BMS algebra [31, 32] denoted as bmss ' (witt⊕witt)ns
ss, where the vectors V A are local CKV on S2, and a
deformation of the generalized BMS algebra [33, 34] de-
noted as gbmss ' vect(S2) ns ss, where the vectors V A

are smooth diffeomorphisms on the sphere. 3 Both reduce
to a one-parameter deformation of the original BMS al-
gebra bs ' so(1, 3)n ss, found in [8], when restricting to
the six V A that are global CKV on S2. 4

These algebras are clearly one-parameter deformations
of the original, extended and generalized BMS algebras,
where the deformation parameter s is directly related to
the equation of state of the background fluid and unveils
a cosmological holographic flow deformation at the level

3 vect(S2) denotes the algebra of globally defined vector fields on
the sphere.

4 For a comparison between our results and those of [8], we refer
the reader to [9, 10].
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of the asymptotic algebras. In section III B, we will notice
that the deformation of the Weyl-BMS algebra becomes
trivial when we allow for Weyl transformations.

As a final comment, we briefly note that in
[10] it was pointed out that the deformed ex-
tended BMS algebra bmss corresponds to the element
W
(
− 1+s

2 ,− 1+s
2 ;− 1+s

2 ,− 1+s
2

)
of the four-parametric

family of deformations of bms, denoted by W (a, b; ā, b̄)
[35, 36]. Furthermore, it was shown in [37] that, after
a change of topology from S2 to the doubly punctured
plane C∗, the deformed generalized BMS algebra gbmss
can be viewed as the member gW

(
− 1+s

2 ,− 1+s
2 ;− 1+s

2

)
of the three-parametric family of deformations of gbms,
called gW (a, b; ā) [37].

III. BMSW-LIKE DIFFEOMORPHISMS IN
FLRW

In this section, we allow for Weyl-BMS transformations
in asymptotically decelerating and spatially flat FLRW
spacetimes, following the corresponding treatment in
asymptotically flat spacetimes [29]. In the rest of the
paper, we will assume that the leading asymptotic coef-
ficients Φ, ΘA and qAB are u-independent. This choice
implies finite fluxes through the boundary and will be
motivated by our on-shell treatment in section IV A.

A. Residual transformation in Bondi gauge

We analyze the residual diffeomorphisms for the on-shell
metrics (2.10) starting from

ξ = ξu(u, z, z̄)∂u+

[
rξr(V )(z, z̄) + ξr(0) +

1

r
ξr(1) + . . .

]
∂r

+

[
V B(z, z̄) +

1

r
ξB(1) +

1

r2
ξB(2) + . . .

]
∂B , (3.1)

where dots stand for subleading terms in 1/r that enter
the O(r−2) in a−2Lξgµν in App.A. We emphasize that,
contrary to previous works [9, 10], we do not require the
determinant of the metric on the sphere to be fixed. In-
stead of the strong Bondi gauge, we follow [29] and use
the Bondi gauge

grr = 0, grA = 0, ∂r det
( gAB
a2r2

)
= 0 . (3.2)

The condition on Lξgrr is already verified by the ansatz.
The vanishing of LξgrA leads to the following restric-
tions:

ξ
(1)
A = −DAξ

u , (3.3)

ξ
(2)
A =

1

2

(
KDAξ

u − CABξB(1)
)
. (3.4)

To satisfy the determinant condition, we have to de-
mand that qABCAB = 0, qABSAB = CABFAB and
that qABKAB = CABSAB − CACC

CBFAB + (DAB +
1
2C

A
CC

CB)FAB , where KAB , SAB and FAB are defined in
(1.6). This leaves the leading order contribution to the
spherical metric arbitrary, which means that the coeffi-
cient ξr(V ) in the expansion (3.1) joins f and V A as a
free parameter. Besides, we obtain

ξr(0) =
1

1 + k

[
−1

2
DAξ

A(1) − 1

2
ΘADAξ

u + kuξr(V ) − kξu
]
, (3.5)

ξr(1) =
1

2(1 + k)

[
CABΘAD

Bξu − 2k
(
u2ξr(V ) − uξr(0) − uξu

)
−DAξ

A(2) + UADAξ
u
]
. (3.6)

The remaining requirements come from LξguA = O(r),
Lξguu = O(1) and Lξgur = O(r−1). Altogether they
translate into

∂uV
A = ∂uξ

r(V ) = 0 (3.7)

∂uξ
u = −(1 + 2k)ξr(V ) (3.8)

⇒ ξu = f(z, z̄)− u(1 + 2k)ξr(V )(z, z̄) . (3.9)

B. Asymptotic algebra

At r →∞, r = constant, our diffeomorphisms become

ξ[f(z, z̄), ξr(V )(z, z̄), V A(z, z̄)]

=
[
f − u(1 + 2k)ξr(V )

]
∂u + V A∂A , (3.10)

leading to the asymptotic algebra

V12 :=[V1, V2]Lie , (3.11)

ξ
r(V )
12 =V1[ξ

r(V )
2 ]− V2[ξ

r(V )
1 ] , (3.12)
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f12 =V1[f2]− V2[f1]

− (1 + 2k)(f1ξ
r(V )
2 − f2ξ

r(V )
1 ) . (3.13)

We see that f and ξr(V ) transform as scalars under
Diff(S2), while f also transforms as a weight-(1 + 2k)
section of the scale bundle. An alternative way to visu-
alize the algebra is to compute

ξ[f̂ , ξ̂r(V ), V̂ A]

=
[
ξ[f, ξr(V ), V A], ξ[f ′, ξr(V )′ , V ′A]

]
, (3.14)

where

f̂ =V ADAf
′ − V ′ADAf

− (1 + 2k)[fξr(V )′ − f ′ξr(V )] ,

V̂ A =V BDBV
′A − V ′BDBV

A , (3.15)

ξ̂r(V ) =V ADAξ
r(V )′ − V ′ADAξ

r(V ) .

Thus, we obtained the algebra bmswk ' (vect(S2)nw)nk
s, which one would naively regard as a deformation of
bmsw obtained in [29]. Nevertheless, the fact that the
Weyl generators ξr(V ) are independent of V A allows us to
rescale the former such that the algebra bmswk is isomor-
phic to the Weyl-BMS algebra bmsw. This differs from
the bmss and gbmss algebras, where the one-parameter
deformation is non-trivial and cannot be removed by a
simple rescaling of the generators. As a consequence, we
observe that the bmsw algebra is more universal because
it is more rigid toward deformations than bms and gbms.
Let us explore the algebra (3.15) in a different basis by
embedding vect(S2) into vect(C?), changing the topology
to admit two punctures at the poles. In this case, the
vector field in (3.10) can be expressed as

ξ(fpq, 0, 0) := Tp,q = zpz̄q∂u , (3.16)

ξ(0, ξr(V )
pq , 0) := Wp,q = −(1 + 2k)zpz̄q u∂u , (3.17)

ξ(0, 0, V zmn) := Lm,n = −zm+1z̄n∂z , (3.18)

ξ(0, 0, V z̄mn) := L̂m,n = −zmz̄n+1∂z̄ . (3.19)

In terms of this basis, we obtain the following non-
vanishing commutators

[Lm,n,Lr,s] = (m− r)Lm+r,n+s , (3.20a)

[L̂m,n, L̂r,s] = (n− s)L̂m+r,n+s , (3.20b)

[Lm,n, L̂r,s] = −rL̂m+r,n+s + nLm+r,n+s , (3.20c)

[Lm,n,Wp,q] = −pWp+m,q+n , (3.20d)

[L̂m,n,Wp,q] = −qWp+m,q+n , (3.20e)

[Lm,n, Tp,q] = −pTp+m,q+n , (3.20f)

[L̂m,n, Tp,q] = −qTp+m,q+n , (3.20g)

[Wm,n, Tp,q] = (1 + 2k)Tp+m,q+n . (3.20h)

It is now evident that the factor (1 + 2k) in the last com-
mutator can easily be removed by a rescaling of Wm,n,
leading to the isomorphism bmswk ' bmsw. 5

As a final comment, let us note that a very similar alge-
bra to (3.20) with witt-superrotations instead of vect(C?)
has been uncovered in Eq. (2.31) of [38]. There, the au-
thors performed a near-horizon analysis where the surface
gravity κ plays exactly the same role as the factor (1+2k)
in Eq. (3.20h). A major difference is that in their case
κ cannot be reabsorbed due to the fact that the value
κ = 0 is included, whereas in our case (1 + 2k) 6= 0. We
also note that, our parameter k can be identified6 with
the level of the conformal Carroll algebra [39]. In par-
ticular, by explicit comparison of our BMSW-like vec-
tor field (3.10) and the conformal Carroll vector field
of level kC (see Eq.(IV.8) in [39] with d = 2), we get
∇AV AkC = −(1 + 2k)ξr(V ).

C. Action of the asymptotic diffeomorphisms

For completion and posterior use, we give the explicit
variations of the asymptotic coefficients under the asymp-
totic diffeomorphisms (3.1):

δΦ = V ADAΦ− 2∂uξ
r(0) − 2k(1− Φ)ξr(V ) − 2(1− Φ)∂uξ

u + 2ΘA∂uξ
A(1), (3.21)

δm = ξu∂um+ V ADAm− k(1− Φ)ξu − [(1− 2k)m− ku(1− Φ)] ξr(V ) − k(1− Φ)ξr(0)

+K∂uξ
r(0) − ∂uξr(1) +m∂uξ

u + UA∂uξ
A(1) +

1

2
ξA(1)DAΦ + ΘA∂uξ

A(2), (3.22)

δK = ξu∂uK + V ADAK +K∂uξ
u −ΘAξ

A(1) + 2k
(
uξr(V ) − ξu − ξr(0)

)
+ 2kKξr(V ), (3.23)

δqAB = 2(1 + k)ξr(V )qAB + LV qAB , (3.24)

δCAB = ξu∂uCAB + LV CAB + (1 + 2k)CABξ
r(V ) + LξA(1)qAB + ΘADBξ

u + ΘBDAξ
u

5 It would be very interesting to explore the family of linear de-
formations of bmsw, similar to W (a, b; ā, b̄) for bms [35, 36] and

gW (a, b; ā, b̄) for gbms [37].
6 We thank the anonymous referee for suggesting this relationship.
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+ 2qAB

[
(1 + k)ξr(0) − kuξr(V ) + kξu

]
, (3.25)

δΘA = LV ΘA + (1 + 2k)ΘAξ
r(V ) − ∂Aξr(V ) + ΘA∂uξ

u + qAB∂uξ
B(1), (3.26)

δUA = ξu∂uUA + LV UA + LξC(1)ΘA + 2kΘA(ξu + ξr(0) − uξr(V ))−DAξ
r(0) +KDAξ

r(V )

− (1− Φ)DAξ
u + UA∂uξ

u + CAB∂uξ
B(1) + 2kUAξ

r(V ) + ΘAξ
r(0) + qAB∂uξ

(2)
B , (3.27)

δNA = ξu∂uNA + LVNA − (1− 2k)NAξ
r(V ) +NA∂uξ

u + LξC(1)UA + LξC(2)ΘA

+KDAξ
r(0) −DAξ

r(1) + 2mDAξ
u + 2kUA

(
ξr(0) + ξu − uξr(V )

)
+ 2kΘA

[
u2ξr(V ) − u(ξr(0) + ξu) + ξr(1)

]
+ ΘAξ

r(1) +

(
DAB +

1

2
CACC

C
B

)
∂uξ

B(1)

+ CAB∂uξ
B(2) . (3.28)

IV. EQUATIONS OF MOTION

So far, we have reviewed the geometrical analysis per-
formed in [9, 10] and extended it in order to allow for
Weyl transformations. Nevertheless, this treatment is
off-shell, in the sense that we did not make explicit use
of the equations of motion. In this section, we adopt Gen-
eral Relativity as our gravity theory and perform an on-
shell analysis. This means that we analyze the Einstein
tensor as an expansion in r−1, such that the expansion

coefficients G
(i)
µν are defined by

Gµν = Rµν −
1

2
gµνR =

∑
i

G
(i)
µν

ri
(4.1)

and the Ricci scalar is expanded as

R =

(
r + u

L

)−2k ∞∑
i=0

R(i)

ri
. (4.2)

In the following, we compute the Einstein tensor and
impose the fall-off behavior of the asymptotic FLRW
energy-momentum tensor (2.9) to find conditions on the
metric functions and thus on the space of solutions.

A. Metrics with finite fluxes

We begin by introducing the leading uu and uA com-
ponents of the Einstein tensor obtained from the ansatz
(2.10):

G(1)
uu =− (1 + k)∂uΦ− qAB(DB∂uΘA

+ (1 + 2k)ΘA∂uΘB) , (4.3)

G
(0)
uA =− 1

2
∂uΘA . (4.4)

It can easily be observed that these components lead to
linearly divergent fluxes at large r.7

7 The presence of u-dependent leading terms, such as Φ(u), ΘA(u)
and qAB(u), would be necessary if one wants to describe dynam-

As a consequence, we restrict ourselves to the solutions
in which these components vanish, which is equivalent
to imposing ∂uΦ = ∂uΘA = 0. This choice is consistent
because the variations δΦ and δΘA generated by means
of asymptotic transformations are u-independent if we
start with Φ and ΘA which do not depend on u, as can
be quickly noticed from (1.1) and (1.4).

The resulting metrics satisfy a series of properties that
make them suited for a Bondi analysis. First, it is easy to
notice that all the leading terms are u-independent, such
that only the subleading terms can be dynamical. This is
equivalent to taking as a boundary the equivalence class
of unperturbed FLRW metrics allowed by bmsw trans-
formations, while the potential dynamics is restricted to
the subleading terms m, K, UA and CAB . The latter
transform, respectively, as scalars, vector and tensor en-
coding (up to combinations) a maximum of six degrees
of freedom, which can be reduced after imposing the re-
maining equations of motion. Second, one can check that
the resulting Gµν components are of the same order in r
as the perfect fluid background, which is a reminiscence
of the analysis performed in [8]. This guarantees that not
only the Gµν components but also their fluxes through
future null infinity I + are finite.

B. Asymptotic Einstein equations and degrees of
freedom

Following the analysis of the previous subsection, we an-
alyze the equations of motion and corresponding degrees
of freedom for the on-shell ansatz (2.10) with ∂uΦ =
∂uΘA = ∂uqAB = 0.

ical perturbations of the FLRW boundary among our boundary
metrics.
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1. General case

In this section, we will present the leading Einstein equa-
tions and classify them in scalar, vector and tensor equa-
tions.
a. Scalar equations We start with the leading expres-
sion of Guu

G(2)
uu =

1

4
∂uCAB∂uC

AB +DA∂uU
A + 2(1 + k)∂u (m+ ΦK) +

1

2
(qACqBD − qADqBC)DBΘADDΘC

+ ∂uK
(
2 + 2kΘAΘA +DAΘA

)
+

1

2
(1− 2k)ΘADAΦ− 1

2
∆Φ + ΘA (DA∂uK + 2k∂uUA)

+ (Φ− 1)

[
−1

2
R +

1

4
(1 + 8k + 4k2)ΘAΘA + 2(k + 1)DAΘA

]
− (Φ− 1)

[
(2k + 1)(Φ− 1) + k2(Φ + 1)

]
+ 2k(k + 1). (4.5)

This equation corresponds to the Bondi mass-loss equa-
tion in the asymptotically flat limit.
The constraint equation for the parameter K reads as

G(3)
rr = −2(1 + k)(2ku−K) . (4.6)

Note that K is completely fixed by the corresponding
term in the expansion of the energy-momentum tensor.
Besides, we also have

G(2)
ur =

1

2
(R − 2) + 3k2 + (1 + k)2Φ

− 1

4
(1 + 2k)2ΘAΘA +

1

2
(3 + 4k)DAΘA , (4.7)

which does not generally impose any extra condition on
the parameters.

b. Vector equations At leading order a novel con-
straint for the parameter ΘA appears. It is given by

G
(1)
rA = (1 + k)ΘA . (4.8)

The function ΘA, just as K, is now completely deter-
mined by the corresponding expansion coefficient of the
energy-momentum tensor.
At subleading orders, we obtain the generalized version
of the well-known constraint for UA in flat spacetimes

G
(2)
rA =

1

2

[
2kuΘA − (3 + 2k)DAK −DBC

B
A

+(1 + 2k)
(
CABΘB − 2UA −KΘA

)]
(4.9)

and

G
(1)
uA = ΘA

[
1

2
R − 1 + Φ− k(2− Φ) + k2(1 + Φ)

]
+

ΘA

4

[
−(1 + 2k)2ΘBΘB + 2(3 + 4k)DBΘB + 6∂uK

]
+

1

2

[
− 2kDAΦ + ∂uD

BCAB −DBDAΘB +DAD
AΘA −ΘB(−2k(DAΘB −DBΘA) + (1 + 2k)∂uCAB)

+ 2∂uUA + ∂uDAK
]
, (4.10)

which do not generally impose any new condition on the
parameters.

c. Tensor equations The leading order tensor compo-
nents are given by

G
(0)
AB =− 1

2
[ΘAΘB − (1 + 2k)(DAΘB +DBΘA)

−2k∂uCAB ] +
1

4
qAB

[
(4k2 − 1)ΘCΘC − 4∂uK

−4(k(k(1 + Φ)− 2) + (1 + 2k)DCΘC)
]
, (4.11)
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which constitutes a novel constraint for the time evolu-
tion of CAB that is absent in asymptotically flat space-
times. Interestingly, this condition, only present for
k 6= 0, is associated with the presence of a Hubble scale in
expanding universes from which all the modes stop being
oscillating and are frozen [7].

d. Ricci scalar Finally, let us analyze the value of the
leading order Ricci scalar for our

R(2) =R − 3

2
(1 + 2k)2ΘAΘA + 2 (−(1 + 3k)(1− Φ)

+3k2(1 + Φ) + (2 + 3k)DAΘA + ∂uK
)

=R
(2)
FLRW +

[
R − 2− 3

2
(1 + 2k)2ΘAΘA + 2∂uK

+2
(
(1 + 3k + 3k2)Φ + (2 + 3k)DAΘA

)]
(4.12)

We would like to recall that in the flat limit, i.e. k → 0,
ΘA → 0 and K → 0, this equation becomes

R
(2)
flat = 2Φ + R − 2 . (4.13)

In fact, the condition R
(2)
flat

!
= 0 is imposed as a flatness

condition, leading to a constraint on Φ; see [29]. Fol-

lowing the same logic, we can impose R(2) !
= R

(2)
FLRW,

which again constrains Φ in terms of R, T
(1)
rA and T

(3)
rr ,

determining a balance equation which ensures that the
spacetimes under analysis still have an FLRW profile.

Before continuing, it is instructive to have a closer look at
the values of the variations (3.21), (3.23) and (3.26) in our
setting. In fact, we observe that they can be expressed
as:

δΘA =LV ΘA + 2k∂Aξ
r(V ) ,

δΦ =V ADAΦ + [2(1− Φ)(1 + k)− 4k

+
1 + 2k

1 + k

(
DAD

A + (1 + 2k)ΘADA

)]
ξr(V ) ,

δK =ξu∂uK + V ADAK −Kξr(V ) +
(1 + 3k)

(1 + k)
ΘADAξ

u

+
2k

(1 + k)
[uξr(V ) −DAD

Aξu − ξu] .

These Lie derivatives confirm explicitly our previous
statement that the choice ∂uΦ = ∂uΘA = 0 is consis-
tent because the variations δΦ and δΘA generated by
means of asymptotic transformations are u-independent
if we start with Φ and ΘA not depending on u. More-
over, we observe that ΘA is unavoidably generated by
Weyl transformations, while in the presence of only su-
pertranslations this component is not necessarily present.
The same statement holds true for Φ, whereas K is gen-
erated in any case. Remarkably, in the absence of Weyl
transformations, K does not need to be u-dependent.

2. Absence of Weyl transformations

In the last subsection, we have noticed how complicated
the analytical treatment becomes in general settings.
Nevertheless, the physical picture and the role of the dif-
ferent coefficients, as well as the nature of the different
degrees of freedom, are exactly the same as in simpler
backgrounds. 8 Therefore, we will now restrict ourselves
to a simple setting, which is consistent with supertrans-
lations and the absence of Weyl diffeomorphisms (i.e.
ξr(V ) = 0), with ΘA = Φ = 0 and analyze it in more
detail, solving the Einstein equations explicitly.
Let us start by writing down the relevant Einstein equa-
tions (4.5)-(4.12) in our simplified setting:

G(2)
uu =

1

2
(R − 2) + 3k2 + 2∂uK − ∂u(DAU

A)

+
1

4
∂uCAB∂uC

AB − 2(1 + k)∂um, (4.14)

G(3)
rr =− 2(1 + k)(2ku−K), (4.15)

G(2)
ur =

1

2
(R − 2) + 3k2, (4.16)

G
(1)
uA =

1

2

(
∂uD

BCAB + 2∂uUA + ∂uDAK
)
, (4.17)

G
(2)
rA =

1

2

[
−2(1 + 2k)UA −DBC

B
A

−(3 + 2k)DAK] , (4.18)

G
(0)
AB = k∂uCAB − qAB [k(k − 2) + ∂uK], (4.19)

together with

R(2) = R
(2)
FLRW + [R − 2 + 2∂uK]

!
= R

(2)
FLRW . (4.20)

From these equations we find the constraints

K =
8πG

2(1 + k)
T (3)
rr + 2ku

=
8πG

2(1 + k)
(T (3)
rr − T

(3)
rr FLRW)

=
8πG

2(1 + k)
4T (3)

rr , (4.21)

∂uK =
1

2
(2−R) =

8πG

2(1 + k)
∂u(4T (3)

rr ) , (4.22)

UA =− 8πG

(1 + k)
T

(2)
rA −

qBM

2(1 + k)
(DMCAB)

− 3 + 2k

2(1 + k)
DAK , (4.23)

which indicate that K and UA do not propagate and are
completely determined in terms of the sources and other
fields.

8 Note that the backgrounds are encoded in the coefficients ΘA

and Φ.
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Next, we examine in detail (4.14) and (4.19). Let us be-
gin by decomposing (4.19) into trace and traceless com-
ponents

qABG
(0)
AB = −2[k(k − 2) + ∂uK] , (4.24)

G
(0)
AB −

1

2
qABq

CDG
(0)
CD = k∂uCAB . (4.25)

The former equation does not convey special information
but the latter tells us that, for k 6= 0, the time evolution
of CAB is constrained by the sources and it is not any-
more a field carrying dynamical degrees of freedom at fu-
ture null infinity I +. This is a crucial difference with re-
spect to asymptotically flat spacetimes, where CAB only
enters the Bondi mass-loss formula (4.14) and is uncon-
strained. Finally, looking in detail at Eq. (4.14), we ob-
serve that m enters the mass loss equation with only
one time derivative, which would define its evolution as
Cauchy data in terms of energy-momentum components.
Furthermore, after a lengthy computation, it can be
shown that NA also enters the equations of motion for

G
(2)
uA with only one time derivative and is constrained

by the energy-momentum tensor. The subleading coeffi-

cient E in gur ' O(r−2) enters as qAB∂uE in G
(1)
AB but

in G
(4)
rr it appears linearly without derivative and is fully

constrained as can be seen from

G(4)
rr =− 1

4
CABC

AB + 2
[
3k2u2 + 2E +K2

+k
(
3u2 + 2E − uK +K2

)]
. (4.26)

a. Short summary We observe that for asymptotically
decelerating FLRW spacetimes, the dynamics at future
null infinity I + is completely constrained. This could
have been expected taking into account that, in an ex-
panding universe, there is a Hubble scale from which
all the modes stop to be oscillating and simply become
frozen. Gravitational waves in the IR limit will, there-
fore, always be beyond the Hubble scale and do not ap-
pear as dynamical from the point of view of I +. Note,
however, that this result depends on the choice of bound-
ary conditions and, in particular, of the fall-off behaviour
of the energy-momentum tensor.
Let us close this section with two brief comments. In the
background ΘA = Φ = 0, the coefficients K,E , UA are
fully constrained, while m,NA, CAB are non-propagating
and their evolution equations are determined by the
sources. These coefficients represent frozen scalar, vec-
tor and tensor modes that stop being dynamical at the

Hubble scale due to the appearance of well-known fric-
tion terms [7]. In the most general case with u-dependent
Φ, Ψ, ΘA and qAB , we point out that these four coeffi-
cients and/or their time evolution are also completely
constrained in terms of the energy-momentum tensor,
such that they are again non-propagating.

The results derived in this section raise the question
whether non-trivial infrared structure can be expected
in more realistic cosmological settings where expansion
and the Hubble scale are present.

V. ASYMPTOTIC CHARGES FOR
SUPERTRANSLATIONS

In this section, we will propose asymptotic charges for
supertranslations in the absence of Weyl transformations.
In fact, this is the setting we explored in detail in section
IV B 2, for which ΘA = Φ = 0.

We conjecture the expression of supertranslation charges
by introducing a physically motivated ansatz and requir-
ing that the charges reproduce the flat limit and obey
an abelian algebra, meaning that they are in a faithful
representation of the supertranslation algebra.

We start with a simple ansatz given by the standard su-
pertranslation charges in asymptotically flat space (see
e.g. [40]) integrated over the comoving sphere

Q̃f =

∫
S2

√
qf(xA)(a2m) . (5.1)

We compute the algebra of charges using the definition
for integrable charges in [41]

{
Q̃f1 , Q̃f2

}
= −δf2Q̃f1 = −

∫
S2

√
q[f1δf2(a2m)] . (5.2)

The required variation reads as

δf2(a2m) = a2

{
f2∂um−

k(k + 2)

2(1 + k)2

(
DAD

A + 2
)
f2

− 1

4(1 + k)

[
2(∂uU

A)(DAf2)

−DA(∂uC
ABDBf2 − ∂uKDAf2)

]}
(5.3)

and, plugging in the equations of motion, it leads to

δf2(a2m) = a2

{
−
f24G(2)

uu +DA(4G(1)
uAf2)− [(R − 2) + 2∂uK]

2(1 + k)
− k(k + 2)

2(1 + k)2

(
DAD

A + 2
)
f2

− ∂uC
AB∂uCAB

8(1 + k)
f2 +

1

4(1 + k)

[
DADB(f2∂uC

AB) +DAD
A(f2∂uK)

]}
. (5.4)
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Let us now recall that we only consider supertranslations, which means R = 2. As a consequence, Eq. (4.20) tells us
that ∂uK = 0. This reduces the previous expression to:

δf2(a2m) = a2

{
−
f24G(2)

uu +DA(4G(1)
uAf2)

2(1 + k)
− k(k + 2)

2(1 + k)2

(
DAD

A + 2
)
f2

− ∂uC
AB∂uCAB

8(1 + k)
f2 +

1

4(1 + k)
DADB(f2∂uC

AB)

}
. (5.5)

The second term in the first line can be reabsorbed by a
redefinition of the charge as:

Qf :=Q̃f −
(k + 2)

2(1 + k)

∫
S2

√
qa2f(xA)K

=

∫
S2

√
qa2f(xA)

[
m− (k + 2)

2(1 + k)
K

]
. (5.6)

In this way, we obtain

{Qf1 , Qf2} = −δf2Qf1

=

∫
S2

a2√gS2

1

(1 + k)

[
1

8
f1f2∂uC

AB∂uCAB

− 1

4
f2∂uC

ABDADBf1

+
f1f24G(2)

uu −4G(1)
uAf2D

Af1

2

]
. (5.7)

The terms in the first line can be absorbed by a modi-
fication of the bracket derived in [41] for asymptotically

flat spacetimes, as follows:

{Qf1 , Qf2} = −δf2Qf1

+

∫
S2

√
q

a2

8(1 + k)
∂uC

BCf2(−δf1CBC) . (5.8)

The remaining terms are fluxes and non-integrable terms
which can either be added to the definition of the charge,
making it non-integrable, or cured by redefinition of the

bracket. In the case in which 4G(2)
uu = 4G(1)

uA = 0, we
have a well-defined charge given by Eq. (5.6) and the
charge bracket in Eq. (5.8). The algebra is abelian and
the charges are non-integrable only when ∂uCAB 6= 0.
To study the non-conservation of the charges, we use the
evolution equation [41]

d

du
Qf =

∂

∂u
Qf + δ1Qf . (5.9)

Contrary to the analysis in flat spacetimes, ∂Qf/∂u in-
cludes a contribution coming from the u-dependent scale

factor. As a result, for the setting with4G(2)
uu = 4G(1)

uA =
0, we obtain

d

du
Qf = 2

H

a
Qf −

1

(1 + k)

∫
S2

√
qa2

(
1

8
f∂uC

AB∂uCAB −
1

4
∂uC

ABDADBf

)
, (5.10)

where H = ∂ua denotes the Hubble parameter.
The first term is new with respect to flat spacetimes and
can be interpreted as a Hubble flow of the evolution of
the charge. For the concrete case of f = 1, the first term
is positive and the second is negative. As a consequence,
the charge Qf=1 is not guaranteed to be monotonically
decreasing in time. In fact, the term (H/a)Qf=1 couples
the expansion rate of the FLRW universe with the charge
Qf=1 and contributes to the time evolution counterbal-
ancing the loss of energy from the gravitational waves.
In other words, the quantity Qf=1 cannot be strictly in-
terpreted as the FLRW equivalent of the Bondi mass.
Let us finish this section with some relevant comments:

• Using the charge (5.6) and the bracket (5.8), we
have obtained {Qf1 , Qf2} = Q[f1,f2]=0 = 0 for

a subset of metrics compatible with supertrans-

lations, in which Φ = ΘA = ∂uK = 4G(2)
uu =

4G(1)
uA = 0.

• It is of utmost importance to emphasize that, con-
trary to asymptotically flat spacetimes, ∂uCAB can
be expressed in terms of the energy-momentum ten-

sor components T
(0)
AB following Eq. (4.25). This

means that the notion of Bondi news associated
with propagating degrees of freedom is absent. In-
stead, a matter flux through the boundary takes
the place of the Bondi news. When it is vanishing,
it renders the charges integrable.

• In general, due to the fact that the evolution of all
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the metric coefficients is determined by the energy-
momentum tensor components, we point out that
the interpretation of these charges might be very
different from that in asymptotically flat space-
times.

• Although the charges we presented are well mo-
tivated, we remark that it should be possible to
derive them from first principles, e.g. using the
Barnich-Brandt method [42] upon linearizing over
the FLRW background. We leave this for future
studies.

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we further delved into asymptotically de-
celerating spatially flat FLRW spacetimes at future null
infinity I +, originally initiated in [8, 9], refined in [10]
and briefly reviewed in section II. Herein, we extended
the latter by allowing for asymptotic local Weyl diffeo-
morphisms, which do not preserve the determinant of
the metric on the sphere, and we went a step further by
studying for the first time the dynamics of these cosmo-
logical spacetimes in General Relativity.
Let us summarize the main results of our analysis:

• After relaxing the strong Bondi gauge or, equiv-
alently, enabling the change of the determinant
of the metric on the sphere, we have shown that
asymptotically decelerating spatially flat FLRW
spacetimes at future null infinity I + admit an
asymptotic algebra isomorphic to the Weyl-BMS
algebra bmsw in asymptotically flat spacetimes
[29]. This result differs from the case considered
in [8, 10], where bs, bmss and gbmss are one-
parameter deformations of their asymptotically flat
counterparts and unveil a cosmological holographic
flow at the level of asymptotic algebras. We, thus,
find that this flow is trivial if we allow for local Weyl
diffeomorphisms, pointing to the fact that bmsw is
more rigid to deformations than the other exten-
sions of the BMS algebra.

• We performed an on-shell analysis of asymptoti-
cally decelerating spatially flat FLRW spacetimes
at future null infinity I + by computing and an-
alyzing the asymptotic Einstein equations. The
general pattern and constraints on the metric co-
efficients are clear. Nonetheless, for the sake of
technical simplicity, we explicitly solved the equa-
tions for a subclass of metrics compatible with
the supertranslation-like sector. Strikingly, we ob-
served that the boundary dynamics is completely
constrained by the sources, such that not even the
tensor degrees of freedom propagate in contrast to
asymptotically flat spacetimes. From a cosmolog-
ical perspective, this result is consistent with the

presence of a Hubble scale in the expanding uni-
verses beyond which all dynamics is frozen.

• Making use of the on-shell treatment, we ob-
tained well-defined candidates for supertranslation-
like charges in some concrete settings. Interest-
ingly, their evolution equation involves a new Hub-
ble term.

Finally, we comment on open questions and point out
future research directions:

• When we started this project, we expected to ben-
efit from the richer structure of FLRW spacetimes
and, therefore, to explore not only tensor modes (as
in asymptotically flat spacetimes) but also scalar
and vector modes and their corresponding memo-
ries. Nevertheless, our investigation of the Einstein
equations revealed the opposite conclusion: all the
modes at future null infinity I + are constrained
by the sources. There are, nonetheless, two caveats
worthwhile to be explored. First, we have used
General Relativity as gravity theory, while alterna-
tive gravity theories might permit richer dynamics
for these cosmological spacetimes at I +. Second,
as pointed out in [10], we should have allowed for
logarithmic terms in r in the metrics (2.10) to in-
clude more realistic solutions, such as cosmologi-
cal black holes. The reason for not including such
terms is purely technical, based on the high diffi-
culty of performing their on-shell analysis. How-
ever, it might be that including those terms would
lead to less restrictive equations of motion.

• A very intuitive guideline to follow is extending
our machinery to other types of FLRW universes,
with a special emphasis on accelerating spatially
flat ones, and comparing to the results obtained in
this paper.

• It would be very interesting to explore if the Weyl-
BMS algebra bmsw belongs to a wider multi-
parametric family of deformations. The BMS alge-
bra bms and the corresponding deformation bmss
are members of the family W (a, b; ā, b̄) [10, 35, 36],
and the generalized BMS algebra gbms and its de-
formation gbmss lie within the three-parametric
family gW (a, b, ā) [37]. It would be very appeal-
ing to obtain such a family for bmsw and explore
its representatives. For a discussion on the physi-
cal relevance of exploring families of deformations
that interpolate between symmetry algebras ob-
tained from various boundary conditions at various
loci (e.g. near horizon or asymptotic) and concrete
three-dimensional examples, we refer to [43].

• We followed an intuitive procedure to obtain
supertranslation-like charges. Nevertheless, we ex-
pect that it should be possible to derive them ex-
plicitly from the Barnich-Brandt method [42] by
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linearizing over an FLRW background. This tech-
nical step is worth pursuing in future studies.

• Besides, it would be desirable to obtain charges for
the superrotation-like and local Weyl sectors. It
is a challenging task, even for the global Killing
vectors in S2, because it would involve the next or-
der in the 1/r expansion of the Einstein equations,
which determines the evolution of the angular mo-
mentum aspect. We expect that a refinement of
the techniques of holographic renormalization de-
veloped for asymptotically flat spacetimes [29, 44]
will be very useful in such an endeavour.
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Appendix A: Asymptotic Lie derivatives

In this appendix, we calculate the Lie derivatives of the off-shell metric (2.10) with respect to the asymptotic diffeo-
morphisms (3.1). These are given by

a−2Lξguu = 2r
(

ΘA∂uVA − ∂uξr(V )
)

+
[
V ADAΦ + ξu∂uΦ + 2UA∂uV

A − 2∂uξ
r(0) − 2k(1− Φ)ξr(V )

+2K∂uξ
r(V ) − 2(1− Φ)∂uξ

u + 2ΘA∂uξ
A(1)

]
+

2

r

[
ξu∂um− k(1− Φ)ξu − ((1− 2k)m− ku(1− Φ)) ξr(V )

− k(1− Φ)ξr(0) + V ADAm+
1

2
ξA(1)DAΦ +K∂uξ

r(0) − ∂uξr(1)

+m∂uξ
u + UA∂uξ

A(1) + ΘA∂uξ
A(2) +NA∂uV

A
]

+ O(r−2), (1.1)

a−2Lξgur = −
[
(1 + 2k)ξr(V ) + ∂uξ

u
]

+
1

r

[
ξu∂uK + V ADAK +K∂uξ

u −ΘAξ
A(1)

+2k
(
uξr(V ) − ξu − ξr(0)

)
+ 2kKξr(V )

]
+ O(r−2), (1.2)

a−2LξgrA = −qABξB(1) −DAξ
u +

1

r

(
KDAξ

u − CABξB(1) − 2qABξ
B(2)

)
+ O(r−2), (1.3)

a−2LξguA = qAB∂uV
Br2

+ r
[
(1 + 2k)ΘAξ

r(V ) + LV ΘA − ∂Aξr(V ) + CAB∂uV
B

+ξu∂uΘA + ΘA∂uξ
u + qAB∂uξ

B(1)
]

+
[
(2kΘA + ∂uUA)ξu + (1 + 2k)ΘAξ

r(0) + 2kξr(V )(UA − uΘA)

+ LV UA + LξC(1)ΘA −DAξ
r(0) +KDAξ

r(V ) − (1− Φ)DAξ
u

+

(
DAB +

1

2
CACC

C
B

)
∂uV

B + UA∂uξ
u + CAB∂uξ

B(1) + qAB∂uξ
B(2)

]
+

1

r

[
ξu∂uNA +NA∂uξ

u + LVNA − (1− 2k)NAξ
r(V )

+KDAξ
r(0) −DAξ

r(1) + 2mDAξ
u + 2kUA(ξr(0) + ξu − uξr(V ))
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+ 2kΘA

(
u2ξr(V ) − u(ξr(0) + ξu) + ξr(1)

)
+ ΘAξ

r(1) + CAB∂uξ
B(2)

+

(
DAB +

1

2
CACC

C
B

)
∂uξ

B(1) + LξB(1)UA + LξB(2)ΘA

]
+ O(r−2), (1.4)

a−2LξgAB = r2FAB + rSAB +KAB , (1.5)

with

FAB = 2(1 + k)ξr(V )qAB + ξu∂uqAB + LV qAB ,

SAB = 2qAB((1 + k)ξr(0) − kuξr(V ) + kξu) + LξA(1)qAB

+ ΘADBξ
u + ΘBDAξ

u + (1 + 2k)CABξ
r(V ) + LV CAB + ξu∂uCAB ,

KAB = 2kqAB

(
u2ξr(V ) − uξr(0) − uξu

)
+ 2(1 + k)qABξ

r(1) + LξA(2)qAB

+ UADBξ
u + UBDAξ

u + LξA(1)CAB + 2k

(
DAB +

1

2
CACC

C
B

)
ξr(V )

+ ξu∂u

(
DAB +

1

2
CACC

C
B

)
+ LV

(
DAB +

1

2
CACC

C
B

)
. (1.6)

Appendix B: Weyl scalars

The Bondi gauge suggests a frame where one can compute the Weyl scalars. This computation has been useful
to identify covariant quantities in asymptotically flat spacetimes [29] and we expect that it will also be useful for
asymptotically FLRW. For completion, we compute in this appendix the Weyl scalars associated with the on-shell
metric (2.10).
Our starting point is the historical Bondi-Sachs form of the metric

ds2 = −2e2βa2du(dr + Fdu) + gAB(dxA − ŨAdu)(dxB − ŨBdu) . (2.1)

The null tetrads are defined by ηabe
a ⊗ eb = gµνdxµ ⊗ dxν with

ηab =

 0 −1 0 0
−1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0

 . (2.2)

For the metric in Eq. (2.1) they are given by

e0 = ae2βdu , e1 = a (dr + Fdu) , ei = arEiA
(
dxA − UA

)
, (2.3)

with ηijE
i
AE

j
B = 1

a2r2 gAB for i, j ∈ {2, 3}. The corresponding vectors are given by

ê0 =
1

a
e−2β

(
∂u − F∂r + UA∂A

)
, ê1 =

1

a
∂r , êi =

1

a

1

r
ÊAi ∂A . (2.4)

It can be checked easily that the vectors êa are null. To obtain the metric in the previous form (2.10), we have to
expand the parameters in (2.1) in the following way:

β = −K
2r
−

E + 1
2K

2

2r2
+ O(r−3) ,

F = F0 +
F1

r
+
F2

r2
+ O(r−3) ,

F0 =
1

2
(1− Φ + ΘAΘA) ,

F1 = (K(1− Φ)− 2m+ ΘA(KΘA − CABΘB + 2UA)) ,

F2 =
1

2

(
E (1− Φ)−F +K(K(1− Φ)− 2m) + 2NAΘA + (E +K2)ΘAΘA
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+
1

2
(CMA CBM − 2DAB)ΘAΘB + UA(2KΘA + UA)− CABΘA(KΘB + 2UB)

)
,

gAB
a2

= r2

[
qAB +

1

r
CAB +

1

r2

(
DAB +

1

2
CACC

C
B

)
+

1

r3
EAB + +O(r−4)

]
,

gABŨ
B

a2
= rΘA + UA +

1

r
NA + O(r−2) , (2.5)

with CAA = DA
A = 0 to satisfy the determinant condition of the Bondi gauge.

The tetrads on the sphere are expanded as

EiA = ĒiA +
1

2r
ĒiBC

B
A +

1

2r2
ĒiB

(
DB
A +

1

4
CACC

BC

)
+

1

2r3
ˆ̄EiB

(
EBA −

1

4

(
DC
AC

B
C + CACDCB

)
− 1

8
CACC

B
DC

CD

)
+ O(r−4) , (2.6)

ÊAi = ˆ̄EAi −
1

2r
ˆ̄EBi C

A
B −

1

2r2
ˆ̄EBi

(
DA
B −

1

4
CACCBC

)
+

1

2r3
ˆ̄EBi

(
−EAB +

1

8
CDBCCDC

AC +
3

4

(
DA
CC

C
B + DBCC

CA
))

+ O(r−4) , (2.7)

where ˆ̄EAi are the tetrads of the leading term of the metric on the sphere, defined as qAB = ˆ̄EAi
ˆ̄EBj η

ij and εAB =
ˆ̄EAi

ˆ̄EBj ε
ij .

With these tetrads, the Weyl scalars are given by

Ψ4 = Cµνγδ ê
µ
0 ê
ν
3 ê
γ
0 ê
δ
3 = C0̂3̂0̂3̂ = a−2 ˆ̄EA3

ˆ̄EB3

[
1

r
ψ4
AB + O(r−2)

]
, (2.8)

Ψ3 = C0̂3̂0̂1̂ = a−2 ˆ̄EA3

[
1

r2

(
ψ3
A

)
+ O(r−3)

]
, (2.9)

Re(Ψ2) = C1̂0̂1̂0̂ = a−2

[
1

r2
ψ2,1 +

1

r3
ψ2,2 + O(r−4)

]
, (2.10)

Im(Ψ2) = C1̂0̂2̂3̂ = a−2

[
1

r2
ψ̃2,1 +

1

r3
ψ̃2,2 + O(r−4)

]
, (2.11)

Ψ1 = C1̂0̂1̂2̂ = a−2 ˆ̄EA2

[
1

r3
ψ1,1
A +

1

r4
ψ1,2
A + O(r−5)

]
, (2.12)

Ψ0 = C1̂2̂1̂2̂ = a−2 ˆ̄EA2
ˆ̄EB2

[
1

r4
ψ0,1
AB +

1

r5
ψ0,2
AB + O(r−6)

]
, (2.13)

with

ψ4
AB = −1

2
∂2
uCAB , (2.14)

ψ3
A =

1

4

(
2DAΦ + 2∂uUA − ∂uDBC

B
A + ΘAR + 2ΘB(DBΘA −DAΘB)

+∂uDAK + ΘA∂uK −ΘADBΘB +DBDAΘB −DBD
BΘA

)
, (2.15)

ψ2,1 = −1

6

(
2Φ + R − 2 +DAΘA + 2∂uK

)
, (2.16)

ψ2,2 = −2m− 1

6
CAB∂uCAB −

2

3
∂uE −

1

6
DA(2UA +DBC

AB) +
1

3
ΘA

(
2UA +DBC

B
A

)
+K

(
1− Φ +

1

3
ΘAΘA − 1

6
DAΘA − ∂uK

)
− 1

2
ΘADAK +

1

6
∆K, (2.17)

ψ̃2,1 =
1

4
εABDAΘB , (2.18)

ψ̃2,2 =
1

2
εAB

(
DAUB −

1

4
CCA∂uCCB −

1

2
CACD

CΘB +
1

2
CACDBΘC



16

+
1

2
KDAΘB −

1

2
ΘADBK −

1

2
ΘCDACBC

)
, (2.19)

ψ1,1
A =

1

4

(
2UA +DBC

B
A +KΘA −DAK

)
, (2.20)

ψ1,2
A =

1

2

(
3NA −

1

4
CBA (2UB +DCC

C
B ) +DBDB

A −
1

4
CBCDACBC

−ΘB
(
DAB +

1

2
CBCC

C
A

)
+

3

4
CAB(DBK −KΘB) + ΘA(K2 + E )

+ 2K
(
UA −

1

2
DAK

)
− 1

2
DAE

)
, (2.21)

ψ0,1
AB = −DAB −

1

4
CCACCB −

1

2
CABK, (2.22)

ψ0,2
AB = −3EAB +

1

2
CCAC

D
BCCD + 2DCAC

C
B − CABE −DABK −

1

2
CABK

2 . (2.23)

Therefore, we observe that the peeling property is not preserved by this metric ansatz, since the terms ψ2,1, ψ̃2,1,
ψ1,1
A and ψ0,1

AB spoil it. Remarkably, the components K and ΘA, which are directly determined in terms of the fluid
energy-momentum tensor components (4.6) and (4.8), are the causant. However, we consistently recover the peeling
property in the flat limit, where these four components vanish.
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