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Abstract

Given a Cauchy surface in a curved spacetime and a suitably defined quantum state
on the CCR algebra of the Klein Gordon quantum field on that surface, we show, by
expanding the squared spacetime geodesic distance and the ‘U’ and ‘V’ Hadamard
coefficients (and suitable derivatives thereof) in sufficiently accurate covariant Taylor
expansions on the surface that the renormalized expectation value of the quantum
stress-energy tensor on the surface is determined by the geometry of the surface and
the first 4 time derivatives of the metric off the surface, in addition to the Cauchy data
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for the field’s two-point function. This result has been anticipated in and is motivated
by a previous investigation by the authors on the initial value problem in semiclassical
gravity, for which the geometric initial data corresponds a priori to the metric on the
surface and up to 3 time derivatives off the surface, but where it was argued that the
fourth derivative can be obtained with aid of the field equations on the initial surface.

1 Introduction

Semiclassical gravity is a useful approximate theory which describes a regime lying between
that where classical general relativity provides a good effective description, and that where
a full quantum gravity theory becomes necessary. In this classical-quantum mixed theory,
matter fields are treated as quantum fields that gravitate via the expectation value of their
stress-energy tensor, sourcing geometry in the semiclassical Einstein field equations. It is
expected that this theory accurately describes regimes in which gravity and quantum effects
are important, but for which scales of energy densities or curvatures are far removed from
the Planck scalel[]

In recent years, substantial mathematical advances have been made in order to under-
stand the structural properties of semiclassical gravity, especially in symmetry-reduced sit-
uations or by studying simpler semiclassical models [3-21]. We highlight |13], in which the
authors of this paper have put forth a number of conjectures on the well-posedness of the
full (non-symmetry-reduced problem) in the case that matter is modelled by a scalar field
satisfying the covariant Klein-Gordon equation.

Central to our conjectures in [13] is the surface Hadamard condition. This condition
characterizes the Hadamard property of a quantum state in terms of its behavior on an
initial surface. It is worth emphasizing here, this condition is a “semiclassical gravity”
notion and not a “quantum field theory in curved spacetime” notion. (The precise definition
is given in [13] and depends on a prior notion of “preliminary surface Hadamard” which is a
quantum field theory in curved spacetime notion but which will not be particularly relevant
to the developments in this paper.)

But suffice it here to say that a state defined on the CCR algebra of a Riemannian
3-manifold, (C, ;) together with three further (classical) symmetric two-tensors on that
manifold will satisfy the surface Hadamard condition if the 3-metric, %,;; and those three
further symmetric tensors may be regarded as the restrictions to an initial surface of the

LOften one adds the caveat that for semiclassical gravity to be reliable, the quantum uncertainties in the
energy momentum tensor ought to be small [1], however, when trying to make such a statement precise,
serious obstacles are encountered. For instance, the case of the Minkowski vacuum illustrates the fact that
requiring the uncertainties to be small in comparison with the corresponding expectation values, does not
seem to be a universally desirable criterion. We therefore make no further comments in this direction.



metric of a solution to the semiclassical Einstein equations and also of the first 3 time-
derivatives of the metric off that surface, while the state may be identified with the state in
which the expectation value is taken on the right hand side of those equations.

One of the main conjectures in [13] is then (roughly) that for an initial such state and an
initial such set of classical initial data that together satisfy the surface Hadamard condition,
one can obtain a unique Hadamard solution to semiclassical gravity with that data. Note
that the surface Hadamard condition subsumes the usual constraint equations of semiclassical
gravity, since data that satisfies it must constitute bona fide initial data.

It turns out that this surface Hadamard condition involves a tower of further constraints
on the initial data. A priori, this tower is infinite but presumably finite cut-offs of the
tower will yield states (cf. [13, Footnote 5]) whose 2-point functions differ from those of
Hadamard states by continuous functions with finitely-many continuous derivatives. In any
case, the minimal expectation is that reasonable initial data should be sufficiently close to
being Hadamard, such that the expectation value of the renormalized stress-energy tensor
on the initial value surface can be defined. Let us note, in passing, that this is a minimal
requirement in order even for the usual constraint equations to make sense.

The purpose of the present paper is to address the question of how much geometric data
18 required on an initial surface in order to renormalize the stress-energy tensor intrinsic to
that initial surface. While the context for the “surface Hadamard” notion and for the initial
value conjectures in [13] is semi-classical gravity and not quantum field theory in curved
spacetime, this specific question can be analyzed in a fixed curved spacetime context and
that is what we aim to do in this paper, taking the initial surface to be a Cauchy surface, C,
in a given fixed spacetime. We will discuss where the results of the present paper feed into
those in [13] (in Section {f below).

What makes this question especially difficult is that the Hadamard form for the two-point
function involves the (square of the) geodesic distance between two points and even when
both those points are in a given initial surface, this depends, in general, on the geometry
off the surface since the spacetime geodesics connecting two points in the surface will, in
general, leave the surface.

This paper analyses this issue in detail and explores a path to deal with it, generating
a recipe that yields the renormalized expectation value of the stress-energy tensor on C in
terms of the intrinsic geometry of C and a choice of initial state on the CCR algebra on C.
This “surface-defined” stress-energy tensor coincides with the restriction of the covariantly-
defined a la Hadamard stress-energy tensor in spacetime to the surface C. The strategy will
be to obtain asymptotic expansions of the spacetime covariant quantities in the definition of
the Hadamard condition (the spacetime geodesic distance, and the Hadamard coefficients) in
terms of the spatial geodesic distance, the induced metric, extrinsic curvature and derivatives
of the extrinsic curvature off the surface, up to a sufficiently high order, so that the spacetime



Hadamard expresion is approximated well enough to yield the correct value of the stress-
energy tensor on the surface.

The paper is organized as follows: Section [2| briefly reviews the elements of the renor-
malization for the stress-energy tensor of the Klein-Gordon field in curved spacetimes using
Hadmard subtraction, and also serves the purpose of introducing the notation for the paper.
In Section [3| we study how the Hadamard condition can be characterized on a spacelike sur-
face in terms of intrinsic geometric quantitites on the surface, at least to a desirable order
of approximation that is sufficiently good, so that the expectation value of the renormalized
stress-energy tensor can be defined on the surface in terms of the intrinsic geometry and
“instant time” correlation functions. In Section we define a general notion of order-n
approximation for bi-scalars and show that if the approximation order for half the square
of the geodesic distance, ¥, and the U and V Hadamard coefficients are 6, 4 and 2, respec-
tively, then the renormalized stress-energy tensor computed using those approximations is
exact. In Section we present approximations that satisfy the conditions from Section [3.1]
namely covariant Taylor series expansions for U and V', and a surface Taylor-like expansion
for ¥ and its normal derivatives, computing the coefficients for these in Sections and
[3.4], respectively. In Section [4] we indicate how the results obtained feed into the arguments
in [13] for the conjectures about the well-posedness of the initial value problem in semiclas-
sical gravity (with a Klein-Gordon field) for initial states satisfying the surface Hadamard
condition. In Section [5| we discuss these results and relate them with the general programme
of semiclassical gravity with and without quantum collapse presented in [13]. Some technical
details and a brief review of the 3 + 1 formalism we employ are included in the appendix.

We will be limiting our considerations to a globally hyperbolic spacetime (M, gq) foli-
ated by Cauchy surfaces Cr. We use abstract index notation for indices 4., while Greek
indices ,,,... indicate 4-dimensional coordinate components and latin indices ;j... represent
3-dimensional spacelike components. We will also make extensive use of Synge’s coincidence-
limit notation, whereby the coincidence limit of a bi-scalar A is expressed as

[A](x) = lim A(x,x'). (1)

x/—x

2 The expectation value of the stress-energy tensor

The classical stress-energy tensor, Ty, plays an essential role in General Relativity, repre-
senting the effects of matter on the spacetime metric that characterizes the gravitational
field. Tt acts as the source in Einstein’s equation,

1
Rab — iRgab — Agab = 87TGTab. (2)



In semiclassical gravity, one replaces the right hand side of Eq. by the expectation value
of the quantum stress-energy tensor of matter fields evaluated in a suitable quantum state,
w, which we denote by w(Tg), and could, e.g., arise, when the quantum field is represented
on a Hilbert space, H, as (1|Twt)) for some vector ¢ in H, or as tr(pT,) for some density
operator, p, on H. This results in the semiclassical Einstein equation,

1
Rab - ERgab - Agab - 87rGw(Tab)- (3)

An important technical aspect one must face is that in order to make sense of w(Tg)
(and therefore of eq. . ) it is necessary to perform a renormalization procedure, since a
naive evaluation of the expectation value of a stress-energy observable involves expectation
values of products of (operator or algebra-valued) distributions at the same point and these
are infinite or ill-defined. In the present paper we shall confine our attention to a matter
model consisting of a single real scalar field obeying the covariant Klein-Gordon equation

(9"VaVy —m? = ER)¢ = 0, (4)

where m is the field mass and ¢ a curvature coupling constant and, for this, we shall use the
Hadamard renormalization procedure. First we define the notion of a Hadamard state w.
This is characterized by a local condition on its two-point function G*(x,x") = w(¢(x)p(x’))
(see |22] for more details). Namely, in a convex normal neighbourhood the two-point function
G is the sum of a smooth term, W € C°°(M x M), and a bi-distribution, H® : C§°(M x
M) — C, whose singular structure coincides with that of a locally constructed Hadamard
parametrix of the Klein-Gordon operator. More specifically, the Wightman function of a
Hadamard state admits the local representation

w(o(x)o(x) = H (x,x) + W(x,x), ()

and H*(x,x') has the form

H'(x,x) = lim ! <E( ) Ulx,x)

e—0+ 872 )+ 2ie(T(x) — T(x)) + €2
LV (x,x) log (Z(X’X )+ MT;;‘ J oI e )) , (6)

where T' is an arbitrary time function, (x, x’) is half the squared geodesic (spacetime) dis-
tance from x to x’, U and V are smooth, symmetric bi-scalar functions, and which are smooth
and non-vanishing in the coincidence limit, and ¢ is a constant introduced for dimensional
reasons that can be interpreted as a renormalization parameter. It has been shown that the



Hadamard property ensures that the state satisfies a generalized positive-energy condition
known as the micro-local spectrum condition [23].

The bi-scalar functions U and V are determined by the so-called Hadamard recursion
relations (see e.g. [24]) as asymptotic series in 3, and are independent of the details of the
state. It can be shown [25] that U(x, x') = AY2(x,x), where

Alx,x) = _det(—VMVV/E(X,X’))’ (7)
V=9(x)v/—9(x)
is the van Vleck-Morette determinant, with (un)primed derivative indices in acting in
the (first) argument, and here g is the determinant of the spacetime metric.

Therefore, in the context of quantum field theory on a fixed curved spacetime, the singular
structure for these states is known in terms of the spacetime metric, the mass and curvature-
coupling parameters of the quantum field, allowing one to construct and directly subtract
H* in order to obtain the renormalized quadratic quantities in the stress-energy tensor.

The expectation value of the renormalized stress-energy tensor is then (here we use the
formalism of [24] which is technically different from the earlier formalism of [26].)

wW(Tpp(x)) = lim (%b [G+(X, x') — He(x, Xl)} — lgal,Vl(X,X')) + O (%), (8)

x'—x 87

where .7, is given by
bl 1 Cd/ ]. 2
Ty =1—-28)g," VoV + | 26 — 5 9abg™ VeV — anbm
! / 1
+ 25[ — 02" 9"V Vy + gabg“ V.V + éGab , 9)

with g,% the parallel-transport propagator [25]. Further, V; is the second term in the
Hadamard (asymptotic) expansion

V(x,x') = i Vo (x,x") 2" (x, %), (10)
n=0
and in the limit equals
lim Vi(x, %) = %m4 + ;1 (g - é) m?R — 2—14 (5 — %) OR
+ é (5 — é>2 R? — %ORM,R‘“’ + %ORadeR“b“d. (11)



The term O is a local ambiguity of the form am*ga, + Bm2Ga + vHyp, with Hyp, a linear
combination of terms coming from the scalar actions (cf. |2, section 6.2]) with quadratic cur-
vature Lagrangian function L = R? and Ly, = R, R®™. Absorbing the av and /3 coefficients
by suitable renormalizations of the cosmological and Newton constants, we can write

1
®ab :<20él —+ Oég)vaVbR — 5 (4041 + Oég) DRgab - a2DRab

+ SR Reagan + 5 R gu — 201 RRup = 205 R, (12)
where a; and «g are dimensionless, arbitrary parameters. Note that if we set the values of
a1 and as to get rid of terms like LR in , terms like DR, or V,V,R which were not
present before, now enter in , so that stress-energy renormalization generically introduces
fourth-order terms in the spacetime metric.

Thus, if the spacetime metric is already given, the only input required from quantum
theory to compute w(7T,,) up to a local, geometric term, is G (x,x’) and its first two deriva-
tives. In particular, if one is restricted to a Cauchy surface C, and Gaussian coordinates
adapted to it such that the normal direction is parallel to the coordinate vector (J;)®, this

translates into the need to have been given initial data for the field in terms of the bi-scalar
functions G (x,x), 0,G*(x,x), 0yGT(x,x’) and 9,0, GT (x,x’), defined on C.

3 The Hadamard condition on an initial surface

In this section we construct a sufficiently precise approximation of the Hadamard condition
on an initial Cauchy surface, so that we are able to define the expectation value of the
renormalized stress-energy tensor on the surface in terms of initial data. The strategy is to
obtain suitable approximations of the geodesic distance and the Hadamard coefficients in
terms of intrinsic objects defined on the initial surface viewed as a Riemannian manifold,
namely in terms of the initial Riemannian metric tensor on the surface, the surface geodesic
distance (which differs from the spacetime geodesic distance in general), together with the
extrinsic curvature and higher order derivatives of the metric off the surface. This allows
one to obtain a suitable bi-distribution on the initial surface that coincides sufficiently well
with the induced Hadamard bi-distribution on the surface, and that can be used for the
renormalization purposes.

The main result of the section is stated below in Theorem [2, which provides the sought
after definition of the expectation value of the renormalized stress-energy in terms of certain
bi-scalars 3, U and V together with bi-scalars corresponding to their derivatives off the

2A term coming from the Lagrangian Lz = Rapcq R is not linearly independent by the Gauss-Bonnet
formula.



surface (e.g. dU, etc.). We then proceed to explicitly construct these bi-scalars in terms
of the intrinsic surface quantities in the subsequent subsections. These results put together
achieve the goal of the section.

Furthermore, these results will help us build a bridge between the construction presented
in this paper and the notion of the surface Hadamard condition introduced in our previous
work [13], which will then appear in the subsequent Sec. .

3.1 Estimates for approximate initial data

The Hadamard coefficients and half the squared geodesic distance ¥(x,x’) in a background
spacetime can be computed in a convex normal neighbourhood, in principle, if we are given
the full metric description of that spacetime.

However, it is necessary to analyse explicitly how many time derivatives of the metric
given on a Cauchy surface C need to be known in order to compute the two-point function
of the field and its time-derivatives off the surface to a sufficient degree of accuracy that the
stress-energy tensor on C can be calculated.

Our approach will be to derive a covariant Taylor expansion of the spacetime half squared
geodesic distance, Y (x,x’), in terms of the surface half-squared geodesic distance, o(x,x’),
and its derivatives in the surface, and then to use this to compute Taylor series for the
Hadamard coefficients, in terms of their complete 3 4+ 1 projections, so that every object
appearing in the resulting prescription, is given explicitly in terms of the metric and its
derivatives on the initial surface C.

But first, it is necessary to estimate how good such approximations need to be in order to
compute w(7Ty,(x)) at C. That is, we propose that instead of U(x,x’), V(x,x') and X(x,x’),
we construct corresponding approzimate bi-scalar functions U(x,x’), V(x,x') and ¥(x,x)
to create an approximate Hadamard singular parametrix such that substracting it from the
two point function at the surface yields a bi-scalar function regular enough to compute
a renormalized expectation value of the stress-energy tensor at the initial surface by the
prescription with the Hadamard part substituted by said approximation.

Let us first define the general notion of an approximation for a bi-scalar function:

Definition 1. Let A € C™(M x M) a bi-scalar function, where m € N. We say B €
C™(M x M) is an order-n split-point approximation (we will often omit the “split-point”
conditional and simply say “an order-n approximation”) of A, with n < m, if and only if for
every k € Ny, 0 < k <n,

lim V,, ...V, B(x,x') = lim V,, ...V, A(x,x). (13)

x/—x x/—x

If such order-n approximation can be identified as a truncated covariant Taylor series of



A of the form

0 1b 2 b2b1
B(Xa Xl) :A(X) + A (X)VbE(X, X,) + EA (X)vb22(xa X/)vhz(xa X/) T+
1 nbnmbl
+ EA (x) V4, B(x,X) ... Vi, 2(x, %), (14)

we refer to it as an order-n covariant Taylor truncation of A.

As usual, we can obtain expressions for the coefficients of the Taylor expanison by taking
into account the fundamental equation satisfied by ¥(x,x’) [25],

9°(VZ)(V,2) = 2%, (15)

which lead to the vanishing of the coincidence limits for ¥, V.3 and V,V,V_ .2, and the
nonvanishing limit (see appendix [A

lim V,V,X(x,X) = gap(x). (16)

x/—x

Then, the first coefficients of the Taylor expansion above are

0
A(x) = lim A(x,x'), (17a)
x/—x
1 0
Au(x) = (1;m V. A(x, x’)) VL A(), (17b)
2 0 1
Agan(x) = (1 Vi, Vg A) (%) = Vi, Vag A(X) = 2V 0y Ay (), (17¢)
X/ —x

3 0 1
Augaran(¥) = (10 V0,V V) A) (%) = Vi Vot Vo A) = 37 (0, Vay A (%)

x'—x
2

— 3V (s Ay (X). (17d)

To recapitulate our obective in terms of the definitions we have just introduced, we
want to determine the general order of approximation for ¥(x,x’), U(x,x’) and V(x,x’) that
permits to construct an approximate Hadamard parametrix good enough for computing the
exact renormalized stress-energy tensor on the surface by the prescription .

Consider the result in [24] for the limit of (),

w(Tow(x)) = ﬁ( - T%ab + %(1 - 2£)Vavb1% + Gab (5 - i) Ow + fT%Rab

— gab[‘/l]> + ®ab7 (18)



0 2 . . :
where w and w,;, are the corresponding terms for the covariant Taylor expansion

W(x, %) = () + 0 (VD6 x) + 8 (VD) VS ¥) + O(5H2),  (19)

with
Wi(x,x') = GTJZ(X, x') — H(x,x). (20)

As we have already anticipated, our approach will be to propose approximations for
the coefficients U(x,x’) and V(x,x’) of the Hadamard term () as well as half the squared
geodesic distance % (x,x’), and we will show that there is a sufficient condition on the order
of approximation for each of these objects so that the Hadamard property is approached
enough as to carry on the renormalization procedure for the sress-energy tensor. We begin
by proving the following

Theorem 1. Let x and X' be points contained in a convex normal neighborhood D C M,
where the Hadamard singular part is given by @ and half the square geodesic distance ¥(x,x')
as well as the Hadamard coefficients U(x,x'), V(x,x') are well defined, and let %(x,x'),
ﬁ(x,x’) and f/(x, x') be corresponding approximations of order ny > 6, ny > 4 and ny > 2,
respectively. Then,

[Vav,, (H‘ - Hfﬂ —0, (21)
with
A'(xx) = (21@2 (gg z; +V(x,x) log (%)) . (22)

Proof. Let us consider a coordinate chart {x#} on M so that we deal with coordinate com-
ponents, i.e.,

By =V, (H — ). (23)
Define the following bi-scalars,
B5(x,x) = 2(x,¥) — B(x,¥), (24a)
Us(x,x') = U(x,x) — U(x,x), (24b)
Vix,x') = V(x,x) - V(x,X), (24c)

that represent a measure of the error corresponding to each approximate function. Then,
by construction, all up to (including) the second derivative of Vd(x,x’), the fourth derivative
of Y§(x,x') and the sixth derivative of *§(x,x’) will vanish in the coincidence limit. To

10



explicitly implement these properties, we invert the definitions so that we make the

substitutions

in , obtaining
2 —(*9)

Ew =&+ <log <l2

11

(25a)
(25b)
(25¢)



where

Ew z{(25)3( —2AV2V, 3V, - 22(V,V,AY2 £V, 5V, V + V, 2V, V + VV,V, %)

+3(V,SV,AY2 4 AV, T, 5 4 U, (VA2 4+ VY,T)) )
+ 30202 (ZA(VuVul U6) + Vu(Z)(V,V = Viu(V9)) + V,u(ZO) (WY = Vo (V)
+ V2V (V8) +2V, V) + V,2(V,u (V) +2V,V)
+ (V= (YO)VuVu(F8) + (V) +2V)V,V,E + 2V, V,A2)
—3%(V,EV,AY2 L AV2Y, V.5 + V,5(V,AY2 L VY, Y))
+ 6A1/2V“EV,,E>
+ 5%( E5)( = S22V, (F)(V,WV = Vu(V6)) +2V,u(Z8)(V,V =V, (V)
+ 2V, V,(Y8) +2(V — (V4))V, V., (¥6)
+ V.22V, (V) + V. V) + V. E22V,(VE) +V,V)
+(2(Y8) + V)V, V.2 + V,V,AY2)
+3(Vu(Z0)(V,AY? = v, (Y8) + (A2 = (Y6))V,.V,(75)
+ V(T (=Vu(Y8) + (V) = V)(Viu(T8) — V,uE) + V,AY?)
+VLE(VL(Y0) + (V= (VO)VA(T6) + (V) +2V)V,.E + 2V, Al/2)
+ V.2V (Y8) +2V,AY2) 4 ((Y4) + 242V, V, %)
- 6A1/2VMEV,,E)
+ 5% (2((Y6) - AV2) 9, (%0)(V, (%) - V%)
+2V, (A2 = (Y6)V,(76) + (V9)V,E)
+3(Vu(Z0)(Vo(Y6) = VL, AY2) 4+ ((Y8) — AV, V,(75)
+ Vo (Z)(Vu(Y0) = ((V0) = V)(Vu(70) = V,.%) — V,AY?)
— V.E(Vu(Y8) + (V = (V) Vu(76) + (V6)V,.X)
-V, (Y6)v,= — (Y6)V,V.X)
+ 22V, Vo (Y0) + Vo (Z0) VLV = Vu (V) + Vu(Z0)(V,V =V, (Y6)
+(V = (VO)VuVu(70) + Vo (VOVLE+ V(Y)Y 5

n (Va)v#vyz)) }/ {23(%6 - £)3) (27)

Note that £, is already arranged so that both numerator and denominator vanishes in the coin-

12



cidence limit. Assume we take said limit to be along a trajectory with tangent vector £*. Let us
introduce the notation

£f(x) =€V, (" 'V, 1 (.. §" Vo, f(x)...)), (28)

for the n'™® directional derivative along the vector field £€%. Then we can successively use L’Hopital
rule with derivatives V? on &,, to obtain, at the eleventh stage,

1
€] = 55 {20V "0l (g — 66,6) + 246 [VEV,)) %) ~ 15[VEV, 7, 7

—15[V¢ Y6](gu — 48u&0) — 1206, [VEV,) V6] + 90[VEV, V), U6]
+90[VE V8] (g — 2660) + 360¢(,[VeV,) Vo] |, (20)

which vanishes in the coincidence limit, given that the numerator comprises terms multiplying
limits of derivatives of d’s of order ny > 6, ny > 4 and ny > 2. Note that this limit is unique and
trajectory-independent given that it vanishes for all £* thanks to the order of approximation of 3,
U and V.

Putting together the logarithmic terms in that multiply V,V,V, we have

[log <z—2(25)> vﬂv,,v] ~ log ({2—2(25)]) V.Y,V =0, (30)

by direct application of L’Hopital rule to the argument of the logarithm. The remaining logarithmic
term in vanishes given that [V, V, (" d)] vanishes for ny, > 2. Therefore,

[E] = 0. (31)
O

Corollary 1. Letx,x' € D C M, i(x,x’), U(X, x'), V(x,x) and H' as in Theorem and

W(x,x') = G’;(X, X') — H'(x,x), (32)

then,
w(x) = [W](x), (33a)
Wan(x) = [V VW] (x), (33b)

where &(X) and 120ab(x) are the zero and second order Taylor coefficients of the regular part
of the Wightman two point function, cf. and .

13



Proof. Consider the difference

Wi(x,x')

W (x,x) = W(x,x)
= G:;(X X) — HY(x,x) — Gi(x,x’) + H(x,x)

1(x,x) = H'(x,x)).
Putting this in terms of (*¢), (Yd) and ("d) by means of (25]), we have

o= g (T ey Vs () - (e (2€—m2321>

In the coincidence limit, the logarithmic terms vanish just like in Theorem [I} while the
quotient term requires to apply L’Hopital rule four times to obtain

2U5 _ 425

Therefore, for x € D,

Now consider
Vo VoW (x,x) — VaVbW(X, x')=V,V, <ﬁ£(x, x') — HE(X, X/)> )

Then, by Theorem [1}, in the coincidence limit for all x’ € D,

ap(x) — [V VW] (x) = 0, (37)

where it follows (33b]). O

With these results at hand, it is straightforward to prove the following

Corollary 2. Let x and X' be points contained in a convex normal neighborhood D C M,
and Y(x,x), U(x,x') and V(x,x') be corresponding approzimations of order ny, > 6, ny > 4
and ny > 2 for half the squared geodesic distance ¥(x,x") and the Hadamard coefficients
U(x,x') and V(x,X), respectively. Let H'(x,x') and W (x,x') biscalars given by and
(32), respectively. Then, the renormalized stress-enerqgy tensor in D is exactly given by

w(Tw(x)) =

7 11 2 Vvq L DQ 9R
2(27T)2(_wab+§< - f) a bw—i_gab(g_Z) w+€w ab

— gm[‘ﬁ]) + O, (38)

14



where

(x) = W](x), (39a)

Wap(x) = [V VW] (x). (39b)

Proof. By taking the difference in expectation values between the exact and approximate
stress energy tensor, and using the formula we have that

(T(20) =T = 75 (1 = s + 51 = 200V Vil =)

baa (€ 1) O - §) + eRah - ),
where, by Corollary [} we have
W(Tw(x)) = w(Tup(x)). (40)
]

Note that by demmanding the approximations 3, U and V to be of respective orders
ny > 6, ny > 4and ny > 2, we are imposing a condition that ensures that in the most general
case, the exact expectation value for the renormalized stress-energy tensor is obtained, which
might be too stringent. That is because in special situations, for example where some
symmetry is present, lower order approximations for ¥, U and V might still yield a correct
result for the expectation value of the renormalized stress-energy tensor. However, as we do
not wish to restrict consideration to any particular situation, we take this to be a minimal
condition for the general case.

Now we proceed to implement this in the context of initial data.

To do so, we need to write these results in terms of data on a given spacelike surface C
so we will employ the 3 + 1 formalism (see Appendix . As initial data for the field will be
given as two point functions defined on C, the following notion is useful,

Definition 2. Let A € C™(C x C) be a surface bi-scalar function. We say B € C™(C x C) is
an order-n surface approximation of A, with n < m, if and only if for every k € N, 0 < k < n,

lim D,, ...D, B(x,x') = lim D, ... D, A(x,X), (41)

x/—x x/—x

where D, is the derivative operator associated to the surface induced metric hg, such that
D, hy. = 0, which is given by

DT o= hP% g R g he € e S he TV T (42)
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In particular, A might be the restriction to C of some bi-scalar function defined on
M x M, and we will imply the said restriction whenever the term surface approximation is
used for a bi-scalar defined on spacetime. Note that normal (#ime) derivatives are not defined
for surface approximations as they are defined only in terms of points within a given spatial
surface. The following result will help us to connect the notion of (spacetime) approximation
with surface approximations:

Lemma 1. Let A € C"™(M x M) be a bi-scalar function and B € C™(M x M) be an order-k
approzimation for A, with k < m. Then, B and its k covariant derivatives, restricted to the
spatial surface C can be reconstructed in terms of the k + 1 surface-approximations for A,
dA, d*A, ..., d*A of order k,k —1,...,0, respectively, with d¥A = (=1)*V* A, being n®
the future-directed unit vector normal to C.

Proof. Consider the 3 + 1 expansion of the coincidence limits of the first k covariant deriva-

tives of A (cf. Appendix [B)):

[VoA] = [DuA + nad A] = [DoAl] + nald Al (43a)
[ValvaoA] = [DalDaoA] + Klllao [dA] + Ny ([DaldA} + Kal b[DbA])
+ Nay ([Dagd Al + Koy *[DyA]) + ngyng, ([A%A] + u’[DyA]),  (43D)

Varr - VagAl = [Dag_y o DagAl o+ g, -y (054 4. ). (43¢)
Where u, = —n®Vyn,. Let B, 'B, 2B, ..., ¥B be the surface approximations for A, d A,
da?A, ..., d*Aoforder k,k—1,...,0, respectively. Then, substituting the definition of surface
approximation for B, 'B, 2B, ..., B, as well as the definition of order k approximation for
B, we have

[VuB] = [D.B] + n,[ ' B,
[vmvaoB] - [DalDao‘B] + Ka1a0[18] + Ny ([Dtn IB] + Ka1 b[DbB])
+ Ng, ([Dao 1'8] + Kao b[DbB]) + NagNa,y ([26] + Ub[DbB]) )

Ve ..V B] = [Day . ...DuB +--~+nak71...na0<[k8] +)

Therefore, the limits that define B are given in terms of the surface approximations for A
and each one of its first n normal derivatives, of orders n,n —1,...,0. O

16



In other words, an order-n (spacetime) approximation amounts to the information of n+1
hypersurface approximations. However, in the case of half the squared geodesic distance X,
we will not require all this information in order to compute w(7,;) on C. We can see this is
the case with the help of the following lemma:

Lemma 2. Let x and X' be points on a spacelike surface C of the spacetime (M, gu) and
contained in a conver normal neighbourhood. Then, one can choose the unique geodesic
trajectory along C going from x' to x in order to compute coincidence limits for functions
and tensors, so that spacetime directional derivatives coincide with C-tangent directional
deriwatives.

Proof. Let £* be the unit vector in C tangent to the unique surface-geodesic going from x’
to x. Proceeding by induction, we verify

Vef =€V, f

=" hy, "V, f
=" Do, [,
and take the inductive hypothesis to be
Vef=8mE ... 6" Dy, D,y - Dy, f. (44)

The identity for surface-geodesic Vectorﬁ,
E'VaE" = (Ko’ (45)
along with the inductive hypothesis, yield

Ve f =€ Vo, (€€ . .67 Dy, Do, _, - .. Do, f)

= (£ Vg, £ )E L Dy Da, ... Doy f
+ £ (N g, £ )E 2 L €M Dy Dy o Doy f + -
gt MY Doy Do, .. Doy f

= (£ Koy y ™)t 6" Doy Doy, - Do f
+ £ (M Ky £ )E 2 6 Dy Dy o Doy f + ...
(oIt Y, Dy, oo Doy f

= ot €% Dy Dy, ... Dy, f.

An41

3Cf. equation (199) in Appendix
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With these results at hand, we can prove the following result:

Theorem 2. Let x and X' points contained on a spacelike surface C of the spacetime (M, gap)
and also contained in a convexr normal neighborhood D. Let U(x,x'), dU(x,x), dd'U(x,x')
and d‘zﬁ(x,x’) be approximations of order ny > 4, ngy > 3, ngav > 2, ngzy > 2 respec-
tively, for the Hadamard coefficient U(x,x) and its corresponding normal derivatives, as well
as for the Hadamard coefficient V (x,x') let V(x,x'), AV (x,x'), dd'V(x,x') and d*V (x,x') be
its correspondmg approzimations of order ny > 2, dny > 1, nggv > 0 and ng2y > 0, and
let E dE add's and A3 be respectively order ny, > 6, ngs, > 5, Nggrs > 4 and ng2s, > 4
approximations for 3(x,x’), dX(x,x'), dd’ E(X,X) and dLQE(X,X). Let ¢(x) a scalar quan-
tum field satisfying the Klein-Gordon equation in a Hadamard state o with initial data
given by G (x,x), dG}(x,X) = -5 NGy (x,x), d'G(x,x) = —ﬁat/G;};(X,X,) and
dd'G(x',x) = NONG )N 6}(‘3th (x,x'), and let H'(x,x') and W (x,x') biscalars given by
and ., Tespectwely Then, the corresponding renormalized stress-energy tensor in C is
exactly given by

w(Tw(x) = 5 (217T)2 ( b+ ;(1 = 26)Wab + gav (5 - i) I Wed + €0 Ry
- gab[VlD + O, (46)
where
(x) = [IV)(x). (47a)

Wab(X) = Dan[W] (X) + 2Kab [dW] + 27’L(a <2Db) [dW] + Kb) CDC[W])
+ 2namy ([d‘d"W] W] + ucDC[W]> , (47b)

Wab(x) = [DaDyW] + Ko [d W] + 20, ([Db)d‘W] + K C[DCVT/])

+ g ([a‘?W] e [DCVT/]) , (47¢)
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and

u® = —n"Vyn?, (47d)

W(x,x) = G (%) — H(x,x'), (47e)
aw(x,x) = aG)(x,x) - dH (x,x), (47f)
JJIW(X, x') = CZLJIG;:(X, x') — dd"ﬁé(x,xl), (47g)

dH (x,x) = 2(2177)2 (i(xl, ) (dU(X, x') + (V(X, X)) —Ul(x, Xl>) a¥(x, X/)>

+av(x,x)log (i(x, %) /e) ) , (47h)

da = ( — d;]?i(ijj)) <d‘U(X,x/) + (V(X,x’) - U(x, X’)) dX(x, X’))

+ i(xl, ) (dd/ﬁ(x, x') + (V(X, X)) - Ul(x, X’)) dda's(x,x)
+ <d"f/(x, X) —d'U(x, X/)> a¥(x,x') +dV(x, X,)d,i>
+dd'V(x,¥) log (i(x,x') /6) ) , (471)

a*W(x,x) = D’D,W (x,x') + K (x)dW (x,x') — ub(x) Dy W (x, x')
— (m? + ER(x))W (x,X) + 6V4(x, x')
+2 ((DVi(x, X)) Dy (x, X)) — dVi(x, X )dE(x, X)) . (47j)

Proof. Due to the fact both points of all the biscalar functions lie on C, by lemma 2], equation

(35) will read
wea 1 6[D2Y6] — [DE%6) B
["0] = Tt ( € — 3 ) =0, (48)

where we have used the notation, for any f € C™(C x C), m > n,
Dif =& .. 6" Dy, Da,_, ... Do, f. (49)

Also, the coincidence limit of )
Ta EVG(HK_HZ)v (50)
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which involve the L’Hopital rule applied eight times, obtaining

1

T4 = 35

(5IVEV, 0] — 46,[VE 0] + 206,[VE V0] ~ 30[VEV,, V6] - 606,V 0]),  (51)

and by lemma [2| and expanding in 3 + 1 form, reads

1

=3

(5[D§D 5] — 4€,[ D2 ®6) + 5n,,[Did *0]

+206,[D2 V5] — 30[D2D,, V8] — 30m,,[D2d V5] — 60&,[De Va]), (52)

Similarly for , and using the 3 + 1 expansions (43a)) and (43b)), we have that

1

[EAW] = 90

{2108 Z8)(gu — 66,,) + 246, (DD, *0] ~ 15[DED, D, 3]
+ 24€(,m,)[DEd V6] — 15 (KW[ng‘ 2] + 2ng,, ([DED,)d 6]
+ K,)"[D!D,28)) + nyn, ([DId26] + ul[DLD, "5)) )
— 15[D¢ Y6)(gu — 4€.8) — 1206, [DED,) 8] 4+ 90[DFV ¥, V4]
— 120&um)[D2d V8] + 90 <KW (D24 V5] + 2y, (ID2D,)d Vo]
+ K,)"[D2D,"5]) + nym,, ([Da* V6] + u*[D2D, V4] )
+90[D? Vo)(gpw — 284&0) + 3608, ([DeDyy 6] + nuy[Ded V4]) . (53)

By hypothesis we have an order 6 surface approximation for >, an order 5 approximation for
dX, an order 4 approximation for U and a second order apprixmation for V', and therefore
all of the terms in brackets in , and vanish identically, so it follows that for all
xeC,

W(x) = [W](x), (54a)
[VaW](x) = [VW](x), (54b)
VoV W](x) = [V Ve W](x), (54c)
with W (x,x') defined by (7€), also
VW (x,X) = DWW (x,%X) + ned W(x,x), (55)
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where d W (x,x') is defined by (&7f), and

Vo VW (x,xX') =D, DyW (x, %) + Kap(x)d W (x, x')
+ 2 a(x )(Db)d‘W(x ¥) + Ky °(x )DCW(X,X'))

+ N (X)np(x) (dQW(X, X') + u(x) D (x, X/)) , (56)
where d2W is defined by ([7j). Equation (54a)) implies then that in C,

= . (57)

g0

Comparing with the 3 + 1 expansion of V,W, and with (54b|), we have that
[@W] = [aW]. (58)
Similarly, from the 3 + 1 expansion of the field equation satisfied by W (cf. [24]),

(9"°Vo Vi — m? — ER(x))W (x,X) = —6V1(x, X)) — 29%(x)(VuVi(x, X)) (V.2 (x, %)) + O(%),
(59)
we can solve for d?W to obtain
d*W(x,x') = D"DyW (x,X) + K (x)dW (x,x") — u’(x) DWW (x,%)
— (m® + ER(x))W (x,x') + 6V3(x,x)
+2 ((DVi(x, X)) DX (x,X) — dVi(x,X)dE(x, %)) + O(D), (60)
and substracting (47j) we obtain in the coincidence limit
(@ W] = [a*W], (61)

which implies that

9 2

b — W, =[DuDW] — [DuDV] + Ko ([dW] — [0

+ 204, ([Dyd W] = [Dyd W] + Ky ([D W] - [DV]))
+ gy ([d2W] — [d2W] + u ([D W] — )) (62)
vanishes identically in C, ie.,
2
wab = 'L%]ab- (63)
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Next, by ([189) and (190},
VaVilh = (Kapd 0 + DoDyth) + 2nq ( Dyt + Ky *Detd ) + namy (4% + uDeb ), (64)
and subtracting (47b)), we have

VoVt — Wy = DuaDy{to — [W]} + Kap{dw — 2[d W]}
+2n (Db){dz% —2dW]} + Ky “Doft — [W]})

+ gy ((1‘21% — ([ dd' W + [*W]) — u¢ DJW] + uC D ) — [v”’v]}) . (65)

and by ,
VaVith = Wy = (Kap + 2 Dy) (4 — 2[d W)
¥ ngms (d%”u —o(jdd' W] + [a*W]) — uC[DCWD . (66)
According to Synge’s rule,
VW] = [Va W]+ [V V], (67)

and due to the symmetry of W, [V,W] = [V, V], ie.,
VW] =2[V ., V] (68)

Taking the contraction with —n® yield

dw = d[W] = 2[dW], (69)

and therefore the first line in vanishes in C due to (54b)). Note that we can write

[V.Vy W] in terms of W and l%ab by writing down the Taylor Series expansion for W up to
second order,
c 9 cd

W, x) = 9(x) + 1 () VI, %) + %w (V.S (6, ¥)VaS(x, ) + O(Z¥2), (70)

taking a derivative on x’ followed by a derivative on x, and computing the coincidence limit
to obtain

VoV W] = Vot [VoVyE] + 0 [VaVVyX]

AT AT RELAS LA (71)
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Applying Synge’s rule on [V,X]| = 0 yields

V[V = [Vy Va3 + [VaVyS]
0= Gba + [VCLVb/E],

ie.,

[VaVyE] = —ga, (72)
and proceeding the same on [V,V, Y] yield

Vi [VaVeS] = [VyVaVeE] + [Vo VeV
0=[V.V.VyX]. (73)

Substituting these results back in we obtain

[VoVyW] = =¥y — s, (74)
and considering that
1
Wa = —§va8;, (75)
then
1 0 2
[VaVb/W] = §Vavbw — Wab- (76)
This in turn means that o )
V.Vt = 2 ([vavb/W] + wab) . (77)

Then, by contracting twice with n® we obtain
a2 + ut D = 2 ([d‘d’W] +ul[DW] + nan%ab) . (78)
Taking into account that [D.W] = (1/ 2)Dc@%, and that 1,20,11) has a 3 4+ 1 expansion analog to
that of @%ab given by , then we have
d*w =2 ([dd'W] + [d*W]) + u° Dav. (79)
Substituting back in , we have

W =V, V0, (80)
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for all points in C. Therefore, subtracting form we have

(Tia(x) = (Tun() = 555 (n = o+ 51 = 26) (V73— W)

+ Jab (5 - 111) g (chcﬂ% - ch> +¢& (’L% - 7%) Rab>>

which vanishes by , and . O]

3.2 Approximations

Covariant Taylor series will be considered for U(x,x’) and V' (x,x’), making use of the coeffi-
cients for these expansions that have been previously computed by Decanini & Folacci [24].
For ¥(x,x’), we assume that sufficient geometrical data on the initial surface C is known,
so that we expand X(x,x’) as a surface Taylor series. These expansions have the property
that tangent derivatives match the corresponding tangent derivatives of ¥(x,x’) on C up to
the number of terms considered in the expansion. However, we cannot, by construction,
compute normal derivatives on a surface Taylor expansion.

Instead, we will use the coincidence limits for X(x, x'), 34, (X, %), ..., Lasasasazaras (X5 X ),
Yar (5,X); -+, Basasasasaral (X, X') to compute the limits of tangent derivatives for d %(x,x’),
ad?3(x,x), d'S(x,x'), and dd'%(x,x') to compute the corresponding surface Taylor expan-
sions dX(x,x'), d25(x,x'), d'S(x,x’), and dd'L(x, x’) respectively, which according to
of Theorem [2] are required to compute the renormalized stress-energy tensor at C.

Initial data for the metric will be given in terms of the induced metric on C, the extrinsic
curvature K, and further time derivatives of the metric. We will therefore begin by writing
down a 3 4+ 1 expansion of the coefficients of the covariant Taylor series for U(x,x’) and
V(x,x’), and afterwards we will compute the surface Taylor expansions for ¥(x, x’), d ¥(x, X'),
d'%(x,x), dd'S(x,x') and d?3(x,x').

3.2.1 Expansion and surface projections for U(x,x’).

The Taylor expansion for U(x,x’), up to order fourth order is given by

~ 1 ~ ~
U (%) =Un(x) + U "(x) Vi3, X') 45U " () Vi 2 (x, X) Vi B, X)
1 ~ ~ .
+ 6“3 b2b1b0 ()W, B(x, X' ) Vi, B(x, X ) Vi B (x, X)

1
s )V, S X Vi Sl XV Sl X Vi S X), - (82)
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with [24],

Uy =1, (83a)

U, =0, (83h)

Uy a0 = § R (830)

Us asosao = V0 s (334)
Ui agisnin = -5V 0 Vs Rosao) + 75 Riagas Bora) & 2 RonGaifea R Wy (830)

Note that the 3 + 1 expansion of reads
. 0, 1 10, Lo 13 )
U=Uy+U,"(Dp,%) —U(dX) + 52/{2 0 ( Dy, X)(DpoX) — U " (Dy, 2)(dX) + 52/{2 (dx)
10 11
+Us 2010 ( Dy, X2) (D3, 1) (Do 2) = 5Us3 ™ (Do, ) (D 2) (d )
L3 o 17 3
+ 57/13 *(Dp, X)(dX)" — 6“3(52)

10 11
+ ﬂu4 bababibo (Db?,E)(DbQE)(DIH E)(Dboz) - 6“4 bababn (Db32)<Db2E)(Db1E)(dE)

13 17 115
+JUs b302( Dy 22) (D, 2) (A X)? — U b (Dy, ) (d8)* + ﬂz/fﬂt(cz‘z)ﬂ‘, (84)
where the superscript represent the 3+ 1 tangent projection label of the corresponding coef-
ficient for U, according to the convention given in appendix Bl These projection components
are

0
Uia, =0, (85a)
1
U, =0, (85b)
’ 0
u?alao - 6 ( Ralao + KKalao + Daluao - ualuao - dLK(Mao) ) (86&)
1 1
u2a1 = 6 (DcuK - Dbecu) ) (86b)
3 1
Uy = G (AK + u® — K"Ky, — Dyu’) (86c)
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Usosonss = 7~ Dl Kasa) + 3K s Doy K + K Doy Ko — 20, Doyt + Dioy, R
+ Doz Doy ey = 2K (az D Ko ) (87a)

1

12
+ 4Ky 0y IR 4y = 2K, DR (4,7 0g) = BK® (a0, Uy by + 3Kapa, d K
+ Kd Koy, — 2Kp(asd K 0y + @ P Rupay — 3U(apd Uay) + 20(ay Day) K
+ Uy D(ay K 01) + Diaydtiay) + 2D 0, Day) K — 1™ Dy K gy,

1
Usasar = 75 (= 0 Kasar + 30 Kosay = 2K Koy Koo, + 2K Ky K o)

— ;DY K1) + 3K (ay Dyt thay) — 2K aya DMy, — 2Db0D(a2Ka1)b0>
(87b)
3 1
User = (3Dasz 9D AKM ,, + 2K o Kyt + 3 Ry g, ul — 2K Ky o ul
— D" Dyug, + 4uDgyu — 4Ky, 5, Doy K,y + 6 Kpyay Dy I

— 410, DbOKblbO - 2ua2DboubO) (870)
7 1
Z/{3 = Z<J2K + Kb1bo (uboubl _ 2de1bo) . Dbodubo + 3udu

+3uP (Dyy K — Dy, K 4} = Kopypy Dy, iy — Ku2> (87d)

Note that due to Bianchi identity, d (3)Ra3a2a1a0 and normal derivatives of its contractions
are given in terms of K, 4,, 4, and their tangent derivatives. (cf. Appendix , egs. (197)).
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0 1
Un asasaray = @( — 18K (uy030 * K ayag) + 54K (a0 Karao) T K + A K (agay (8K Koyan)

— 8K™ , Kogypy — 10 OR, gy + 18U, Ung) + 90 Koyap) )
— 18(2Kb0(a3de0 a2Ka1a0) —d (3)R(a3a2Ka1a0) + 3JU(a3ua2Ka1ao)

1 (Diayta:)8 Kaya)) + 18(K g0z Da@ttay) = Doy Dasd Kaar))

+ Oﬂagagmao (88a)

1 1
u4a3a2a1 = @ (9(_D(a3d2Ka2a1) + KD(adeazm)) - 27u(a3Da2dua1) + 18dKD(d3Ka2a1)

-+ 9( — 3d’LL(a3)Da2ua1) + D(asd @) Ra2a1) + D(a3Da2du(l1))
+ (= 22D, Kpyay + 13Dpy K (agas ) A K™ 4y
+ (13D(G3K - 4Db0Kb0(a3)dKa2al) — 9K (ag (2Da2deoa1) + DbOdKGQU«l)>

+ 27K (gy00 (2D A K — DbOd‘Kboal))> ERETR (88b)

3 |
Usaser = 155 (9( AP Ky + 6Ky, d 2K + Kd? Koo,

— 4(Kb0 (a3d2Ka2)b0 + u(a3d2ua2)) + D(a3d2ua2))

— (22K (4, Koy ™ + 86K 40, K" + 323 RP (00 Vd Ky,
+ 942 OR 0, + 54K (1ud PRupppe + 18K™d O Ry (1sanio
+ (72K (05 Kanypo + 5 (K Kogay + @ Rugay — Uaytiay) — 13D (agtay) ) K
+ 9( = TRy (astas) + 2(9K aga5 by + Dias Kaypo — Doy Kagaz ) )du™
+9( = 3(3u™ Ky (ay + dti(ay) + 2(Diay K — Dy K* (4,) ) d )
+ (= 10K (4, Ky + 54(K Koy + P Rpg(as) — 22(2upoti(ay + d Kpo(as )

+ 53Dy ti(ay ) d Koy + (31(u® + d K) — 13(K"* Ky 4, + Dpyu™) ) d Kaga,
+ 18(2u(ay Dayyd K — u Dyyyd K gyay ) + (K" (4 Dayyd tyy + 5Dgy Doy d K

+ U D0 d K)oy + 5K (a3 Do Uay) — 5K agzap Dpod u®

- 4(u(a3Dbodeo az) T DboD(as,d‘Kb0 a2)))) + 35"(&3@27 (88c)
7
u4 asz — + 71’(0,37 (88d)
15
Uy =+ 14, (88e)

where "o aparans Masagars Hasags ey and P4 are symmetric tensors that do not involve
normal derivatives. With we can compute up to four tangent derivatives of U(x,x’)
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which match in the coincidence limits with those of U(x,x’). However, according to Theo-
rem , we also require a third order surface approximation for dU(x,x’) and second order
surface approximations for dd'U(x,x’) and d2?U(x,x’). This is achieved by computing the
corresponding normal derivatives on ([84]), where we will require, in addition to the aforemen-
tioned expansions for d¥, dd’'S and d23, up to two normal derivatives of all the tangent
projection components of Us,,4,, and one normal derivative of all the tangent projection
components of Us 4,4,4,- We require no further normal derivatives of Uy 440a,4, PeCaUse they
appear only when computing derivatives of order higher than 4, which is already above the
order or our approximation.

Note that in any case, the higher order of normal derivatives is three normal derivatives
of the extrinsic curvature, or in other words, four time derivatives of the induced metric, see
(211)).

3.2.2 Expansion and surface projections for V(x,x’).

The biscalar V(x,x) is first expanded in a power series, cf. , so we define an analog
approximation of the form,

V(x,x) = V(x,x) + Vi(x,x)8(x,x'). (89)

We only define the covariant Taylor expansion for V, as V] is only required up to order 0.
. 1 . -
V(x,x') = Vo (x) + V1 “(x) V. X(x,x) + §V2 MU (X)V 4, (%, X ) Vg (%, X). (90)

In this way, 1% given by is a second order approximation for V(x,x’), as required by
Theorem [1] The required coefficients have been computed in [24],

1 1 1

Vo = 5 S (§ - —> R, (91a)
1
=1 (§ — —) V.R, (91b)
1 3 1 b2b1bo 1 b1bo

VQalao - 6 5 % valvazR - mDRalao - @R alezblboao - 180R Rblalboao
1 1 1 1
+ %Rb o) Ryay + — (g — —) RRyq + Em?RMO, (91c)

1 1\ 2
- _ - 20 b3bab1bo b1bo _ 2
Vi 21 <§ ) R+ 720 R Ristb160 — 7203 Ry vy + <§ 6) R

+ Z (5 - 6) m2R + ém‘l. (91d)
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and their corresponding 3 4 1 tangent projections are
1
Vo = 5 (6m? + (66 = 1) (K* = 2% + K" [y, + )
+ (2= 12)a K +2(6¢ — 1) Dyt ), (92)

1
Vie = —57(66 = 1) (2 RN 1y, — 2D Dy ttay — 2K Doy K — Doy @ % + 4uD gy
— 2K D, Ky, + 2D, A ) (93a)
1
Y, = ﬂ(65 —1) (2Kd‘K +d 3%+ 2(Ku® — 3udu — d*K — u™ Dy K + u Dy, K, ™

+ Dy dut®) + 2KP0 (= uy oy, + d Ky, + Dblub0)> (93b)

3d° Kayay + 6Kd* Ko,y 4 3(7 — 408) Kq,00d° K

+ 3(D(a,d *Uag) — 41, d*Uqag)) + 3D Dyyyd Ky o

+ 6(3 — 206) D, Dygyd K — 6ty Dy d Ky ag + 3u™ Doy d Kag ),

— 12u(q, Dyod Kpyap) + 12U(a, Dogyd K — 3K D4, d Ugq) + 6Ky 0y Doy d Ugy)
+ 6(—3 + 208) Koy 0o Dipdup, + (532 — 6u* — 30M? + K?(2 — 30€)

+ T(KP0 Ky ) — 306 (W% — 20 + KM K, ) + (—6 4 60€)d K

+ 12(1 — 5€) Dy iy ) d Koy + (14K 4 Ky, 0y — 8(K Ko, + P Rpp(a)
+ 3Dy ti(ay ) A K" o) + 2( — Ky oy Kagypo + 4156 — 2) Koy 0o Ky

— O Ry (araoypy ) K + (606 — 11) K Kyy00 — 4K (4 Koagyog

+10(1 — 66) PRy, + 6(—3 + 106)t gy Uag) + 12(1 — 5€) D(a, Ung) )d K
+ (9K ug, — 6u” Kpyay — 9 t(a, + 6D, K — 6Dy K (4 ) d Uy

— 6 (Kb (ar Uag) — Doy Kag)ro + DboKayag)du” + 9(7 — 40) Ky, gud u

+3(d? DRy — Kd DRyy0y + (206 — 3)Kypayd ¢ 95’)) + 9%, (94a)

- 360(
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Vaar = —— (3(7 — 40€) D, d*K — 3Dy, K" o — 6K yy0,up,d KW' — 3606d uD,,u

— 18A K" Dy Ky, + 1206d K% D, Ky p, + 120KED,, d K + 606Dy, d ® %2
— 360u& Dy, du + 3u™ (2d ®Ryyq, + Doy dug, ) + 606d K Dy K,

—4d K" Dy Ky oy + 21K , Dy d K — 1206 K%, Dy, d K + 3K Dy, d K™ ,,

+ K", (6u™d Ky by — 3Dy d K™ 4,) + 1206 Dyy Dy du™ + d K" Dy, Koy o,

— 3((=7 +40¢) DRppq, du” — du(utia, +19Dgu) + TK Dy d K + 3Dy, d P %
—19uDy, du + d K ((4 — 206) Dy, K + 3Dy K o)) + d g, (u® + Dy,u®)

+ 2ug, Dypydu™ + 6Dy Doy du™ — d K™, (Dyy K + Dy, K™ 1))

+ 3Kb1b°( — 2up, d Kpyay + 2up,d Kpyay + Kpjoy dtpy, — Kpga, d up,

4 (=7 + 406) Dy d Ky, + Dbld‘Kboal)> + 1, (94b)

1
Va = 220 (3(7 = 409)0°K + 3K (=7 + 409)4°K + 24(~1 + 5) K Ky,

+60¢ (0% PR — 2(3ud®u + udup, — Dyydu®)) + 21 (3udu + ud>uy,

— Dy, d®u) — 3D"Dyd K + 12(—1 + 58)d K* — 72Kudu — 9d° ® %
+ 360K uédu 4 63du® — 360du’ + 6 K20 I, "1 d Ky, — 2 3R T Ky
+ 60U Ul @ Ky, p, — 240&u™ub d Ky,p, — 18d K"°d Ky 5, + 12064 K22°d Ky,
+ 48d u" Dy, K — 2406d u™ Dy, K — 48wy, Dy, K% + 240&d wy,, Dy, K™
+dK(—5%% —36u® + 30M? + 5K?(—1 + 6€) — 13(K"" Kjp, )

+306( B Z + du® + 3(K"™ Kyy,) ) + 12(—1 + 10€) Dyyu®) + 54u™ Dy d K
— 240&u’ Dy d K — 33up, Dy d K% 4 1206wy, Dy,d K" 4 3K Dy, du®
+ 3(—11 4 408)d K" Dy, upy, + 2K"™ (2K d Ky — 5K 4,d Ky,

- 3(—7 + 405) (ubld‘ubo + ubodubl - Dbld‘ubo))> + 3%, (94C)
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V= <6(—1 +56)( = 2a°K + 4Kd2K + d2 P27 + 2K 2K, — 2(3udu + ud?u,

— Dy, d?u™)) + 606D Dyd K + (—3 + 60&(—1 + 66))(d K)? — 30K¢d D%
— 72K udu + 360K uédu + 36(du)? — 180&(du)? + 2 DR K, 4, + 30uu d Ky,
— 1206ubu" d@ Ky, — 94 KPP d Ky, + 6060 KM d Ky, — 12060 u™ Dy, K
+ 1206dup, Dy K + 6( — 2D Dyd K + Kd O + 4du™ Dy, K

— Adup, Dy KM) + 2d K (K? = 5®% — 3u® — AK" I, 4,

+30(M?(1 — 68) + (K*(1 — 68) + 2u*(—1 + 6¢)

—2(~1+436) (% + K" [,4,.))) — 3(3 + 406(—1 + 3€)) Dy, u®)

+ 24u™ Dy d K — 120&u™ Dy, d K — 12uy, Dy, d K + 60&uy, Dy, d K%
+ 12K Dyydu™ — 60K & Dy, du™ 4 6(—3 + 10€)d K% Dy, uy,
— 2K (K (=7 4 308)d Kpypy + 4K pyd Ky, + 12(—1 + 58) (up, d g, + upyd up,

~ Dy duy,))) + %, (95)

where 0,40, U4, 30 and U are symmetric tensors that do not involve normal derivatives.
This illustrates the fact that four time derivatives of the induced metric on C are required
as initial data to define the second order approximation V'(x,x’).

3.3 Surface approximation for >(x,x’)

The surface Taylor expansion for ¥(x,x’) on C is

10 9a1ap

B(x,x) g’( )+ S (x)Dyo(x,x') + 55 (x) Dy, 0 (%, %' ) Dy (x, %)

- (x) Dy (%, %' ) Dy, 0 (%, %X ) Dy or(x, %)

] 493a2a1a0
245 (x) Doy (x%,%X ) Dyyo(x,X") Dy, 0 (x,x") Dy (x, %)

1 5 @4a3a201a0

— (x) D, 0 (%, %X ) Dyyo(x,X') Dy (x,x") Dy, 0 (%, x") Dy o (%, x)

1 6050403020100

— (x) Doy 0 (%,%X' ) Dy,0(x,X') Dy (x,x") Doyo (%, X" ) Doy 0 (%, X' ) Dgyor (%, %),
(96)

_l’_

ot

=2}

where o(x,x) is half the squared surface geodesic distance on C from x to x'.
The elements required to construct a covariant Taylor series for a bi-scalar A(x,x’), par-
ticularly its expansion coefficients , are the coincidence limits of covariant derivatives acting on
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both X(x,x) and A(x,x"). We followed [25] to compute the required coincidence limits for X(x,x’),
and included them in appendix [A] In the following, we will simply quote said results for better
readability.

When considering surface-Taylor series like , most of the results from covariant Taylor se-
ries translate directly in terms of its surface counterparts, i.e., we have analog expressions for the
coefficients in by taking limits of surface-tangent derivatives D, instead of spacetime covariant
derivatives V,. These are computed in appendix where coincidence limits of successive deriva-
tives of X(x,x’) in 3+1 form are set equal to the 341 expansions of the corresponding limits for the
covariant derivatives of X(x,x’) computed in The general procedure is the following: Suppose
we have an expression for the limits of up to two derivatives of a biscalar A(x,x’). Let us omit the
point dependence from now on. According to the 3 + 1 formalism, the coincidence limit of a first

derivative for A is expressed as
[VoA] = [DgA] 4+ ngld A, (97)

where we have used the notation introduced in |B| for normal derivatives,
d Aayao = —hay, .. hay OV Agy a1 (98)
Given the limit A, = [V,A], we can compute the derivatives [D,A] and [d A] by writing the full

3 + 1 decomposition of A,
0 1

Aa == Aa + naA, (99)
where
0 li
Aa = ha @ Aa/, (100&)
1 !
= —nen® Ay, (100b)

and identifying the terms in with those in to obtain

[D,A] = ﬁta, (101a)
@A = A (101b)

However, this result is deceptively simple. In fact at the next order of derivatives, we have from

(89),
Var VagA = (Kayagd A + Dy Dag A) + 1y (Dayd A+ Ko, "DyA)

+ Ng, (DaodA + K, bDbA> + Ny Nay <d2A + ubDbA> , (102)
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where u, = dn,. Then, upon taking the limit and considering all the 3 + 1 projections of By, 4, =
[V, Vo A], we get the following system of equations,

Burao = Kunap @ 4] + D, Dy Al (103a)
113% = [Da,d A] + K, °[DyA] (103b)
éal = [Dq,d A] + K, °[DyA] (103c)

B = [d24] + u![DyA], (103d)

where we have used the notation defined in @ for the 3 + 1 projection components of Bg,q,-
Therefore, for each projection component of B, 4, in (103) we have to solve for the unknown
limit of derivatives within each projection. For example, in (103al), the unknown limit is [Dg, Dg, 4],

0
as we already know [d A] from ((101)), and Bg, 4, is the tangent projection of the known limit B, 4 -
Thus, we obtain,

0 1
[DalDGOA} = Balao - Ka1a0A7 (1043)
and from the remaining 3 + 1 projection components, the corresponding limits of derivatives are
1 5 0
[Dad A] = Ba — Ko " As, (104b)
) 3 » 0
[d°A] = B — u’Ap. (104c)

We now recall the results for the limits of the covariant derivatives of ¥ computed in appendix
There we have shown that [V,X] = 0 (144)), so that (101) yield

[D,X] =0, (105a)
[dx] = 0. (105b)

We also have [V, V2] = garae (149). The complete 3 + 1 expansion of g, is given by (167), and
therefore

[valvaoz] = h’alao — Ny Nag, (106)
so that (104]) yield
[DU«ID(ZOE] = halaoa (107&)
[Da,d%] =0, (107Db)
[@%%] = —1. (107c)

In appendix we compute all the required projections and solve for the limits of all the tan-
gent, normal and mixed derivatives included in the 3 4+ 1 expansions of the coincidence limits
Va, - Va2l
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With these results at hand, it follows that the first coefficients in are

0
S =0,

2
Sa1a0 = halam

and then we can rewrite as

3a2a1ap 1 4093020100

Y=o+ 65 (Dgy0)(Dg,0)(Dayo) + 51
1 50403020100
+ aS (Day0)(Day0)(Day0)(Day0)(Dayo)
1 6050403020100
@S (Das0)(Day0)(Da30)(Day0)(Day0)(Dayo),

where we have used the differential equation satisfied by ¢ on C, analog to ,

+

h®(D,o)(Dyo) = 20.

Taking the coincidence limits of three tangent derivatives of (109)) yields

3
[DazDalDaoz] = [DaQDalDaoa] + Sasarao,
Where, by analogy with (152)), [Dg, D, Dayo] = 0 and by (216a)) we find

3
Sasaray = 0.

At the fourth order limit we arrive to

4
[Da?) DCLQ Dal D(ZO E] - [DCLS Da2 Dal DCLO U] —"_ Sa3a2a1 ag»

and with aid of (217al) and the surface version of (154]), we obtain

4
Sasazalao = K(a3a2 Kalao) :

At the fifth order, we have

5 4
Sa4a3a2a1ao = [Da4Da3Da2Da1Da02] - [Da4Da3Da2Da1DaoU] - 5D(a4Sa3a2a1a0)7

where, by means of (218]) and the surface version of (155)), we find

[Da4Da3Da2Da1Da02] - [Da4Da3Da2Da1Daoa] = 5D(a4Ka3a2K

aiap)s
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(108a)
(108b)

(108c)

(109)

(110)

(111)

(112)

(113)

(114)

(115)

(116)



which means that s

Sa4a3a2a1ao = _5(D(a4Ka3a2)(Ka1ao))' (117)
At the sixth order, we have

6
S(a5a4a3a2a1ao) = [DasDayDag Day Day DayX] — [Das Day DayDay Day Day 0]

4 5
- 15D(a5Da4 Sagagalao) - 6D((l5 Sa4a3a2a1a0)u (118)

where substituting (114)), (117)), the surface version of (156)) and the limit (221)), we obtain

6
S(a5a4a3a2a1ao) = - 3K(a5a4Ka3a2dKa1ao) + gK(a5a4D(l3Da2Ka1ao) + 8 (D(asK(l4f13) (DGQKala()))

+ 3K(a5a4Ka3a2Da1uao) + 4K(a5a4Ka3¢12Ka1 beao) - 3K(a5a4Ka3a2ua1uao)' (119)

This means that the required approximation for ¥ includes at most second order time derivatives
of the intrinsic metric hyp (cf. Appendix [B.1)).

3.4 Surface expansion for normal derivatives of X

As previously discussed, the biscalars @ ¥ and d?¥ cannot be computed as formal normal derivatives
of because o is not defined for points in different hypersurfaces. However, both d% and d2%
are biscalar functions that, if evaluated at points within the same hypersurface, admit a surface-
Taylor expansion just like 3. In this section we compute such approximations.

We propose that the approximation for d 3 be given by the following surface-Taylor expansion,

0 1@ 2@1a0 3a2a1a0

d¥ =A+A D,o+ iA (Da,0)(Dyy0) + 5A (Day0)(Dyg,0)(Dgy0)

1 443020100 52403020100

+ EA (Da;0)(Day0)(Da,0)(Day o) + aA (Da30)(Day0)(Day ) (Day o).
(120)

Following a procedure completely analog to the one we used to compute the approximation >,
we find

g\ =0, (121)
due to . Similarly, due to ,
/&a =0. (122)
The first nonvanishing term is
Avsa = ~Kayao: (123)

due to (216h)).
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From the surface analogue of (17d)) and (217b)) we have

3
Adsaray = D(a2Ka1a0). (124)
For the fourth order term we have
4 2 3
Adzazarap = [DOLSD&QDalDaodE] - 6D(a3Da2Aa1ao) - 4D(a3Aa2a1ao)' (125)
Substituting (123)), (124) and (219) on (125)) we obtain
4
Aa3a2a1a0 :K(a3a2dKa1ao) - D(a3Da2Ka1a0) - K(a3a2DCL1ua0)
— 2K (0, K 0, K y00) + K (agasUar Uag)- (126)
For the fifth coefficient, we have
5 2 3
Aa4a3a2a1a0 :[Da4Da3Da2Da1DaodE] - 10D(a4Da3Da2Aa1ao) - 10D(a4Da3Aa2a1ao)
4
- 5D(a4Aa3a2a1ao)a (127)
where substituting (123)), (124) and (126)) yields
5 7
Aa4a3a2a1ao = 2Kv(a4a3Dazdkl(amo) - gJK(awsD%Kawo) + D(a4Da3Da2Ka1ao)
16 5
+ 2K(a4a3Da2Da1uao) + ?K(az; bK|b|a3Da2Ka1ao) - gK(a4a3Ka2 bD|b|Ka1ao)
26 b 7 7
+ ?K(angaz Da1Kao)b + g(D(a4ua3)(Da2Ka1ao)) - gu(a4ua3Da2Ka1a0)
- 4K(a4a3ua2Da1uao)- (128)

Now we propose as a fourth-order approximation for 2% the following surface expansion,

0o 1@ 20140 302a1a0
d?% =B+ B Dyo + 5B (Dai0)(Dago) + 3B (Day0)(Day0)(Day0)
403020100
+ ZB (Dasa)(Da20)(Da10)(Daoa)' (129)
The first term is .
B=-1, (130)

due to (215¢). The next term involves the coincidence limit (216d)),
1
By = — . (131)
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The second order Taylor coefficient comes from (217d)),

2 9
Barao = 5 (—d‘KalaO + Ku, "Kpay — U, tiag + Dalu%) . (132)

By taking the coincidence limit of the third derivative of (129 we get from (the surface analog of)

(L7d), (131)), and (220),
3 9 1 2
Busarao = [DasDay Dagd?E] — 3D (4, Day Bag) — 3D(4,Bayag)s (133)

Substituting our previous results,

aiao)

- K(QQQIKI) ao)ub. (134)

3 1, 1
Basayag =5 Dl AdK, ,— 5 D(az Day hag) + tag Day tag) + (DoK (apar ) K ag) — 2K (4 Dy Kooy

At fourth order we have

Busasnto = o K ugusd Ky + o Dy Dasd Koy~ o Ky Do gy + 2 Ko K g0 Koy
_2 4K(a3a2 Koy "0 K g + 55 K (qgastiar A gg) + 28K (0, " Koy PR,
- %K( " Day Das Ko + 5 Koy D Das Koy — 2 (Do Ky (D" Koy
+ %(D(%K@ ") (D Katag)) + i;K(agagubD\b\Kalao) - %K(amumeKao)b
+ 2K (034" Day K gy ag) — gD(agD@Daluao) + %U(QSD@DMUGO)
+ %(D(agan)(Dalu o) — %Kb( K 4y Dy Ugg) + 1—5K” asKazay Db Uaq)
—4K", Ka2|b|R( ) arao) + 25 K (0 K g b/ Uay Uag) — 6;K (a3 Kazay Uag)Up
— %u K (aga: Kayag) + 8K b0 B (0 K 03Ky — 4581( (a5 Kb 1as K a1 Ko o)
+ 230KKb (a3 Kazar Kag)p- (135)

Following Theorem |2, we also need approximations for d’% and dd’Y up to orders 5 and 4,
respectively. In order to build these, we follow the same procedure used in the case of d¥ and
d?¥, just considering the coincidence limits for tangent derivatives of @’ and dd’X up to fifth and
fourth order. In order to get these limits, it is necessary to compute first the coincidence limits
for up to five covariant derivatives of V% at x. This computation is subtle, and is carried on in
appendix Afterwards, these limits need to be expanded in 3 + 1 form to finally obtain the
required derivatives, which is done in appendix
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Let us denote by ¢ the surface approximation for @'Y to be given by

1 2a1a0 1 3@2a1a0
¢ :ﬁz (Dala)(Daog) + 5z (Da20)(Da10)(DaoJ)
1 4asa2aiag 1 5a4asazaiao

az Daga)(Da2G)(Da1J)(Da00) + QZ (DGSG)(DGQJ)(Dala)(DaOU)‘ (136)

By taking the coincidence limits [¢] = 0 and [D,, (] = 0 we verify they match those of [@'3] = 0
and [D,,d'Y] =0 (cf. (226]) and (228])). The coefficients then are,

_|_

2
Zayay = —Kaya; (137a)
3
Zazaiag — 2D(a2Ka1a0)a (137b)
4 1
Zgsagarag = iK(agaz (—3Kb0 a1K|bo|ao) + Uqy Ugy) + dKalao) - Daluao)) — 3D(a3Da2Ka1ao)a
(137¢)
5 4
Zasazazaiag — —gdK(a4a3Da2Ka1a0) + 3a4a3a2a1a0, (137(21)
where 34,a3a0a100 15 @ Symmetric tensor that does not include normal derivatives.
For dd’¥, let us consider the surface approximation
0 120 24140 1 3920100
X =C+C Dgy,0+ EC (Dg,0)(Dgyo) + gC (Dgy0)(Dg,0)(Dgy0)
1 403a2a1a0
+ @C (Da30)(Da2U)(Dala)(Daoa)' (138)
The coeflicents in this case are
0
C=1, (139a)
1
Cyo =0, (139Db)
2 1
Caran = <7Kb0(a1 K ) = oy g — d Kogyag + Dalu%) : (139¢)
3 1
Cazarag :6 <4D(a2dKa1ao) - 31Kb0(a2Da1Kb0 ap) T 8u(a2Da1uao)
—4D(a2Da1ua0) + 5DboK(a2a1 Kbo a0)> ) (139(1)
4 1
Ca3a2a1ao = - B (K(a3a2d2Ka1ao) + 22Kb0(a3Kb0 a2dKa1ao) + K(agagKbO aldKaO)bO
+ 3K(a3a2 Uqy duao)) + Q:agagalao (1396)

where €4;4040,q0 18 @ symmetric tensor that does not include normal derivatives.
Therefore, according to Theorem [2] we have provided all the pieces necessary to compute the
exact expectation value of the renormalized stress-energy tensor at the initial surface C.
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4 Connection to the initial value problem in semiclas-
sical gravity

We now turn to discuss the relation between the present work and Conjecture 3.7 of [13] on the
well-posedness of the initial value problem for semi-classical gravity in . We begin by providing the
following refined version of Theorem

Theorem 3. Let x and X' points contained on a spacelike surface C of the spacetime (M, gqp) and
also contained in a convex normal neighborhood D. One can construct approzimations (a) U(x,x'),
aU(x,x'), dd'U(x,x') and d*U(x,x') for the Hadamard coefficient U(x,x') and its corresponding
normal derivatives, (b) V(x,x'), dV(x,x'), dd'V(x,x') and @V (x,x') for the Hadamard coeffi-
cient V(x,x') and its corresponding normal derivatives, and (c) X, %, dd'S and d%% for (x,x'),
ax(x,x'), dd"S(x,x') and d?%(x,x'), using the intrinsic metric on C and up to four “time deriva-
tives” of the metric off the surface, such that the surface-defined approzimate H® defines correctly
the expectation value of the renormalized stress-energy tensor on C by eq. .

Theorem [3|is a precise statement of the “second issue” discussed for the initial value problem
of semiclassical gravity in [13] (on p. 31 of the published version). Following Conjecture 3.7 in
that paper, the point for the initial value problem of semiclassical gravity is that the “missing”
piece of initial data, i.e. the fourth “time” derivative off the initial surface, ought to be obtained by
imposing the semiclassical Einstein equations on the initial surface. Indeed, obtaining this piece of
data is precisely the “zeroth stage” alluded to in Conjecture 3.7 in [13], and yields the “crudest”
approximation to the surface Hadamard condition, Def. 3.5 in [13], which is in turn defined by all
n-th stages of that conjecture being satisfied.

In terms of the developments in the present paper, Conjecture 3.7 in [13] can be recast in the
following way:

Conjecture 1. Self-consistent initial data for the fourth order time derivatives of the metric can
be obtained out of the classical initial data hay, Kap, d Kqp and d%Kg, on C (Equivalently in terms
(2 3)

ab

of time derivatives of the metric, galc, Gablc, gab)lc, 9.2 ), by constructing the approzimations for

¥, dY, d®2, U and V, solving the fourth order terms (ie, V3 Ky ~ 95:2)|C) using the semiclassical
Einstein equation . Furthermore, higher order time derivatives of the induced metric can be
obtained by formal derivation of the semiclassical Finstein equation by the same procedure.

5 Discussion

The initial value problem for semiclassical gravity is substantially more complicated than its classical
counterpart due to the fact that renormalization is required for defining the expectation value of
the stress-energy tensor, as one simultaneously solves for the semiclassical Einstein equations. In
the Hadamard subtraction scheme — suitable in curved spacetimes — the renormalization procedure
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relies on removing the singular structure of the two-point function, which is typically characterized
covariantly in terms of the spacetime geometry (and field parameters). This renders the initial-
value formulation of semiclassical gravity highly non-trivial, since one only has a priori finitely
many pieces of functional components of the initial data on a spacelike surface, rather than the full
spacetime geometry.

Motivated by the former, in this paper we have studied in the context of a fixed background
curved spacetime how the Hadamard property restricts to a (Cauchy) spacelike surface in terms of
intrinsic geometric properties of the surface. While it is clear that the Hadamard property on an
initial surface depends on the induced geometry and all possible normal derivatives of the induced
metric off the surface, here we have provided a sufficiently accurate approximation to the Hadamard
property that depends only on finitely many normal derivatives, such that a surface-renormalization
prescription yields the exact expectation value of the stress-energy tensor in the surface (for states
satisfying this approximate property).

In order to achieve this, we introduced a notion of order-n approximation for biscalars, and
determined a sufficient order of approximation for the Hadamard coefficients, half the squared
geodesic distance and suitable normal derivatives thereof in the initial surface in terms of the
intrinsic surface geometry and only finitely many normal derivatives of the induced metric off the
surface. This analysis relies crucially on obtaining a surface Taylor series for the spacetime geodesic
distance between two points on the spacelike surface in terms of the geodesic distance, within the
surface, between the said points.

The sufficient approximations computed in this work were expansions of order 4 and 2, respec-
tively, for the regular biscalars U(x,x’) and V(x,x’) appearing on the Hadamard singular struc-
ture, and surface-Taylor expansions for half the squared geodesic distance ¥(x,x’) and its normal
derivatives, dX(x,x') = =V, X(x,¥), d'2(x,x) = =V, 3(x,X), dd'3(x,x') = V, V), 3(x,x') and
a?Y(x,x') = V2%(x,x), of orders 6, 5, 5, 4 and 4, respectively. The higher order terms of these
expansions are fourth order normal derivatives of the metric. This can be troublesome given that
semiclassical gravity, seen as an initial value problem, would seem to require initial data of the
same derivative orders than the semiclassical Einstein equation, which is a fourth order system. In
order to deal with this potential issue, we made contact with the surface Hadamard condition given
in 13|, which implies not only a property for data of the quantum field in the initial surface, but
also the requirement that, if we are given data for a fourth order problem (ie., up to third order
time derivatives), the missing data for the metric normal derivatives can be obtained implicitly
from the semiclassical Einstein equation. This sets a preliminary but necessary foundation for the
study of the initial value problem of semiclassical gravity. Nevertheless, the initial value problem
for semiclassical gravity remains unsolved, and it must be noted that our proposals to sort some of
the immediate difficulties rely on (yet) unproven conjectures at this point.

In [13], we have discussed other topics in semiclassical gravity, such as the possibility to imple-
ment a perturbative expansion in h satisfying a classical correspondence limit criteria that might
enable to compute solutions and corrections, order by order, out of classical initial data hg, and
K. There we also incorporate a scheme to model quantum collapse in semiclassical gravity, as a
possible path to address some conceptual issues of the theory, and even established some continu-
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ity conditions at order A for such setting, i.e., if quantum matter has jumps, what jumps in the
gravitational sector?

Further research is required in order to establish the general conditions for which semiclassi-
cal gravity represent a valid approach to describe the interaction between quantum matter and
spacetime geometry.
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A Half the Squared Geodesic Distance

In this section we reproduce a brief version of the procedure by DeWitt & Brehme in [25]. Readers
familiar with these techniques may jump straight to our results and .

Consider a globally hyperbolic spacetime (M, gqp), and let D C M be an open convex normal
neighborhood, i.e., for every pair of points x,x’ € D, there is a unique geodesic from x to x’ contained
in D. We denote by s(x,x’) the geodesic distance for points x,x’ € D. Fixing x' = x¢ € D, a field
5x0(X) = 5(x,%0) can be defined on D. Except for the lightcone of xg, the vector field g?Vys,, is
unitary, given that sy, is the affine parameter for every geodesic emanating from xo, i.e.,

9V 455 Vipsxe = *£1, (140)

where the positive sign is for spacelike geodesics, and the negative sign is for timelike geodesics.
We define half the squared geodesic distance by

1
Y(x,x) = :|:§82(X,X/), (141)

where the plus sign is used for spacelike related x,x’, and the minus sign is used for timelike related
x,x’. ¥ vanishes when the geodesic distance vanishes, in particular

lim (x,x") = 0. (142)

x/—=x

By fixing x’ = xq, a scalar field X, (x) = X(x,X¢) in D is defined. In the following we will omit the
explicit reference to x and x’ = xq. Derivation on x yields

Vo2 = £sVgs. (143)
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It then follows
lim V,X =0. (144)

X—X0

From ([143)), (141)) and (140} one can readily obtain the following differential equation for X,

9 (VaX)(Vp3) = 25, (145)

which we recall as . This equation allows to extract information on the derivatives of ¥. Using
the abbreviated notatiorﬁ Yo =VoX, Yw = V., VX, etc, one obtains

Sa = S, (146)
2ba = Eb ¢ EoLc + e 2bam (147)

so that eq. (147) in the coincidence limit reads

lim g, = lim Xp € Xee, (148)
X—X0 X—X(0
where it is inferred
lim Y4 = Gap- (149)
X—X0

In the following we compute the coincidence limits of up to six derivatives of 3 with help of eq.
and the limits (142)), (144) and (149), following DeWitt & Brehme method devised in [25].
From now on, we will use square brackets [ | to indicate the coincidence limit x — xq.

The coincidence limit of the covariant derivative of yield

[Zcba] = [Ecba] + [Ecab] + [Ebac]- (150)

Substituting in (150|) the no-torsion condition [Y.pq] = [Ecap] and the limit [Epeq] = [Zepg] of the
identity (cf. (191))
2bca = Rbca dzd + Zcbaa (151)

yield
[Ecba] =0. (152)

In general, computing m derivatives of ({145]), and taking the coincidence limit yields an equation
containing a combination of terms [¥,,, q,] With switched indexes. Let us call this the master

4Note that this notation is similar to the semicolon notation for derivatives, although in an inverse order:

Vavb(b = (bab = ¢;ba
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equation of order m. In order to exchange those indices, it is necessary to use the general rule in
terms of the Riemann tensor,

n—2

b
vanvan_lwan_z...al - van_1vanwan_2...a1 = § Ranan_lak Way,_g...apy1bag_1...a15 (153)
k=1

at every order 2 < n < m, and take m — n more derivatives, resulting in m — 2 index exchange
equations (exchange of the first two indexes is free given there is no torsion). Then, take the
coincidence limit for every index exchange equation, obtaining a set of rules for the exchange of
every two adjacent indexes for the terms [X,,, q,]. These index exchange rules are then used to
solve the limit [¥,,, . 4, from the master equation of order m. This summarize the method devised
by DeWitt & Brehme in [25]. They have already computed this limits up to the fourth derivative,
obtaining

2
Bavcal = 3 Ra(eayp- (154)
Following their procedure, we get the following limits,
1
[Eedcba] = 5 (veRbcda + vdeeca + chbdea)

3

= 5 V(eRjpldc)a (155)
2 1

[Za5a4a3a2a1ao] = _gv(a5va4Ra3|a1|a2)ao + 4753a5a4a3a2a1a07 (156)

where

b b b
3a5a4a3a2a1a0 =20 (2R (arao0)(as Ra4)(a3a2)b +R (ara0)as Ra5(a2a4)b +R (ar1a0)az Ras(a3a4)b>

N—

+ (Ra5a4ao b <16Rba1a3a2 + 17Rba3a2a1) + Ra4aoa5 b(17Rba1a3a2 + 4Rba3a2a1

+ Ra5a3ao b 16Rba1a4a2 + 17Rba4a2a1) + Ra3a0a5 b <17Rba1a4a2 + 4Rba4a2a1

+ Ra5a2a0 b 16Rba1a4a3 + 17Rba4a3a1) + Ra2a0a5 b <17Rba1a4a3 + 4Rba4a3a1

+ Ra3a0a4 b (17Rba1a5a2 + 4Rba5a2a1> + Ra4a3a0 b<16Rba1a5a2 + 17Rba5a2a1
+ Ra2a0a4 b (17Rba1a5a3 + 4Rba5a3a1> + Ra4a2ao b<16Rba1a5a3 + 17Rba5a3a1

N—— N— N N

azaoag b 17Rba1a5a4 + 4Rba5a4a1> + Ragagao b<16Rba1a5a4 + 17Rba5a4a1
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A.1 Limits of mixed derivatives

Being X (x,x’) a two-point function (defined within a convex normal neighborhood), it is possible
to compute derivatives on either points, which yield hybrid tensors defined by sums of products of
tensors defined at different points, like, for example, V,V X (x, %) = X, (x,x’). We shall compute
the coincidence limits of this hybrid derivatives using a procedure analog to that employed when
analysing the derivatives of ¥ at a single point. Before that one must establish the order of
coincidence limits that are required. As Y(x,x’) is symmetric under the exchange of x and %/,
we have at hand the coincidence limits of the first six derivatives of ¥ at one point, regardless of
whether it is at x or x’. This allow us to set

5] = 0. (158a)
Application of Synge’s rule for V,[V. Y] yields,
[EaC’] = —Yac- (158b)

We note that commutation of derivatives at x and x’ is trivial, as the respective tensor components
are defined in their own tangent spaces: relative to the tangent space at x, % can be regarded as
a scalar, and only in the coincidence limit it becomes a vector at that space. This also means that
the first two derivatives of ¥ at x commute, i.e.

2alagc’ = Zagalc" (159)

With this idea in mind, the relevant differential equation for 3. is obtained by taking a derivative

of (145) at x/,
Yo = Dpe 2P, (160)

While the direct computation of the limit of (160) and its first derivative is consistent with (101]),
at the second derivative we get

[Eazaw’] = [Eazaw’] + [ZGICLZC/}' (161)
With ((159) we get
[Eagala{)] =0. (162)

Following the usual procedure of taking derivatives of (160)), and substituting the commutation
rules (obtained from ([159))), as well as the limits for derivatives of ¥ at a single point, we get the
following limits,

2
-R

[Za3a2a1a6] = _3 az(aza1)aps (1633)

1
[Ea4a3a2a1a6] = _6 (VazRa4aoa3a1 + VagRa4a0a2a1 + 3va3Ra4a2a1a0 + Va4Ra3aga2a1 + 2va4R(l3a2(l1a0)
(163b)
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[Ea5a4a3a2a1a6] = %(2Rb0 aoa5a2Rb0a1a4a3 + 11Rb0 a0a4a3Rb0a1a5a2 + 11Rb0 a0a4a2Rb0a1a5a3
+ 11Rb0 000302Rboa1a5a4 + 11Rb0 apasal Rboa2a4a3 + 11Rb0 apa4al Rb0a2a5a3
+ 11Rb a0a3a1 Rboa2a5a4 — 14Rb a2a5a4Rb0a3a1ao — 14R" a1a5a4Rboa3a2ao
+ R apa5a4 (2Rboa1a3a2 + Rboasazcn) + 11R" aoazar Bvgazasas
+ 22Rb0 a2a1aoRb0a3a5a4 - 14Rb0 a2a5a3 Rb0a4a1ao - 14Rb0 alasas Rboa4a2ao
+ R apasas (2Rboa1a4a2 + Rboa4a2a1) — 14R% arasaz Rbgasazag
+ Rbo apasa2z Rb0a4a3a1 + Rbo apgasal Rb0a4a3a2 - 5Rb0 a2a4a3 Rb0a5a1a0
- 7Rb0 a4a3a2 Rboa5a1ao - 14Rb0 ailasas Rboa5a2ao - 7Rb0 asazal Rb0a5a2a0
+ Rbo apasas Rb0a5a2a1 - 7Rb0 a4a3a0Rboa5a2a1 - 14Rb0 a1a4a2Rb0a5a3a0
- 7Rb0 asazal Rb0a5a3a0 + Rbo apaqas Rboa5a3a1 - 7Rb0 agazag Rb0a5a3a1
+ Rbo apaqa Rboa5a3a2 - 7Rb0 a4a1a0Rbga5a3a2 - 14Rb0 a1a3a2Rb0a5a4ao
- 7Rb0 asza2ail Rb0a5a4ao + Rbo apasza Rb0a5a4a1 - 7Rb0 asza2a0 Rb0a5a4a1
+ Rbo aoa3a1Rboa5a4a2 - 7Rb0 a3a1aoRboa5a4a2 + Rbo agazal Rboa5a4a3
- 7Rb0 azalaoRboasaws - 9va3 vCL2 Ra5a0a4a1 - 9va4 vag Ra5a0a3a1
— 9Va4 V(7L3Ra5a0aga1 - 36va4va3 Ra5a2a1a0 - gva5 vag Ra4aoa3a1
- gvas VasRawoaQal - 27va5 Va3 Ra4a2a1ao - 9va5 va4Ra3aoa2a1
- 18va5va4Ra3a2a1ao) (163(3)

B 341 formalism

We use the 3 + 1 formulation introduced by Wald in [27] and extended in [28], which we briefly
resume here.

Let t : M — R a time function for the globally hyperbolic spacetime (M, gqp), i.e., a function
such that

gV tVt < 0, (164)
everywhere, and such that C; = {p € M : t(p) = 7} are Cauchy surfaces for (M, gup).

A foliation F of (M, gqp) is defined by the set of Cauchy surfaces C; for all ¢t € R, so that the
whole spacetime is covered by 7, identifying every p € M with a single surface C;(,) that contains
p. The vector field n® given by

gabet
V=g“(Vet)(Vat)
is unitary and normal to every C; € .#. This can be directly verified given that in any tangent

direction to C; the derivative of t vanishes. Let t® be a timelike vector field on M such that

19Vt = 1. (166)

nCL

(165)
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Every point on each surface C; can then be mapped to exactly one point at another surface Cy by
means of the one-parameter group of diffeomorphisms generated by t*. This shows that all the
surfaces of the foliation are isomorphic, and therefore M has the structure of C; x R.

Let hgp be a symmetric rank (0,2) tensor on M defined by

hab = Gab + naMp. (167)

It can be seen that h,y, satisfies the properties of an euclidean 3—metric on C; for every ¢t. The tensor
hqp is called the induced metric by g., on C;. Note that for every t, hy, admits a representation as
a 3—dimensional symmetric matrix with entries h;; corresponding to the coordinate components
huw, with 1 > 0 in gaussian coordinates xz* adapted to C; such that 2° = t. These coordinates
can be carried to every other surface C; by the one-parameter group of diffeomorphisms generated
by t®. In the following we avoid such representation and we will not use any properties of said
coordinates.
The projectors of vectors in the tangent and normal directions relative to C; are respectively,

ha o = 5(1 a’ —+ nana/7 (168)
P{ oy =—nng. (169)

These objects allow to split the space of tangent vectors in M in surface-tangent and normal
subspaces, which can be generalized directly to tensors of arbitrary rank. For example, the normal
projection of the vector field t*

= —ngt?, (170)

is called lapse, and the surface-tangent projection,
B = h® gt (171)

is called shift vector. Due to , it follows that
N= 2 ! . (172)

neVt B \/—gab(vat)(vbt)

The derivative operator associated with the intrinsic metric hy, will be denoted by D, and is
given by [27](Lemma 10.2.1),

DT % gy ey = B2y By hg Chey U he OV T (173)
It is useful to define the surface-tangent projection of the normal derivative of a tensor by
AT oy o =By APy ey L he (=0 )T (174)

We will show that the covariant derivative of any tensor field Thb1---bk c1...c; can be expressed in terms
of surface-tangent (D T b c1..¢;), nhormal (@ T0rbk c1...¢;) and hybrid projections of derivatives,
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along with surface-tangent tensors to be defined bellow. In the following we omit the prefix surface
regarding the tangent projections.
For the normal vector itself we have

vanb = Kab + ngup, (175)
where
Kab = Danb (176)
and
Ug = dng. (177)

The tensor K, is tangent by construction and symmetric, and can be identified as the extrinsic
curvature of C;. In terms of the induced metric, it will be seen in the following subsection to be
half the Lie derivative along n® of hg, i.e.,

Enhay = 2K gp. (178)
It can also be seen that u, is related to N by

uq = —DgIn N. (179)
From ([179)) it follows that

D, np = Dyn,. (180)

We say a tensor has been expanded in 3 + 1 form when it is expressed in the form
Yy p p
ai...ay _ a1 ak b b at...a
T by..by — h al ...h a}chbl 1 ---hbl ' kb/l...b;
_ b b r..al
+ R g AT ey e I (—ngy )Ty
+ ...

0™ g, g (=g ) e (=g ) (=0 s (=nP) Ty G (181)

We now introduce a key aspect of our formulation of the 341 formalism: the systematic labeling
of the terms that constitute the complete 3 + 1 expansion of tensors.

The 3+ 1 expansion of a (k,l) tensor T% % ; has 2F+l terms. Each term contains products
of the following types of elements: a) normal vectors n® and dual vectors n; adding up a total of
m free normal elements ie,

nfamptim=t . ny np, (182)

and b) a tensor with only tangent free indexes,

MAQp 11—y Qpp1—m—1"""
T

baybo, - (183)

We will call these tensors tangent projection elements. Therefore, every term is linearly independent
of the other: there is only one complete 3 4+ 1 expansion for every tensor in M given a foliation.
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We will number the indexes from right to left beginning at 0, taking the original tensor as
reference. We don’t distinguish raised or lowered indexes in this labeling. For a given projection
term of the 3+ 1 expansion of a tensor we take all the numeric labels g; of every free normal index
so that summing all the terms of the form 2% yield a unique label for each projection term. That
is, if the normal dual vectors of some projection are nq, ,Nqy, - - -, Na,,, » the numeric label we assing
to the projection term is

q

m=) 2% (184)
=1

This is a natural way to span all the possible projection terms based on an intuitive reasoning:
the projection terms are labeled according to the binary positional representation of the indexes of
their normal vectors (or dual vectors). For example, given a (0,2) tensor Tj; we have

0 1 2 3
Ta1a0 = Ta1a0 + naOTal + ng, Tao + ng, naoT7 (185)
where the tangent projection elements are
0 ! !
Tajao = hal “ hao aOTa’la67 Z 27=0, (1863)
qel
1 ! !
Tay = hay “1(=1") Tyt 41 > 2=1, (186b)
q€{0}
2 ! /
Tay = (=1 hay 0Ty 41 > 20=2, (186¢)
qe{1}
3 ! !
T = (—n")(—n") Ty a1 > 20=3, (186d)
q€{0,1}

Consider a scalar function ¢ : M — R. The covariant derivative of ¢ expanded in 3 4+ 1 form is
Vag® = ¢ag = Dag® + naod - (187)

If we consider a dual vector v,, the 3 + 1 expansion of its covariant derivative yield
VaVay = Kayao Lo+ D,, Ovao + (Kal b0y, + D,, 11)) Nag
+ (d Ovao + Uq, lv) Nay + (ub Ovb) Nay Nag - (188)

By putting v, = V¢ in this expression we get the 3 + 1 expansion for the second covariant
derivative of ¢ (using the abbreviated notation for derivatives introduced in appendix ,

¢a1a0 = ([(alaoquZ5 + DalDaoqb) + Nagy (Da1d¢ + Ka1 bDb¢)

¥ 1y (tagd ¢ + d Dag®) + Nag Ny (d2¢ n ubDb¢) . (189)
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Note that the tangent component of ¢, 4, differs from the tangent derivative D,, D,,¢ by a normal
derivative of ¢ times the extrinsic curvature. This will keep happening at any arbitrary order k of
derivatives, which will include normal derivatives of ¢ up to order k — 1.

The no-torsion condition (¢ = ¢pe) yields the identity

dDyd — Dodp = K, "Dy — ugd . (190)
Recall that for any dual vector w,, the Riemann tensor is defined by
Rabc dwd = Vawac — vaawc. (191)

Substituting the 3 + 1 expansion of the second derivative of a dual vector v, in (191)), and taking
into account all its symmetries, we get that the nonvanishing tensor projection elements of the
Riemann tensor are

0Ra3a2a1a0 - (S)Ragagalao + KagalKaan - Ka2a1Ka3a07 (192&)
1Ra3a2a1 = 2Ra2a3a1 = 4Ra1a2az = 8R@1a2a3 = DaQKa3a1 - DagKazau (192b)
5RG301 = - 6Ra3a1 = - gRasal = loRasal = UqyUq, + dKasal - Kas bea1 - Dasual' (1920)

where ) Ry 404,40 is the Riemann tensor defined by the induced metric hqy, on C;. We will call it
the intrinsic Riemann tensor.
Implementing (191f) for any tangent dual vector wy, we get

dDgwy — Dadwy = Kq “Dewp — ugdwyy + (Kgpu® — Ky “up + Dy K, © — DK gp) we, (193a)
and for any tangent tensor Ag, a0,
d DayAayay — Dayd Aayag =Kay "Dy Aayag — tayd Aayag
+ (Kazart" = Koy "o, + Day Koy " = D' Kaga, ) Ay

4 (Ka2a0ub — Koy gy + DayKay b — DbK,mO) Aurp, (193b)

and so on for higher order tensors.
From ((192]) it is possible to compute the projection components for the Ricci tensor Ry, in terms
of their intrinsic counterparts, the extrinsic curvature, the vector u* and their derivatives:

"Raray = DRayay + K Kayay + Daytiag — ey tiay — d Kayag, (194a)
'Ray = *Ray = Do, K — DyK? 4, (194b)
SR=aK +u? - K"K, , — Dyub. (194c¢)

as well as the Ricci scalar Z,

#=%+ K+ K"K, +2 (Db —u?—dK), 195
190
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where

K = K", (196a)

u? = ubuy, (196b)

Equations and are known as the Gauss-Codazzi relations.

This formalism allows to systematically express derivatives of arbitrary tensors. General for-
mulas for covariant derivatives, products, contractions, symmetrization and anti-symmetrization of
indexes can be given and programmed within a computer algebra system. However, those expres-
sions require further definitions that are out of the scope of this exposition. An exposition of these
formulas is available in [28§].

This 3+ 1 formalism is a complete representation of 4—dimensional tensors in terms of tangent
tensor components on each of the surfaces C; of a given foliation of spacetime.

In this formalism, Bianchi identity allows to solve d (3)Ra3a2a1a0 in terms of K, 4, Uq, and their
tangent derivatives:
- K

ailas

d (3)Ra3a2a1¢10 =2 (Kbo[ag (S)Rbo ag}alao + DaBD[al Ka - Da2D[a1Kao]a3 Daz]uCLO

olaz
+ Kaglas Dag)tar +2((Djay Kayjar)¥ag] + (Diay Kag)las ) tas) — u[agKaQ][aluao])>'
(197a)
Upon contraction, this also yield relations for the intrinsic Ricci tensor and scalar,
& DRaya0 =2(Kiy(ay PRY 40y = Doy Day Ky ) + Day Dag K + D' DyK o0
n 2<ub° (Diar Koo — Do Karay — Kuo(ar ag)) + as (D" Kagypy — DaO)K))

— K Da, tag + 2(Dpgt(ay) Kag) P — Kayao Dyou™ + u?Kayag + Ktiggua,.  (197D)

d®% =2 (Kblbo Ry + DY (D K — Dy K 3y) + 20 (Dy, K" 4, — Dy K)
— KDpyut + KM% Dy iy, + Ku? — Koy, ub0>. (197¢)

As an example, we can compute the failure of a geodesic on C;, defined by the tangent derivative
operator D, to be a geodesic vector on M. From ([188]) we have that for a surface-tangent vector
&% which is tangent to an affine geodesic in C; such that

" Dye" =0, (198)
then
Vet = ntKhbogy ¢ (199)

This justifies the statement made in Section that in general, geodesics intrinsically defined on
C, for points contained within a convex normal neighborhood 2 C C will not coincide generically
with the spacetime geodesics for the same points. This also proves that they will coincide if the
extrinsic curvature vanishes in 2.
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B.1 Lie derivatives and time derivatives.

The Lie derivative £,7%-1-bo ap_1..ao Tepresent the rate of change of the tensor Thbi-1--bo Gl e G0
along the uniparametric group of diffeomorphisms generated by the vector field v*. In terms of the
covariant derivative of the spacetime it can be seen [27] that

LT 0y ag = VT g li IO g Vo™
STVt (200)
§=0
For a scalar field ¢ this reduces to
Lop ="V, (201)
which in 3 4+ 1 form is given by the contraction of with v expressed in 3 4+ 1 form, that is,
£,¢ = "0"Dy ¢ — tvdo. (202)
Similarly, for a dual vector w, we have
£y = vabwao + wbvaovb, (203)
which in 3 4+ 1 form reads
Lotay = — V8 Way + VE ag "0 — Vtigy + Wy Dag0® — wDag ¥ + 0 ° Dyl
+ gy (—qud‘(}) + Opd 0l + K00, Oy — wd o — wupt? + 8"Db£)) . (204)

We use the vector t* defined in (166]) in order to represent time derivatives by taking ¢* to be the
generator of time flow in this formalism. The 3 4+ 1 expansion of t* is given in terms of the lapse
function N and the shift tangent vector 5%,

{90 = B% 4 pW N, (205)

The time derivative of a tensor 7?1—1-bo ax_1..ao is then taken as the tangent projection of its Lie
derivative along t%, that is,

TP g =B G B gohay gy O£ T (206)
Expanding this definition with aid of formula (200)), we get
Tblfl...bo gy = — NdLTblfl...bo an1..ap + 5CDCTbl,1...b0 an1..ay

-1
_ ZTbl,l...c...bo —— (NKC bi g DCBbZ)
i=0

k—1
+ Z Tbl*l"'bo Af—1...C...aQ (NKaj ‘+ Dajﬂc) : (207)
=0
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For example, we can compute the time derivative of the induced metric,
halao =2 (NKa1a0 + D(a1 ﬁao)) . (208)

Consider the case where % = 0 and N = 1, then n® = t* and reduces to . This lies
behind the intuitive notion that the extrinsic curvature is essentially (half) the time derivative
of the induced metric, even if such relationship is formally given by . We note that in this
expression, the operator d does not appear given that dhy, = 0, however, for tensors other than
hap, the order of time derivatives of tensors will coincide with the order of d derivatives.
We can make the substitution
1

. 1
d-Tbl_l.nbO ag_1...a — NTbl_ln'bO ap—1...0f + NBCDCTbZ_l”.bO ap—1...0f

-1 1

_ Z Tbl—lmcme a1 <Kc b; + NDCBI),L)
=0
k—1 1

+ Z Tbl—l...bo a0 <Kaj c + NDaj/Bc> , (209)
7=0

and for the case of hy,, we can write first

N \2

and then use (209)) to translate normal derivatives of K, in terms of time derivatives of h,p. That
results in an expression of the form

1 /1.
Kamg = a7 (ha1ao - D(a16a0)> ) (210)

1

T oo = SNy

(O)" M hgyag + - .. (211)
where (0;)"ha,a, represent the n-th time derivative of hg,q,. Therefore, the number of normal
derivatives of the extrinsic curvature equals the number of time derivatives of the induced metric,
plus one.

B.2 341 expansion of [¥, ]

We are interested in the explicit expression for the coincidence limits of every tangent, normal and
hybrid derivatives of ¥ in terms of the 3 + 1 expansion of data on any surface C;.
For the first derivative, we have from ((144)),

[Xao] =0, (212)

and given ((187)), we readily verify that
(DY) = 0, (213a)
[d¥] = 0. (213b)



For the second order derivatives we have from ((189)), (213a)), (213b)), (149) and (167),

which implies

[EU«IU«O] = hayao + naonal(_l)a (214)
[DanZ] = hap, (215a)
[DadZ] = [LTDGE] =0, (215Db)
[@%%] = —1. (215¢)

In general, the procedure for computing a derivative order k > 2 is the following:

1.

2.

Compute the 3 + 1 expansion for the covariant derivative of Yq, | . -

Take the limit of said expansion and replace the previously found limits of all the derivatives
of order k — 1, i.e., [Da;_, ---Day¥], [Day_, -+ Day@%], [Day_; -+ Dayd Doy Y], - .., [dF715].

Identify every projection element of the expansion of the derivative with the corresponding
projection element of the 3 4 1 expansion of the limit [¥,, 4,] computed in Appendix

Solve for the limits [Dg, ... DayX], [Day, - - - DaydY], - .., [@¥%] in the equation for the tangent
projection component 0,1, ... 2k — 1, respectively.

We will denote this algorithm as «.
For k = 3, the relevant coincidence limit is trivially [Yq5.] = 0, and following * we get

[DayDay Doy ] = 0, (216a)
[DayDa, %) = —Kapay (216b)
[Da,d Dq,] = 0, (216¢)
[Da,d?%] = —ug,, (216d)
[@Da, Doy Y] = Kayags (216¢)
[d Dy, d¥] =0, (216f)
[@%Dgy Y] = gy, (216g)
[d3%] = 0. (216h)

For k£ = 4 we have a nontrivial coincidence limit, a combination of Riemann tensors with various
index orderings, cf. eq. (154). The Riemann tensor has already been completely expressed in 3 + 1
form in the previous section and in [28], which also describes the techniques required for dealing
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with the exchange of indexes. Following the algorithm x we get

1
[‘DU/3‘DQ2DCL1DGOE] = g <(3)Ra3010002 —"_ (S)Ra3aoala2 + Ka3a0Ka2a1 + Ka3a1Ka2a0 + Ka3a2Ka1a0>
(217a)
2
[Da3Da2Da1dE] = _g (DalKagag + Day Kaga, + DagKagal) (217b)
1
[Da3Da2dDa02] = g (3K03a2ua0 - 2Da0Ka3a2 + Da2Ka3a0 + DasKa2ao) (217C)
1

[Day Dan @S] = 3 (2Kay "Koay — 2tagtiay — 24 Kaga = 4Daytar ) (217d)

1
[Dazd Day Dy Y] = 3 (3uas Kayag + DagKazay + Day Kazag + DasKayay) (217e)

1
[Dayd Dy d%] = 5 ( Uayttay — Koy "Kpay — 2d Koyay — Da3ual) (217f)

1
[Dayd?Day ] = 5 <4ua3ua0 — Koy "Kyay + A Kayay + 2Da3ua0) (217g)
[Da,d%%) = —dug, (217h)
1 .
[dDa2Da1Da02] g (D@Kalao + Da1Ka2ao + DaoKaNl) (2171)
1 .
[ Dy Dy d%) = 5 (ua2ua1 4Ky, "Kpay — 2d Kaya, — Dalu@) (217])

1
(dDayd Doy %) = 5 (tattar = Koo "Koay +2Danta (217k)
(@ Dayd?%] = — Ko, "up — dug (2171)
2 2 2

[@2Dy, Do, 3] = <2Ka1 P Ky — 2y Uag + 40 Kayag + 2Da1ua0) (217m)
[d%D,,d%] = —Kq, uy (217n)
(@3 D, X] = 2dua0 (2170)
[@'S] = —uPuy (217p)

We recall that (3)}3(13(12(11 % js the Riemann tensor defined by the induced metric Ay, on the surface.

The order k£ = 5 involves the coincidence limit of a combination of derivatives of the Riemann
tensor, eq. , where we obtain 2° = 32 limits of derivatives. It serves no practical purpose to
write all these limits down here, so we only reproduce the limit of derivatives that will be used
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later,

1
[Da4Da3Da2Da1 Dao 2] - 5 (D‘M (S)Ra1a2a3a0 + Da3 (S)Ramwzao + Da2 (3)Ra1a3a4a0>

+ 5K (4405 Das Kayag)s (218)
[Dy,Das Doy Do, dX] = K(a4a3dKa2a1) — 3D(a4Da3Ka2a1) — K(a4a3Da2ua1)
- 2Kb(a4Kb asBWazar) + K(agas Yas Uay)
42 (= Ka 2O Rugpaser + O Rugasant]
+ Kay 15 Raypasar +4® Rayagars)
+ Koy " Ruypasar — 4P Rajagars)
= 2Ka, "1 Rugpasas + 2P Ragagant]) (219)

3

3
[Da4Da3Da2d22} = _§D(a4dKa3a2) — 3u(a4Da3ua2) — §Da4Da3ua2

1
+ 6 ( (3)Ra3a2a4 b +2 (3)Ra403a2 b) Uy + Kb(a4DbKa3a2)

+ 2K (4 "Das Kop)p — K (agas Kaz) . (220)

The coincidence limit for the order 6 covariant derivative of X is given by (156)). The all-tangent
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derivative limit is given by:

1
[DasDa4Da3Da2Da1Daoz] = T5(11Ka2a3Ka4a5dKaoa1 - Ka3a4Ka1a5dKaoa2 - Ka1a4Ka3a5dKaoa2

— Kaya5 Kasasd Kagay = Kazas Kagasd Kayay — Kagas Kazasd Kayas
— Kagaz Kagas A Kayay — Kayas Kagasd Kagas — Kagas Kasasd Kayas
— Kayas Kagas @ Kazas — Kagas Kaasd Kazas — Kagar Kagasd Kazas
— TKaza5Kara5d Kagay — TKayas Kazasd Kagay — TKazaz Kagas d Kayay
— TKagar Kazas A Kayay — Kayazs Kagas @ Kazay — Kagaz Karas @ Kaay
— Kaga Kazas @ Kazas — Kayas Kagas @ Kazas — Kagaz Kayasd Kazay
— TKaya3 Kayayd Kagas — TKayas Kazas d Kagas — Kazaz Kagasd Kayas
— TKagay Kazas @ Kayas — Kayaz Kagasd Kazas — Kagaz Kayasd Kagas
— Kagai Kazasd Kazas — Kayas Kagasd Kazas — Kagas Kayasd Kagas
+ 11Ky 0, Kagas d Kayas + 11K aga0 Kayasd Kayas
+ Kagas [11Kagasd Kagay — Kayayd Kagas — Kagasd Kayag
— TR 1054 Kagas — TKagasd Kayay — Kagay d Kagas)
+ Kasas [ 11Kaga5d Kagay — Kayasd Kagas — Kagasd Kayas
— TKaya3d Kagas — TKagasd Kayas — Kagar d Kagas]

+ 11Ka0a1Ka2a3dKa4a5> + OFa5a4a3a2a1a0 (221)
where OF%M%GNW0 is a tangent tensor which does not involve normal derivatives of the extrinsic

curvature.
At least two other projections are of explicit interest,

[DasDay Dy Day Do, d %] = %(JK%M)D@KM% _ %(d Kayay) Day Kasay + (@ Kayay) Dy Kasay
+ %(JK%M)DQSKMM - %(d‘Kam)DaSle — %(JKQSGI)DGSK(MGQ
+ g(de)DagK%az - %(JKW)D%KW n %(d Kovos) Doy Kago,
+ g(d’KaE,aQ)Da4Ka3,a1 - %(d‘K%al)D,MK,M2 + %(JKGBGI)DCMK(%(IQ
+ %(JK‘I?%)DMK%% + %(dKa4a3)Da5Ka2a1 + g(dKaMlQ)DasKagal
+ %(dKagag)Dag)Kmlal - %(dl(awl)D%KaSa2 - %(dKaBal)DasKM@
- %(d‘ Kagay)Das Kasas + ' Fasasazazar (222)
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29 5 1
[DasDtMDasDadeE] = EKa5a4d2Kﬂt3a2 + iK%asdQKawz + TOKa4a3d2Ka5a2

1 1 11

+ §Ka5a2d2Ka4a3 + §Ka4agd2Ka5a3 + EKa3a2d2Ka5a4
8 52 1

+ g (3)Ra4a3a5 bdeag + Z5 (B)Rasamg bdeaz o 5 (3)Ra3a2a5 bdea4
3

+ g ‘(S)Rasagag bdem; + Ka4 beagdKasaz + Ka5 beagdKa4a3

509

+ Ka4 beasz%ag + 3Ka5 beagdKa4a2 - %K% bKa4a3dea2
167 329 39

— 5 K "Kasasd Koo, — - Kag "Kasaid Koay = 75 Kas " Kagar @ Kiag
5 97 37

- 6Ka4 bKa4a2dea3 - %Ka5 bKa5a4dea3 - TOKCL5 bKagaszba4
49 91 21

- % as bKa5a2dea4 - %Kaz bKa5a3dea4 - TOK(JM; bKa3a2dea5
31 13 29

- %Kag bKa4a2Kba5 - %Kag bKa4a3dea5 + gKa5 bea4dKa3a2
1 ) 17

- gKa4 bea5dKa3a2 + ngs bea3dKa4a2 - EK(M beagdKa5a2
1 1 11

= 5 Kos "Kiayd Kasay = 5 Kay " Kray@ Kasag + = Koy "Kpayd Kasa,
1

- gK% beaszaE)M + 3F&5a4a3a2 (223)

where 1}7’a5a4a3a2a1 and 3Fa5a4a$a2 are tangent tensors which do not involve normal derivatives of
the extrinsic curvature. Note that both the sixth order tangent derivative of ¥ and the fifth order
tangent derivative of d ¥ involve normal derivatives of the extrinsic curvature K, of first order, i.e.,
second order normal Lie derivatives of the intrinsic metric hg,, but the fourth order derivative of
d?¥. already includes second order derivatives of K, implying third order normal Lie derivatives of
the intrinsic metric hgp. This fact represents a complication in treating the initial value formulation
of semiclassical gravity, a subject that was extensively discussed in [13].

B.3 Projection of hybrid derivatives of X

Just as explained in Appendix for many purposes V%Z can be regarded as a scalar. We can
assume this literally in the case of the 3+1 decomposition of its derivatives, working with the scalar
¢ = V% within our 34 1 formalism, and only when limits are taken, does the vector nature of (.
emerge, shifting the labeling of the components by one bit left. For example, we will represent ¢
by the scalar

=2+, (224)
where 2 is identified with DY and ./ is identified with nyd’S = —non? Vi . In the coincidence
limit, ¢ — [Eazo], which is a vector, so in the representation of the zeroth-order tensor (ie., scalar)
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¢, the 3 + 1 projections go from 2° to 2!, that is,

Jim ¢ — *[¢Jao + 1ao '[¢], (225)

with
O[C]ao = [D%E] =0, (226&)
"¢ =[a'x]=o. (226b)

The one-bit left-shift multiplies the components by 2, so for each component labeled m, there will
be two components, 2m and 2m + 1. Component 2m will result from the substitutions & — D%Z
and 4~ — 0 followed by taking the coincidence limit, while the component 2m + 1 will result from
the substitution of .4/~ — d’% and 2 — 0, followed by taking the coincidence limit. Then, for the
derivative of ( we have

vag( = DaOC + naodgv (227)

that is, tangent projection component m = 0 is D, ¢ and the tangent projection component m =1
is d¢. When we compute the coincidence limit we will have:

m = 07 [Da1 DaE)E] = _halaoa (228&)
m=1, [Dgd'¥]=0, (228b)
m=2, [dDy%] =0, (228¢)
m=3, [dd'¥]=1, (228d)

where the right hand comes from the 3 4+ 1 projection of . Note that the label of each index
increased one unit to fit the new index ag at the right. By following this procedure, and considering
the 3 + 1 projections of the limits obtained in Appendix we obtain the following limits for
hybrid derivatives in 3 + 1 form, for the second derivative of (,

[Day Day Dy = 0, (229a)
[Day Doy d'%] = —Kasay s (229h)
[Dayd Day %] = Kayay, (229¢)
[Da,dd'Y] =0, (2294)
[Dayd Dy ¥ = 0, (229¢)
[Dg,dd’Y] = —ug,, (229f)
[@% Day¥] = ttay, (229g)
[d%d'%] =0, (229h)
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for the third derivative of (,

2
[DagDaszDa{)Z] ==

[Day Doy Do, d'%) =
[Das Dayd Dyy X] =
[DyyDaydd's] =
[Dag Dayd Dy X] =
[Day Doy dd’s] =
[Dayd? Dy 3] =
[Dasd?d's] =

[Day Dayd Dy X] =

[DayDa,dd’S] =

[Da2d2Da62]

[Dg,d%d's] =

[dQDalDa/ E]
[d?Dgy,d'Y) =
[@° Dy ] =
[@3d'y] =

1 1 1
gKagalKagao - gKagaoKagal - éKala()Ka3a2 - 6 (S)Rag,a()agal

1 1 2
_6Da1Ka3a2 - gDagKagal - gDagKazala
1 1 )
_6DaoKa3a2 + gDazKagao + éDa3Ka2a07
7 1
gKbo agKboag - éuazuag, - 6dKa3a2 + 6Da3ua27
1 1 1
_Kagaoual - éDaoKagal + 3Da1Ka3ao - gDCLgKalao;
1 1 1 )
gKbo a1Kb0a3 - 6ua1ua3 - EJK(ISM - gDa3u(Z17
1 1 1 2
_gKbO aoKb()ag + guaouag + gdKagag + gDaguaoa
Kbo a3 Ubg
1 1 1
_Ka2a1Ua0 + gDaoKagal - éDalK(ZQ(ZO - gDagKalaoa
1 1 2 1
_gKbO aleOO,Q + gualuag - gdKagal - gDazuala
1 1 5 1
= gKbo aoKb0a2 - éuaoan + gdKawo + EDazuam
Kbo as Wbg
7 1 1
*Kbo aoKb0a1 - 6uaoua1 - édKalao + gDaluam
—d‘ual,
duao,
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(230a)
(230b)

(230¢)
(230d)
(230¢)
(230f)

(230g)
(230h)
(2301)
(230)
(230k

(2301

)
)
(230m)
)
)
)



for the fourth derivatives of {, we will only write the terms relevant for the construction of the
surface Taylor series of d’Y and dd’X:

[DaiDay Doy Do d'S] = — + Kooy K, Koy + & Kasos K Ky — = Ko, K 0, Kiga
b 5 g K 0, Ko, — 5 Kagar K 0, Kiga, — 5 Kago, K 0y g,
Koy DR s + 3 Kgas OB asas + 5 Kigas @R g1
+ 5 K OB a0y~ Fogas @R gy + 5 Kasagthaytias — 5 Kasost
+ 3 Kasar Uayta; — %Kamualuu + g Kazar UazUas + g Xazar Uasta,
b3 Ko Ky~ Kot Kagar + 3 Kasor @ Kagay — 5 Kagas K,
¥ Ky Koy + = Kasard Kasag — 3 Kasay Dastiay + ¢ Koy Dagtie
1 1 1 1

- gKa4a1Da3ua2 - §Da3Da2Ka4a1 + gKagagD(Mum - gKa3a1Da4ua2

1 1 1 1
- gKazalD(Muag + gDa4Da1Ka3a2 - gDa4Da2Ka3a1 - gDa4Da3Ka2a17

(231a)

[Da, Doy D &TQ—EK% Day Koy + K o, Dy Koy + ~K o, Doy Ky + ~ K o, Dy K

ag a3z asz - 6 azXaz N bgay 2 agsaz N bgag 6 asMaz N bgay 2 azas N bgas

1 1 1 1
+ iKbO a2D04Kboa3 + guasD(Muaz + guagDa4ua3 + 6Da4dKa3a2

1 1 1 1
- gDa4Da3ua2 + §Kb0 a4Db0Ka3a2 + éKbO angoKa4a2 + gKbO aszOKa4a3-
(231b)
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For the fifth derivatives of ¢, we will only write the leading order terms in normal derivatives
relevant for the construction of the surface Taylor series of 'Y and dd’Y:

1 11 1
[DasD(MDaSDaQDald,E] = édKa5a1Da2Ka4a3 - %dKa4a1Da2Ka5a3 + gdKa5a4Da3Ka2a1

2 2 1
+ §dKa5a2Da3Ka4a1 + §dKa5a1Da3Ka4a2 - EdKa4a2Da3Ka5a1

2 11 1

- gd‘KawlDa:sKasaz + ngKasza:aK%M + gd‘Kasa:aDlMKazm
2 1 1

+ gdKa5a2Da4Ka3a1 + §dKa5a1Da4Ka3a2 + %dKagag-Da4Ka5a1
4

1 1
- gdKazalDmeayz;g + gdKa4a3Da5Ka2a1 + gdKa4a2Da5Ka3a1

1 23 1
- %de;alD%Kagag + %d‘KagagDa5Ka4a1 - %dKagalDo%Kcmag
1
- EJKM(HD%KM% + 1)*)CLE)Cmasazala (232&)
1 1 1
[DastDagDazddlz] - BKa5a4d2Ka3a2 - TOKasagd2Ka4az + EKawgdeasaz
3 bO 8 bo 1 bO
- EK a4Kb0a5dKa3a2 - BK agKb0a5dKa4a2 - gK aszoa5dKa4a3
1 1 1
+ %Kb[) a3KbOa4dKa5ag - gKbO agKb0a4dKa5a3 - éKbO agKboagdKa5a4
17 ) 11 ) 26 )
- 475Ka5a4Kboa3dK 0 az — Z5Ka5a3Kboa4dK 0 az — Z5Ka4a3Kboa5dK 0 a2
1 1 4
+ 45 @R a3a5a4deO as + 9 @ et asasaz@ Kpgar — 15Ka5a4Kb0 a2d Kpgas
1 bo _ i bo i bo
+ 6Ka5a2K a4de0a3 10Ka4a2K a5de0a3 + 15Ka5a3K aszboa4
4 1 1
+ BKasaszO a3de0fl4 + EK%GszO adeboa4 B E (3)Rb0 azasafdebocm
7 bo 7 bo 1 bo
+ %Ka4a3K agdeo% + % a4a2K a3de0a5 + gKagagK a4de0a5
1 1 2
+ E (3)Rb0 a2a4a3deOa5 - TO boagd (3)Rb0 azasaq4 15Ka5a4uzz3dua2
1 1
- gKa5a3ua4dua2 + 5 a4a3ua5dua2 15Ka5a4ua2dua3 - TOKa5a3ua2dua4
1
+ TO a4a3ua2dua5 + 29a5a4a3a2 (232b)

where 1Qa5a4a3a2a1 and QQ%QMBQQ are tangent tensors which do not involve normal derivatives.
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