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Abstract: We study the gravitational edge mode of the Jackiw-Teitelboim (JT) gravity

and its sl(2,R) BF theory description with the asymptotic AdS2 boundary condition. We

revisit the derivation of the Schwarzian theory from the wiggling boundary as an action for

the gravitational edge mode. We present an alternative description for the gravitational edge

mode from the metric fluctuation with the fixed boundary, which is often referred as “would-

be gauge mode”. We clarify the relation between the wiggling boundary and the would-be

gauge mode. We demonstrate a natural top-down derivation of PSL(2,R) gauging and the

path integral measure of the Schwarzian theory. In the sl(2,R) BF theory, we incorporate

the gravitational edge mode and derive the Schwarzian theory with PSL(2,R) gauging. We

also discuss the path integral measure from the Haar measure in the Iwasawa decomposition

of PSL(2,R).

ar
X

iv
:2

30
4.

06
08

8v
3 

 [
he

p-
th

] 
 8

 M
ar

 2
02

4

mailto:euihun.joung@khu.ac.kr
mailto:prithvi.narayan@gmail.com
mailto:junggi.yoon@apctp.org


Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Review: Edge Mode in U(1) Chern-Simons Theory 2

3 Jackiw-Teitelboim Gravity for Asymptotic AdS2 7

3.1 Description 1: Wiggling Boundary 7

3.2 Description 2: Would-be Gauge Mode 12

4 sl(2,R) BF Theory for Asymptotic AdS2 17

5 Conclusion 24

A Other Boundary Condition for BF Theory 25

B Iwasawa and Gauss Decomposition 28

1 Introduction

In recent years, the Jackiw-Teitelboim (JT) gravity with negative cosmological constant has

been spotlighted in the study of the SYK model [1–9] and its holographic dual [10–17], the

black hole information paradox [18–24], and the relation to random matrix theory [25–27].

The JT gravity is reduced to the Schwarzian theory on the boundary of AdS2, and the

remarkable properties of the Schwarzian theory such as PSL(2,R) gauging [12, 28], the path

integral measure [26, 29–31] and the one-loop exactness [30] enables analytic control in the

full quantum gravity.

The JT gravity is so simple that, at first glance, no physical degree of freedom is left

except for the topological ones. Hence, the “nearly-AdS2”, which allows a wiggling boundary,

was introduced to account for the fluctuation on the boundary of AdS2 [12]. This seems to

make it distinct from the previous approach to higher dimensional gravity theories. However,

this “new” approach with a wiggling boundary brought about questions in the derivation

of the Schwarzian theory. For example, the path integral of the JT gravity should include

the integration over the wiggling boundary because the resulting Schwarzian theory does. In

essence, the wiggling of the boundary is treated as a degree of freedom of the theory, and

consequently the variation of the JT action must take the variation of the wiggling boundary

into account. And the well-posed path integral with a wiggling boundary should have pro-

vided a top-down derivation of the PSL(2,R) gauging and the path integral measure of the
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Schwarzian theory. Furthermore, it is not clear whether the “nearly-AdS2” is fundamentally

different from the usual approach to the asymptotically AdS [32].

In fact, the wiggling boundary has been discussed to deal with the broken radial diffeo-

morphism on the boundary of AdS [33–40]. One way to resolve this issue on the breaking

of the diffeomorphism is to disallow such broken gauge transformations on the boundary.

Since a part of the gauge symmetry is prohibited, we regain additional physical degrees of

freedom, so-called would-be gauge mode, which would have been gauged away by a radial

diffeomorphism if it is not broken. Alternatively, one may introduce a Stueckelberg field to

recover the full diffeomorphism invariance on the boundary. And the Stueckelberg field can

be “eaten” by the field-dependent coordinate transformation, which leads to the wiggling

boundary. Therefore, the would-be gauge mode is resurrected as a wiggling boundary.

Exactly the same phenomenon has been intensively studied in the context of the frac-

tional quantum Hall effect (FQHE) context [41–44]. For example1, in the U(1) Chern-Simons

theory on a manifold with boundary, the U(1) gauge symmetry is broken. And, the would-be

gauge mode from this broken U(1) gauge symmetry is known as the edge mode described by

the chiral boson on the boundary. The JT gravity with the asymptotic AdS2 boundary condi-

tion can also be investigated by the sl(2,R) BF theory [28, 57–64]. Therefore, the Schwarzian

theory can be derived as a gravitational edge mode of the sl(2,R) BF theory. In this paper,

we will revisit the derivation of the Schwarzian theory from the sl(2,R) BF theory. In par-

ticular, we clarify the boundary condition and demonstrate a natural top-down derivation of

PSL(2,R) gauging and the path integral measure.

This paper aims at understanding the Schwarzian theory as a gravitational edge mode

of the asymptotically AdS2 with PSL(2,R) gauging and the path integral measure from the

three different points of view: the wiggling boundary, the would-be gauge mode and the

sl(2,R) BF theory. This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review the edge mode

in the U(1) Chern-Simons theory. In Section 3.1, we derive the Schwarzian theory with a

wiggling boundary. In Section 3.2, we also derive the Schwarzian theory from the would-be

gauge mode with a fixed boundary, and we present the relation to the wiggling boundary. In

Section 4, we discuss the derivation of the Schwarzian theory from the sl(2,R) BF theory. In

Section 5, we make concluding remarks.

2 Review: Edge Mode in U(1) Chern-Simons Theory

We begin with a brief review of the edge mode in the U(1) Chern-Simons theory on the

manifold M = R2 × {x2 |x2 ≧ 0 }.

SCS [A] =

∫
M

A ∧ dA . (2.1)

1See also [45–56] for other examples of studies on the edge mode.
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The variation of the action SCS is

δSCS = 2

∫
M
(δA ∧ dA) +

∫
∂M

d2x
(
A1δA0 −A0δA1

)
. (2.2)

The boundary condition for the well-defined variational principle is usually chosen to be

A0 − vA1 = 0 on ∂M = {x1|x2 = 0} . (2.3)

In this review, we consider more generic boundary condition

A0 − vA1 : fixed . (2.4)

For this boundary condition, we add a boundary term such that the variational principle is

well defined as we will see soon

Sbdy =

∫
∂M

d2x A1(A0 − vA1) . (2.5)

Then, the variation of the total action Stot ≡ SCS + Sbdy becomes

δStot = 2

∫
∂M

d2x
[
A1δ(A0 − vA1)

]
. (2.6)

And we choose the boundary condition2 of A on ∂M to be

A0 − vA1

∣∣
x2=0

= J . (2.7)

where J = J(x0, x1) is a fixed function.

It is well-known that the Chern-Simons action is not gauge invariant. Together with the

boundary term (2.5), the total action is still not gauge invariant under the gauge transforma-

tion of A → A+ dλ in general:

δStot =

∫
∂M

d2x ∂1λ
[
2A0 − 2vA1 + ∂0λ− v∂1λ

]
, (2.8)

One way to demand the gauge invariance is to restrict the gauge parameter λ such that

(∂0 − v∂1)λ
∣∣
∂M = 0 . (2.9)

Then, the variation of action under the restricted gauge transformation becomes

δStot = 2

∫
∂M

d2x∂1λ(A0 − vA1) = 2

∫
∂M

d2x(∂0λ− v∂1λ)A1 = 0 . (2.10)

where we used the equation of motion for the gauge field A. In this case, when two configu-

rations A and A′ are connected by disallowed “gauge transformation” such that

A′
µ = Aµ + ∂µλ with (∂0 − v∂1)λ

∣∣
∂M ̸= 0 , (2.11)
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Aµ

(∂0−v∂1)λ|∂M=0:allowed

A′
µ

(∂0−v∂1)λ|∂M ̸=0

: disallowed

(a) Aµ, A
′
µ, · · · with U(1)′ gauge

symmetry

Aµ

(∂0−v∂1)λ|∂M=0:allowed

(∂0−v∂1)λ|∂M ̸=0

: disallowed
ϕ

(b) Aµ and ϕ with U(1)′ gauge

symmetry

Aµ

(∂0−v∂1)λ|∂M=0:allowed

A′
µ

(∂0−v∂1)λ|∂M ̸=0

: allowed
ϕ

(c) Aµ, A
′
µ, · · · and ϕ with full

U(1) gauge symmetry

Figure 1. Three equivalent delineations of gauge field configurations and gauge symmetry.

(a) Aµ, A
′
µ, · · · , which are connected by disallowed gauge transformation, are independent physical

degrees of freedom with the restricted U(1)′ gauge symmetry. (b) Physical gauge configurations

Aµ, A
′
µ, · · · can be parametrized by the edge mode ϕ (would-be gauge mode) and a (reference) gauge

configuration Aµ with the restricted U(1)′ gauge symmetry. (c) With full U(1) gauge symmetry, we

have Aµ, A
′
µ, · · · and the edge mode ϕ (Stueckelberg field).

A′ and A are not redundant configurations, but physically distinct ones. This implies that

there are more physical degrees of freedom which would have been removed by the boundary

gauge transformation that is not allowed in this set-up (See Fig. 1(a)). This new physical

degree of freedom is called as a would-be gauge mode or an edge mode. This is the common

way to deal with the edge mode in the U(1) Chern-Simons theory.

In this description of the edge mode with physically distinct configurations Aµ, A
′
µ in

Fig. 1(a), there could be conceptual confusion about the boundary condition. By defini-

tion, the action is not invariant under the variation of the gauge field along the direction

of the disallowed gauge transformation, which might give rise to a misunderstanding that a

fluctuation along the direction of the disallowed gauge transformation is frozen. Hence, as

a boundary condition of Aµ, one might mistakenly choose one particular configuration Aµ

among all physical configuration Aµ, A
′
µ that one should have included. In fact, the variation

along the disallowed direction does not lead to the boundary condition.3 One simple way to

clarify this issue is to separate the degree of freedom for edge mode living on the boundary

from the bulk gauge field.

A(x0, x1, x2) −→ A(x0, x1, x2) + a(x0, x1) , (2.12)

where A on the right hand side denotes the “bulk gauge field” which is restricted to the

boundary condition while a(x0, x1) denotes the edge mode on the boundary. For this, we

2There is alternative boundary condition A1

∣∣
x2=0

= 0.
3Hence, one can obtain the correct result without the boundary condition from the variation along the

disallowed gauge transformation.
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utilize the boundary “gauge transformation” by ϕ(x0, x1) (i.e. aµ = ∂µϕ in Eq. (2.12)), and

we promote it as dynamical edge mode.

Stot = SCS +

∫
∂M

d2x
[
(A1 + ∂1ϕ)(A0 − vA1 + ∂0ϕ− v∂1ϕ) + ∂1ϕA0 − ∂0ϕA1

]
. (2.13)

Then, the path integral measure can be written as∫
DA Dϕ

U(1)′
, (2.14)

where U(1)′ denotes the restricted gauge symmetry of A with (∂0 − v∂1)λ
∣∣
∂M = 0, and the

configuration of the gauge field A is restricted accordingly.

Instead of parameterization of the physical configuration by Aµ, A
′
µ, · · · , we parametrize

them by the edge mode ϕ and a specific gauge configuration Aµ (See Fig. 1(b)). Then the

variation along the direction of the disallowed gauge transformation in the previous discussion

with Aµ, A
′
µ can be thought as the variation with respect to the edge mode, which does leads

to the boundary condition but the equation of motion of the edge mode. At the same time, one

can now impose the boundary condition on Aµ along that direction to freeze the fluctuation.

It is not easy to deal with the restricted field configuration with the restricted gauge sym-

metry U(1)′. This restriction can easily be removed by extending the gauge field configuration

and the gauge symmetry at the same time:

Aµ(x
µ) −→ Aµ(x

µ) + ∂µλ(x
µ) , (2.15)

ϕ(x0, x1) −→ ϕ(x0, x1)− λ
∣∣
x2=0

, (2.16)

where the gauge parameter λ is not restricted and ϕ plays a role of Stueckelberg field [65].

Hence, we have the full unrestricted U(1) gauge symmetry, and the gauge field A is unre-

stricted, too (See Fig. 1(c)). In the description of Fig. 1(c), the path integral can be written

as ∫
DA Dϕ

U(1)
eiStot[A,ϕ] (2.17)

where the total action Stot[A, ϕ] is given by

Stot =

∫
M

[
AdA

]
+

∫
∂M

d2x
[
A1(A0 − vA1)

]
+

∫
∂M

d2x
[
∂1ϕ(∂0ϕ− v∂1ϕ)

]
+

∫
∂M

d2x
[
2A0∂1ϕ− 2vA1∂1ϕ

]
. (2.18)

This action can be understood as the action for the chiral boson (edge mode) coupled to the

bulk U(1) Chern-Simons theory.

Now using the full U(1) gauge symmetry (2.15) and (2.16), we will fix the bulk gauge

field to obtain the boundary action for the chiral boson coupled to the background field. It

is convenient to use different coordinates, yµ, defined by

y0 = x0 , y1 = x1 + vx0 , y2 = x2 . (2.19)
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In the yµ coordinates, the gauge field can be written as

Ã0 = A0 − vA1 , Ã1 = A1 , Ã2 = A2 . (2.20)

Accordingly, the total action becomes

Stot =

∫
M

ÃdÃ+

∫
∂M

d2y
(
Ã1Ã0 + ∂̃1ϕ∂̃0ϕ+ 2∂̃1ϕÃ0

)
. (2.21)

and, the boundary condition becomes

Ã0

∣∣
y2=0

= J(y0, y1) : fixed . (2.22)

This boundary condition allows us to fix the temporal gauge in the bulk to be

Ã0(y) = J(y0, y1) for y ∈ M . (2.23)

The Gauss constraint ∂̃1Ã2 − ∂̃2Ã1 = 0 can be solved by

Ã1 = ∂̃1λ , Ã2 = ∂̃2λ . (2.24)

Using the gauge symmetry, λ can be gauged away to fix the Ã1:

Ã1 = 0 for x1 ∈ R (2.25)

Ã1 : constant for x1 ∈ S1 (2.26)

Then the action (2.21) (for x1 ∈ R) becomes

Stot =

∫
∂M

d2y
(
∂̃1ϕ∂̃0ϕ+ 2∂̃1ϕJ(y)

)
, (2.27)

=

∫
∂M

d2x
[
∂1ϕ(∂0ϕ− v∂1ϕ) + 2∂1ϕJ(x)

]
. (2.28)

Note that when we introduced the edge mode ϕ in Eq. (2.12), there is a trivial redundancy

in a constant shift of ϕ. Hence, one has to impose the equivalence relation on ϕ:

ϕ ∼ ϕ+ c , (2.29)

where c is a constant. This constant shift gauging eliminates the zero mode of the chiral

boson.

One can also obtain the same result from the description with Aµ, A
′
µ, · · · in Fig. 1(a) as

in the literature. But we find it more convenient to explain the JT gravity and BF theory

from the description with Aµ and ϕ in Fig. 1(c).
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gµν + δgµν
ϕ+ δϕ

∂M : fixed

(a) Variation of metric and dilaton

gµν : fixed

ϕ : fixed

∂M+ δ∂M

(b) Variation of wiggling boundary

Figure 2. The variation of the JT action can be split into two part. (a) The variation of the metric

and the dilaton with the wiggling boundary fixed leads to the boundary condition for the bulk metric

and the bulk dilaton. (b) The variation of the wiggling boundary with the metric and the dilaton

fixed gives the equation of motion of the edge mode.

3 Jackiw-Teitelboim Gravity for Asymptotic AdS2

The action4 of Jackiw-Teitelboim gravity in a Euclidean manifold M with boundary ∂M is

given by

IJT =

∫
M

d2x
√
g ϕ (R+ 2) + 2

∫
∂M

du
√
hϕ
(
K −K0

)
, (3.1)

where ϕ and gµν are the dilaton and the bulk metric. The boundary ∂M is parameterized

by the coordinate u , and h ≡ huu is the induced metric on the boundary. K is the extrinsic

curvature evaluated with the metric gµν , whereas K0 is the same quantity evaluated with

the background metric g0µν . Hence, K0 plays a role of a counter-term which makes the free

energy of the background vanish. In this work, for a given background geometry, we will

consider geometries which do not change the global properties or topology of the background,

which will correspond to the smooth gauge transformation in contrast to the large gauge

transformation. Hence, from the beginning of the formulation we choose the background that

we are interested in, and the global information of the background is incorporated into K0.

We will study the gravitational edge mode in the JT gravity as a wiggling boundary in

Section 3.1 as in [12] and as a would-be gauge mode in Section 3.2 as in [38]. These two

descriptions are, in fact, equivalent, and we will explain the relation explicitly.

3.1 Description 1: Wiggling Boundary

In this section, we revisit the derivation of the Schwarzian action for the Jackiw-Teitelboim

gravity with wiggling boundary. The relation to the edge mode to the wiggling boundary will

4The overall sign is opposite to that of the literature for “nearly-AdS” [12, 26]. Here, we determine the

overall sign for the positive dilaton and the stability of the Schwarzian action. We will discuss the dimensional

reduction point of view in Section 5.
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x δx

x+δx

x

δx

x+δx

∫
∂M dxF (x)

∫
∂M dxF (x+δx)

Figure 3. The variation with respect to the wiggling boundary with the metric and dilaton fixed can

be evaluated by the variation of the integrand with respect to the coordinates.

be clarified in the next section. Let us begin with the variation of the action:

δIJT =(bulk E.o.M) +

∫
∂M

du
√
h

[(
∂nϕ−K0ϕ

)
hµνδhµν + 2

(
K −K0

)
δϕ

]
+ 2

∫
δ∂M

du
√
hϕ
(
K −K0

)
. (3.2)

The first line represents the variation of the (bulk) metric and the (bulk) dilaton with the

wiggling boundary fixed (Fig. 2(a)) while the second line corresponds to the variation of the

wiggling boundary with the metric and the dilaton fixed (Fig. 2(b)). For the variation of the

first line of Eq. (3.2), we impose the boundary condition that the boundary metric and the

boundary dilaton is fixed for a given wiggling boundary. i.e.

δhuu = δϕ = 0 for a fixed wiggling boundary . (3.3)

On the other hands, the variation of the wiggling boundary in the second line of Eq. (3.2)

can be written as a variation of the integrand with respect to (r, θ) denoting the coordinates

of the AdS2 with the metric and dilaton functions fixed (See Fig. 3).

2

∫
∂M

du δr,θ

[√
hϕ
(
K −K0

)]
g,ϕ: fixed

. (3.4)

Unlike the boundary condition for the (bulk) metric and dilaton, this variation gives the

equation of motion of the edge mode, i.e., Schwarzian mode. This is analogous to the issue

on the variation of the U(1) Chern-Simons theory with the description in Fig. 1(a).

By using the diffeomorphism, one can fix the metric and the dilaton to be [66]

ds2 =
dr2

r2 − r2h
+ (r2 − r2h) dθ

2 , (3.5)

ϕ = r , (3.6)
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(ρ, u)
(r, θ)

(
r(ρ, u), θ(ρ, u)

)

Base AdS2 Target AdS2

Figure 4. The wiggling boundary can be understood as a map from S1 to the wiggling boundary of

AdS2. It is convenient to extend the circle S1 to the exact AdS2 to define base AdS2. We can consider

a map from the base AdS2 to the target AdS2.

where rh is the location of the tip of the Euclidean black hole. The Euclidean time θ is

periodic with period β, and the smoothness condition around r = rh gives

rh =
2π

β
. (3.7)

At the cost of trivializing the bulk geometry and the dilaton profile, the non-trivial infor-

mation is encoded only in the shape of the boundary. The wiggling boundary curve can be

parametrized by (r(u), θ(u)) where u ∈ [0, β]. One can extend this parametrization of the

boundary curve to the AdS2. Namely, let us consider the exact EAdS2 without wiggling

boundary,

ds2 =
dρ2

ρ2 − r2h
+ (ρ2 − r2h)du

2 . (3.8)

The boundary surface is parametrized by

ρ =
1

ϵ
. (3.9)

We consider a map from the base AdS (ρ, u) to the target AdS (r, θ) such that the constant

ρ = ϵ−1 surface is mapped to the wiggling boundary in (r, θ) space

r = r
(
ϵ−1, u) ≡ r(u) , (3.10)

θ = θ
(
ϵ−1, u) ≡ θ(u) , (3.11)

and the boundary metric is identified

1

ϵ2
− r2h =

r′2

r2 − r2h
+ (r2 − r2h)θ

′2 . (3.12)
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From the boundary metric matching condition (3.12), one can express r(u) in terms of θ(u)

perturbatively.

r =
1

ϵθ′
+ ϵ

(
− θ′′2

2θ′3
+

1

2
r2hθ

′ −
r2h
2θ′

)
+O(ϵ3) , (3.13)

where the overall sign on the right hand side is chosen in a way that θ(u) is the increasing

function of u. Then, the extrinsic curvature can be evaluated to be

K =

(
t,∇tn

)(
t, t
) =

6r
r2−r2h

r′2θ′ + 2r(r2 − r2h)θ
′3 − 2r′′θ′ + 2r′θ′′

2

[
r′2

r2−r2h
+ (r2 − r2h)θ

′2
] 3

2

, (3.14)

where we chose the tangent vector t and the (outward) normal vector n to be

t = (r′, θ′) , n =
1√

r′2

(r2−r2h)
+ (r2 − r2h)θ

′2

(
(r2 − r2h)θ

′,− r′

r2 − r2h

)
. (3.15)

From Eq. (3.13), the extrinsic curvature can be expanded with respect to ϵ:

K =1 + ϵ2
[
θ′′′

θ′
− 3

2

θ′′2

θ′2
+

1

2
r2hθ

′2
]
+O(ϵ4) . (3.16)

And we chose the counter term K0 in the boundary action (3.1) to be the extrinsic curvature

of the geometry without wiggling (i.e. θ(u) = u):

K0 = 1 +
1

2
ϵ2r2h +O(ϵ4) . (3.17)

This counter-term is different from that in the previous literature. It turns out that this

new counter-term plays an important role in the derivation of the Schwarzian action. In the

action (3.1), the bulk part vanishes while the boundary action becomes

IJT =2

∫
du

√
1

ϵ2
− r2h

[
1

ϵθ′
+ ϵ

(
− θ′′2

2θ′3
+

1

2
r2hθ

′ −
r2h
2θ′

)
+ · · ·

]
× ϵ2

[
θ′′′

θ′
− 3

2

θ′′2

θ′2
+

1

2
r2hθ

′2 − 1

2
r2h

]
, (3.18)

= − 2

∫
du

[
− 1

θ′
Sch[θ, u]− 1

2
r2hθ

′ +
1

2θ′
r2h

]
. (3.19)

where the Schwarzian derivative Sch[θ, u] is defined by

Sch[θ, u] ≡ θ′′′

θ′
− 3

2

θ′′2

θ′2
. (3.20)

First, note that θ′−1 in front of the Schwarzian derivative comes from the dilaton solution

ϕ = r. This is one of the main differences from the previous derivation of the Schwarzian
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action. The bulk dilaton field is the bulk Lagrangian multiplier which is determined by the

bulk equation of motion. And we choose the boundary value of the dilaton which is consistent

with the dilaton solution.

The second term in Eq. (3.19) gives a constant r2hβ = 2πrh to the action. The last term

in (3.19) comes from the term of order O(ϵ2) in the counter term K0 (3.17). Now using the

inversion formula for the Schwarzian derivative

Sch[θ, u] = −θ′2Sch[u, θ] , (3.21)

we have

IJT = r2h

∫
dθ − 2

∫
dθ

[
Sch[u, θ] +

1

2
r2hu

′2
]
. (3.22)

Note that the last term comes from the counter term. This action vanishes for the trivial

map u = θ which is expected by the choice of the counter term. Also note that the sign

in front of the Schwarzian derivatives is important for the stability of the Euclidean action.

In the semi-classical analysis around the classical solution u(θ) = θ, the quadratic action of

the quantum fluctuation ϵ is bounded below with the minus sign in front of the Schwarzian

derivative.

u = θ +
β

2π

∑
n

ϵn e
2πin
β

θ → Sedge

AdS =
4π2

β

∑
n∈Z/{−1,0,1}

n2(n2 − 1)ϵ−nϵn +O(ϵ3) . (3.23)

In deriving the Schwarzian action, we had to invert θ(u) into u(θ). This inversion natu-

rally leads5 to the well-known path integral measure of the Schwarzian action:∏
u

Dθ(u) =
∏
θ

Du(θ)

u′
. (3.24)

Now, we will explain how the sl(2,R) gauging appears in our formulation. The path

integral of the JT gravity is reduced to the path integral of the map from the base AdS2 to

the target AdS2
6

(ρ, u) −→ (r, θ) . (3.25)

However, the base AdS has the sl(2,R) isometry, and the parametrization of the target

AdS cannot distinguish the isometry of the base AdS. This leads to the redundancy in the

parametrization of the target Ads which should be gauged to avoid overcounting. For example,

the isometry of the Poincare coordinates

ds2 =
dt2 + dz2

z2
, (3.26)

5At this moment, we assume that the path integral measure is trivial with θ(u).
6At this moment, the introduction of the base AdS2 and the map from the base AdS2 to the target AdS2

would not look natural although one can easily explain how the PSL(2,R) gauging appears. In Section 3.2,

we will clarify the origin of the base AdS2 and the map.
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is given by

t′ =
bd+ (ad+ bc)t+ ac(t2 + z2)

(ct+ d)2 + c2z2
, (3.27)

z′ =
z

(ct+ d)2 + c2z2
, (3.28)

where a, b, c, d are constants with ad− bc = 1. And on the boundary t′ becomes

t′
∣∣
z=0

= lim
z→0

bd+ (ad+ bc)t+ ac(t2 + z2)

(ct+ d)2 + c2z2
=

at+ b

ct+ d
, (3.29)

which is well-known sl(2,R) transformation of the boundary coordinate t.

Using the coordinate transformation from the Poincare coordinates (z, t) to our (base

AdS) coordinates (ρ, u)

z =
rh

ρ+
√
ρ2 − r2h cos rhu

, (3.30)

t =

√
ρ2 − r2h sin rhu

ρ+
√
ρ2 − r2h cos rhu

. (3.31)

The time on the boundary z = 0 in the Poincare coordinates is identified with the boundary

time u as follows.

t|r→∞ =
sin rhu

1 + cos rhu
= tan

rhu

2
. (3.32)

Therefore, under the isometry of the base AdS, the coordinate u on the boundary is trans-

formed as

tan
rhu

2
−→

a tan rhu
2 + b

c tan rhu
2 + d

. (3.33)

Note that the Schwarzian action in (3.22) is invariant under the PSL(2,R) transformation

of u (3.33) which comes from the isometry of the base AdS. And this PSL(2,R) should be

gauged because of the redundant description of the target AdS. It is important to note that

the isometry of the target AdS, which can change the dilaton solution, should not be gauged

in the Schwarzian action.

In the next section, we will derive the Schwarzian action from the would-be gauge mode

and will discuss the relation to the wiggling boundary.

3.2 Description 2: Would-be Gauge Mode

Let us begin with a Euclidean AdS2 without the wiggling boundary. Namely, for the coordi-

nates Xµ = (ρ, u), the boundary of the EAdS2 is the surface of constant ρ. We consider the

Fefferham-Graham gauge given by

ds2 =
dρ2

ρ2 − r2h
+Guu(ρ, u)du

2 , (3.34)
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(
r(ρ,u) , τ(ρ,u)

) (r, τ)(ρ, u)

gµνgµν , θ

Figure 5. The would-be gauge mode is “eaten” by the wiggling boundary via the radial and boundary

diffeomorphism.

where rh is a constant corresponding to the radius of the black hole that we are interested as

a background. The boundary metric is expanded as

Guu(ρ, u) = ρ2G(0)(u) +G(2)(u) + · · · . (3.35)

One can consider a reference AdS2 geometry with the coordinates Y µ = (r, τ) which is

mapped to Xµ = (ρ, u) by radial and boundary diffeomorphism (See Fig. 5):

r =w(u)ρ+
1

ρ
f (2)(u) +O

(
ρ−3
)
, (3.36)

τ = θ(u) +
h(2)(u)

ρ2g(0)(u)
+O

(
ρ−4
)
, (3.37)

Then, while the boundary of the (ρ, u) is the surface of constant ρ, the boundary of the (r, τ)

is wiggling by the radial diffeomorphism (3.36). One can still demand that the metric gµν of

the reference AdS Y µ = (r, τ) preserves the Fefferham-Graham gauge (3.34)

ds2 =
dr2

r2 − r2h
+ gττ (r, τ)dτ

2 , (3.38)

and that the expansion of the boundary metric gττ is truncated.

gττ (r, τ) = r2g(0)(τ) + g(2)(τ) . (3.39)

The condition for the Fefferham-Graham gauge (3.34) and (3.38) determines the function

f (2)(u) and h(2)(u) in Eq. (3.36) and Eq. (3.37)

f (2)(u) =
w′2

4g(0)[θ(u)]w3θ′2
− 1

4
r2hw +

r2h
4w

, (3.40)

h(2)(u) =
w′

2w3θ′
. (3.41)
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Then the boundary metric Guu can be expressed in terms of guu, w(u) and θ(u):

Guu = g(0)[θ(u)]w2θ′2ρ2

+

(
g(2)[θ(u)] +

1

2
r2h(1− w2)g(0)[θ(u)]

)
θ′2 +

w′′

w
− 3w′2

2w2
− w′θ′′

wθ′
− g(0)′[θ(u)]θ′w′

2g(0)[θ(u)]w

+O
(
ρ−2
)
. (3.42)

Now in addition to the Fefferman-Graham gauge (3.34) and (3.38), we further impose the

asympotic AdS condition. i.e.

G(0)(u) = 1 , (3.43)

and we also demand that the diffeomorphism in Eqs. (3.36) and (3.36) preserve the asymptotic

AdS condition.

g(0)(τ) = 1 , (3.44)

Then, the asymptotic AdS condition gives

wθ′ = 1 . (3.45)

And one can express the boundary metric in terms of θ

Guu = ρ2 +

(
θ′2g(2)[θ(u)] +

1

2
r2h(θ

′2 − 1)

)
− θ′′′

θ′
+

3θ′′2

2θ′2
+O

(
ρ−2
)
. (3.46)

Now we go back to the JT action in the Xµ = (ρ, u) coordinate space with the metric Gµν :

IJT =

∫
M

d2x
√
Gϕ(R[G] + 2) + 2

∫
∂M

du
√
Huu ϕ

(
K[G]−K0

)
. (3.47)

Recall that the boundary of Xµ = (ρ, u) is the surface of constant ρ. Hence, the induced

boundary metric Huu is the same as Guu. After choosing the Fefferman-Graham gauge (3.34)

and the asymptotic AdS condition (3.44), one can still have residual diffeomorphism (3.36)

and (3.37) with Eq. (3.40), Eq. (3.41) and Eq. (3.45) which is, therefore, parametrized by θ(u).

This diffeomorphism is broken on the boundary of AdS, and therefore the would-be gauge

mode by this diffeomorphism becomes the gravitational edge mode as in the U(1) Chern-

Simons theory with a boundary. As in Section 2, we promote the function θ(τ) parameterizing

the broken diffeomorphism to be a dynamical edge mode. Inserting the metric relation (3.46)

into the action, we have the JT action of the metric g coupled to the gravitational edge mode

θ:

IJT =

∫
M

d2x
√
g

∣∣∣∣∂Y µ

∂Xν

∣∣∣∣ϕ (R[G[g, θ]
]
+ 2
)

+ 2

∫
∂M

du
√

Guu[g, θ]ϕ
(
K
[
G[g, θ]

]
−K0

)
. (3.48)

– 14 –



where the counter term K0 is chosen to be the extrinsic curvature of the background geometry

in Eq. (3.17). By the definition of the edge mode θ, the action (3.48) is invariant under the

following transformation which corresponds to the restored (residual) broken gauge symmetry

by introducing the edge mode.

ρ −→ ρ

λ′(u)
+O(ρ−1) , (3.49)

u −→ λ(u) +O(ρ−2) , (3.50)

θ −→ θ ◦ λ−1 . (3.51)

Using this gauge symmetry (3.49)∼(3.51), one can fix the boundary metric g(2) to be a

constant, and the constant value of g(2) is determined to have the smooth geometry without

conical defect.

g(2) = − r2h . (3.52)

In addition, the (bulk) equation of motion for the dilaton is simpler in the (r, τ) space where

we can determine the dilaton solution to be

ϕ = r =
1

θ′
ρ+

1

ρ

[
θ′′2

4θ′3
− 1

4
r2hθ +

r2h
4θ

]
+O(ρ−3) . (3.53)

Inserting them into the action (3.48), the bulk action vanishes while the boundary action

becomes

IJT [θ] = 2

∫
∂M

du
√
Guu[gAdS, θ]ϕ

(
K
[
G[gAdS, θ]

]
−K0

)
,

= − 2

∫
du

[
− 1

θ′
Sch

[
θ, u
]
− 1

2
r2hθ

′ +
1

2θ′
r2h

]
. (3.54)

As before, we can invert θ(u) into u(θ) to get the Schwarzian action

IJT [θ] = r2h

∫
dθ − 2

∫
dθ

[
Sch

[
u, θ
]
+

1

2
r2hu

′2
]
. (3.55)

The path integral measure for the Schwarzian action is induced by the inversion.∏
u

Dθ(u) =
∏
θ

Du(θ)

u′
. (3.56)

After we fix the boundary metric g(2) (3.52) by using the gauge symmetry (3.49)∼(3.51), there

is still the residual gauge symmetry in which g(2) is invariant, which exactly corresponds to

the isometry transformation of the background.

tan
rhu

2
−→

a tan rhu
2 + b

c tan rhu
2 + d

where ad− bc = 1 . (3.57)

– 15 –



(a)

(b)

(c)

map
gAdS
µν

gµν , θ

gAdS
µν

gAdS
µν , θ

Base AdS2 Target AdS2

Figure 6. (a) From the base AdS2 (the exact AdS2 metric, no edge mode), one can one can generate

the edge mode on the boundary. (b) Using the (extended) gauge symmetry, one can have generic

asymptotic AdS2 metric. (c) The metric can be fixed to be the exact AdS2 metric by the coordinate

transformation eating the edge mode.

To see this, one can consider the gauge transformation of g(2) induced by the coordinate

transformation in (3.49) and (3.50).

g(2) = −r2h −→ −1

2
r2h −

1

2
r2hλ

′2 − λ′′′

λ′ +
3λ′′2

2λ′2 = −1

2
r2h − Sch

[
tan

rhλ

2
, u

]
. (3.58)

Therefore, the function λ which does not change g(2) = −r2h is given by

λ(u) =
2

rh
arctan

[
a tan rhu

2 + b

c tan rhu
2 + d

]
where ad− bc = 1 , (3.59)

and this leads to the PSL(2,R) gauge symmetry (3.57) of the Schwarzian theory.

Now we explain the origin of the map from the base AdS2 to the target AdS2 with wiggling

boundary in Section 3.1. Let us start with the base AdS2 in the bottom left of Fig. 6. The

base AdS2 has the exact AdS2 metric (3.8) without the edge mode θ. This corresponds to

one particular gauge configuration Aµ in Fig. 1(a). From the base AdS2, we introduce the
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edge mode θ, for example, via the gauge transformation by θ (See (a) in Fig. 6). Hence,

the figure on the top left of Fig. 6 is analogous to the description by Aµ and θ with U(1)′

gauge symmetry in Fig. 1(b). After introducing the edge mode, one can extend the gauge

symmetry as well as the metric configuration, which corresponds to the description by Aµ, A
′
µ

and ϕ with full U(1) gauge symmetry in Fig. 1(c). And this gauge symmetry leads to the

generic asymptotic AdS2 metric (See (b) in Fig. 6). Finally, one can consider a radial and

transverse diffeomorphism similar to Eqs (3.36) and (3.37) to reach the target AdS2 with the

exact AdS2 metric (See (c) in Fig. 6). In this transformation, the edge mode θ is “eaten” by

the wiggling boundary. And the composite of those procedures corresponds to the map from

the base AdS2 to the target AdS2 in Section 3.1.

4 sl(2,R) BF Theory for Asymptotic AdS2

The framelike formulation of the Jackiw-Teitelboim gravity for AdS2 can be described by

sl(2,R) BF theory [57–59]. The action for sl(2,R) BF theory for the two-dimensional manifold

M is given by

SBF [Φ, A] =

∫
M

tr (ΦF ) , (4.1)

where Φ is 0-form sl(2,R) field, and the 2-form field strength F is defined by

F ≡ dA+A ∧A . (4.2)

Note that unlike Chern-Simons action, SBF without any additional boundary term is gauge

invariant. The variation of the action reads

δSBF = (Bulk E.o.M.) +

∫
∂M

dθ tr (ΦδAθ) . (4.3)

Hence, if we impose the boundary condition δA = 0, the variational principle is also well-

defined. In this case, there is no dynamical degree of freedom left, and the theory is trivial.

To introduce an edge mode, we add boundary term

Sbdy =
γ

2

∫
∂M

dθ trA2
θ , (4.4)

which breaks the gauge symmetry on the boundary. Here, (r, θ) denotes the coordinates for

the two-dimensional manifold, and the asymptotic boundary ∂M is the surface of constant

r = ∞. The variation of the total action now becomes

δStot = δ(SBF + Sbdy) =

∫
∂M

dθ tr [(Φ + γAθ)δAθ] , (4.5)

and we impose the following boundary condition.

δAθ

∣∣
∂M = 0 . (4.6)
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Now, the total action Stot = SBF + Sbdy is not invariant under the gauge transformation

Stot −→ Stot −
γ

2

∫
∂M

dθ tr

[
(Aθ + ∂θh h−1)2 −A2

θ

]
. (4.7)

Therefore, for the gauge invariance of the system, we restrict the gauge parameter h on the

boundary by

h−1 ∂θh
∣∣
∂M = 0 . (4.8)

At the cost of the gauge parameter on the boundary, we have more physical degrees of

freedom which would have been gauged by the gauge transformation violating Eq. (4.8). For

example, let us consider two gauge fields A and Ã which are related by an “illegal” gauge

transformation:

Ã = h−1Ah+ h−1dh with h−1 ∂θh
∣∣
∂M ̸= 0 . (4.9)

Without the condition (4.8), A and Ã would have been the identical configuration. But,

because we disallowed such a gauge transformation, they are distinct physical configurations.

Note that the boundary term that we added breaks whole boundary gauge symmetry.

Hence, we have to restrict boundary gauge symmetry completely. This implies that all config-

urations with distinct boundary profiles becomes physical, which gives more physical degrees

of freedom than the asymptotic AdS solutions that we want to study. Therefore, we revive a

part of gauge symmetry by introducing boundary gauge field c̃.

The sl(2,R) BF theory for the asymptotic AdS2 is defined by

SAdS = SBF (Φ,A) +

∫
∂M

dθ tr
[γ
2
A2

θ − γAθ c̃
−1∂θ c̃

]
, (4.10)

where c̃ belongs to the nilpotent subgroup

c̃ = exp

[(
0 λ

0 0

)]
−→ c̃−1∂θ c̃ =

(
0 ∂θλ

0 0

)
. (4.11)

The gauge field c retrieve a boundary U(1) gauge symmetry. Namely, the action SAdS is

invariant under the gauge transformation

A −→ h−1Ah+ h−1dh , (4.12)

Φ −→ h−1Φh , (4.13)

c̃ −→ c̃h , (4.14)

where h belongs to the nilpotent subgroup:

h =

(
1 α

0 1

)
. (4.15)
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The recovered U(1) boundary gauge symmetry reduces the boundary physical degree of free-

dom. As in the Chern-Simons theory, we consider the full boundary gauge transformation h,

and we promote h to be a physical degrees of freedom g̃. Then, the action for the SL(2,R)
BF theory for asymptotic AdS coupled to the gravitational edge mode is

Sedge

AdS =SBF (Φ,A) +

∫
∂M

dθ tr

[
γ

2
(Aθ + ∂θg̃ g̃

−1)2 − γ(g̃−1Aθg̃ + g̃−1∂θg̃)c̃
−1∂θ c̃

]
. (4.16)

This can be understood as a decomposition of A into the boundary edge degree of freedom

and the “bulk degrees of freedom”. As before, the full boundary gauge symmetry revives at

the cost of the introducing the edge mode g̃:

A −→ Λ−1AΛ + Λ−1 dΛ , (4.17)

Φ −→ Λ−1ΦΛ , (4.18)

g̃ −→ Λ−1 g̃
∣∣
∂M , (4.19)

where Λ ∈ SL(2,R) is defined in the bulk without any restriction on the boundary. This

extension of the full SL(2,R) gauge symmetry is analogous to the U(1) Chern-Simons theory

with the description in Fig. 1(c). And the boundary gauge symmetry (4.12)∼(4.14) now

becomes the gauge symmetry of g̃ and c̃

g̃ −→ g̃ h , (4.20)

c̃ −→ c̃ h , (4.21)

where h belongs to nilpotent subgroup.

Note that though g̃ and c̃ were introduced in a similar manner, g̃ becomes physical degree

of freedom on the boundary while c̃ is to be fixed. Since c̃ belongs to nilpotent subgroup, ∂θλ

in c̃−1∂θ c̃ appears in the action linearly. Hence, λ plays a role of Lagrangian multiplier.

The variation of the action with the edge mode (4.16) is found to be

δSedge

AdS =

∫
∂M

dθ tr
[
(Φ + γAθ + γ∂θg̃ g̃

−1 − γg̃ c̃−1∂θ c̃ g̃
−1)δAθ

]
+ γ

∫
∂M

dθ tr
[(
Aθ + ∂θg̃ g̃

−1 + [Aθ, g̃ c̃
−1∂θ c̃ g̃

−1] + ∂θ(g̃ c̃
−1∂θ c̃ g̃

−1)
)
δg̃ g̃−1

]
− γ

∫
∂M

dθ tr
[
(g̃−1Aθg̃ + g̃−1∂θg̃)δ(c̃

−1∂θ c̃)
]
. (4.22)

The first line of the variation (4.22) imposes the boundary condition7 of the bulk field Aθ

δAθ

∣∣
∂M = 0 . (4.23)

The second line corresponds to the equation of motion of the edge mode g. We have observed

that the variation of the action leads to the boundary condition of the bulk field and the

7This boundary condition (and the boundary term (4.4)) is not unique. In Appendix A, we analyze another

boundary condition, δ
(
Φ− γAθ

)
= 0.
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equation of motion of the edge mode in the U(1) Chern-Simons theory and the metric-like

formulation of JT gravity.8 Furthermore, the third line gives the constraint imposed by the

Lagrangian multiplier ∂θλ.

After fixing gauge9

Ar = b−1(r)∂rb(r) where b(r) = erL0 , (4.25)

we can rewrite Aθ and g̃ as

Φ = b−1 ϕ b , (4.26)

Aθ = b−1 aθ b , (4.27)

g̃ = b−1 g b , (4.28)

c̃ = c b . (4.29)

Because of the boundary condition (4.23), we should fix all component of the matrix aθ.

Strictly speaking, the boundary condition (4.23) should be understood within the trace, i.e.

tr
[
(· · · )δAθ]

∣∣
∂M = 0. For example, for a matrix δN given by

δN ≡

(
1
2δN0 −δN−1e

−r

δN1e
r −1

2δN0

)
, (4.30)

the component δN−1 vanishes as r → ∞. But in the trace of the product with other matrix,

it does not vanish. i.e.

tr

[( 1
2M0 −M−1e

−r

M1e
r −1

2M0

)(
1
2δN0 −δN−1e

−r

δN1e
r −1

2δN0

)]
=

1

2
M0δN0 −M−1δN1 −M1δN−1 . (4.31)

This is the main reason why we fix all the component of the matrix Aθ and why we introduced

the edge mode g separately on top of the A and Φ.

Using the full gauge symmetry (4.17)∼(4.19), one can fix aθ to be the following constant

sl(2,R) matrix.

aθ = κ

(
0 −L0

1 0

)
, (4.32)

where L0 is a constant. Note that Φ is the Lagrangian multiplier of the bulk. Therefore, it

can be fixed by the equation of motion for Φ:

dΦ+ [A,Φ] = 0 , (4.33)

8In the literature, the sl(2,R) BF theory does not separate the edge mode from the bulk field. Hence, it

corresponds to the description in Fig. 1(a). In this case, as we have pointed out in Section 2, one should be

careful in connecting the variation of the action with the boundary condition.
9The sl(2,R) generator Ln (n = 0,±1) is defined by

L1 =

(
0 0

1 0

)
, L0 =

(
1
2

0

0 − 1
2

)
, L1 =

(
0 −1

0 0

)
(4.24)
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The solution for Φ can be found to be

Φ = b−1ϕ(θ)b = b−1 e−aθθ ϕ0 e
aθθ b , (4.34)

where ϕ0 is a constant sl(2,R) matrix. i.e.

ϕ0 =

(
1
2χ0 −χ−1

χ1 −1
2χ0

)
. (4.35)

The constraint imposed by c−1∂θc reads

(g−1aθg + g−1∂θg)1 : constant . (4.36)

Here, (M)a (a = 0,±1) denotes each component of a sl(2,R) element M :

M =

(
1
2(M)0 −(M)−1

(M)1 −1
2(M)0

)
. (4.37)

The constant (4.36) is fixed to be κ because g includes the identity matrix.

(g−1aθg + g−1∂θg)1 = κ . (4.38)

Using the residual gauge symmetry given in (4.20) and (4.21), we choose the gauge condition

(g−1aθg + g−1∂θg)0 = 0 . (4.39)

To see the remaining physical degrees of freedom for g, we parametrize SL(2,R) matrix g by

g−1aθg + g−1∂θg = k−1∂θk . (4.40)

Note that g−1aθg + g−1∂θg = k−1∂θk does not distinguish k and −k. Hence, k belongs to

PSL(2,R) by identifying k with −k. To solve the constraint and the gauge condition, we will

use the Iwasawa decomposition of k given by

k(θ) =

(
cos Ωu(θ)

2 − sin Ωu(θ)
2

sin Ωu(θ)
2 cos Ωu(θ)

2

)(
[y(θ)]−

1
2 0

0 [y(θ)]
1
2

)(
1 f(θ)

0 1

)
. (4.41)

where y(θ) and f(θ) is periodic with period β, and u(θ) has winding number 1. i.e.

y(θ + β) = y(θ) , f(θ + β) = f(θ) , u(θ + β) = u(θ) + β . (4.42)

In this work, we demand that g−1aθg + g−1∂θg = k−1∂θk is single-valued. i.e.

k(β) = ±k(0) . (4.43)

This gives us the relation between β and Ω:

Ω

2
=

nπ

β
where n ∈ Z . (4.44)
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And the periodic condition for k(θ) reads

k(θ + β) = (−1)nk(θ) . (4.45)

The global structure can also be seen in the following holonomy along the Euclidean time θ.

Hol
(
g̃Ag̃−1 − g̃dg̃

)
≡P exp

[ ∮
∂M

(
g̃Ag̃−1 − g̃dg̃

)]
∼ exp

(
βaθ
)

∼ k(β) k−1(0) = (−1)n

(
1 0

0 1

)
. (4.46)

The single-value condition (4.44) makes the holonomy trivial. Namely, it belongs to the center

subgroup {±I} of SL(2,R). Furthermore, it determines L0 in aθ in terms of β.

κ
√

L0 =
nπ

β
. (4.47)

This trivial holonomy condition can be interpreted as the smoothness of the geometry [67].

From now on, let us focus on n = 1 case where k(θ) is a map from S1 to PSL(2,R) with

winding number 1.

Using the Iwasawa decomposition (4.41), one can determine y(θ) and f(θ) from the

constraint (4.38) and the gauge condition (4.39), respectively.

y(θ) =
Ωu′

2κ
, (4.48)

f(θ) = − u′′

2κu′
. (4.49)

and we have

g−1aθg + g−1∂θg =

0 − 1
2κ

[
Sch[u, θ] + 1

2Ω
2u′2

]
κ 0

 . (4.50)

Therefore the BF action with edge mode (4.16) becomes

Sedge

AdS = γ

∫
dθ tr

(
g−1aθg + g−1∂θg

)2
= −γ

∫
dθ

[
Sch[u, θ] +

2π2

β2
u′2
]
. (4.51)

where we used the single-value condition (4.44) with n = 1.

The measure of the edge mode can be derived from the Haar measure of PSL(2,R) [31].
We use the Iwasawa decomposition (4.41), where the Haar measure is given by

Dµ =
DuDyDf∏
θ

[y(θ)]2
. (4.52)
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Together with the constraint and the gauge condition, we find∫
DuDyDf∏
θ

[y(θ)]2
δ
(
(aθ)1 − κ

)
δ
(
(aθ)0

)
=

∫
DuDyDf∏
θ

[y(θ)]2
δ

(
Ωu′

y
− κ

)
δ
(
(aθ)0

)
(4.53)

=

∫
DuDf∏
θ

u′(θ)
δ

(
− κf − u′′

2u′

)
=

∫
Du∏

θ

u′(θ)
, (4.54)

and hence recover the result of [31] which has been obtained in the Gauss decomposition.

The parameterization of g−1aθgg
−1∂θg by k in Eq. (4.40) is invariant under k → Υ0k

where Υ0 is a constant PSL(2,R) element.

Υ0 ≡

(
d c

b a

)
where ad− bc = 1 . (4.55)

Therefore, this redundant description should be eliminated by imposing the equivalent relation

Υ0 k ∼ k . (4.56)

This equivalence relation can be translated into the equivalence relation of u(θ) via the Iwa-

sawa decomposition (4.41):

a tan πu(θ)
β + b

c tan πu(θ)
β + d

∼ tan
πu(θ)

β
. (4.57)

This equivalence relation becomes the PSL(2,R) gauging of the edge mode action (4.51). We

have seen in Section 3 that the PSL(2,R) gauging comes from the isometry of the (exact)

AdS2. In the BF formulation, we can also confirm that it corresponds to the isometry of the

(background) bulk field aθ. To see this, we first obtain the relation10 between k and g from

Eq. (4.40).

k = eaθθ g , (4.58)

where aθ is fixed to be a constant element in Eq. (4.32). Then, the equivalence relation (4.56)

leads to the equivalence relation of g:

Υ g ∼ g , (4.59)

where Υ(θ) is defined by

Υ ≡ e−aθθ Υ0 e
aθθ . (4.60)

10See Appendix B for the explicit relation.
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One can easily see that this is a general solution of the following equation.

Υ−1aθΥ+Υ−1∂θΥ = aθ . (4.61)

This equation means the redundant parametrization of g by Υ, and therefore, we can again

confirm that the equivalence relation of g (4.59) should be imposed. Moreover, in Eq. (4.61), Υ

can be interpreted as a gauge transformation parameter which does not change the background

bulk gauge field aθ, in other words, the isometry of the background AdS2.

5 Conclusion

In this work, we have studied the gravitational edge mode in the JT gravity and the sl(2,R)
BF theory with the asymptotic AdS2 boundary condition. We revisited the derivation of the

Schwarzian action from the wiggling boundary of the JT gravity. We introduced a new counter

term K0 which plays an important role in obtaining the correct Schwarzian action. We dis-

cussed the variation of the action which is involved not only with the boundary condition of

the bulk metric and the bulk dilaton but also with the equation of motion of the gravitational

edge mode. Introducing the target and the base AdS2, we showed that the inversion between

the base and the target AdS2 gives the Schwarzian action. In addition, we demonstrated that

this inversion naturally leads to the path integral measure for the Schwarzian theory. We

explicitly showed that the redundant description of the base AdS2 corresponding to the isom-

etry induces the PSL(2,R) gauging of the Schwarzian action. With the boundary of constant

AdS radial coordinate without wiggling, we showed that the broken radial diffeomorphism

leads to the would-be gauge mode, in other words, the gravitational edge mode. We demon-

strated that this gravitational edge mode in the asymptotically AdS2 can be described by the

Schwarzian action. We also presented the relation between the gravitational edge mode and

the wiggling boundary.

In the sl(2,R) BF theory, we incorporated the edge mode in the BF theory based on the

U(1) Chern-Simons example. We clarified the variation of the action and the corresponding

boundary condition of the bulk field. We demonstrated that the Haar measure of the Iwasawa

decomposition of the SL(2,R) gives the path integral measure of the Schwarzian theory. We

also showed that the redundancy in the Iwasawa decomposition, which is equivalent to the

isometry of the AdS2 background, brings about the PSL(2,R) gauging of the Schwarzian

action.

The overall sign of our JT gravity action (3.1) is opposite to that of the literature for

“nearly-AdS”. We chose this sign convention to have the positive dilaton solution11 ϕ and

the stability of the Schwarzian action. One can easily expect the opposite sign from the

inversion formula of the Schwarzian derivative (3.21). From the point of view of the higher

11The dilaton ϕ plays a role of “area” in the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy of the AdS2, and this is the reason

for our choice of the positive dilaton solution. However, strictly speaking, since one can flip the sign of the

dilaton ϕ → −ϕ, we could have begun with the other sign convention of the action if we allow the negative

dilaton solution. In this case, the “area” is related to −ϕ.
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dimensional near extremal black hole [68, 69, 69], the dilaton of the JT gravity originates

from the transverse area of the fixed radial hypersurface. After the dimensional reduction to

AdS2, the JT action with our convention (3.1) can be obtained by expanding the dilaton Φ

coming from the higher dimension around the constant ϕ0, which is related to the entropy of

the higher dimensional extremal black hole, as follows.

Φ2 = ϕ0 − ϕ . (5.1)

As a result, the physical requirement for the stability of the near extremal black hole translates

to Φ2 becoming smaller as the black hole deviates from extremality.

It would be interesting to see if there are any interesting consequences of the inversion of

degree of freedom that we encountered, namely from θ(u) to u(θ). Perhaps the natural place

to look for is in how the Schwarzian modes couples to other matter fields. In this context,

one might have to revisit the calculation of correlation functions. Nevertheless, we expect

that some perturbative calculations would still hold, because the perturbative expansion

around the classical solution ucl(θ) = θ of the Schwarzian action gives the same perturbative

expansion of the inverse function up to order O(ϵ) (and up to sign). i.e.

u(θ) = θ + ϵ(θ) −→ θ(u) = u− ϵ(u) +O(ϵ2) . (5.2)

For example, the leading contribution of the Schwarzian mode to the four point function of

the matter might not be able to see the difference. We leave this issue for future works.
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A Other Boundary Condition for BF Theory

In this appendix, we repeat the same calculations as in Section 4 with a different boundary

term given by

Sbdy = −
∫
∂M

dθ tr
(
ΦAθ

)
+

γ

2

∫
∂M

dθ tr
(
A2

θ

)
. (A.1)
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The variation of the total action SBF + Sbdy becomes

δStot ≡ δ(SBF + Sbdy) = −
∫
∂M

dθ tr [Aδ(Φ− γAθ)] . (A.2)

Hence, one can choose the boundary condition for the bulk field to be

δ
(
Φ− γAθ

)∣∣∣∣
∂M

= 0 . (A.3)

In the same way as in Section 4, we

Sedge

AdS =SBF (Φ, A) +

∫
∂M

dθ tr

[
− Φ(Aθ + ∂θg̃ g̃

−1) +
γ

2
(Aθ + ∂θg̃ g̃

−1)2
]

+

∫
dθ tr

[
(g̃−1Φ g̃ − γ g̃−1Aθg̃ − γ g̃−1∂θg̃) c̃

−1dc̃

]
, (A.4)

where c̃ is an element in the nilpotent subgroup

c̃ = exp

[(
0 λ(θ)

0 0

)]
. (A.5)

This action is invariant under the gauge symmetry

A −→ Λ−1AΛ + Λ−1 dΛ , (A.6)

Φ −→ Λ−1ΦΛ , (A.7)

g̃ −→ Λ−1 g̃ , (A.8)

and

g̃ −→ g̃ h , (A.9)

c̃ −→ c̃ h , (A.10)

where Λ ∈ SL(2,R) and h belongs to the nilpotent subgroup. The gauge transformation by

Λ ∈ SL(2,R) comes from the ambiguity of the decomposition, and choosing the reference

point for the decomposition corresponds to fixing this gauge symmetry. The residual gauge

symmetry will play a role of PSL(2,R) gaugeing of the Schwarzian action.

As before, we fix the gauge

Ar = b−1∂rb where b(r) = erL0 , (A.11)

and we define

Φ = b−1 ϕ b , (A.12)

Aθ = b−1 aθ b , (A.13)

g̃ = b−1 g b , (A.14)

c̃ = b−1 c b . (A.15)
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In addition, by using the gauge symmetry, one can further fix āθ ≡ aθ − 1
γϕ to be constant.

āθ ≡ aθ −
1

γ
ϕ = κ

(
0 −L0

1 0

)
. (A.16)

where L0 and κ is a constant. This is consistent with the boundary condition.

A− 1

γ
Φ : fixed . (A.17)

The bulk dilaton, as a Lagrangian multiplier, can be determinant by the equation of motion

∂θϕ(θ) + [aθ, ϕ] = ∂θϕ(θ) + [āθ, ϕ] = 0 . (A.18)

The solution for the dilaton ϕ can be written as

ϕ = e−āθθ ϕ0 e
āθθ , (A.19)

where ϕ0 is a constant sl(2,R) matrix.

ϕ0 =

(
1
2χ0 −χ−1

χ1 −1
2χ0

)
, (A.20)

and therefore, aθ is given by

aθ =

(
1
2γχ0 −κL0 − 1

γχ−1

κ+ 1
γχ1 − 1

2γχ0

)
. (A.21)

The constraint imposed by the Lagrangian multiplier ∂θλ is(
g−1 āθ g + g−1 ∂θg

)
1
= κ . (A.22)

And we choose the gauge condition from the residual gauge symmetry(
g−1 āθ g + g−1 ∂θg

)
0
= 0 . (A.23)

To solve the constraint and the gauge condition, let us consider the parametrization of

g−1 āθ g + g−1∂θg in terms of k ∈ PSL(2,R).

g−1 āθ g + g−1∂θg = k−1 ∂θk . (A.24)

We consider the Iwasawa decomposition of k given by

k(θ) =

(
cos Ωu(θ)

2 − sin Ωu(θ)
2

sin Ωu(θ)
2 cos Ωu(θ)

2

)(
[y(θ)]−

1
2

0 [y(θ)]
1
2

)(
1 f(θ)

0 1

)
. (A.25)
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where y(θ) and f(θ) is a periodic function of θ with period β while u(θ) is a function of θ

with winding number 1. i.e.

y(θ + β) = y(θ) , f(θ + β) = f(θ) , u(θ + β) = u(θ) + β . (A.26)

In the same way as in Section 4, we have

Sedge

AdS = −γ

2

∫
dθ

[
Sch[u, θ] +

1

2
u2θ′2

]
− β

γ

(
1

4
χ2
0 − χ1χ−1

)
. (A.27)

One can determine Ω from the global structure. In this work, we demand that g−1āθ g+g−1∂θg

is a single-valued function, in other words, the holonomy of g−1āθ g + g−1∂θg along the

Euclidean time is trivial. Then, we find

κ
√

L0 =
nπ

β
=

Ω

2
. (A.28)

And for n = 1, the action becomes

Sedge

AdS = −γ

2

∫
dθ

[
Sch[u, θ] +

2π2

β2
u′2
]
− β

γ

(
1

4
χ2
0 − χ1χ−1

)
. (A.29)

In this case, although the holonomy Hol(āθ) is trivial (i.e. it belongs to the center subgroup),

Hol(aθ) is not.

B Iwasawa and Gauss Decomposition

In this appendix, we present the explicit relation between the Iwasawa decomposition of k(θ)

and the Gauss decomposition of g(θ) in the following equation.

g−1 aθ g + g−1∂θg = k−1 ∂θk , (B.1)

where the constant matrix aθ is given by

aθ = κ

(
0 −L0

1 0

)
. (B.2)

The Iwasawa decomposition is given by

k(θ) =

(
cos Ωu(θ)

2 − sin Ωu(θ)
2

sin Ωu(θ)
2 cos Ωu(θ)

2

)(
[y(θ)]−

1
2

0 [y(θ)]
1
2

)(
1 f(θ)

0 1

)
. (B.3)

where y(θ) and f(θ) is a periodic function with period β, and u(θ) is a function of θ with

winding number 1. The Gauss decomposition of g(θ) is

g =

(
1 0

E(θ) 1

)(
[Λ(θ)]−

1
2

0 [Λ(θ)]
1
2

)(
1 F (θ)

0 1

)
, (B.4)
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where E(θ),Λ(θ) and F (θ) is a periodic function with period β. We find

u =
2

Ω
arctan

[E(θ) cos
(
κ
√
L0θ

)
+ 1√

L0
sin
(
κ
√
L0θ

)
cos
(
κ
√
L0θ

)
− E(θ)

√
L0 sin

(
κ
√
L0θ

)] , (B.5)

1

y
=

1− L0

2L0Λ(θ)

[
(L0[E(θ)]2 − 1) cos

(
2κ
√

L0θ
)
+ 2L0E(θ) sin

(
2κ
√
L0θ

)]
+

(1 + L0)(1 + L0[E(θ)]2)

2L0Λ(θ)
, (B.6)

f

y
=

(1− L0)

2L0Λ

[(
(L0EΛ + F (L0E

2 − 1)) cos
(
2κ
√

L0θ
)
+
√

L0(2EF + Λ) sin
(
2κ
√

L0θ
))]

+
1

2L0Λ
(1 + L0)(F + L0E

2F + L0EΛ) . (B.7)

Under this transformation, the Haar measure of the Gauss decomposition can be obtained

from that of the Iwasawa decomposition:∫
DuDyDf∏
θ

[y(θ)]2
=

∫
DEDΛDF∏

θ

[Λ(θ)]2
. (B.8)
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[13] M. Cvetič and I. Papadimitriou, AdS2 holographic dictionary, JHEP 12 (2016) 008,

[1608.07018].

[14] S. R. Das, A. Jevicki and K. Suzuki, Three Dimensional View of the SYK/AdS Duality, JHEP

09 (2017) 017, [1704.07208].

[15] G. Mandal, P. Nayak and S. R. Wadia, Coadjoint orbit action of Virasoro group and

two-dimensional quantum gravity dual to SYK/tensor models, JHEP 11 (2017) 046,

[1702.04266].

[16] A. Goel, L. V. Iliesiu, J. Kruthoff and Z. Yang, Classifying boundary conditions in JT gravity:

from energy-branes to α-branes, JHEP 04 (2021) 069, [2010.12592].

[17] D. Bak, C. Kim and S.-H. Yi, Quantization of Jackiw-Teitelboim gravity with a massless scalar,

2303.05057.

[18] A. Almheiri, N. Engelhardt, D. Marolf and H. Maxfield, The entropy of bulk quantum fields and

the entanglement wedge of an evaporating black hole, JHEP 12 (2019) 063, [1905.08762].

[19] A. Almheiri, R. Mahajan, J. Maldacena and Y. Zhao, The Page curve of Hawking radiation

from semiclassical geometry, JHEP 03 (2020) 149, [1908.10996].

[20] A. Almheiri, T. Hartman, J. Maldacena, E. Shaghoulian and A. Tajdini, Replica Wormholes

and the Entropy of Hawking Radiation, JHEP 05 (2020) 013, [1911.12333].

[21] G. Penington, S. H. Shenker, D. Stanford and Z. Yang, Replica wormholes and the black hole

interior, 1911.11977.

[22] A. Almheiri, T. Hartman, J. Maldacena, E. Shaghoulian and A. Tajdini, The entropy of

Hawking radiation, Rev. Mod. Phys. 93 (2021) 035002, [2006.06872].

[23] D. Bak, C. Kim, S.-H. Yi and J. Yoon, Unitarity of entanglement and islands in two-sided

Janus black holes, JHEP 01 (2021) 155, [2006.11717].

[24] D. Bak, C. Kim, S.-H. Yi and J. Yoon, Python’s lunches in Jackiw-Teitelboim gravity with

matter, JHEP 04 (2022) 175, [2112.04224].

[25] J. S. Cotler, G. Gur-Ari, M. Hanada, J. Polchinski, P. Saad, S. H. Shenker et al., Black Holes

and Random Matrices, JHEP 05 (2017) 118, [1611.04650].

[26] P. Saad, S. H. Shenker and D. Stanford, JT gravity as a matrix integral, 1903.11115.

[27] D. Stanford and E. Witten, JT gravity and the ensembles of random matrix theory, Adv. Theor.

Math. Phys. 24 (2020) 1475–1680, [1907.03363].

[28] K. Alkalaev, E. Joung and J. Yoon, Schwarzian for colored Jackiw-Teitelboim gravity, JHEP 09

(2022) 160, [2204.09010].

[29] D. Bagrets, A. Altland and A. Kamenev, Sachdev–Ye–Kitaev model as Liouville quantum

mechanics, Nucl. Phys. B 911 (2016) 191–205, [1607.00694].

[30] D. Stanford and E. Witten, Fermionic Localization of the Schwarzian Theory, JHEP 10 (2017)

008, [1703.04612].

– 30 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.111601
http://arxiv.org/abs/1605.06098
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptw124
http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.01857
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2016)008
http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.07018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2017)017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2017)017
http://arxiv.org/abs/1704.07208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2017)046
http://arxiv.org/abs/1702.04266
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2021)069
http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.12592
http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.05057
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2019)063
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.08762
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2020)149
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.10996
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2020)013
http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.12333
http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.11977
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.93.035002
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.06872
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2021)155
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.11717
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2022)175
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.04224
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2017)118
http://arxiv.org/abs/1611.04650
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.11115
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/ATMP.2020.v24.n6.a4
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/ATMP.2020.v24.n6.a4
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.03363
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2022)160
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2022)160
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.09010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2016.08.002
http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.00694
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2017)008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2017)008
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.04612


[31] J. Cotler and K. Jensen, A theory of reparameterizations for AdS3 gravity, JHEP 02 (2019)

079, [1808.03263].

[32] J. D. Brown and M. Henneaux, Central Charges in the Canonical Realization of Asymptotic

Symmetries: An Example from Three-Dimensional Gravity, Commun. Math. Phys. 104 (1986)

207–226.

[33] J. Navarro-Salas and P. Navarro, A Note on Einstein gravity on AdS(3) and boundary

conformal field theory, Phys. Lett. B 439 (1998) 262–266, [hep-th/9807019].

[34] K. Skenderis and S. N. Solodukhin, Quantum effective action from the AdS / CFT

correspondence, Phys. Lett. B 472 (2000) 316–322, [hep-th/9910023].

[35] K. Bautier, Diffeomorphisms and Weyl transformations in AdS(3) gravity, PoS tmr99 (1999)

006, [hep-th/9910134].

[36] K. Bautier, F. Englert, M. Rooman and P. Spindel, The Fefferman-Graham ambiguity and AdS

black holes, Phys. Lett. B 479 (2000) 291–298, [hep-th/0002156].

[37] M. Rooman and P. Spindel, Uniqueness of the asymptotic AdS(3) geometry, Class. Quant.

Grav. 18 (2001) 2117–2124, [gr-qc/0011005].

[38] S. Carlip, Dynamics of asymptotic diffeomorphisms in (2+1)-dimensional gravity, Class. Quant.

Grav. 22 (2005) 3055–3060, [gr-qc/0501033].

[39] S. Carlip, A Schwarzian on the stretched horizon, Gen. Rel. Grav. 54 (2022) 53, [2203.13323].

[40] S. Choi and F. Larsen, AdS2 Holography and Effective QFT, 2302.13917.

[41] X. G. Wen, Gapless Boundary Excitations in the Quantum Hall States and in the Chiral Spin

States, Phys. Rev. B 43 (1991) 11025–11036.

[42] X. G. Wen, Electrodynamical Properties of Gapless Edge Excitations in the Fractional Quantum

Hall States, Phys. Rev. Lett. 64 (1990) 2206.

[43] X. G. Wen, Chiral Luttinger Liquid and the Edge Excitations in the Fractional Quantum Hall

States, Phys. Rev. B 41 (1990) 12838–12844.

[44] M. Stone, Vertex operators in the quantum Hall effect, Int. J. Mod. Phys. B 5 (1991) 509–528.

[45] A. P. Balachandran, L. Chandar and A. Momen, Edge states in gravity and black hole physics,

Nucl. Phys. B 461 (1996) 581–596, [gr-qc/9412019].

[46] A. P. Balachandran, L. Chandar and A. Momen, Edge states in canonical gravity, in 17th

Annual MRST (Montreal-Rochester-Syracuse-Toronto) Meeting on High-energy Physics, 5,

1995. gr-qc/9506006.

[47] S. Carlip, Statistical Mechanics and Black Hole Entropy, gr-qc/9509024.

[48] G. Arcioni, M. Blau and M. O’Loughlin, On the boundary dynamics of Chern-Simons gravity,

JHEP 01 (2003) 067, [hep-th/0210089].

[49] A. Blommaert, T. G. Mertens, H. Verschelde and V. I. Zakharov, Edge State Quantization:

Vector Fields in Rindler, JHEP 08 (2018) 196, [1801.09910].

[50] A. Blommaert, T. G. Mertens and H. Verschelde, Edge dynamics from the path integral —

Maxwell and Yang-Mills, JHEP 11 (2018) 080, [1804.07585].

– 31 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2019)079
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2019)079
http://arxiv.org/abs/1808.03263
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01211590
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01211590
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(98)01032-6
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9807019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(99)01467-7
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9910023
http://dx.doi.org/10.22323/1.004.0006
http://dx.doi.org/10.22323/1.004.0006
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9910134
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(00)00339-7
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0002156
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/18/11/309
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/18/11/309
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0011005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/22/14/014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/22/14/014
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0501033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10714-022-02940-5
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.13323
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.13917
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.43.11025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.64.2206
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.41.12838
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217979291000316
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(95)00622-2
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9412019
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9506006
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9509024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2003/01/067
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0210089
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2018)196
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.09910
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2018)080
http://arxiv.org/abs/1804.07585


[51] T. Takayanagi and K. Tamaoka, Gravity Edges Modes and Hayward Term, JHEP 02 (2020)

167, [1912.01636].

[52] W. Donnelly, Y. Jiang, M. Kim and G. Wong, Entanglement entropy and edge modes in

topological string theory. Part I. Generalized entropy for closed strings, JHEP 10 (2021) 201,

[2010.15737].

[53] Y. Jiang, M. Kim and G. Wong, Entanglement entropy and edge modes in topological string

theory. Part II. The dual gauge theory story, JHEP 10 (2021) 202, [2012.13397].

[54] J. R. David and J. Mukherjee, Entanglement entropy of gravitational edge modes, JHEP 08

(2022) 065, [2201.06043].

[55] T. G. Mertens, J. Simón and G. Wong, A proposal for 3d quantum gravity and its bulk

factorization, 2210.14196.

[56] G. Wong, A note on the bulk interpretation of the Quantum Extremal Surface formula,

2212.03193.

[57] T. Fukuyama and K. Kamimura, Gauge Theory of Two-dimensional Gravity, Phys. Lett. 160B

(1985) 259–262.

[58] A. H. Chamseddine and D. Wyler, Topological Gravity in (1+1)-dimensions, Nucl. Phys. B 340

(1990) 595–616.

[59] A. H. Chamseddine and D. Wyler, Gauge Theory of Topological Gravity in (1+1)-Dimensions,

Phys. Lett. B 228 (1989) 75–78.

[60] D. Grumiller, R. McNees, J. Salzer, C. Valcárcel and D. Vassilevich, Menagerie of AdS2
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