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ABSTRACT: We study the gravitational edge mode of the Jackiw-Teitelboim (JT) gravity and
the constrained si(2,R) BF theory for the asymptotically AdS;. 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 also known as the would-be gauge mode in
the gravity. 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 constrained sl(2,R) BF theory, we develop
a method for incorporating the gravitational edge mode in the BF theory. In this BF theory
coupled to the edge mode, we derive the Schwarzian theory with PSL(2,R) gauging. We
show that the Haar measure for the Iwasawa decomposition of PSL(2,R) leads to the path
integral measure.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, the Jackiw-Teitelboim (JT) gravity for AdSs has been spotlighted in the
study of the SYK model [1-9] and its holographic dual [10-15], the black hole information
paradox [16-22] and the relation to random matrix theory [23-25]. The JT gravity is reduces
to the Schwarzian theory on the boundary of AdSs, and the remarkable properties of the
Schwarzian theory such as PSL(2,R) gauging [12, 26], the Weil-Petersson measure [24, 27|
and the one-loop exactness [27] enables access to analytic calculations for 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-AdSs”, which allows the wiggling boundary, was
introduced to account for the fluctuation on the boundary of AdS; [12]. This seems to make
it distinct from the previous approach to the higher dimensional gravity theory. However,
this “new” approach with the 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 the wiggling boundary should have
provided a top-down derivation of the PSL(2,R) gauging and the path integral measure of the



Schwarzian theory. Furthermore, it is not clear whether the “nearly-AdSs” is fundamentally
different from the usual approach for the asymptotically AdS [28].

In fact, the wiggling boundary has been discussed to deal with the broken radial diffeo-
morphism on the boundary of AdS [29-36]. 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 degree of
freedom, so-called would-be gauge mode, which would have been gauged by the broken radial
diffeomorphism. Alternatively, one may introduce a Stueckelberg field to recover the full dif-
feomorphism 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 fractional quantum
Hall effect (FQHE) context [37-40]. For example!, 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 for the asymptotically AdSy can also be investigated
by the sl(2,R) BF theory [26, 48-55]. Therefore, the Schwarzian theory can be derived as
a gravitational edge mode of the si(2,R) BF theory. In this paper, we will also revisit the
derivation of the Schwarzian theory from the constrained sl(2,R) BF theory where 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 AdSs with PSL(2,R) gauging and the path integral measure from the
point of view of the wiggling boundary, the would-be gauge mode and the constrained 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 the wiggling
boundary. In Section 3.2, we also derive the Schwarzian theory from the would-be gauge mode
with fixed boundary, and we present the relation to the wiggling boundary. In Section 4, we
discuss the Schwarzian theory from the constrained si(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 = R? x {2222 2 0}.

Scsl4] = /M ANdA . (2.1)

!See also [41-47] for other examples of studies on the edge mode.



The variation of the action Scg is
0Scs = 2/ ((5A/\dA) +/ d*x (A15A0 — A0(5A1) . (2.2)
M oM
The boundary condition for the well-defined variational principle is usually chosen to be
Ag—vA; =0 on OM = {z'2? = 0} . (2.3)
In this review, we consider more generic boundary condition
Ap —vA; ¢ 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

dey == / d2£C Al (Ag - UAl) . (25)
oM
Then, the variation of the total action Si; = Scg + Spqy becomes
5Stot = 2/ d2£L' [Al(S(Ao —’I)Al)] . (2.6)
oM

And we choose the boundary condition? of A on OM to be

AO - ’UA1 | =J. (27)

z2=0

where J = J(z%, 2!) 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 4 d\ in general:

6Stor = / d*z [214081)\ — 20A100 A + 01)\(80)\ — Ual)\)] , (2.8)
oM

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

(9o — vy = 27. (2.9)

M or

In this case, when two configurations A and A’ are connected by disallowed “gauge transfor-
mation” such that

A, = A+ 0,1 with (80 —vd)A|y,, # —27 (2.10)

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
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(a) Ay, Ay, - with U(1)’ gauge (b) A, and ¢ with U(1) gauge (c) Ay, A, and ¢ with full
symmetry symmetry U(1) gauge symmetry

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

(a) A#,A;L, .-+, which are connected by disallowed gauge transformation, are independent physical
degrees of freedom with the restricted U(1)’ gauge symmetry. (b) Physical gauge configurations
Ay, A}, - -+ can be parametrized by the edge mode ¢ (would-be gauge mode) and a (reference) gauge
configuration A, with the restricted U(1)" gauge symmetry. (c) With full U(1) gauge symmetry, we
have A, A,,--- and the edge mode ¢ (Stueckelberg field).

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 AuvAL 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 A,, one might mistakenly choose one particular configuration A,
among all physical configuration 4,,, AL that one should have included. In fact, the variation
along the disallowed direction does not lead to the boundary condition.? 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.

A0 2t 2 — AR 2t 2 + a2, 2t (2.11)

where A on the right hand side denotes the “bulk gauge field” which is restrict to the boundary
condition while a(z", ') denotes the edge mode on the boundary. For this, we utilize the
boundary “gauge transformation” by ¢(z%, z1) (i.e. a, = 8,6 in Eq. (2.11)), and we promote

2There is alternative boundary condition A; |w2:o =0.
3Hence, one can obtain the correct result without the boundary condition from the variation along the
disallowed gauge transformation.



it as dynamical edge mode.

Siot = Scs + /aM Az [(Al + 81¢)(A0 —vA] + 80(b — U81¢) + 81¢A0 — 80¢A1] . (2.12)

Then, the path integral measure can be written as
DA D¢

2.13

| %o (213)

where U(1)" denotes the restricted gauge symmetry of A with (Jp — v@l))\|0M = —2J, and
the configuration of the gauge field A is restricted accordingly.

Instead of parameterization of the physical configuration by A, A;, .-+, we parametrize
them by the edge mode ¢ and a specific gauge configuration A, (See Fig. 1(b)). Then the
variation along the direction of the disallowed gauge transformation in the previous discussion
with A, A;L 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 A, 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:

Ay(zh)y  —  Au(a?) 4+ OuA(z!) | (2.14)
(20,2t — ¢(w0,xl) — /\} (2.15)

22=0 "

where the gauge parameter A is not restricted and ¢ plays a role of Stueckelberg field []. Hence,
we have the full unrestricted U (1) gauge symmetry, and the gauge field A is unrestricted, too
(See Fig. 1(c)). In the description of Fig. 1(c), the path integral can be written as

DADY ;5,.14.6]
/ T (2.16)

where the total action Syxt[A, @] is given by

Stot = /M [AdA] + /BM d*x [A1(Ag — vAy)] +/a &’z [016(00p — v019)]

M
+/ d*z [2A081¢)* 21)14181(}5] . (217)
oM

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 (2.14) and (2.15), we will fix the bulk gauge
field to obtain the boundary action for the chiral boson coupled to the back ground. It is
convenient to use different coordinates, y*, defined by

' =2, oyt =2t e, % =2t (2.18)



In the y* coordinates, the gauge field can be written as

Ag = Ag—vA1 , A = A1, Ay = Asy. (2.19)
Accordingly, the total action becomes
Siot = / AdA + / a2y (A Ao + 916006 + 20160) . (2.20)
M oM
and, the boundary condition becomes
g@’?ﬂ:o = J@°yh) : fixed . (2.21)
This boundary condition allows us to fix the temporal gauge in the bulk to be
Ao(y) = J(°, ") for ye M. (2.22)
The Gauss constraint 51 gg — 52/T1 = 0 can be solved by
Al = 9N, Ay = D). (2.23)
Using the gauge symmetry, A can be gauged away to fix the A

A =0 for z'eR (2.24)
A : constant for ' e S (2.25)

Then the action (2.20) (for #! € R) becomes

Stot = /8/\/( d*y (51¢50¢ + 251¢J(Z/)) ) (2.26)

= d*z [31¢(80¢ — Ualgf)) + 281¢J($)] . (2.27)
oM
Note that when we introduced the edge mode ¢ in Eq. (2.11), there is a trivial redundancy
in a constant shift of ¢. Hence, one has to impose the equivalence relation on ¢:

¢~ ¢ptc : (2.28)

where ¢ 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 A, AL, .-+ 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 A, and ¢ in Fig. 1(c).
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(a) Variation of metric and dilaton (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 AdS,

The action? of Jackiw-Teitelboim gravity in a Euclidean manifold M with boundary OM is
given by

IJT:/Mdzx\/§¢(R+2)+2/8Mdum¢(K—K0), (3.1)

where ¢ and g, are the dilaton and the bulk metric. The boundary OM is parameterized
by the coordinate u, and h,, is the induced metric on the boundary. K is the extrinsic
curvature evaluated with the metric g,,, whereas Ky is the same quantity evaluated with
the background metric go .. Hence, Ky 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 Kj.

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 [34]. 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

“The overall sign is opposite to that of the literature for “nearly-AdS” [12, 24]. 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.



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:

0I;7 = (bulk E.o.M) + 2/
oM

du [(am  K)S (V) + v/Fun (K — K0)80
+2/ du \/Guu ¢ (K — Ko) . (3.2)
dOM

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.

5(«/guu) =00 =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, ) denoting the coordinates
of the AdSy with the metric and dilaton functions fixed (See Fig. 3).

2 / dubyg [\/gﬂ ¢ (K — Ko) . (3.4)
oM

g,¢: fixed
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 [56]

dr?

2 _ 2
r Th

o=, (3.6)

ds® = + (2 —r3) db? (3.5)



(r(psu), 0(p, )

Base AdS» Target AdS,

Figure 4. The wiggling boundary can be understood as a map from S! to the wiggling boundary of
AdSs. Tt is convenient to extend the circle S! to the exact AdSs to define base AdS,. We can consider
a map from the base AdS; to the target AdS,.

where 7}, is the location of the tip of the Fuclidean black hole. The Euclidean time 6 is
periodic with period 5, and the smoothness condition around r = rj, gives

27

TR = — .
g

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

(3.7)

mation is encoded only in the shape of the boundary. The wiggling boundary curve can be
parametrized by (r(u),6(u)) where u € [0,3]. One can extend this parametrization of the
boundary curve to the AdSs. Namely, let us consider the exact EAdSs without wiggling
boundary,

dp?
5 + (p° —rj)du® . (3.8)

ds? = —"“—
pe =Ty

The boundary surface is parametrized by
1
p=—. (3.9)
€
We consider a map from the base AdS (p,u) to the target AdS (r,0) such that the constant
p = e ! surface is mapped to the wiggling boundary in (r,6) space
r=r(etu) =r), (3.10)
0 =0(c ' u) = 0u), (3.11)

and the boundary metric is identified




From the boundary metric matching condition (3.12), one can express r(u) in terms of 6(u)
perturbatively.

1 0% 1, 1}

where the overall sign on the right hand side is chosen in a way that 6(u) is the increasing
function of u. Then, the extrinsic curvature can be evaluated to be

67 12! 2 2\pn/3 "ot 1o

£,V o0+ 2r(r° — ;)0 — 210" 4+ 200
K:( W) _ e ~ , (3.14)
(t’t) 2|: 2

2
r2—r? + (TQ - 7“]21)9/2:|

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

o _ 1 2 oy T
t=(r'0), n= — 29 (r*=m)t, ——5——= ) - (3.15)

(7’27“—7",21) - (T2 B T

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

9/// 3 9//2 1 2 9
And we chose the counter term Ky in the boundary action (3.1) to be the extrinsic curvature
of the geometry without wiggling (i.e. 6(u) = u):

1
Ko =1+ 5627'% +O(eh). (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

/1 1 2 1, ry
IJT :Q/du 62_T}21|:9/+6<_W+2Thel 20/>+:|

9/// 0//2 1 1
X 62 |:0, — 5@ + 29,2 5 }QL:| s (318)
1

where the Schwarzian derivative Schlf, u] is defined by

9/// 3 0//2

First, note that ! in front of the Schwarzian derivative comes from the dilaton solution
¢ = r. This is one of the main differences from the previous derivation of the Schwarzian

,10,



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 r73 = 277y, to the action. The last term
in (3.19) comes from the term of order O(¢?) in the counter term Ky (3.17). Now using the
inversion formula for the Schwarzian derivative

Schlf,u] = —0?Schlu, 0] , (3.21)

we have
1
Iyp =1} / dg —2 / do [Sch[u, 0] + Qrﬁu@ . (3.22)

Note that the last term comes from the counter term. This action vanishes for the trivial
map u = 6 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(f) = 6, the quadratic action of
the quantum fluctuation € is bounded below with the minus sign in front of the Schwarzian
derivative.

u=0+ %Zene%ﬁme oS = T ST 2% - Deue, + O(P) . (3.23)
n neZ/{-1,0,1}

In deriving the Schwarzian action, we had to invert #(u) into w(#). This inversion natu-
rally leads® to the well-known path integral measure of the Schwarzian action:

[[Pow) =[] D“@ . (3.24)

u
0

Now, we will explain how the si(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 AdS, to
the target AdS»y°

(pyu) — (r,0). (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

_dt* 4 d2?
==

ds* , (3.26)

® At this moment, we assume that the path integral measure is trivial with 6(u).

SAt this moment, the introduction of the base AdS; and the map from the base AdS, to the target AdSs
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 AdS; and the map.

— 11 —



is given by

g _bd+ (ad + be)t + ac(t? + 22)

3.27
(ct + d)? + 222 ’ (3.27)
; z
= 3.28
F Tt d)E 2 (3:28)
where a, b, ¢, d are constants with ad — bc = 1. And on the boundary ¢ becomes
. bd+ (ad+bo)t +ac(t* +2%) at+b
t =1 = 3.29
oo =50 (ct 4+ d)? + 222 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 (p, u)

, (3.30)

i

p+/p? —ricosrpu

\/p? —risinrhu
¢ _ (3.31)

p+/p? —ricosTru

I

The time on the boundary z = 0 in the Poincare coordinates is identified with the boundary
time u as follows.

sinrpu TRU
t = ————— = tan — . 3.32
Ir—soc 1+ cosrpu 2 ( )
Therefore, under the isometry of the base AdS, the coordinate u on the boundary is trans-
formed as
rRU atan 2% 4+ b
tan —— 2 (3.33)

— —2
2 ctan "% +d

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 AdSy without the wiggling boundary. Namely, for the coordi-
nates X* = (p,u), the boundary of the EAdSs is the surface of constant p. We consider the
Fefferham-Graham gauge given by
d 2
ds? = —2 4 G (p, u)du? (3.34)

2
pT =Ty

- 12 —



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

where rp, 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(psu) = pPPGOw) +GP(u) + - . (3.35)

One can consider a reference AdSe geometry with the coordinates Y# = (r,7) which is
mapped to X* = (p,u) by radial and boundary diffeomorphism (See Fig. 5):

r = w(p+ f 3w +0() (3.36)
h® (u) _
T :9(u)+m+0(p Y, (3.37)

Then, while the boundary of the (p,u) is the surface of constant p, the boundary of the (r, 7)
is wiggling by the radial diffeomorphism (3.36). One can still demand that the metric g, of
the reference AdS Y* = (r,7) preserves the Fefferham-Graham gauge (3.34)

d 2
- + grr (7 T dr? ) 3.38
2

ds® =
re=ry

and that the expansion of the boundary metric g,, is truncated.
grr(r,7) = 2¢O (1) + ¢@(7) . (3.39)

The condition for the Fefferham-Graham gauge (3.34) and (3.38) determines the function
@ (u) and R (u) in Eq. (3.36) and Eq. (3.37)

2

@) (a)) — w Lo Ty
fo) = 1gOB(we? 4T q (340)
h(2)( ) — w’' (3.41)
236’

,13,



Then the boundary metric Gy, can be expressed in terms of gy, w(u) and (u):

Guu = 9(0) [0 (u)]w29’2p2

w' w'? w'e" OY19(u)10 W'
+(s1000] + 570 )yl )+ 2 - S O DI

+0(p7?) . (3.42)

Now in addition to the Fefferman-Graham gauge (3.34) and (3.38), we further impose the
asympotic AdS condition. i.e.

GOW) =1, (3.43)

and we also demand that the diffeomorphism in Egs. (3.36) and (3.36) preserve the asymptotic
AdS condition.

g O(r) =1, (3.44)
Then, the asymptotic AdS condition gives
wh = 1. (3.45)

And one can express the boundary metric in terms of 6

Guu = 02+ (0240 L2 02 -1 o | 30" O(p~2 3.46
uu—p+ g [(U)]+§7"h( _) _7+29/2+ (p ) ( )

Now we go back to the JT action in the X# = (p,u) coordinate space with the metric G, :

Iyp = / ?zvVGo(R[G] + 2) +2/ du /Gy 0 (K[G] — Ko) (3.47)
M oM

Recall that the boundary of X* = (p,u) is the surface of constant p. 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 €(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 #(7) 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 6:

. _|oyw
Iy :/de\/g'aXy
+2/8 du/Cornlg.0] 6 (K [Clg. 0] — Ko) - (3.48)

¢ (R[Glg,6]] +2)
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where the counter term K| is chosen to be the extrinsic curvature of the background geometry
in Eq. (3.17). By the definition of the edge mode 6, the action (3.48) is invariant under the
following transformation which corresponds to the restored (residual) broken gauge symmetry
by introducing the edge mode.

p —> ﬁ +O(pY, (3.49)
u — Mu)+0(p?), (3.50)
§ — HoAt. (3.51)

Using this gauge symmetry (3.49)~(3.51), one can fix the boundary metric g(® to be a
constant, and the constant value of ¢ is determined to have the smooth geometry without
conical defect.

¢ = —2 (3.52)

In addition, the (bulk) equation of motion for the dilaton is simpler in the (r, 7) space where
we can determine the dilaton solution to be

1 0" 1 9 r% _3
¢ = Q,p-i- [ 7B h9+40} +0((p77) . (3.53)

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

IJT[G] :2/ dur/G AdS 0 ¢( [ Ads,@]] — K()) s
1
As before, we can invert §(u) into u(6) to get the Schwarzian action

1
I;7[6] :r,%/de— 2/d0 [Sch[u,a} + 2r,%u’2] . (3.55)

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

[ Pow) = [T 249 (3.56)
u 0

u/

After we fix the boundary metric ¢(®) (3.52) by using the gauge symmetry (3.49)~(3.51), there
is still the residual gauge symmetry in which ¢(® is invariant, which exactly corresponds to
the isometry transformation of the background.

TR atan "% + b

ta HT — m where ad —bc = 1. (357)
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AdS
gp,u ) 0 - >

A\

map

Base AdSs» Target AdS,

Figure 6. (a) From the base AdS; (the exact AdSs 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 AdSs metric. (¢) The metric can be fixed to be the exact AdSs metric by the coordinate
transformation eating the edge mode.

To see this, one can consider the gauge transformation of ¢ induced by the coordinate
transformation in (3.49) and (3.50).

1 1 N3N 1 TR
9P =2 — —57“% - 57“,%)\'2 v toe = —57“,% — Sch [tan 2,u] . (3.58)
Therefore, the function A which does not change g2 = —T%L is given by
2 tan 2% 4+ b
AMu) = Earctan [jtanr’guﬁ—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 AdS; to the target AdS, with wiggling
boundary in Section 3.1. Let us start with the base AdSy in the bottom left of Fig. 6. The
base AdSs has the exact AdSs metric (3.8) without the edge mode #. This corresponds to
one particular gauge configuration A, in Fig. 1(a). From the base AdS,, we introduce the
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edge mode 0, for example, via the gauge transformation by € (See (a) in Fig. 6). Hence,
the figure on the top left of Fig. 6 is analogous to the description by A, and 6 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 A, AL
and ¢ with full U(1) gauge symmetry in Fig. 1(c). And this gauge symmetry leads to the
generic asymptotic AdSy, 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 AdSs with the
exact AdSge metric (See (c) in Fig. 6). In this transformation, the edge mode 6 is “eaten” by
the wiggling boundary. And the composite of those procedures corresponds to the map from
the base AdSs to the target AdSs in Section 3.1.

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

The framelike formulation of the Jackiw-Teitelboim gravity for AdSs can be described by
sl(2,R) BF theory [48-50]. The action for si(2,R) BF theory for the two-dimensional manifold
M is given by

Sprl®, A] = /M (@F) (4.1)

where @ is O-form s/(2,R) field, and the 2-form field strength F' is defined by
F=dA+ANA. (4.2)

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

invariant. The variation of the action reads

0Spr = (Bulk EOM) +/ df tr ((I)(SAQ) . (4.3)
oM

Hence, if we impose the boundary condition §A = 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

Spay = % /8 y d tr A2 | (4.4)

which breaks the gauge symmetry on the boundary. Here, (r,0) denotes the coordinates for
the two-dimensional manifold, and the asymptotic boundary 0M is the surface of constant
r = 0o. The variation of the total action now becomes

0Stot = 0(Spr + dey) = /a do tr[(® + vAp)dAg] , (4.5)
M

and we impose the following boundary condition.

5Ag|gpy = 0 - (4.6)
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Now, the total action Sy, = Spr + Spgy is not invariant under the gauge transformation

St —  Spot — 7/ de tr [(Ag + 9ph K12 — AZ| . (4.7)
2 Jom

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

boundary by

h™' dhl,,, = 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 A which are related by an “illegal” gauge
transformation:

A=n"'An+h7rdh  with B! Oph|,,, #0. (4.9)

Without the condition (4.8), A and A 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 ¢.

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

Sadas = Spr(®,.A) +/

df tr [1A3 —’VAQE_lagE} , (4.10)
oM 2

where ¢ belongs to the nilpotent subgroup

¢ = exp [(8 3)] — T l9p = (8 8?) : (4.11)

The gauge field ¢ retrieve a boundary U(1) gauge symmetry. Namely, the action Saqg is
invariant under the gauge transformation

A — hl'An+n7ldh (4.12)
d — hldh, (4.13)
¢ — ¢h, (4.14)

where h belongs to the nilpotent subgroup:

1«
() s
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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 g. Then, the action for the SL(2,R)
BF theory for asymptotic AdS coupled to the gravitational edge mode is

Sty =Sur@A)+ [ d9er| T+ 0G5 - 2@ g+ 50 00| (a16)
oM

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 g:

A — A TAA+AMAA, (4.17)
d — ATOA, (4.18)

g — ANTG o (4.19)

where A € 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 g and ¢

g ~

—
¢ — ¢h, (4.21)

where h belongs to nilpotent subgroup.

Note that though ¢ and ¢ were introduced in a similar manner, g becomes physical degree
of freedom on the boundary while ¢ is to be fixed. Since ¢ belongs to nilpotent subgroup, dpA
in ¢~10y¢ appears in the action linearly. Hence, \ plays a role of Lagrangian multiplier.

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

0Shds = /a L0t (@ A+ V96§ G " — g T 0eTG )0 Ap]
+ /am df tr [(Ag + 0pg g " +[Ag, g '0pcg '] + Op(g ' 0pcg "))6Gg "]
— [ o (G Ao+ 00 0] (4.22)
The first line of the variation (4.22) imposes the boundary condition” of the bulk field Ay

549, =0. (4.23)

lon

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

"This boundary condition (and the boundary term (4.4)) is not unique. In Appendix A, we analyze another
boundary condition, 6(@ — "/Ag) =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.® Furthermore, the third line gives the constraint imposed by the
Lagrangian multiplier OgA.

After fixing gauge’

A = b1 (r)9,b(r) where b(r) = e"to (4.25)

we can rewrite Ay and g as

d =b"tob, (4.26)
Ag =blagh, (4.27)
g=btgb, (4.28)
¢=cbh. (4.29)

Because of the boundary condition (4.23), we should fix all component of the matrix ag.
Strictly speaking, the boundary condition (4.23) should be understood within the trace, i.e.

tr[(--+)dAg = 0. For example, for a matrix N given by

1 _ —r
SN = <25N° ON-_ie ) : (4.30)

or

5N16T —%5]\70

the component d N_; vanishes as r — oco. But in the trace of the product with other matrix,
it does not vanish. i.e.

1 — 1 —

My —M_ye Y [ 16Ny —6N_je" 1

| 2070 71O 20710 os-1e — ~MySNo — M_16Ny — MySN_y . (4.31)
Mler —§M0 5N1€T —§5N0 2

This is the main reason why we fix all the component of the matrix Ay and why we introduced
the edge mode g separately on top of the A and .
Using the full gauge symmetry (4.17)~(4.19), one can fix ag to be the following constant

sl(2,R) matrix.
0—-L
ag = K (1 0“) , (4.32)

where Ly is a constant. Note that ® is the Lagrangian multiplier of the bulk. Therefore, it

can be fixed by the equation of motion for ®:

dd +[A,®] = 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 L, (n = 0,41) is defined by
0 0 -1
Ly = 4.24

00
L = Lo =

O =

SIS

— 20 —



The solution for ® can be found to be
D =b1p0)b = b te % gyl (4.34)

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

¢ = (5)@ _X‘l) : (4.35)

X —%Xo
The constraint imposed by ¢~ '9pc reads
(9 tagg + 9 '09g)1 : constant . (4.36)

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

L. —
M = (z((MM) >10 _%\});) . (4.37)

The constant (4.36) is fixed to be k because g includes the identity matrix.
(g agg + g 'O = & . (4.38)
Using the residual gauge symmetry given in (4.20) and (4.21), we choose the gauge condition
(9 "agg + 9 '9pg)o = 0. (4.39)
To see the remaining physical degrees of freedom for g, we parametrize SL(2,R) matrix g by
9 'agg+g '0hg = k' Opk . (4.40)

Note that g 'agg + g '0pg = k~'0pk 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

Qu(h) . Qu(d) _1
_ [cos =5~ —sin=—5=\ ([y(@)]2 0 1 f(0)
H0) = (sinQUQ@ COSQUTW) > < 0 [y(9)]%> (O 1 ) ' (441)
where y(0) and f(6) is periodic with period 3, and «(6) has winding number 1. i.e.
y(O+p5) =y@) , fO+5) =[O0, ul@+p) =ul)+5. (4.42)

Yagg + g~ 0pg = k~'0yk is single-valued. i.e.

In this work, we demand that g~
k(B) = £k(0) . (4.43)

This gives us the relation between 8 and €:

- = — where neZ. (4.44)
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And the periodic condition for k() reads
k(@ +B) = (-1)"k(0) . (4.45)

The global structure can also be seen in the following holonomy along the Euclidean time 6.

Hol (§A§_1 — ﬁdﬁ) =Pexp [ ?{ @'Aﬁ‘l — §d§)] ~ exp (Bag)
oM

10
~ k(B KL(0) = (~1)" (O 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 £y in ag in terms of 3.

kLo = = (4.47)
g
This trivial holonomy condition can be interpreted as the smoothness of the geometry [57].
From now on, let us focus on n = 1 case where k(6) is a map from S! to PSL(2,R) with
winding number 1.
Using the Iwasawa decomposition (4.41), one can determine y(f) and f(6) from the
constraint (4.38) and the gauge condition (4.39), respectively.

o

y(0) = op (4.48)
u//
) = =5 4.4
1) = - 5 (4.49)
and we have
0 —o | Schlu, 6] + 302 '2]
9 agg + g ' Ohg = 2”"[ chlu, 0] + 52 (4.50)
K 0
Therefore the BF action with edge mode (4.16) becomes
Solee = 5 [ dotr (g7 “199)° = a0 [ Schfu, 0] + 2 4.51
Ads — 7 r (g agg +9g 99) = -7 c [u7 ] + ﬁu . ( . )

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). For
the Iwasawa decomposition (4.41), the Haar measure is given by

_ DuDyDf

[Twon2

0

(4.52)
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Together with the constraint and the gauge condition, we have

DuDyDf DuDny Qu/
7]2 §((ag)1 — k)3 ((ag)o) 7)]2 ( y ﬁ)é((ag)o) (4.53)

Dqu ( f_>

The parameterization of g laggg sy by k in Eq. (4.40) is invariant under k — Yok
where Y is a constant PSL(2,R) element.

(4.54)

Ty = (Z C) where ad —bc = 1. (4.55)
a

Therefore, this redundant description should be eliminated by imposing the equivalent relation
Yok ~ k. (4.56)

This equivalence relation can be translated into the equivalence relation of u(6) via the Iwa-
sawa decomposition (4.41):

atan ﬁ( 4 p mu(6)

~ tan —— . (4.57)

ctan ”“ée) +d B

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)
AdS,. In the BF formulation, we can also confirm that it corresponds to the isometry of the
(background) bulk field ag. To see this, we first obtain the relation'® between k£ and g from
Eq. (4.40).

k= ey, (4.58)
where ay is fixed to be a constant element in Eq. (4.32). Then, the equivalence relation (4.56)
leads to the equivalence relation of g:

YTg~g, (4.59)
where Y (0) is defined by
T = e %1% (4.60)
One can easily see that this is a general solution of the following equation.
T lapY + Y719 = ap . (4.61)

This equation means the redundant parametrization of g by T, and therefore, we can again
confirm that the equivalence relation of g (4.59) should be imposed. Moreover, in Eq. (4.61), T
can be interpreted as a gauge transformation parameter which does not change the background
bulk gauge field ag, in other words, the isometry of the background AdSs.

10See Appendix B for the explicit relation.
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5 Conclusion

In this work, we have studied the gravitational edge mode in the JT gravity and the con-
strained sl(2,R) BF theory for the asymptotically AdSs. We revisited the derivation of the
Schwarzian action from the wiggling boundary of the JT gravity. We introduced a new counter
term Ky 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 AdSs, we showed that the inversion between
the base and the target AdSs 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 AdSs 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 AdSs 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 developed the method to incorporate 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 proved that the Haar
measure of the Iwasawa decomposition of the SL(2,R) gives the path integral measure of the
Schwarzian theory. We also demonstrated that the redundancy in the Iwasawa decomposition,
which is equivalent to the isometry of the AdSy 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 solution'! ¢ 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 dimensional
near extremal black hole [58, 59, 59], the dilaton of the JT gravity is originated from the
transverse area of the fixed radial hypersurface. After the dimensional reduction to AdSs, the
JT action with our convention (3.1) can be obtained by expanding the dilaton ® coming from
the higher dimension around the constant ¢y, which is related to the entropy of the higher
dimensional extremal black hole, as follows.

B =gy (5.1)

As aresult, the physical requirement for the stability of the near extremal black hole translates
to ®2 becoming smaller as the black hole deviates from extremality.

" The dilaton ¢ 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 ¢ — —¢, we could have begin with the other sign convention of the action if we allow the negative
dilaton solution. In this case, the “area” is related to —a¢.
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It would be interesting to see if there are any interesting consequences of the inversion of
degree of freedom that we encountered, namely from 6(u) to u(f). 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 uy(0) = 6 of the Schwarzian action give the same perturbative expansion
of the inverse function up to order O(¢) (and up to sign). i.e.

u(d) = 0+ ¢e(0) — Ou) = u—e(u) + O() . (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 work.
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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

Spay = — / a8 tr (®Ag) + 2 / d tr (A2) . (A1)
oM 2 Jom

The variation of the total action Sgpr + Spqy becomes
0Stot = 6(SBF + Shay) = — g df tr [AS(P — vAy)] . (A.2)
M

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

(5(@ — ’yAg) =0. (A.3)

oM
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In the same way as in Section 4, we

S —Spp(®, A) + /

do tr [ — B(Ag+ 0 ) + L(Ag+ 39:675_1)2]
oM 2

+ [ [@—1 DG 1T A — T 060 ’5—1d5] , (A1)
where ¢ is an element in the nilpotent subgroup

~ 0 A(#)
¢ = exp [(O 0 )] . (A.5)

This action is invariant under the gauge symmetry

A — ANTAAFAAA, (A.6)
» — A 'OA, (A.7)
g — A'g, (A.8)
and
¢ — ¢h, (A.10)

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

A, = b9, where b(r) = e"to (A.11)
and we define
d=bleb, (A.12)
Ay = bt agh , (A13)
g=blgb, (A.14)
c=bleh. (A.15)

In addition, by using the gauge symmetry, one can further fix ag = ag — % to be constant.

B 1 0 —-Lg
= -~ = . A.16
ag = ag 7¢ K (1 0 > ( )
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where Ly and & is a constant. This is consistent with the boundary condition.
1
A——-® : fixed . (A.17)
Y

The bulk dilaton, as a Lagrangian multiplier, can be determinant by the equation of motion
pd(0) + [ag, ] = 0pg(0) + [ap, ¢] = 0 . (A.18)

The solution for the dilaton ¢ can be written as
¢ = e ¢ et0? (A.19)

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

1. _
b = <2X° X) , (A.20)
X1 —35X0
and therefore, ag is given by
1 1
5= —kLy — =x—
a = 2V 0o (A.21)
K+ X1 —25X0

The constraint imposed by the Lagrangian multiplier dgA is
(9 aog+g " 9hg), = K. (A.22)
And we choose the gauge condition from the residual gauge symmetry
(9 agg+9 " 9hg), = 0. (A.23)

To solve the constraint and the gauge condition, let us consider the parametrization of
g lagg+ g '0pg in terms of k € PSL(2,R).

g agg+ 9 topg = kL opk . (A.24)

We consider the Iwasawa decomposition of k given by

Qu(h) . Qu(9) 1
_ [cosTo —sin =57 ([y(0)]72 1 £(6)
0= (Trnda b ) ("0 o) 01V) 0

where y(0) and f(6) is a periodic function of § with period 8 while u(f) is a function of 6
with winding number 1. i.e.

y(O@+p) =y@) , fO+6)=r0), ul+p5) =ul®)+5. (A.26)

In the same way as in Section 4, we have

1 1
Sty = 1 / o [Sch[u, 0] + 2“29’2] - §<4x3 —XlX_1> . (A.27)
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Yag g+9 ' 0pg

agg + g '0pg along the

One can determine €2 from the global structure. In this work, we demand that g~

is a single-valued function, in other words, the holonomy of g~!

Euclidean time is trivial. Then, we find

Q
rVE = = = 2. (A.28)
15} 2
And for n = 1, the action becomes
edge g 272 B (1

In this case, although the holonomy Hol(ay) is trivial (i.e. it belongs to the center subgroup),
Hol(ayp) is not.

B Iwasawa and Gauss Decomposition

In this appendix, we present the explicit relation between the Iwasawa decomposition of k()
and the Gauss decomposition of g(f) in the following equation.

9 agg+g g = k" Opk (B.1)
where the constant matrix ay is given by
0-L
apg = K (1 00> . (B.2)
The Iwasawa decomposition is given by
COSQuTw) —sinQuT@ [y(G)]_% 1 f(0)
sin =5~ cos ~—5~ 0 [y(@)]2) \0 1

where y(0) and f(0) is a periodic function with period 3, and u(f) is a function of 6 with

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

(1 o) (mor 0
v (Ew) 1)( 0 we)]%) (0 1 ) .

where E(0), A(f) and F(0) is a periodic function with period 8. We find

N

2 [E(G) cos (kv/Lob) + ﬁ sin (ﬁmg)] (B.5)
QM cos (kv/Zob) — E(0)v/Losin (ny/Lob) ) '
1 1-L .
;= LA D) [(EO[E(H)]2 — 1) cos (Qﬁ\/[TOG) +2LyE(0) sin (2/@\//?09)]
2
(1+ EO);ZOJ/F\ (Eec; [EO)) (B.6)
i = (12;(5\0) [((EOEA + F(LoE? — 1)) cos (261/Lob) + /Lo(2EF + A) sin (2k+/Lo0))
+ 2£0A(1+£0)(F+£0E2F+EOEA). (B.7)
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Under this transformation, the Haar measure of the Gauss decomposition can be obtained

from that of the Iwasawa decomposition:

/DuDny _ /'DEDADF (B.8)
[Tiw)? [Tia)2
0 0
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