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We introduce a Hamiltonian framework tailored to degrees of freedom (DOF') of field
theories that reside in suitable 3-dimensional open regions, and then apply it to the
gravitational DOF of general relativity. Specifically, these DOF now refer to open
regions R of null infinity .#*, and R of black hole (and cosmological) horizons A
representing equilibrium situations. At .# T the new Hamiltonian framework yields
the well-known BMS fluxes and charges @@] By contrast, all fluxes vanish identi-
cally at A just as one would physically expect E,] In the companion paper ﬂa] we
showed that, somewhat surprisingly, the geometry and symmetries of #* and A de-
scend from a common framework. This paper reinforces that theme: Very different
physics emerges in the two cases from a common Hamiltonian framework because
of the difference in the nature of degrees of freedom on .#* and A, discussed in ﬂa]
Finally, we compare and contrast this Hamiltonian approach with those available in
the literature.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In a companion paper [6], we showed that the notion of Weakly Isolated Horizons (WIHs)
b provides a common platform to discuss both black hole horizons A in equilibrium, as well
as null infinity .#. In particular, the familiar geometrical structures and the BMS group
of symmetries at .# can be systematically recovered from the WIH framework. This seems
surprising at first since WIHs are generally associated with the black hole horizons A that
lie in the strong curvature region and there is no flux of gravitational radiation (or matter
fields) across them. Therefore WIHs have had the connotation of representing geometries of
boundaries that are in equilibrium. .# on the other hand lies in the weak field, asymptotic
regions of space-time and provides the arena to analyze the physics of gravitational waves
(and zero rest mass fields). We showed that these striking differences in the physics arises
from the fact that while A is a WIH in physical space-times (M, g,;) where g, satisfies
Einstein’s equations, .# is a WIH in the conformally completed space-time (M , Jab) Where
Jap satisfies the conformal Einstein’s equations.

The common underlying WIH description also allows one to understand the symmetries
of # and A using a single framework [6]. Following Noether, the boundary symmetries
should be related to generators of canonical transformations on the phase space. However
this relation is far more subtle in presence of ‘leaky boundaries’ such as .#* and one has to
carefully resolve potential ambiguities in the definitions. There are various approaches to
address these issues, most notably the Wald-Zoupas [7] and Barnich-Brandt prescriptions
[8]. In this paper we introduce a new approach in which fluxes associated with symmetries
arise as Hamiltonians generating the action of BMS symmetries on the radiative phase space.
This procedure gives conceptual precedence to fluxes; charges are obtained by a systematic
‘integration’ of these fluxes. We will find that very different physics arises at null infinity
#* and black hole horizons A from a common framework for the same reason as in Ref.
[6]: A is a WIH with respect to (M, gup), while .# is a WIH with respect to (M, gu). For
definiteness we will focus on . since physics at . is much more interesting than that at
#~ for isolated gravitating systems of physical interest. But all our considerations apply
to #~ as well. Similarly, even though we generally refer to A as black hole horizons in
equilibrium, all our results continue to hold if A is a cosmological WIH.

In section [ we introduce the new Hamiltonian framework using a familiar example: a
free scalar field in Minkowski space-time. The strategy is to extract phase spaces I'y adapted
to 3-dimensional open regions R that represent ‘degrees of freedom of the field that reside
in R’. In section [[II'Al we introduce phase spaces I'; associated with regions R of a Cauchy
surface and, in section [IIB| phase spaces I'; associated with regions R of .#+. We show
that this framework yields the ‘physically correct’” BMS fluxes, i.e. fluxes that agree with



those obtained by using the stress-energy tensor of the scalar field without, however, having
to refer to the stress-energy tensor anywhere. Therefore, the strategy can be carried over
the gravitational field of general relativity, for which there is no stress-energy.

In sections and we apply the strategy (rooted in |2]) to the gravitational case.
We begin with the covariant phase space I'¢,, of vacuum] solutions to Einstein’s equations
[9-11] that admit a WIH h as a boundary, which could be either #* or A. From the full

I'.ov one can extract the phase spaces I'x and I'y, adapted to open regionsj?, and R of
& and A, and use Hamiltonian methods to obtain expressions of fluxes F¢[R] and F¢[R],
associated with symmetry vector fields £%, across R and R. Although the conceptual steps
are the same, the flux expressions are dramatically different because I'; and I'y inherit quite
different symplectic currents from I'coy. As on I'eoy, the symplectic current on I'y is a 3-form,
but now pulled-back to h. If b is a black hole horizon, the pull-back of the symplectic current
to A simply vanishes. On the other hand, at # ", the terms that would have vanished are
multiplied by inverse powers of the conformal factor €2 relating g., to ga, and the pull-back
is non-zero. As a direct consequence, while fluxes F¢[R] vanish on any open region R of
A, F; [7@] provide non-trivial observables on the phase spaces I’z that capture the radiative
degrees of freedom at .#*. A notable feature of this common procedure for A and .#7 is
that one works just with the symplectic structure. This is in contrast to other approaches
in the literature (see, e.g., [7, 12-14]), where one has to introduce additional inputs such
as a ‘linkage’ or a ‘preferred’ symplectic potential. In asymptotically de Sitter space-times,
for example, the preferred symplectic potential satisfying all the requirements spelled out
in |7, 114] does not exist |L5] but one can use the Hamiltonian framework introduced in this
paper to arrive at physically viable fluxes [16].

Finally, as noted above, the 2-sphere ‘charge aspects’ Q(? at # 7T are obtained by ‘in-

tegrating’ flux aspects ]}égg using conformal Einstein’s equations. This step requires the
full set of field equations —not just their pull-backs to 3-surfaces R~ because while fluxes
at # refer only to the radiative degrees of freedom, charges refer also to the Coulombic
ones. In other words, one has to step outside the phase spaces I'; and Iy, that know only
about fields and equations intrinsic to R and R, and return to the full covariant phase space
.., which accesses full Einstein’s equations, including those that link the Coulombic and
radiative aspects.

Section [V] summarizes the main results and briefly discusses some applications of this
framework. In particular, we point out that the common platform that unifies the discussion
of null infinity .#* and black hole horizons A is being used in a number of contexts both
classical and quantum gravity. We also provide a short overview of the conceptual similarities
and differences between our framework and those available in the literature. Details of this
comparison —particularly with the approach pioneered by Wald and Zoupas [7] and extended
by Chandrasekharan, Flanagan and Prabhu [14] and others— are presented in Appendix [Al

Our conventions are as follows. In the discussion of black hole horizons A, the underlying
physical space-times is denoted by (M, g.). The torsion-free derivative operator compatible
with gqp is denoted by V and its curvature tensors are defined via: 2V Vv, = Rap.vg,
R, = Ryt and R = g™ R,. The Penrose conformal completions used in the discussion of
7 is denoted by (M, ) and the corresponding derivative operator and curvature tensors

1 As usual, the restriction to vacuum equations is made to avoid the introduction of specific matter fields
and the corresponding phase spaces. The analysis can be extended to allow zero rest mass fields as sources.
In the discussion of .# T one has to further restrict oneself to the A = 0 case because, to qualify as a WIH,
&7 has to be null.



carry a hat. Null normals to A and .#% are assumed to be future directed. All fields are
assumed to be smooth for simplicity but this requirement can be weakened substantially (in
particular to allow for the possibility that the Newman-Penrose curvature component ¢
may violate peeling). If there is a possibility of ambiguity, we will use = to denote equality
that holds only at ™+ or A.

II. PHASE SPACES I': ASSOCIATED WITH FINITE REGIONS R

Our goal is to arrive at fluxes and charges associated with symmetries of .#% and A
using a Hamiltonian framework that is tailored to degrees of freedom that reside in their
finite sub-regions R and R. This procedure involves several new elements. Therefore, in
this section we will make a detour and illustrate the strategy and main constructions using
a simple and familiar example: a scalar field in Minkowski space-time. We will then apply
this procedure to .# % in section [II] and to A in section [Vl

Recall that there is a well-known covariant phase space framework for classical field
theories in globally hyperbolic space-times [7, 9-11], [17] (whose foundations can be traced
back all the way to Lagrange!). It provides a natural platform to define Hamiltonians
generating canonical transformations associated with symmetries. The covariant phase space
', consists of suitably regular solutions of field equations. The idea now is to extract from
I'..v, a phase space I'; associated with certain 3-dimensional regions R in the space-time
under consideration. Intuitively, I’z can be thought of as capturing the degrees of freedom
of the field that are registered on R. We will show that the Hamiltonians on I'; have the
physical interpretation of fluxes associated with symmetries: they agree with the standard
expressions of fluxes obtained from the stress-energy tensor of the field and symmetry vector
fields.

This section is divided into two parts. In the first we explain the main ideas using finite
regions with Cauchy surfaces in Minkowski space and in the second we extend them to
obtain fluxes of BMS momenta across finite regions of .#*. This approach uses some basic
properties of infinite dimensional linear topological spaces. We will spell out the details since
these structures are not commonly used in the physics literature on systems with boundaries.
In the second part we discuss phase spaces I'; associated with finite regions R of & .

A. Example: Klein Gordon Field in Minkowski Space

Consider a scalar field ¢ in Minkowski space satisfying the Klein-Gordon equation [ ¢ —
p?¢ = 0. The covariant phase space I, of this system consists of (suitably regular) solutions
¢ to this equation [17]. Since T'c,y is a vector space, a tangent vector ¢ at any ¢ € T,y is also
represented by a solution to the KG equation which we will denote by d¢. I'c,y is naturally
equipped with a (weakly non-degenerate) symplectic structure w, a 2-form on I'.,, whose
action on tangent vectors d;,do at any ¢ is given by

wl, (61,6) = /E (510)Va(620) — (5:0)Va(616)) g dS™ = /Z BeadS™ . (2.1)

2 Recall that w is said to be weakly non-degenerate if w(dy,d2) = 0 for all dy, if and only if 6; = 0. This
property does not imply that w admits an inverse on I'c,,. But weak non-degeneracy suffices to discuss

Hamiltonians generating infinitesimal canonical transformations.



where ¥ is a Cauchy surface. The 3-form J,.4 is referred to as the symplectic current. As is
well known, for any Killing field %, ¢ := L¢¢ is a tangent vector at a point ¢ € I'¢,, and,
given any other tangent vector 9, using the fall-off conditions used in the definition of ',
one finds that there is a function H¢(¢) on I, satisfying

wl, (5c,0) = 6H |, (22)

for all ¢ € I'coy. Thus, the vector field d¢ on I'c,y is the infinitesimal canonical transforma-
tion generated by H¢(¢) [L7]. H¢ is unique up to an additive constant which one fixes by
demanding that it vanish at the solution ¢ = 0. The physical interpretation of this H, comes
from the fact that it equals the conserved flux F; across X constructed from the stress-energy
tensor T,, = V0V — % 9ab (V0 Vo) of the Klein-Gordon field and the given Killing field

&
Hg = Fg = / Tma ngCLbcd dSde . (23)
P

for all solutions ¢ € I'c,y. If for example, £ is a unit time translation, H equals the energy
flux E across X and, since X is a Cauchy surface, F is also the total energy in the field.
Thus, the Hamiltonian H of the phase space framework provides us with the physically
correct expressions of fluxes even though the procedure that led us to H, has no direct
knowledge of T,;,. We will now show that this interplay between the Hamiltonian framework
of T'w,v and stress-energy tensor can be extended to phase spaces I'; associated with certain
3-dimensional finite regions R.

Let us then consider an open region R in ¥ with compact closure. The flux F¢[R] across
R —constructed from Tp,— is simply the restriction of the integral in (2.3) to R. A natural
question is if this flux can also be obtained as a Hamiltonian in a phase space framework
that only knows about R. We will first show that the answer is in the affirmative and then
transport these ideas to null infinity in section [[IBlto calculate fluxes across local regions of
I

For simplicity let us assume that ¥ is a 3-plane (extension to a general ¥ is straight-
forward). The first step is to extract a local phase space I’ from T, by focusing on
degrees of freedom in ¢ that are intrinsic to R. These are encoded in the initial data
(p:=¢|,, m:=¢|,) of ¢, restricted to the open set R. For brevity, we will denote a point
in Trx by v = (¢, 7). In the discussion of I'.,, above, we did not spell out the details of
regularity conditions because there are well-known choices (see, e.g., [17]). Since local phase
spaces are not discussed in the literature, let us spell out our choice. I'; will consist of pairs
(p,m) on R such that

I = /R (7 + Doy + 120%) d*z < 0. (2.4)

That is, pairs (o, 7)z that belong to I constitute H'(R)® L*(R), where H'(R) is the first
Sobolev space. Physically, the norm is simply the energy-flux of the initial data restricted
to R. However, its actual value will not play any role for our purposes. We will only need
the topology this norm induces on I'’; (see Remark 5 below).

The symplectic structure wx on I'; is obtained by just restricting the integral in (2.1]) to
R:

wR|W (51,52) = /3abcd5abc = / (51@5277’ — 52@517’(’) dgl'. (25)
R R



It is again weakly non-degenerate, and also continuous in the topology induced by the norm
(24). Let us consider a Killing field £* that is tangential to ¥ and ask if the vector field
d¢ represents an infinitesimal canonical transformation also on I';. It suffices to evaluate
wrl, (0¢,6) where ¢ = (Lep, Lem), and 0 are arbitrary constant vector fields on the vector
space I'r. The domain of definition of d; is the dense subspace D, of I'r on which (L¢p, L)
also belongs to I';. On this subspace we have

wl|, (0¢,0) = 5/ (Lep)md®s — f (mop)EtdS, . (2.6)
R R

Thus, if £€* happens to be tangential to OR (e.g., if it is a rotation and OR is spherical),
then, & is indeed a Hamiltonian vector field on D, generated by H¢[R] = [, (Lep) mdPa.
(On any phase space, there is freedom to add a constant C¢ to the Hamiltonian. As usual,
it has been eliminated by requiring that H¢ should vanish at the point (¢ = 0, 7 = 0).)
By inspection H¢[R] is continuous on D, and therefore admits unique continuous extension
to all of T'coy. Furthermore, it equals the flux F¢[R]| = fR Trna €™ €%4cqdS*? defined by the
stress-energy tensor on I';. Finally, the infinitesimal canonical transformation it generates
can be exponentiated —the 1-parameter family of finite canonical transformations is just the
action of the diffeomorphism group generated by £* on I';.

What if £* is not tangential to OR (e.g., a space-translation)? Then we restrict ourselves
to the subspace D, of D, on which 7|,,= 0, which is also dense in I';. On this subspace
the surface term on the right hand side of (2.6]) vanishes and we again have a Hamiltonian
vector field generated by H¢[R]. As before, H¢[R| admits a unique continuous extension to
all of I’y

H¢[R] ::/R(ﬁggp) rd®z (2.7)

that agrees with the flux F¢[R] given by Ty, H¢[R] = F¢[R| on all of I';. Note, how-
ever, that in this case the infinitesimal canonical transformation cannot be exponentiated
although the Hamiltonian admits a continuous extension to I'r. (This is analogous to a
rather common occurrence in quantum mechanics, e.g. for a particle on half line and the
translation generator —ifid/dx.) In the next sub-section we will extend these results to

subregions R of .#*.

Remarks:

1. Note that our considerations go through for any smooth, divergence-free vector field £
that is tangential to R —it need not be a Killing field. (If D,£* # 0, the required integration
by parts would yield an additional contribution to the volume term and w| (J¢,d) would be
no longer of the form dH, on a dense subspace.) Its action on the (¢, 7) pairs in I is again
a well-defined infinitesimal canonical transformation with the Hamiltonian given by H¢[R]
of Eq. (27), which again agrees with the flux F¢[R| determined by the stress-energy tensor
and the vector field £*. But these integrals do not have a simple physical interpretation
since they do not descend form observables naturally defined on the full phase space Iy .

2. There is another, more interesting class of vector fields £ one can consider: Killing
fields that are transverse —rather than tangential- to R, such as time-translations and boosts.
One can readily extend the strategy to include these vector fields. However in these cases
the phase space vector fields d¢ on I'; are not expressible as Lie derivatives of (¢, ) along
&% one to first define them using the field equations satisfied by ¢ and the relation between
I'.oy and . (For example for the unit time translation vector field £* orthogonal to R, we



have ¢ (p, m) = (7, (D* — u?)y).) Then the procedure can be repeated and the resulting H
agrees with the flux F;. We focused on symmetry vector fields £* that are tangential to the
3-d region R because our main motivation comes from .#* and A. They are 3-dimensional
and symmetry vector fields are tangential to them.

3. The right side of (2.6]) can also be written as

wly (0,0) = _6/72 (Lem) pdPz — ng(gpdw) £%dS, (2.8)

and the surface term vanishes on a dense subspace D) consisting of pairs (p,m) in which 7
is C* and ¢ vanishes on OR. Therefore one may be tempted to say that [, (Lem) ) dz is
also a candidate Hamiltonian generating the infinitesimal canonical transformation d¢ on I;.
However, this is incorrect because, since this candidate Hamiltonian involves derivatives of
m, it cannot be extended continuously to full I'z. That is, since the energy norm (Z4)) that
endows I'; with its topology contains only the Klein-Gordon field ¢ and its first derivatives
—i.e., only ¢, Dy, and 7— the new candidate for H fails to be a continuous function on D7,
whence it cannot be extended to I';. Thus, the Hamiltonian on I'; is unambiguous.

4. We want to emphasize, however, that this discussion does not imply that all subtleties
involving boundary terms are irrelevant. For example, they cannot be circumvented in gauge
theories simply by using topological arguments on suitable function spaces. In particular, the
symplectic structure on I'.,, is gauge invariant because of the boundary conditions imposed
at infinity, and would typically cease to have this property on I'y. The interplay between
topological arguments and subtleties associated with gauge invariance is interesting in its
own right. But it would be a digression to discuss these issues here because our main interest
is on T and, as we will discuss in section [IIl one can isolate the gauge invariant degrees
of freedom on .#+.

5. It is clear from the main discussion of this subsection that the norm (2.4)) serves only
to induce the topology: it implies that a sequence of points (¢,,7,)r in I'r converge to
(0o, o) if  ©n, m, and Dy, converge to ¢,, m, and D,p, in the L?-sense. The precise
value of this norm itself is not relevant; only the topology it induces is used. This fact will
be useful in the next subsection. Finally, note that while we introduced the phase space
I'; associated with finite regions R to illustrate the strategy we will use at WIHs, the idea
of using phase spaces associated with finite 3-d regions has other applications as well since
—e.g. at the future space-like infinity of asymptotically de Sitter space-times— since they
encode the degrees of freedom just in that region.

B. Scalar field at null infinity

To extend these considerations to null infinity, let us now consider a massless scalar
field satisfying the wave equation [J¢ = 0 on Minkowski space (M, gqp). Let (M , Jap) be
any conformal completion in which #7 is divergence-free, i.e., its null normal n* satisfies
V,.1%=0. Given a ¢ € Ty, the conformally rescaled field qu = Q 1¢ is well-defined at ¥,
By pulling back the symplectic current to £, the symplectic structure w on I'.,, can be
rewritten as:

ol 018 = [ (B:919u0020) ~ 020)9,(010)) s 15

/ Jbea dS". (2.9)
I+



Let us now consider an open region R of .#+, with topology S? x R, bounded by any two
cross-sections S and S;. Since the phase space Iz is to consist of degrees of freedom that
reside in R, we are led to consider restrictions of (Z) to R and introduce a suitable topology on
these fields. The idea again is to introduce this topology by choosing a norm which ensures
that two elements of I'; are close to one another if they and their first derivatives are close
in the L? sense. Therefore we will take the norm to be

n ~a n ~ab 7y 1A I
91 = | (Dbl + i Du Dr+ 16) a2t (2.10)

where [ is a constant with dimensions of length, ¢ is an inverse of G, (i.e., a field satisfying
G Gac Goa = Gap), and d3.#F the natural volume element on % in the conformal frame
(Gap, m*). This norm depends on the auxiliary structures —a specific conformal frame, inverse
metric ¢%°, and the constant [~ we introduced on .#*, but the topology it induces is insen-
sitive to these choices. The symplectic structure is given by restricting the integral in (2.9)
to R: wg|, (61,02) = fR Fupe 5%, Again, it is weakly non-degenerate and continuous on
I'z.

Next, recall that the BMS vector fields £° satisfy LeGay = 2BGapy and Len® = —F 0o
Tangent vectors d¢ agin correspond to the fields 5595 = qug. However, since the scalar fields

¢ have conformal weight —1, the action of the Lie derivative has an extra term relative to
its action on functions with zero conformal weight:

Led=E"Dop+ B (2.11)

(For the supertranslation vector fields £* = §n% we have Lz o = 0, ie., f = 0, whence
Ls7®=860"Dy¢.) The second term in the right side of Eq. (ZII)) ensures that 5595 is again
a scalar field with conformal weight —1. Hence the infinitesimal transformation generated
by £ is well-defined on the dense subspace D, of I'; on which L¢¢ is again in I';. Given
any constant vector field 6 on I'; and 95 € Dy, a simple calculation yields:

wal; (9, 0) = /R [(£c0) (2" Dadd) + (Ledd)(R"Dagp)] 27 + ]gﬁ[éqﬁ (i Da) €] S,
(2.12)

Therefore on the subspace Dy of Dz on which n*D,¢ vanishes on the boundary R, we
again have:

o, (Gesd) =8 [ (£c0)(La6) 5 = (o) (2.13)

As before, since Dy is also dense in Iy and the function H is continuous, it admits a unique
continuous extension to the full phase space I';. In this sense, J; is again an infinitesimal
canonical transformation generated by the Hamiltonian H¢(¢) on I';. The Hamiltonian H,
represents the flux of the BMS momentum across the portion R of .#+. Again, if £* happens
to be tangential to the boundary, the Hamiltonian vector field J; generates a 1-parameter
family of finite canonical transformations; for more general vector fields we only have the
infinitesimal canonical transformations. X

Let us summarize. I’z captures the degrees of freedom ¢ |5 in the scalar field ¢ that are
registered in the region R of .# . In the literature, QB\ s+ is often referred to as the radiation
field because it is the coefficient of the ‘1/r-part’ in the asymptotic expansion of ¢ in Bondi-
type coordinates u, r, v, . Thus I'; is the space of radiative degrees of freedom that reside



in R. The topology on I'y ensures that a sequence QASn converges to (ﬁo as n — oo if and
only if ¢, and their first derivatives D,¢, converge to ¢, and D,¢, in the L? sense. The
symplectic structure wz on I'; (obtained by restricting w on ', to the degrees of freedom
captured in I'y) is weakly non-degenerate and is continuous on I';. The action of every BMS
vector field €% on £ induces a vector field 5@ on a dense subspace of I’z that preserves
wz. This infinitesimal canonical transformation is generated by a unique Hamiltonian H;

that is continuous on the full phase space I'; and vanishes at qAb = 0. Note that the topology
on I'; is precisely such that wz and H are continuous on I';. And then the Hamiltonian H;
agrees with the flux F; of the BMS momentum across R, computed using the stress-energy
tensor on all of I's.

III. GENERAL RELATIVITY: GRAVITATIONAL FIELD AT NULL INFINITY

Let us now turn to the gravitational field in full, non-linear general relativity and consider
space-times that admit a WIH boundary. In this section we will focus on the case when the
WIH is .#" and show that the Hamiltonian methods introduced in section [Il lead to the
standard expressions for fluxes of BMS momenta across regions R of £ . In section IV]
we will show that the same procedure implies that the fluxes associated with symmetries of
black hole WIHs A vanish identically.

We begin in section with asymptotically flat space-times with a complete .#+. We
first recall from Refs. 2,19, 18, [19] how degrees of freedom can be isolated at .# " to obtain
a radiative phase-space I'},q and then restrict these degrees of freedom to finite sub-regions
R of #7 to obtain I'x. In section [IIBl we show that the BMS vector fields {* induce
infinitesimal canonical transformations, providing us with Hamiltonians H¢[R| on I; that
represent fluxes F¢[R] of the BMS momenta across R. Following Refs. [2-4], in section
we obtain the expressions of BMS charges by ‘integrating’ the fluxes. The passage
from fluxes to charges requires one to step out of the radiative phase space and use full
Einstein equations and Bianchi identities at .# that relate fields carrying ‘Coulombic’ and
‘radiative’ information at .#%. However, in contrast to other approaches to charges and
fluxes [7,12-14], the entire analysis can be carried out at .#* without the need of extending
symmetries or physical fields to the space-time interior.

A. Radiative phase spaces at .4 "

To discuss charges and fluxes associated with symmetries, we have to work with the
phase space consisting of all space-times that admit .#* as a boundary in their conformal
completion. Let us then begin with the phase space I'¢,, of all vacuum solutions (M, g.) of
Einstein’s equations that are asymptotically flat at null infinity (in the sense of Definition 2
of [6]), and work with their conformal completions (M, §gp) in which .#* is divergence-free.
Then £ is equipped with a kinematical structure that it is shared by all space-times in
T.ov: Pairs (Gup, %) where any two are conformally related via (¢, = p2Gap, 7'* = p=2n%)
with p satisfying £, = 0. The role of this kinematic structure is analogous to that played
by the Minkowski metric in section [l

As discussed in [6], the dynamical information in the gravitational field at .#/ * is encoded
in the intrinsic connection D induced by the space-time connection V. D is compatible
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with the kinematic structure —i.e., satisfies Daqbcﬁo and ﬁaﬁbéOf but varies from one
space-time to another. It captures the radiative information in the physical metric g4 that
is locally registered at .#* and is thus analogous to the radiation field ¢ of section [[Il The
phase space I';.q adapted to .# consists of these degrees of freedom.

More precisely, we have the following structure [18, [19]. The curvature of D on 7+
encodes the Bondi news N,;, and the part *K® := lim ,+ (Q~ *C%? i 7,) of the asymptotic
Weyl curvature of g,,. The five components of *K% encode the radiative modes correspond-
ing to the Newman-Penrose components V3, U5, ImWs, all of which vanish in any stationary

space-time. Because every D annihilates both g, and 7%, any 2 of our derivative operators
D and D’ on .7 are related by

(ﬁa — ﬁ;)fb =n°f Sa for arbitrary 1-forms f, on .# (3.1)

and some symmetric tensor field S that is transverse to n®, i.e., satisfies Sn®=0. This
property brings out an important fact: the action of all derlvatlve operators is the same on
‘horizontal’ 1-forms h, satisfying han® = 0. Therefore, (as discussed in [6]) D is characterized
by its action on any one 1-form {,on I+ satisfying n® ¢, = —1. This fact plays an important
role in phase space considerations.

But there is gauge freedom in D: If we change the conformal factor by Q — Q' = uQ =
(1 + Qf)Q in a neighborhood of £, then clearly Gop and 7% do not change, but D — D’
with Eab = fqu- Thus the pure—trace part’ of Zab is gauge and we are led to consider two
connection as equivalent if they differ just by this gauge freedom:

D.D e{D} iff (D,—D.)fo < (n°fe)Gas - (3.2)

Therefore, the dlfference between any two equivalence classes is characterized by the trace-
free part fab = Zab — q ch Gap, Where ¢°¢ is any inverse of §,,. Note that this transverse

traceless fab has premsely two components; they represent the two radiative modes of the
gravitational field. It is remarkable that they can be isolated locally in a simple way in spite
of the non-linearities of full general relativity; this is why the .#-framework is so well-adapted
to the study of radiation fields. Note however that for this very reason the connections { D}
have no knowledge of the Coulombic aspects of the gravitational field that are encoded, e.g.,
in ReW; that enters the expression of the Bondi-Sachs 4-momentum and ¥{ that enters the
expression of the angular momentum charge. In terms of the discussion of section [l of [6],
the degrees of freedom captured by {D} are ‘freely specifiable’ fields on 3-dimensional .#+.
The Coulombic information can be specified on a 2-sphere (say in the distant past), and is
then determined everywhere on ¢ by the radiative modes. It does not have ‘dynamical
content’ that freely specifiable fields have; it constitutes the ‘corner data’.

The phase space that captures the degrees of freedom in g, that are relevant to %%
is thus the space I';,q of connections {D} at T (subject to appropriate regularity condi-
tions specified in [2]). Therefore it has the structure of an affine space. For intermediate
calculations, it is convenient to endow it a vector space-structure by choosing an origin.
Fortunately, there is a natural class of connections that can serve as origins: {9} that have
trivial curvature, i.e., for which *K® = 0 (which implies that N, also vanishes [20]). These
points {@} € TI',.q are referred to as ‘classical vacua’. Each classical vacuum {@} is left
invariant by the translation subgroup 7 of the BMS group B, and the quotient S/7 of
the supertranslation group by its translation subgroup acts freely and transitively on the
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space of classical vacua; thus there as ‘as many’ classical vacua D as there are supertrans-
lations modulo translations. Let us fix a {9} and choose it as the origin in I';.q. Then,
the difference between an arbitrary element {D} and {®} is completely characterized by a
transverse, traceless, symmetric tensor field 4, [18]:

Yab = ({D}a — {D}a)ly = TF(D, — D)l - (3.3)
Here TF stands for “trace-free part of”, D is any element of {D} and © of {D}, and, as
before, ¢}, is any 1-form on % satisfying 7%/, = —1. The fields 4, serve as convenient

‘coordinates’ in the infinite dimensional affine space I'i.q. We will refer to 4, as relative
shear because it represents the difference between (generalized) shears assigned to ‘, by the
phase space variable {D} and the vacuum {®}. (‘Generalized’ shears because ¢, does not
have to be orthogonal to a cross-section). Note that the relative shear is independent of
the choice of the 1-form ¢, on £+ satisfying 7%, = —1. It is easy to verify that Yap has
conformal weight 1 —i.e., under go, — £*Gap We have 4 — (19,5~ Which will ensure that the
final results are conformally invariant. Our results will be insensitive to the choice of {D}
that serves as the ‘origin’. Finally, one can easily show that the relative shear is a natural
potential for the News tensor defined by {D} [2, [18]:

Nab - 2'67%'3/(11)- (34)

The dependence to the ‘origin’ {D} in the definition of 44, drops out when we take its £,

Remarks:

1. There is a useful analogy with Minkowski space, which is also an affine space: choice
of {D} is the analog of the choice of an origin in Minkowski space that is generally made to
introduce Cartesian coordinates x%, and 4,, are the analogs of these Cartesian coordinates.
Under the change of the origin, the Cartesian coordinates x in Minkowski space undergo a
constant shift % — 2’* = 2 4+ ¢2. Similarly, under ® — ®’, the coordinate 9., undergoes a
constant shift, 4, — Jap+ €2, The tensor field ¢, on #* has the form ¢, = TF (Daf)b%—i—

$ pap) where § denotes the supertranslation relating the two vacua {®} and {D'}, and pq is
the Geroch tensor field constructed from the kinematical structure |1]. ¢, satisfies £,,¢2, = 0;
it has no dynamical content. It vanishes if and only of §n* is a translation.

2. Although the relative shear 7, is symmetric and trace-free, conceptually it is quite
different from the more familiar shear &, of cross-sections of .# . The former does not refer
to any cross-section but requires a choice of classical vacuum {’D} while the latter does not
refer to any vacuum {@} but requires a choice of cross section. Choosing an l, orthogonal
to a cross-section, one can relate the two using the identity

Doly = 4.2 4" Dely — Loy = 6oy + %ééab — lo, (3.5)

where ¢,° is projector on the tangent space of the chosen cross-section, 7, := Lj ?, and 6

is the expansion of {,. Then the difference ({D,} — {’D 10, defining Ay corresponds to
subtracting from 64, shear w.r.t. a vacuum connection {@}

3. Definition of the relative shear brings out the fact that I',,q can be regarded as a

(trivial) fibre bundle in which the base space is spanned by ‘non-dynamical’ classical vacua

{®} and the fibers are coordinatized by the curvature *K® of {D}. Given a conformal
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completion, a change {®,} — {®'} in the choice of the ‘origin’ can be regarded as a
‘Goldstone mode’, a la [21]. A, is also related to the ‘covariant shear’ of [22].

The symplectic structure w on I's, [7, 110, [11] induces a natural w_, on I'yq [9]. Given
any point {D} € T',q, tangent vectors § at {D} are represented by fields 69,, on #* that
are by definition symmetric, transverse and trace-free. The action of w_, is given by [2, 9]

1

w LY el

(51, 52) [(51 %b) (Lﬁ P ’Ach) (52 ’Yab)(ﬁ 01 ’ch) 7" Abd s (3-6)

rad |{D}

where ¢% is any inverse of §,. Because d94, 2%, % and the volume element d®#* have
conformal weights 1, —1, —2 and 3 respectively, it follows that the integral on the right side
is conformally invariant. It is also invariant under the change of origin in the affine space
I';aq because each tangent vector d7,, is itself invariant under this displacement.

We can now introduce the phase space I'; associated with open regions R in .#*, bounded
by two 2-sphere cross-sections. As before, one begins by restricting the phase space variable
{D} to R and introducing a suitable norm on it to specify topology:

2 ~a Ac mn A~ 1 ~
||7||72”2 = / “n Da7bc| +4q P4°q Da’chDb’ydn+Z_2|’yab|2:| d3f+ (37)

where the conventions are the same as in Eq. (2I0). Again, we will only use the topology
induced on I'; by this norm, and the topology is insensitive to the choices of auxiliary
structures used Eq. (B.7). The symplectic structure wx on Iy is obtained by restricting the
integral on the right side of (B.6]) to R. It is again weakly non-degenerate and continuous
on I's.

Note that there are two interesting contrasts with the phase space I'c,,. First, while I'¢,,
is a genuinely non-linear space, I';,q and I'; have a natural affine space structure. Second,
while w on I',, has degenerate directions that correspond to pure-gauge linearized fields —it
is only a pre-symplectic structure- w_, and wy are both non-degenerate; there is no gauge
freedom because {f?} contains only the two physical, radiative degrees of freedom of full
general relativity. These key simplifications will be exploited in out approach to obtaining
fluxes and charges.

B. BMS Fluxes

Next, let us consider the action of the BMS vector fields £€* on elements {D} of L.
For simplicity of presentation let us first consider the BMS symmetries which preserve the
given conformal frame, i.e., satisfy L¢g, =0 and Len* =0 (these are linear combinations of
supertranslations and rotational Killing fields of ), and discuss general BMS symmetries
(i.e., those that also contain a boost) at the end.

The vector d¢ at a point {D} of T'y,q represents the infinitesimal change in that {D}
under the dlffeomorphlsm generated by £%. Recall that {D} is completely determined by
its action {D,¢,} on a 1-form ¢, satisfying f,n® = —1. Therefore, the change §¢{D} in {D}

is faithfully encoded in TF(EgDa Daﬁg)ﬁ . Under this infinitesimal motion on I',,q, the
coordinate labels 4, shift by

0c¥ap = TF(LeDy — DoLe)ly, (3.8)
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providing us the ‘components’ of the vector field d; at the point {D} € Tq.  (Since
(ESD - D Eg)ﬁb is automatically symmetric and transverse to n“, the operation of re-
moving trace is well-defined.) Note that the origin D is kept fixed since it not the dynamical
variable: we are computing the ‘components’ of ¢ in fixed ‘coordinates’ 44, on I'yaq.

Next, we note that

~ ~

LeAay = TF Le[(Dg — Da)ly) = TF [(LeDg — DoLe)ly — (LeDo — DaLe)ly)
= 0cHap — TF (LD — DuLe) by . (3.9)

In the first step we have set Do (Lely) = D (Eg&,) using the fact that all derivative operators
have the same action on Lel, because 1%(Lel,) = 0. We conclude that §eyq, # LeYav- B
Next, the action of the BMS group maps a connection D to another connection D’ and
the curvature *K of D is therefore sent to that of D’. Since vacuum connections are
characterized by vanishing of b = 0, it follows that D is mapped to another vacuum
connection ®’. (In terms of the analogy discussed in Remark 1 at the end of section [TT'Al this
is the analog of a constant shift of origin in Minkowski space-time.) Since all vacua are related
by a BMS supertranslation §n® it follows that TF (Eg@a — @aﬁg)fb TF (@ D5+ L spab)
for some § satisfying £;5 = 0. Next, because 9,5 is a horizontal 1- form, L; (@ai)bs) =
@a(ﬁﬁ@bﬁ) = 0 and, by its definition, the Geroch tensor satisfies L;p. = 0. Therefore
Eﬁ((ﬁg@a — @aﬁg)@b) = 0. Hence, although 0¢9a # LeYap, we do have

L (0eYab — Leap) = 0. (3.10)
We also have that for any vector field § on I'y
5 (0 — L)) = 0. (3.11)

because @a@b§+ % 5pap does not depend on the dynamical variable D on Iz. (More precisely,
the Lie-derivative of functions fR f®(6¢ — L¢)Yap along any vector field § on Ty vanishes for

all (field independent) test fields £ on 7%) These properties will be useful below.

To determine if the infinitesimal motion 0¢94, on I'; is Hamiltonian, we need to evaluate
wx (0, 0) and check if there exists a function He on I’z such that wg(d¢,d) = 0H, for all
vector fields 0. As in section [[I, to carry out this check it suffices to let 4 be an arbitrary
constant vector field d, on the affine space I'; because constant vector fields span the tangent
space at every point of I's. A vector field d, on I’z is said to be constant if:

(i) It shifts every phase space point {D} by the same amount: d,({D}.0,) = 4%, a fixed
tensor field 45, on 7%; or, equivalently,

(ii) The action of d, on the phase space ‘coordinates’ is given by doY. = 75, so that the
infinitesimal constant shift is 4., — Ya + €75, for all g.

Here the tensor field 42, on I's is subject only to the condition that the norm ||75,|| given
by [B.7) is finite.

With these preliminaries out of the way, let us return to the question of whether the
vector field J¢ is Hamiltonian. As in the case of a scalar field ¢ of section [[I], the vector field

3 Such mismatches are sometimes referred to as ‘anomalies’ in the literature; see e.g. [23-26]. The inequality
0¢Yab # LeYap simply encodes the fact that 44 is a functional of both dynamical and background fields
and d¢ acts only on dynamical fields while L¢ acts on all fields.
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d¢ is well defined on the dense subspace Dy of Ty on which §¢9, = TF (ng?a — ﬁaﬁg)@b
has a finite norm (B.7), and at any point {D} in Dy we have:

| 5 (557 55’7ab 7 5O;ﬁd>> - (50&ab)(£ (£§70d))] aCAbd d3j+ (3'12>
i} 8 G

where we have used (BjIII) in the second term on the right side. Next we use the property
Len® = 0 of the BMS vector field £€* under consideration and integrate this term by parts
to obtain

wal gy (G8) = o o = [ (66325 (6.300) + (e (6.5 (L)) 73 22

- 2 ~ac sbd 2 G
87TG o3 [(507ab)(£n70d) qeen ] d“Sp . (3.13)

As in section [[Il the surface term vanishes if £ happens to be tangential to OR. If not, as
before we further restrict Dx to the dense subspace D% of I'x on which L;5eq Vanlshes on
OR (i.e., the news tensor Ny, vanishes there; see Eq. (34)). On this D} only the volume
term on the right hand side of (B13) survives.

Next we note two properties of constant vector fields d,. Using the fact that the action of
d, on phase space coordinates 7., commutes with the action of Lie derivatives w.r.t. vector
fields that do not depend on phase space variables, we have
(1) »Cﬁ(éo &cd) = 5o(£ﬁ§/cd); and,
(i1) Le(0o Yap) = 0o (LeYap) = o (0¢Fap), Where in the last step we have used ([B.I1)). Therefore
on the dense subspace D% the right side of (.13 can be rewritten as

|{D} (6§’5 ) = 8 G/ 557&6 nfycd)) + (50(5§§/ab>>(£nf)/cd)] AaCAbd d3j+

_ 87TG 5. / (0e4) (Laea) G d357+ (3.14)

Therefore we conclude that on the dense subspace D;é of Iz, the Hamiltonian H, is given
by

5 1 2 2 ~ac 4
He({D}) = 3G /ﬁ(%%b)(ﬁﬁ%d)q ¢t Pt (3.15)

where we have eliminated the freedom to add a constant by requiring that H, should vanish
on any classical vacuum. (Recall that L£;9.q = 2N, vanishes if {lA?} is a classical vacuum.)

By inspection, the expression of the function H on the dense space D% is continuous
and therefore it admits a continuous extension to all of I's. This is the Hamiltonian that
generates the infinitesimal canonical transformation d¢. As in section [II the Hamiltonian
is defined on the full phase space I'; but the Hamiltonian vector field it generates is defined
only on a dense subspace. This is a common occurrence on infinite dimensional phase
spaces. Also, as in section [II, if £* is tangential to the boundary OR, the 1-parameter
family of diffeomorphisms generated by £* on R induces a 1-parameter family of canonical
transformations on full I';. If not, we only have an infinitesimal canonical transformation
¢, again a common occurrence in infinite dimensions.

Finally, using the expression (B.8) of d¢94, and the relation (3.4) between 74 and the
News tensor N, of {f?}, we can rewrite the Hamiltonian directly in terms of the phase space



15

variable {lA)}, without reference to the phase-space coordinate 4,,. We have:
- 1 a3 B 7)1 XT saca
He({D}) = / [(LeDy — DoLe)ly) Nea §*¢" 4*77 (3.16)
167G Jp

where we could drop the qualifier TF in front of the term in the square bracket because the
News tensor is already trace-free. Note that the term (LD, —D,L¢){}, is precisely the action
on {, of the infinitesimal change in D under the action of the diffeomorphism generated by
the BMS vector field £°.

So far we restricted ourselves to BMS vector fields £* that preserve the conformal frame
(Gap, 7). These include supertranslations £ = sn®. For these vector fields, the expression
of the Hamiltonian can be simplified and one has |2]

1

Hy({D}) = 39l

/ (6 Noy + 2D, Dy + 5 o] Nog §7G" 429 (3.17)
R

The term quadratic in their news tensor is often called the ‘hard contribution’ to the super-
momentum flux, and the term linear in news, the ‘soft contribution’. For BMS translations
tn?, the coefficient t satisfies TF (QDQDbH—t ﬁab) = 0, whence the ‘soft contribution’ vanishes

and the flux of the Bondi-Sachs 4-momentum across R is given by:

H({D}) =

1 A
t N,y Nog g d3rt 3.18
o [ N (3.18)

Finally, let us consider a general BMS vector field £%, L¢Gap = 20 §up and Len® = —F 0.
Recall that 4, has conformal weight 1 and, as we noted above, if § = 0, then ;9. =
TF(ESZA?G — Daﬁg)@b again has conformal weight 1. If 5 # 0, then TF(Egﬁa — ﬁaﬁg)@b
no longer has conformal weight 1 because the diffeomorphism generated by £* changes the
conformal frame. Therefore, as in the case of the scalar field ¢ of section [II Bl, the expression
of ¢ acquires an extra term:

55;)/0,6 =TF [(ﬁgba - ﬁaﬁg)gb + 2€(aﬁb)ﬁ] . (319)

The extra term ensures that d¢9, is again of conformal weight 1 (and symmetric, transverse
and traceless), and therefore qualifies as a tangent vector to I‘QH With this expression of ¢
at hand, one can repeat, step by step, the above procedure to arrive at Hamiltonians H,, for
general BMS vector fields £*. However, now the intermediate expressions are much longer
because the diffeomorphisms generated by £* change the conformal frame. In particular,
several terms that vanished for BMS vector fields whose action preserves the conformal frame
no longer do. For example, now (D, —®,) L¢l, # 0 because L¢{, is no longer a horizontal
1-form (i.e., R’ Egéb = L¢3 # 0). However, the final expression of the Hamiltonian H is
rather simple and transparent:

1 A A A A A .
/ [(LeDy — DoLe)ly + 2o Dy B] Neg %6 &> (3.20)

H({D) = 155 /.

4 Thus, the situation is completely analogous to that we encountered in section [IBl The additional term
can again be systematically arrived at by examining the transformation property of the phase space
variable under conformal rescalings. On I'y now under consideration, under a (finite) conformal rescaling
Gab = iy = 1*Gap and 2" — @/ * = p~ "2 we have {D} fy = {Da}fo — 267 (Diapt) fo)-
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As before, we made three choices to obtain this expression of He({D}): a conformal frame
(Gab, n%), a 1-form ?, satisfying (,7% = —1, and an inverse metric ¢**. One can directly check
that the integral on the right side of (3.20) is independent of all these choices. As usual
there is freedom to add a constant to He and, as in section [IIBl we have eliminated it by

asking that H, should vanish at vacuum configuration {’}5} € I'x. Motivated by our findings

for the scalar ﬁelda) in section [[IL D], we are led to interpret He as the flux FS[R] across R
of the component of the BMS momentum defined by £°.

Remarks:

1. In the literature, the expression of the Hamiltonian H is often written using shear o,
(in place of the derivative operator lA)) and equating Nab with 2 TF L;64,, where TF stands
for ‘trace-free part of’, trace being taken using the intrinsic 2-metric on cross-sections. This
equality does not hold without further qualifications since Ny, is defined intrinsically on .#*
[1], while 6, generally refers to a foliation. Given a foliation to which ¢, is orthogonal,
the relation between 6, and N, can be derived starting from (B.5]) and properties of the
Schouten tensor of g,,. We have:

Nap = 2L3Aay = TF[2L36 0 — 2(D(a + Fa) 7o) — 200 L Ty — Pas)- (3.21)

This general expression can be simplified by making special choices of the conformal frame
(Gap, n*) on T and the 1-form ‘, satlsfylng n*l, = —1. In particular, if g, is chosen to be
a unit, round 2-sphere metric, and € is chosen so that £; &, 0, then 7, = 0 and pup = Gup,
then we would have N, = 2£naab. In a general conformal frame (¢, = wW?Gup, 7'* = w™'0%)
we would also obtain Nab = 2L;04, provided we restrict @ to be tied to the @a used in the
Bondi frame via gf; = wl,. However, these simplifications do not occur for generic choices.
For example, if in a non-Bondi frame ¢/,, one were to choose f; satisfying 7/, = 0, we would
have N,, = TF [2£;67, — pl,) and pl, would not be pure trace.

2. The fluxes associated with every BMS vector field {* vanish identically on any region
R if the Bondi news N, vanishes there; the 2-spheres bounding R are not tied to any specific
(e.g., Bondi-type) foliation. While thls is clearly a desired physical property, it is not shared
by all flux expressions available in the literature. In particular, the flux resulting from
‘linkages’” does not have this property [13, 27]. (Note also that if, contrary to Eq.([33]), one
were to set 0¢Yap = LeYqp —as was done in some of the early work— then the supermomentum
flux would not have the soft term.) Finally, there is some recent discussion on whether there
can be radiation of angular momentum without radiation of energy in the context of the
post-Minkowskian approximation [28-31]. It follows immediately from Eqs (8.18]) and (3.20)
that in our framework the answer to this question is in the negative for full nonlinear general
relativity. Furthermore, as we will see in section [ITC] the angular momentum charge that
descends from this flux is the only one among current candidates that has all the physically
viable properties. R

3. In this section we focused on finite sub-regions R bounded by two 2-sphere cross
sections of .#*. To incorporate full .#*, one has to impose suitable boundary conditions
on the connections {D} in the far future and past (i.e., as we move to i* and i° along
1), A natural strategy is to consider C fields and incorporate the appropriate fall-off
conditions by endowing the phase space I'y,q with the topology of a Fréchet space [2]. Then,
the infinitesimal canonical transformations d¢ can be defined on the full phase space since
the space of C™ fields on . is preserved by the operation of taking Lie derivatives. Also,
the finite canonical transformations generated by the BMS vector fields are also well-defined
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on entire I';,q. We could avoid the use of rather complicated Fréchet spaces because fall-off
conditions are not needed on finite regions R. Reciprocally, since the surface terms that
result from integration by parts do not vanish for finite regions (since there are no fall-off
conditions at the boundary of 7%), results would not have been stronger had we used Fréchet
spaces.

C. BMS Charges

In non-gravitational field theories on given space-times —such as the scalar field theory
of section [II- one only has 3-dimensional flux integrals, Fg, associated with Killing and
BMS symmetries £*. For the gravitational field, on the other hand, one can also define
charges Q¢ that are 2-sphere integrals. Now, in section [IIBl we obtained expressions of
fluxes using phase spaces I'; of radiative degrees of freedom of the gravitational field. The
radiative modes can be encoded in connections { D} defined intrinsically on the 3-manifold
J T equipped with pairs (up, 1), without reference to 4-dimensional space-times. To discuss
associated charges, on the other hand, we need to return to conformal completions (M s Gab)
of asymptotically flat space-times (M, g4) and use fields that capture the Coulombic infor-
mation that is not registered in I's.

We will assume that the completions are smooth (say C*) so that the asymptotic Weyl
curvature Kabcd = Q_lé'abcd is C'' and we can use the Bianchi identities it satisﬁesﬁ Given
Einstein’s equations, these identities link the radiative degrees of freedom, used so far, with
the Coulombic degrees that enter the expression of charges. Thus, to discuss charges, we
need to widen our arena by switching from .# as an abstract 3-manifold, to boundaries .+
of asymptotically flat space-times. The Hamiltonians H¢({D}) on I’z will now be regarded
as providing fluxes across finite regions R of these boundaries.

In this framework, charges arise as follows. Recall from section [IIBl that the fluxes
F¢[R] across regions R of #* arise as Hamiltonians H, and since the expression (Bﬂ) of

H¢ holds for any open region R, for each BMS vector field €% we have a 3-form ]-"mnp on
T, representing the local flux of the £-component of the BMS momentum:

7 1 2 2 ) ) T \7 ~acsbd ~
fT(ffT)LP = 167G ((‘CﬁDa - Daﬁﬁ)gb + 2€(an)ﬁ) chq qbd Emnp
1
= 22
167 G (6§7ab) cd q q Emnp (3 )
so that the total flux across any region R is given by
He[R] = / F&  dsmm, (3.23)

(Here €,y is the volume 3-form on £ in the conformal frame (gu, 7*) [1].) Note that
although .1 is now a boundary in (M, g,), all fields on the right side of ([3.22) are 3-
dimensional, defined intrinsically on it, using the kinematical pairs (s, n*), and D that

5 This requirement can be weakened so that ‘peeling’ holds only for the Newman-Penrose Weyl components
Ug, ¥§ and U$ and for the 1Y7 ,,, part of ¥S. Bieri |32] has shown that this weaker peeling holds for a
large class of initial data for vacuum solutions that are more general than those considered in 33, 134] in
that the mass aspect is now allowed to be ‘anisotropic’. The BMS charges discussed in this subsection

are well-defined under this weaker peeling.
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carries radiative information. The question is whether this flux 3-form is exact. That is,
given any region R bounded by two cross-sections S; and Sy of £, can one write the flux

across R as a difference
F[R] = ( 7{ _ ]{ )fob) dgeb (3.24)
S S

between charges associated with S; and Sy, using a charge aspect Q((fb)? This question has
been answered in the affirmative [2,4]. However, as explained above, these charge 2-forms
involve ‘Coulombic fields” while the flux 3-forms involve only radiative degrees of freedom.
To see this interplay between the radiative and Coulombic fields, let us begin with su-
pertranslations {* = §n®. Consider solutions gq € I'cov and corresponding (divergence-free)
conformal metrics g,5. The metric g4, carries both the radiative and Coulombic information
and the two are intertwined via Einstein’s equations. Using them (and differential geometric

identities) one can systematically ‘integrate’ the flux 3-form ]:",Sf,)zp step by step and display
it as the exterior derivative of a locally defined 2-form Qi";’) on £ [2]:

FO oy = (99,0, Where (3.25)
; 1 DU U
Qf) =~ 3G [5 Kl + (§Dyle + 0,Dc8) Nae §° ¢1* 2| €qny (3.26)
P T
and K% = Q7! Kop 5, is the ‘electric part’ of the asymptotic Weyl curvature. The

component K aby 0, that contributes to the integral is denoted by Re¥$ in the Newman-
Penrose framework. It is ‘Coulombic’; the connections {D} € Tz have no knowledge of it.
This is why the ‘integration procedure’ requires access to full g, and its derivatives at &,
and not just D and its curvature.

Since F®) = dQ®, the desired balance law (3.24)) is satisfied for supertranslations. The
2-sphere charge integral

Qs[S] = fé Q) qgmr (3.27)

P

is the component of the supermomentum charge corresponding to £ = sn®. It is conformally
invariant, and does not depend on the choice of the inverse metric G°*. Two features of the
charge aspect are noteworthy. First, although ¢, appears in the expression of QS‘Q, as in

~

[B:22) it can be any 1-form satisfying n*l, = —1; it is not tied to the cross-section on which
the charge integral is evaluated. The charge Q;[5] is independent of the choice of {,. Thus,
for any choice of l, satisfying nl, = —1, in) is a local 2-form on #*. Second, while
in) contains ‘Coulombic information’ through K “béaéb, this information disappears once
we take the exterior derivative of pr); the resulting flux 3-form contains purely radiative
information!

Next, let us address the question of uniqueness of the supermomentum charge (Q;[S]. By
inspection, the charge aspect Qfg of (3.20)) satisfies the following viability criteria:
(i) it is a 2-form whose exterior derivative is the flux 3-form;

(i) it is locally constructed from fields at £, is linear in §, and has zero conformal weight;
(iii) in Minkowski space, it leads to zero supermomenta on any cross-section S of & %.

Is there another candidate fob)Athat also satisfies them? Suppose there is. Then the
difference (AQ)qy® = Q(({? - fob) also satisfies (ii) and (iii), and (i) implies that it is a
closed 2-form on #* of every asymptotically flat solution. In particular, then, in any
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given space-time, the value of the difference between two charges, AQ; := fs AQE{?dS“b,
does not depend on the cross-section S. Let us introduce a foliation of #* by u = const

cuts. Since any 2-form can be expanded in a coordinate basis, we can expand (AQ)l(fb) as
(AQ) o = 5(f1€a + f2 v[aﬁb]u) for some 1-form v,. Let us evaluate the charge on a u=1wu,
2-sphere S,. Since the pull-back of Dyu to S, vanishes, we have AQ; = fso § f1€q Where, by

condition (ii), fi is a locally defined field at S,. Since (AQ)S) is time independent for all
supertranslations §, it follows that L£; f1 = 0 for all space-times in I',,. Therefore f; cannot
depend on local dynamical variables; it must be constructed from the universally available
kinematical fields. It follows that the value of AQ; is the same for all space-times under con-
sideration, including Minkowski space-time. Finally, condition (iii) implies that this value
is zero in Minkowski space-time, hence AQ; = 0. We conclude that the supermomentum
charges defined by Q(fp) are the same as those defined by our QSIQ

Let us now consider a general BMS vector field £*. The charge aspect Q%g) can also be
obtained by ‘integrating’ the flux Fy [7?,] [4] but, as we discuss below, there is a conceptual
difference. Let us fix a cross-section S of #. Then any BMS vector field £* can be
decomposed as £* = 51 4+ (%, where 5n® is a supertranslation and (* is tangential to S,
and is thus a generator of a Lorentz transformation. (Note that this split refers to a single
cross-section, not to a foliation of .#*.) Since we already have the expression of the charge
aspect for supertranslations, let us focus on (®. It turns out that, in contrast to fog, the
definition of QSED) requires us to tie the choice of the 1-form @a to the surface S on which
the charge is to be computed. Given a cross-section S, let us choose ?, to be the normal
to that cross-section satisfying n¢, = —1 as before. Then, the shear of S is given by
Gap = TF GaGp? Dy, where ¢, is the projection operator on the 2-sphere S. Finally, let
us introduce the 1-form Ky = K%, 0, iyl using the asymptotic Weyl tensor. These fields
are used to define the charge aspect satisfying the balance law (3.:24) |3, l4]:

A

Q¢S] = 87TG %( /C + 62D 6% + 2D o(G0c6%) | Epp dSTP

o ]{ Q) asm (3.28)

where indices are raised and lowered using the intrinsic metric on S and 2D is the 2-sphere
derivative operator compatible with this metric. Combining Eqgs. ([8.26]) and (8.28)), we now
have the expression of the charge Q¢[S] associated with a general BMS vector field £ at any
2-sphere cross-section S of £,

QelS] = Qs[S] + Qc[5] (3.29)

which satisfies the balance law (5.24)) with the flux given by (3.22]) and (3.23)). Note, however,
that, in contrast to the supermomentum charge aspect ij?, the angular momentum charge

aspect in) cannot be specified once and for all, but only once the cross section has been
specified. Therefore verification of the balance law (3.24)) is a bit more involved (see Remark
1 below).

Remarks:

1. The expression of the supermomentum charge aspect ([3.20) was first postulated by
Geroch in [1], motivated by its properties. Subsequently, fluxes ([B20) for all BMS vector
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fields were derived using the phase space of radiative modes and the supermomentum charge
was obtained by a step by step integration of the flux expression in [2]. The angular momen-
tum charge was first was postulated by Dray and Streubel in [3]) using considerations from
Twistor theory. Dray [3] then showed that it arises from the flux expression (8.20)) (that was
already available in the literature [2]) using the following procedure. The boundary cross-
sections S7 and S5 bounding any R are related by a supertranslation. The generator of this
supertranslation was used to foliate the given R. The charge aspect Q%} was introduced on
R using the normal /, to the leaves of this foliation, and the balance law (3:24]) was verified
using the Newman-Penrose formalism. More recent treatments [26, 135-38] also introduce
a foliation and the associated null normal /,, but do not require the extra structure of the
Newman-Penrose formalism.

We presented a self-contained summary of these results that is conceptually more com-
plete in that it brings out the distinction between fluxes and charges, as well as the subtle
difference between the nature of charge 2-forms for supermomenta versus angular momenta.
Fluxes require only radiative degrees of freedom that are encoded intrinsically in R. For
them, the 4-metric and the full field equations are excess baggage. Charges on the other
hand refer to Coulombic aspects that are intertwined with the radiative aspects through
field equations; one needs to step out of I'x and use information from full I'.,,. Similarly,
while the supermomentum charge aspect can be specified once and for all on all of #,
the angular momentum charge aspect is tied to the cross-sections under consideration. This
difference has not been emphasized in the literature. Finally, we also took this opportunity
to correct minor errors in some of the older literature.

2. All contemporary literature uses the expression (3.26)) of supermomentum. For angular
momentum, on the other hand, alternate candidates have also been proposed. Proposals in
which the charges constitute BMS momentum —i.e. is linear in the BMS generators £%, as in
(B29)— are summarized in [39, 40]. The alternate expressions have two types of drawbacks.
First, in general axisymmetric space-times with non-vanishing Nab, they lead to non-zero
angular momentum fluxes around the symmetry axis. Second, they do not admit a local
flux, whence their angular momentum charge does not change continuously with continuous
deformations of the cross-section S [41]. There is also a more recent candidate angular
momentum charge that stemmed from a well-developed ‘quasi-local charges’ framework [42].
However, this strategy does not provide a linear map from all BMS generators to reals.
Rather, on any given cross-section S of .#*, the procedure selects a rotation subgroup of
the BMS group using physical fields at that cross-section and associates angular momentum
charges with them. But in axisymmetric space-times, this procedure generically excludes
the rotations generated by the ezact Killing field from its rotation subgroup, whence these
angular momentum charges do not include the generally accepted notion physical angular
momentum. Among expressions of fluxes and charges available in the literature, ([3.29) is
the only one that is free from all these limitations.

3. Finally, note that in the passage from fluxes to charges, we used the fact that I,
is ‘sufficiently rich’. For example, if we had restricted ourselves to its ‘non-radiative’ sector

I . consisting only of solutions gy, € Teoy for which K9 vanishes on & *, all flux 3-forms

]:}(,f%p would have vanished although, as is clear from their expressions ([3.26) and (3.25),

6 Any definition of angular momentum that is free of supertranslation ambiguity cannot be a linear map
from all BMS generators to the reals. It is sometimes argued that such a definition of angular momentum
is needed in order to obtain the standard transformation law of special relativity for a boosted stationary
solution. This expectation is incorrect: Our BMS charge (B:29) does have the correct transformation
property. Indeed, if the boost is implemented in a (coordinate) invariant manner ([3:29) has this property

in any stationary space-time [43].
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charges do not vanish on I', . If we had restricted ourselves to I'.  from the start, our

procedure would have yielded the correct —namely zero— fluxes. However, the uniqueness
argument for charges, given above, would not have sufficed because, while the only fields
at # T that are time independent on the full phase space I'.,, are kinematical, there are
physical fields (such as ReW$) that are time-independent on entire I, . They provide non-
trivial candidate charges on I',  that are compatible with zero fluxes. More physical inputs
would have been necessary to arrive the correct charge expressions. While this is a rather
trivial observation, it is of direct relevance to our discussion of charges on A in the next

section since all fields on A are non-radiative.

IV. BLACK HOLE (AND COSMOLOGICAL) HORIZONS A

Structure of black hole and cosmological horizons A was discussed in detail in the com-
panion paper [6]. We will now apply the Hamiltonian framework introduced in section [l to
these horizons A, drawing heavily on [6].

Since these horizons A are null 3-manifolds in physical space-times, no conformal com-
pletion is involved. In this case, I'c,, consists of solutions g, to Einstein’s equations that
admit a WIH A as internal boundary. The detailed construction of this I'.,, spelled out
in [44], can be abbreviated as follows. Let M be a 4-manifold with an internal boundary A
with topology S? x R. Equip A with the universal structure of a WIH: a 3-parameter family
of pairs of fields (G, [¢]), where g is a unit, round, 2-sphere metric, and [¢?] is an equiva-
lence class of vector fields (along the R direction, where {2~ ¢l for any positive constant
¢), such that any two pairs are related by (¢, ['*]) = (62¢u, [&0%)). (& is constrained to
ensure that ¢, and ¢/, are both unit round metrics; see Eq. (3.2) of [6].) These fields will
provide the kinematical structure on A. The phase space I'.,, now consist of solutions gg,
on M in which: []

(i) A is a WIH and, given an ¢* from the canonical equivalence class [¢*] induced by g
on A, the 1-form ¢, := gu¢® is the same for all g, € T'oy; and,

(ii) The metric g, and the canonical null normal [¢¢] induced on A by any gu € Loy are
conformally related to any given pair (gup, [¢(%]) in the kinematical structure: qm,, =
¥ 2Gqp and [0°] = [1€°], for some positive function ¢ satisfying £;¢ = 0.

Our next task is to extract from I',, the phase space 'y tailored to degrees of freedom
that reside on A. Recall that the metric g, induces on A a triplet of fields, g, [¢%], and
D, that constitute the WIH geometry (see section II.A of [6]). As at £, they capture
the information in g, that resides on A. Recall that at #* the fields (gu, n*) are part
of the kinematical structure, and D carries the physical information that varies from one
space-time to another. By contrast, since A is a sub-manifold of the physical space-time,
rather than of a conformal completion thereof, now there is physical information in g, as
well; the kinematical structure is confined to the fields (qap, [€%]). As at £, it is convenient
to isolate the freely specifiable data on A by fixing fiducial fields. Let us fix a kinematical
pair (Gup, £*). Then the fields (qu, %) induced by the physical metric g, are completely

" The second condition in (i) can always be imposed by a gauge transformation on gu,, i.e., using a

diffeomorphism on M that is identity on A [14]. It simplifies the subsequent analysis [44].
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determined by the positive function w As discussed in section IT of [6], D is completely
determined by the 1-form w, and a symmetric tensor field ¢, that is transverse to /e, B
Thus, a point of I'x can be conveniently labeled by the triplet (v, w,, ¢qp) of fields on A that
are all Lie-dragged by (e and, in addition, w, and ¢, are transverse to /e Thus, I'x admits
a single global chart. While ', is a highly non-linear space, the phase space I'x of degrees
of freedom that reside on A is essentially linear, just as I';,q is at Z 7.

However, as noted in section [T of [6], in striking contrast to fields .5 labelling points { D}
of I',.q, the triplet of fields ('Ji,(j)a, ¢ap) labeling points of I'n are non-dynamical: they are
‘time independent’ and therefore carry 2-dimensional —rather than 3-dimensional- degrees
of freedom. Mathematically they constitute the ‘corner data’ and physically they carry
‘Coulombic’ rather than ‘radiative’ information. This fact has a key consequence on the
phase space structure. Recall that the symplectic current J,,,, of Iy is evaluated at any
gap and depends linearly on two tangent vectors hgp, h., at this gep. As usual, the symplectic
current on I'a is obtained by pulling back J,,,p of I'coy to the 3-manifold A. Let us restrict
ourselves to g, € I'a and to tangent vectors that preserve the properties that these g, have
to satisfy. Then, one finds that the pull-back of Jnnplr, to A vanishes identically [5, [14]!
This is in striking contrast to the situation at .#* but just what one would physically
expect, given that T'a does not have any fields that carry 3-dimensional (radiative) degrees
of freedom.

Finally, as at ™, we can introduce candidate phase spaces I'gja] associated with regions

R of A. They are obtained by restricting the triplet (¢, w,,¢wp) to R. Obviously, the
restriction Jmnp|rR[A] of the symplectic current vanishes identically. It then immediately

follows that fluxes F¢ associated with all symmetry vector fields {* also vanish. Therefore,
it is no longer necessary to take the additional step of equipping I'n with a topology. To
summarize, the strategy of using the Hamiltonian framework associated with finite regions
R of A again yields the flux 3-forms F,Sf%p, but they all vanish. This is exactly what one
would expect from physical properties of A.

Our next task is to find expressions of charges. At T we could just begin with the
flux 3-forms fﬁ%p and use field equations and Bianchi identities to express them as exterior

derivatives of the charge aspects Q,(f;,?. As remarked at the end of section [ILC], this is possible

at # T because the phase space was sufficiently rich; had we restricted ourselves to the non-

/

radiative subspace I'., = of I'.,, from the beginning, f"r(rf%p would have been identically zero

and a priori there would be many distinct candidates for the charge aspect Q%,). As in any
other approach, one would have needed additional inputs to find the physically appropriate
charges.

At A we face the same situation. Our task is to find Qﬁi} that depend locally on fields
induced on A by g, and are closed for all g € T'eov (so that all fluxes vanish, as desired).

It is clear that the fields that enter the expression of ngp) have to be time-independent on
full I'.,, associated with A. At .#7, such fields have to be kinematical. By contrast now
every gay € Loy provides us with time-independent fields, —such as g, and w,— that carry
physical information. In fact they carry precisely the Coulombic information that is needed
to introduce charges. And, since the fields are time independent, the charges they define
would be automatically conserved, leading to zero fluxes as desired. One would have to

impose additional physical criteria in order to single out charge aspects Q%g).

8 ()q is defined by Daéob = d’)aéb, and ¢, is obtained by replacing n, in Eq. (2.9) of [6] by n, = 1/) Ng.
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Instead, we will use another strategy that also serves to make contact with the Wald-
Zoupas one: we will use the phase spaces I, associated with partial Cauchy surfaces X
that join cross-sections S of A to i°. This strategy is suggested by the fact that while the
cross-sections S of A are boundaries of ¥ —just as they are of regions R within A— the flux
of the symplectic current does not vanish across . Let X be a vector field on M that is
tangential to A and generates diffeomorphisms that map each g, € Teov to a g/ € Teoy.
In order to avoid specifying boundary conditions at °, let us also assume that X vanishes
outside a spatially compact world-tube in M. Then, as discussed in section III of [6], in any
conformal frame (G, 6“) from the universal structure on A, the restriction £* of X® to A
has the form

=V + H¢ (4.1)

where the vertical and horizontal components of £ are given by
Vi=((@+B)o+8)  and  HE =Dy — ¢ Dyf. (4.2)

Here: (i) 0 is an affine parameter of /@ and €% G are the inverses of the area 2-form and
the metric on the v = const cross-sections, respectively; (ii) §(0,¢) is a general function
on the 2-sphere of null generators of A and A represents a supertranslation; (iii) x(6, )
and 5 (9, ) are both linear combinations of first three spherical harmonics defined by ¢,
and é’“blo)bf( and (51}6‘1 — 4Dy ) are generators of rotations and boosts; and, (iv) @ is a
constant and @ (% is a generator of dilations (a symmetry of A that has no counterpart at
IT).

gsing the fact that g, satisfies Einstein’s equations on M, one can show that for any
gap € T'eoy and tangent vectors § and dx [5],

1 ° a n . 1 n
w2|g (5x,5):%5£(w+sta)€npdSp = %5%9952d5p (43>
Note that: (i) the right side depends only on the restriction £* of X to A, and, (ii) all
other fields in the integrand are also evaluated on A, and are furthermore time-independent.

Therefore, it follows that the 2-form integrand Q%g) = (7% + H¢ wa) €np 1s closed, whence

we (trivially) have dQ% = F*. Note also that Qﬁfp’ is built from fields that are intrinsically
defined and locally constructed from g,;, and linear in the symmetry generator. Therefore
we are led to define charges on A as:

1 o a n
Q¢S] = e fg (0 4+ HE w,) €np dS™ (4.4)

for all A-symmetry generators £*. A priori, the Eq. (4.3]) determines the Q¢[S] only up to
the addition of a constant. We have eliminated this freedom by demanding that, along the
1-parameter family of Schwarzschild WIHs, all charges should vanish in the limit in which
area of the WIH vanishes, following [14].

Note that the supertranslation descriptor § does not appear on the right side, whence all
supermomentum charges vanish on A. This may seem surprising at first because one might
expect that the static Killing field in the Schwarzschild space-time, for example, would be
a supertranslation on A. However, that is not correct; as we pointed out in section [ITAl of
[6], it is a dilation field on A and the dilation descriptor o does appear, whence the dilation
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charge is non-zero. Similarly, in non-extremal Kerr space-times, the linear combination of
the two Killing fields that is normal to the horizon is a dilation. In the extremal case, it is
a supertranslation, but the linear combination of the asymptotic time translation and the
rotational Killing field that is null at the horizon is such that the corresponding charge Q)¢ is
the linear combination of the mass and angular momentum that vanishes, in agreement with
our finding that all supermomentum charges vanish on A. More generally, this definition of
charges passes a number of non-trivial physical criteria discussed in [5]. It also agrees with
the charges obtained by the extension of the Wald-Zoupas procedure given in [14] when
restricted to a WIH. However, our procedure does not need a preferred symplectic potential:
the detailed examination shows that it bypasses this step by taking advantage of the fact
that fluxes across A vanish.

Remarks:

1. Eq. (£.3) implies that Q¢[S] is the Hamiltonian generating the canonical transformation
dx, induced by the vector field X on I'y,. As discussed in Appendix [Al charges defined at
# T by contrast, do not admit the analogous interpretation on full phase spaces I';. This
difference arises because while the fluxes ‘7:"7(51)1;0 are generically non-zero across .# T, the fluxes
f}f%p vanish identically on A.

2. Note that while the left side of Eq. (43]) features the vector field X in M, the right
side is sensitive only to its restriction £% to A. In the calculation, to begin with the right side
does feature a directional derivative of X* that is transversal to A. However, because X® has
to preserve property in the definition of I'¢,,, this term is constrained: it is determined
by the the restriction &% of X* to A. That is, X can be any space-time vector field that
preserves the universal structure on A that is common to all g,, € I'coy. This is why, the
charge Q¢[S] is insensitive to the extension X® of £&* away from A; it depends only on £*
just as one would physically expect. For details on this subtlety, see Appendix B of [5], and
[14,145]. 3. The WZ strategy was applied in |[14] to an arbitrary null hypersurface, identifying
a unique symplectic potential which is covariant and vanishes on NEHs in vacuum. One can
apply the new strategy described in sections [ [V] to this case as well. Remarkably, the
analogue of the norm (B7) in this case identifies again the unique WZ symplectic potential,
as one can easily check. Therefore the new strategy and the WZ one give consistent results
in different physical settings such as .#* and arbitrary null hypersurfaces.

V. DISCUSSION

The fact that null infinity is a WIH seems very surprising at first because WIHs are
commonly associated with black hole (and cosmological) horizons A in equilibrium. Indeed,
# T and A have almost the opposite connotations. .#* lies in the asymptotic, weak field
region, while A lies in a strong curvature region. .# " is the arena for discussing gravitational
waves, while A is generally used to discuss the Coulombic properties of black holes in
equilibrium. The companion paper [6] showed that, in spite of these striking contrasts, they
share a number of geometrical properties. In particular, one can systematically arrive at
the BMS group B at £ starting from the symmetry group & of WIHs. In this paper we
continued our exploration of unity that underlies apparent diversity. We showed that, while
fluxes associated with the BMS group B of .#* have a rich structure and those associated
with & at A simply vanish, these diverse conclusions arise from the same conceptual setting.
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To this end, we introduced a new Hamiltonian framework that could be useful also in

other contexts. (For example, as pointed out in the Introduction, it is well-suited to future
space-like infinity .# " in asymptotically de Sitter space-times.) It has three novel features:
(1) It introduces Hamiltonian methods for degrees of freedom that reside in finite sub-regions
of suitably chosen 3-dimensional surfaces.
(2) Since #* and A are null surfaces, it is possible to extract the unconstrained degrees
of freedom of general relativity that lie in their sub-regions R and R. Consequently, while
the covariant phase space I'coy is highly non-linear, the local phase spaces I'x and T are
essentially linear. (3) Fluxes F¢[R] associated with the BMS symmetries £* emerge as
Hamiltonians generating canonical transformations on I's, induced by the action of £* on
It

Most discussions of charges and fluxes associated with the BMS symmetries of general
relativity is based on the covariant phase space I'.,,. However one typically works only
formally with this infinite dimensional nonlinear space; its underlying manifold structure is
rarely made precise. In the case of I'; on the other hand it is relatively straightforward to
spell out their manifold structure and topology. It is instructive to compare and contrast
I'.,, with the phase space of I'; of local degrees of freedom. While the covariant phase
space T,y of general relativity carries only a (formally defined) pre-symplectic structure,
I’z is endowed with a continuous, weakly non-degenerate symplectic structure wz. Non-
degeneracy is a consequence of the fact that, in contrast to the covariant phase space 'y,
there are no gauge degrees of freedom in I's. Topology on I’z and continuity of wyz provide
a degree of mathematical control in the following sense. The action of any BMS vector
field £€* naturally leads to a Hamiltonian vector field d¢ on a dense subspace D% of Is: it
satisfies wx (¢, §) = 6He on D, [ (As usual, there is freedom to add a constant to H¢ which is
eliminated by requiring that He({D}) should vanish at points { D} of Tz for which Ny, = 0.)
Since the symplectic structure on I',, has infinitely many degenerate directions, there is
a corresponding gauge ambiguity in the infinitesimal canonical transformation generated
by any given Hamiltonian on I'.,,. By contrast, thanks to the non-degeneracy of wy this
ambiguity disappears and d is the unique Hamiltonian vector field generated by H,. Finally,
H¢ is continuous on D%. Therefore, it can be uniquely extended function all of T's.

Since continuity is determined by the choice of topology, it is natural to ask whether our
choice is natural. As explained in section [, the choice is initially motivated by examining
zero rest-mass scalar fields in asymptotically flat space-times. In that case, the choice of
topology is such that a sequence qbn of radiation fields in I'; converges to a ﬁeld qb if and only
if QSn and their first derivatives converge to <;5 and its first derivative in an L? sense on K.
(This topology is insensitive to the additional structures needed to define the ‘L?-sense’; it
depends only those structures that are naturally available at .#*.) This choice of topology
leads one to a unique Hamiltonian H¢ on I'; that agrees with the physically correct flux Fy [7@]

that is defined by the stress-energy tensor: F¢[R fR w £4d.SP for all BMS vector fields
&% Thus, the strategy leads to the physically correct fluxes using Hamiltonian methods,
without having to assume the existence of the stress-energy tensor. It is thus extremely well
suited to general relativity where there is no stress-energy tensor for the gravitational field.

9 If the symmetry vector field £2 is tangential to the boundary of R, the action can be integrated to finite
symplectic transformations; if not, we only have a densely defined Hamiltonian vector field. There is an
analogue situation in quantum theory: generators of space-time symmetries are represented by densely
defined operators on the Hilbert space of quantum states. If the operator is self-adjoint, the action can be
integrated to unitary transformations. Sometimes —as in the case of the infinitesimal action of translations
on the Hilbert space of a particle on the half line— the operator is only symmetric and not self-adjoint,

and we only have infinitesimal motions.
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But topological considerations go through and provide a strategy to define fluxes: since I'x
again consists of radiative modes that reside in R, we can equip I'x with the same topology
and calculate Hamiltonians H¢ and interpret them as fluxes F¢[R] of BMS momenta across
R. The fact that these fluxes agree with those in the literature reenforces the motivation for
choosing this topology. Note that this procedure to arrive at fluxes F¢[R] uses (fields and)
symmetry vector fields £* that are intrinsically defined on .#*; one does not need to extend
them into the space-time interior.

The BMS fluxes F¢[R] can be obtained as Hamiltonians generating canonical transfor-
mations induced by BMS vector fields on I'; because the expressions of Fg [R] refer only to
radiative modes that are captured in I';. Charges, on the other hand, are 2-sphere integrals
that refer also to the Coulombic information in I'¢,, that is filtered out in the passage to I's.
Therefore, to recover charges from fluxes, one needs to return to I'.,, and use field equations
and Bianchi identities at .# . One then obtains the charge 2-forms in) by ‘integrating’ the

flux 3-forms J?,Sf%p. As discussed in section [[ITC], this was in fact the procedure used to arrive
at the Dray-Streubel charges [2,4]. Thus, in the present approach one first obtains fluxes
Fg[ﬁ] using radiative phase spaces I'y; and Hamiltonian considerations, and then arrives
at charges Q¢[S] in a second step. However, this step is also carried out at ., without
having to extend fields or symmetry generators to the space-time interior. This concludes
our summary of the underlying strategy and main results.

Next, let us briefly compare and contrast this framework with other frameworks that also
discuss null infinity (for details, see Appendix [Al).

(i) Expressions of fluxes and charges satisfy a variety of physical requirements both on
4+ and A. In particular, all fluxes across A vanish, just as one would physically expect. At
# 7 the fluxes vanish if the News N vanishes, and, even when N, is non-zero, if the sym-
metry vector field arises from a Killing field in space-time. All charges vanish in Minkowski
space-time, and, the angular momentum charges agree with the Dray-Streubel charges on
general space-times. These requirements are not always met in other approaches (see, e.g.,
[13,139-42]).

(ii) In the discussion of null infinity, the procedure does not need auxiliary structures such
‘preferred symplectic potentials’ that have to be selected in the Wald-Zoupas (WZ) proce-
dure and its extensions [7, 26, 38]. One works with just the symplectic 2-form. The physical
fields that feature in the discussion are all intrinsically defined on .# ™, using only the region
R for fluxes F¢[R| and 2-spheres S for charges Q¢[S]. Additional structures that are often
used —such as tetrads or coordinates on .#* (and sometimes also in its neighborhood)- are
not needed. Similarly, one only uses symmetry vector fields £ at £ alone. In contrast to
other approaches, one does not need prescriptions to extend them to a neighborhood in the
space-time interior.

(iii) Reciprocally, our approach requires an ingredient that is not needed in other ap-
proaches: local phase spaces I'x with appropriate topology. Thanks to the characteristic
initial value problem in general relativity [46], one can extract the degrees of freedom that
reside in open regions of null hypersurface and construct local phase spaces with the required
topology. The resulting fluxes agree with those obtained using the preferred symplectic 1-
form required in the WZ procedure. Thus, there is considerably synergy. However, there
are also differences. As remarked above, our procedure can also be used at future space-
like infinity .# % for asymptotically de Sitter space-times, where the preferred symplectic
potential satisfying all requirements does not exist [15]. Reciprocally, while the procedure
discussed in this paper is well-developed only for general relativity, the WZ procedure offers
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an avenue to incorporate higher derivative gravity theories as well. The open issue for our
procedure is whether one can introduce the required local phase spaces. This could be dif-
ficult because, while in general relativity we relied on results from the characteristic initial
value problem, typically this problem has not been studied in higher derivative theories. In
the WZ framework the open issue is whether there is a unique symplectic potential with
desired properties.

Finally, this unified treatment of black hole (and cosmological) horizons A and null
infinity .#* opens new directions for further research both in classical general relativity
and quantum gravity. We will conclude with a few illustrations. For binary black hole
mergers, our framework provides an avenue to correlate horizon dynamics in the strong field
regime with waveforms at infinity, paving the way to gravitational tomography |47, 48]. For
example, in the late time, quasi-normal mode regime, the time evolution of mass multipole
moments of the horizon appears to be strongly correlated with the flux of supermomentum
across .. This intertwining of observables associated with horizons with those associated
with .# 7 has the potential for providing fresh insights. In the analysis of isolated gravitating
systems in presence of a positive cosmological constant one can use certain cosmological
horizons as ‘local .#*’ [49, 50]. The present unified treatment suggests concrete avenues to
develop a framework to analyze gravitational waves emitted by these systems and registered
at these ‘local #*’. In quantum gravity, this framework is likely to be useful to sharpen
the analysis of the black hole evaporation process. It takes some 10%7 years for a solar mass
black hole to shrink to lunar mass. During this very long phase of the evaporation process,
the time-evolution of the dynamical horizon should be well-approximated by a perturbed
WIH [51]. For this regime, the unified framework developed in this paper opens avenues
to correlate dynamics of quantum observables defined at the perturbed horizon with those
associated with the quantum radiation at .#%. Availability of these two algebras of time-
dependent Heisenberg observables will likely deepen our understanding of entanglement (at
least) in this semi-classical phase [52]. In particular, it would help clarify whether anything
dramatic happens to entanglement in the physical space-time at the Page time.
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Appendix A: Comparison

In this Appendix we compare our method to compute Hamiltonian fluxes and charges at
# T to some of the other approaches in the literature, in particular those based on the Wald-
Zoupas (WZ) strategy [T, 26,138, 45,153, 154]. (See also [22,135,136]). The main differences can
be summarized as follow. The WZ prescription makes reference not only to the symplectic
2-form, but also to a choice of symplectic potential for it, and its associated Noether charges.
Consequently, in contrast to the strategy discussed in section [IIl for .#*, the WZ procedure
requires extensions of the BMS vector fields on .#* to the space-time interior. On the
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other hand, while the WZ procedure can be potentially applied systematically to general
covariant theories, it is not clear whether this is possible within our framework. For, the
simplifications in this framework can be traced back to the fact that one can isolate the
radiative degrees of freedom at .# " in general relativity, and this may not be possible for
more general gravitational theories.

Given a Lagrangian density 4-form L in space-time, its variation 6L = d(©(d)) provides
us with © —a 1-form in the field space and a 3-form in space-time. © serves as a potential for
the symplectic current J —a 2-form in field space and a 3-form in space-time. Here d denotes
a vector field on the field space as in the main text, and = stands for “equals on-shell”, i.e.
when the field equations are satisfied. We know from the seminal paper of Emmy Noether
that, given a space-time vector field {%, and a covariant Lagrangian L, there is a current je
that is exact on-shell. In the contemporary language, the 3-form je is given by:

je = O(8¢) —icL = dQ© (A1)
(see, e.g. [55]). For the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian L, the standard choice for © is

1 1
Obed = —O%upea, where 0%(8) = —— ¢ g%V, 5g.4. (A2)
3! e
With this choice, Q¥ = Qg) is the Komar 2-form
(€) - _ 1 a¢b A
Ok’ cd —167TG€abch §. (A3)

Let us now focus on #* and restrict £* to be the BMS vector fields (which are tangential
to # ). The pull-back to .#* of (Al gives

dQ = O(d). (A4)

If one interprets the 2-forms Qg) as charge aspects, then ©(J¢) can be interpreted as the flux
3-form: Eq. (A4) provides flux-balance laws relating the difference between charges evaluated
on two different 2-sphere cuts of the hypersurface and the integral of ©(d¢) over the 3-d region
bounded by them. The problem with this construction is that ©(d¢) does not vanish at ‘non-
radiative’ solutions g,, of Einstein’s equations for all {’s (namely solutions with vanishing
news). Therefore, one cannot interpret @(55) as the physical flux associated with a BMS
vector field &%, whence Qg) cannot be interpreted as the physical charge aspect either.
However, there is an inherent ambiguity in the choice of symplectic potential ©, and the
WYZ strategy exploits this freedom to find another one whose charges have better properties.
The key idea is to seek another symplectic potential ©, a 3-form defined intrinsically at .+

6(8) = ©(6) + ob, (A5)

where b is a 3-form intrinsic to .#* and chosen so that © satisfies locality, analyticity, and
covariance, and vanishes at non-radiative solutions. The last condition is sometimes referred
to as ‘stationarity condition’, but intended in a looser sense than requiring the existence of
a time-translation Killing vector. The importance of these requirements can be understood
by looking at the Hamiltonian one-form associated with a diffeomorphism, given by

3(de,8) = 00(5) — 5:0(5) — O([6,8]) = d (5Q§§> — VO _ z'g@(a)) . (A6)

10 The term Q%) was absent in |7, 55], where the identity first appeared. It was included indirectly in [56]
and explicitly in [8, 135]. The latter references use a symplectic 2-form that differs by a corner term, but

the difference vanishes in the limit to .#.
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The symplectic current J(d¢, d) is independent of the choice of symplectic potential. If we
pull it back to £+ we can replace © with 6, and field-independence of the BMS vector fields
at &+ guarantees ©([d, d¢]) = 0. Then covariance of © guarantees that J(d¢, §) + digO(5) =
§O(8¢) is exact in both spacetime and field-space. It follows that we can define

dQ\) - = O(d) (A7)

up to a field-space constant that can be fixed looking at a reference solution. The flux-balance
law is obtained integrating ([A) over a region of .# . The stationarity condition guarantees
that the charges are conserved on non-radiative solutions. The covariance requirement is
also crucial to ensure that both the fluxes and the charges reproduce the symmetry algebra
[57], removing for instance field-dependent 2-cocyles as the one found in [35].

In general, there is no guarantee that the required © exists in all situations of physical
interest, and even if it does, that it is unique. However at .#* of asymptotically flat space-
times, © has been shown to exist and is uniquely determined by the conditions above [1].
Furthermore its action ©(d) is precisely the flux 3-form obtained in section [IIBl using
Hamiltonian considerations on radiative phase spaces (see Eq. (3:22)):

@ _ r®
[@(65)]11170 - ‘Fabc‘ (A8)

Note that ([A8]) does not hold for any other symplectic potential. Thus, there is unforeseen
synergy between our approach and that of WZ. The origin of this synergy is the fact that dic©
vanishes precisely on the dense subspace of I'; defined in section [IIB| and this vanishing
occurs only if one uses the preferred WZ potential. As a consequence,

A

wr |, (0c,0) = OF¢[R] (A9)
on that dense subspace, hence we can identify the flux as the Hamiltonian generator of
the symmetry d.. We see that the topological argument we used to construct Hamiltonian
fluxes in section [IIBl serves two purposes: it naturally selects the preferred WZ flux, and
enables us to define a Hamiltonian on the full radiative phase space I'; as the continuous
extension from the dense subspace. This provides a precise sense in which the flux F¢[R] is
the generator of the the BMS symmetry £* on the radiative phase space.

It follows from ([AS) that one could just proceed integrating the fluxes as done in the main

text to obtain Q© of (3.29), and identify 0Y¥) = Q). The WZ paper offered an alternative
procedure to determine the charges, based on the introduction of an hyperbolic space-like
manifold ¥ intersecting .# at some cross-section S, and without internal boundaries. If we

pull-back ([A6)) to ¥ and use ([AH), we find

w, (6¢,6) = f{g 6019 +ich) — Q9 —ic6(s)] (A10)

Let us suppose that
Q18] = bse, (A11)

for some s¢ to be determined. It then follows from dJ = 0 that we can identify

Q%) = Q¥ +ich — s, (A12)
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up to a field-space constant fixed by the reference solution. Notice that (AT2]) fixes the

ambiguity of adding closed 2-forms to Qg)z, something that one has to do independently in
the integrating the fluxes procedure. The formula (AT2)) has the nice feature of determining

Q&?Z in terms of the Komar 2-form and b, which is arguably simpler than the procedure of
integrating the fluxes. However the detailed implementation of this strategy requires some
care. If the left-hand side of ([A12) is to be identified with the charges obtained integrating
the fluxes as in the main text, it has to be independent of the extension of the symmetry
vector fields in the bulk. On the right-hand side, we have i¢b which is manifestly extension-
independent. On the other hand, the integral on cross-sections of .#* of the Komar 2-form,

1 A a .

© _ - —2%aéb _ 90)—3xalb
Ot = g (V72VE — 207008 | (A13)
depends on the O(0?) and O(Q?) extension of £ to the bulk, as was already observed in [13].
Now, one can prove that ¢ Qg) — S 3 depends only on the first-order extension, which is

canonical and field-independent thanks to the universal structure and its embedding in the
covariant phase space. ] Therefore the term QS %) compensates the extension dependence of
the Komar 2-form. We can thus obtain the charges Q$§)Z using ([A12) provided the assumption
(AT1) holds, a property which is not guaranteed a priori. If it does, the resulting charges are
independent of the symmetry vector field extension, in agreement with the fact that they
match the one derived in the main body of the paper where no extension was required to
begin with.

As an example of implementation of this procedure, let us fix the bulk extension of £ using
the Tamborino-Winicour condition [12]. This extension preserves Bondi coordinates in the
bulk, and it is the most common choice in the literature (see, e.g., [22,131, 35, 36, 139, 40, 58~
64] and references therein). In this case 6§ = O(Q?), and an explicit calculation shows that

(AT1) holds with [26]

Se 1= —32; g (€°0,) *Dy*Dy 6 g (A14)
(up to a closed 2-form irrelevant for the charges), where /¢ and its shear 6% are adapted to
the cross-section. One can then evaluate the integral of (AI2]) and verify that it reproduces
exactly the BMS charges of the main text. Including the contribution of ([AI4]) is crucial to
obtain this result.

The bottom line is that once the physical flux is identified, non-trivial work is still required
to obtain the charges. One can use the integration procedure of the main text that requires a
careful use of Einstein’s equations and Bianchi identities, or one can ‘bootstrap’ the Komar

expression following the WZ procedure, in which case one must deal with the subtlety of its
(6¢)
K .

b

extension dependence by including the Q

Remarks:

1. Looking at the right-hand side of (AI(), we learn that the surface charges for vector
fields tangent to the corner S are Hamiltonian generators, whereas those for the remaining
vector fields tangent to £ but not to S can only be interpreted as ‘generalized Hamilto-
nians’ in the weaker sense that they generate symmetry transformations at non-radiative

11 A proof when §¢ = 0, i.e., when the extension of £ to space-time interior is field independent, is given
n |38], Lemma 5.2. It is straightforward to generalize to 6§ # 0 if 60 is replaced by §Q¢) — Q%8

Alternatively, with the caveat that £% is always a c-number for §, as proposed in [56].
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solutions where the ‘obstruction’ i¢©(d) vanishes. The situation is therefore that charges
generate all symmetries on the phase space associated to 2 only on non-radiative cuts, and
the fluxes only on dense subspaces of the radiative phase space I'z, which however can be
continuously extended to full R. These caveats are due to the fact that #* is a ‘leaky
boundary’. In both case the covariant phase space needs to be equipped with information
in addition to the symplectic 2-form: a prescription for a preferred symplectic potential, or
a topology.

2. It follows from Eq. (Al4]) that the contribution s¢ to the charges has the structure
of a ‘soft term’. Its contribution is non-trivial in that it ensures that the super-translation
charges vanish in Minkowski space-time and that the boost charges have vanishing flux in
the absence of radiation in divergent-free frames that are not round spheres.

3. It is natural to ask if (A7) can be understood in terms of Noether’s theorem, in other

words, if Q\(,E)Z can be derived as an improved Noether charge. The answer is in the affirma-
tive, but the extension dependence of the Komar integral affects also this derivation, making
it non-trivial [26] (see also [57,162]). The extension dependence of the Komar integral makes
the pull-back at .# of © anomalous, in the sense that ;0 # £:0, and as a consequence
b is also anomalous, meaning that d:b # dicb. It is however possible to identify a corner
improvement ¢ such that ' := b+ dc and b’ transforms covariantly under BMS symmetries.

Then Qg,)z is the improved Noether charge determined by © and ¥'.

4. There are situations in which there is no symplectic potential © on I, satisfying all
the requirements of the WZ procedure. An example is provided by asymptotically de Sitter
space-times mentioned earlier. In this case, one can also carry out a conformal completion
to obtain .#* which is now space-like. At .#7, there is a unique O that is selected by the
requirements of locality, analyticity and covariance but it does not vanish at non-radiative
backgrounds; © does not vanish already at the Schwartzschild-deSitter space-time [15].

5. There are other instances in which the stationarity condition required in the WZ
procedure is not satisfied by any symplectic potential for the initial symplectic 2-form. This
happens for conservative boundary conditions at time-like boundaries with non-orthogonal
corners [65, |66], and for weaker fall-off conditions at .# associated with larger symmetry
groups [22, 157, 160, 61, 167, 68]. In these examples it is possible to satisfy the stationarity
condition by allowing in the selection process a larger class of symplectic potentials, in which
a corner term dv is added. This changes the symplectic 2-form, but in a way compatible
with the field equations and part of the covariant phase space ambiguities |69, [70]. Of this
type are for instance the differences between the Einstein-Hilbert symplectic 2-form and the
ADM one [71] or the tetrad one [72].

6. Another situation to consider is when the stationarity condition is too restrictive
for some physical applications. For instance the WZ prescription applied to arbitrary null
hypersurfaces in [14] treats as stationary only shear and expansion-free null surfaces [53].
As pointed out in [73], it excludes situations that are manifestly non-radiative, such as a
null cone in Minkowski. This shortcoming can be dealt with by weakening the stationarity
requirement to be the vanishing of the Noether flux ©(d;), as opposed to the vanishing of
the full symplectic flux, and this leads to select a different and again unique symplectic
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potential whose charges are conserved on both non-expanding horizons and null light cones
[45, [74].

For other approaches to charges at .# 7 see also [59-64, [75-82].

[1] R. Geroch, Asymptotic structure of space-time, in Asymptotic Structure of Space-time
(F. Esposito and L. Witten, eds.), (New York and London), pp. 1-105, Plenum Press, 1976.

[2] A. Ashtekar and M. Streubel, Symplectic geometry of radiative modes and conserved
quantities at null infinity, Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 376 (1981) 585-607.

[3] T. Dray and M. Streubel, Angular momentum at null infinity, Classical and Quantum
Gravity 1 (1984) 15-26.

[4] T. Dray, Momentum fluz at null infinity, Classical and Quantum Gravity 2 (1985) L7-L10.

[5] A. Ashtekar, N. Khera, M. Kolanowski and J. Lewandowski, Charges and fluxes on

(perturbed) non-expanding horizons, JHEP 2022 (2022), no. 2 [2112.05608].

A. Ashtekar and S. Speziale, Null Infinity as a Weakly Isolated Horizon, 2402, 17977.

[7] R. M. Wald and A. Zoupas, A General definition of ’conserved quantities’ in general

relativity and other theories of gravity, Phys. Rev. D 61 (2000) 084027 [gr-qc/9911095].
[8] G. Barnich and F. Brandt, Covariant theory of asymptotic symmetries, conservation laws
and central charges, Nucl. Phys. B633 (2002) 3-82 [hep-th/0111246].
9] A. Ashtekar and A. Magnon-Ashtekar, On the symplectic structure of general relativity,
Commun. Math. Phys. 86 (Jan, 1982) 55-68.

[10] C. Crnkovic and E. Witten, Covariant description of canonical formalism in geometrical
theories, in Three Hundred Years of Gravitation (S. Hawking and W. Israel, eds.),
(Cambridge), pp. 676-684, Cambridge University Press, 1987.

[11] A. Ashtekar, L. Bombelli and O. Reula, Covariant phase space of asymptotically flat
gravitational fields, in Mechanics, Analysis and Geometry: 200 Years After Lagrange
(M. Francaviglia and D. Holm, eds.), (Amsterdam), pp. 417450, North Holland, 1990.

[12] L. A. Tamburino and J. H. Winicour, Gravitational Fields in Finite and Conformal Bondi
Frames, Phys. Rev. 150 (Oct, 1966) 1039-1053.

[13] R. P. Geroch and J. Winicour, Linkages in general relativity, J. Math. Phys. 22 (1981)
803-812.

[14] V. Chandrasekaran, E. E. Flanagan and K. Prabhu, Symmetries and charges of general
relativity at null boundaries, JHEP 11 (2018) 125 [1807.11499].

[15] M. Kolanowski and J. Lewandowski, Hamiltonian charges in the asymptotically de sitter
spacetimes, JHEP 05 (2021), 063 [2103.14674].

[16] A. Ashtekar, M. Kolanowski and J. Lewandowski, Gravitational waves in presence of a

=D

positive cosmological constant, to appear (2024).

[17] P. R. Chernoff and J. E. Marsden, Properties of Infinite Dimensional Hamiltonian Systems.
Springer-Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, New York, 1974.

[18] A. Ashtekar, Radiative degrees of freedom of the gravitational field in exact general relativity,
J. Math. Phys. 22 (1981) 2885-2895.

[19] A. Ashtekar, Asymptotic quantization: based on 1984 Naples lectures, Bibliopolis, Naples
(1987).


http://arXiv.org/abs/2112.05608
http://arXiv.org/abs/2402.17977
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9911095
http://arXiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9911095
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0111246
http://arXiv.org/abs/hep-th/0111246
http://arXiv.org/abs/1807.11499
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.14674

[20]
[21]

[22]

23]

33

A. Ashtekar, B. Bonga and A. Kesavan, Asymptotics with a positive cosmological constant:
L Basic framework, Class. Quant. Grav. 32 (2015), no. 2 025004 [1409.3816].

A. Strominger, On BMS Invariance of Gravitational Scattering, JHEP 07 (2014) 152
[1312.2229).

G. Compere, A. Fiorucci and R. Ruzziconi, Superboost transitions, refraction memory and
super-Lorentz charge algebra, JHEP 11 (2018) 200 [1810.00377]. [Erratum: JHEP 04, 172
(2020)].

F. Hopfmiiller and L. Freidel, Null Conservation Laws for Gravity, Phys. Rev. D 97 (2018),
no. 12 124029 [1802.06135].

V. Chandrasekaran and A. J. Speranza, Anomalies in gravitational charge algebras of null
boundaries and black hole entropy, JHEP 01 (2021) 137 [2009.10739].

L. Freidel, R. Oliveri, D. Pranzetti and S. Speziale, Fxtended corner symmetry, charge
bracket and Einstein’s equations, JHEP 09 (2021) 083 [2104.12881].

G. Odak, A. Rignon-Bret and S. Speziale, Wald-Zoupas prescription with soft anomalies,
Phys. Rev. D 107 (2023), no. 8 084028 [2212.07947].

A. Ashtekar and J. Winicour, Linkages and hamiltonians at null infinity, J. Math. Phys. 23
(1982), no. 12 2410-2417.

T. Damour, Radiative contribution to classical gravitational scattering at the third order in
G, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020), no. 12 124008 [2010.01641].

G. Veneziano and G. A. Vilkovisky, Angular momentum loss in gravitational scattering,
radiation reaction, and the bondi gauge ambiguity, Physics Letters B 834 (2022) 137419.
[2201.11607 .

A. V. Manohar, A. K. Ridgway and C.-H. Shen, Radiated Angular Momentum and
Dissipative Effects in Classical Scattering, Phys. Rev. Lett. 129 (2022), no. 12 121601
[2203.04283].

M. M. Riva, F. Vernizzi and L. K. Wong, Angular momentum balance in gravitational
two-body scattering: Flux, memory, and supertranslation invariance, Phys. Rev. D 108
(2023), no. 10 104052 [2302.09065].

L. Bieri, Radiation and Asymptotics for Spacetimes with Non-Isotropic Mass,[2304.00611.
D. Christodoulou and S. Klainerman, The global nonlinear stability of the Minkowski space,
in Séminaire E’quatz’ons aux dérivées partielles (Polytechnique) dit aussi “Séminaire
Goulaouic-Schwartz”, pp. 1-29. 1993.

P. T. Chrusciel and E. Delay, Ezistence of non-trivial, vacuum, asymptotically simple
spacetimes, Classical and Quantum Gravity 19 (Apr, 2002) L71-L79.

G. Barnich and C. Troessaert, BMS charge algebra, JHEP 12 (2011) 105 [1106.0213].

E. E. Flanagan and D. A. Nichols, Conserved charges of the extended Bondi-Metzner-Sachs
algebra, Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017), no. 4 044002 [1510.03386].

A. Kesavan, Asymptotic structure of space-time with a positive cosmological constant.

PhD thesis, The Pennsylvania State University, University Park, PA 16802, 2016.

A. M. Grant, K. Prabhu and I. Shehzad, The Wald-Zoupas prescription for asymptotic
charges at null infinity in general relativity, Class. Quant. Grav. 39 (2022), no. 8 085002
[2105.05919).

G. Compere, R. Oliveri and A. Seraj, The Poincaré and BMS fluz-balance laws with
application to binary systems, JHEP 10 (2020) 116 [1912.03164].

A. Elhashash and D. A. Nichols, Definitions of angular momentum and super angular
momentum in asymptotically flat spacetimes: Properties and applications to compact-binary


http://arXiv.org/abs/1409.3816
http://arXiv.org/abs/1312.2229
http://arXiv.org/abs/1810.00377
http://arXiv.org/abs/1802.06135
http://arXiv.org/abs/2009.10739
http://arXiv.org/abs/2104.12881
http://arXiv.org/abs/2212.07947
http://arXiv.org/abs/2010.01641
http://arXiv.org/abs/2201.11607
http://arXiv.org/abs/2203.04283
http://arXiv.org/abs/2302.09065
http://arXiv.org/abs/2304.00611
http://arXiv.org/abs/1106.0213
http://arXiv.org/abs/1510.03386
https://etda.libraries.psu.edu/catalog/f4752g72m
http://arXiv.org/abs/2105.05919
http://arXiv.org/abs/1912.03164

34

mergers, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021), no. 2 024020 [2101.12228].

P.-N. Chen, D. E. Paraizo, R. M. Wald, M.-T. Wang, Y.-K. Wang and S.-T. Yau,
Crross-section continuity of definitions of angular momentum, Class. Quant. Grav. 40 (2023),
no. 2 025007 [2207.04590).

P.-N. Chen, M.-T. Wang, Y.-K. Wang and S.-T. Yau, Supertranslation invariance of angular
momentum, 2102.03235.

A. Ashtekar and M. Streubel, On angular momentum of stationary gravitating systems, J.
Math. Phys. 20 (1979), no. 7 1362-1365.

A. Ashtekar, N. Khera, M. Kolanowski and J. Lewandowski, Non-expanding horizons:
multipoles and the symmetry group, JHEP 01 (2022) 028 [2111.07873].

G. Odak, A. Rignon-Bret and S. Speziale, General gravitational charges on null
hypersurfaces, JHEP 12 (2023) 038 [2309.03854].

A. D. Rendall, Reduction of the characteristic initial value problem to the cauchy problem
and its applications to the einstein equations, Proceedings of the Royal Society of London. A.
Mathematical and Physical Sciences 427 (1990), no. 1872 221-239.

A. Ashtekar, Imaging horizon dynamics via gravitational wave tomography,

At the interface of mathematical relativity and astrophysics, 2022 Banff workshop.

A. Ashtekar and N. Khera, Gravitational wave tomography (in preparation), 2024.

A. Ashtekar, Implications of a positive cosmological constant for general relativity, Reports
on Progress in Physics 80 (2017) 102901.

A. Ashtekar and S. Bahrami, Asymptotics with a positive cosmological constant. iv. the
no-incoming radiation condition, Physical Review D 100 (2019).

A. Ashtekar, Black hole evaporation: A perspective from loop quantum grawvity, Universe 6
(2020) 21 [[2001.08833].

A. Ashtekar, Horizons and null infinity, Loops24 International Conference.

V. Chandrasekaran, E. E. Flanagan and K. Prabhu, Symmetries and charges of general
relativity at null boundaries, JHEP 11 (2018) 125 [1807.11499].

V. Chandrasekaran and E. E. Flanagan, The gravitational phase space of horizons in general
relativity, 2309.03871l

V. Iyer and R. M. Wald, Some properties of Noether charge and a proposal for dynamical
black hole entropy, Phys. Rev. D 50 (1994) 846-864 [gr-qc/9403028].

S. Gao, The First law of black hole mechanics in Einstein-Mazwell and Einstein- Yang-Mills
theories, Phys. Rev. D 68 (2003) 044016 [gr-qc/0304094].

A. Rignon-Bret and S. Speziale, Center-less BMS charge algebra, [2405.01526.

T. He, V. Lysov, P. Mitra and A. Strominger, BMS supertranslations and Weinberg’s soft
graviton theorem, JHEP 05 (2015) 151 [1401.7026].

M. Campiglia and A. Laddha, New symmetries for the Gravitational S-matriz, JHEP 04
(2015) 076 [1502.02318).

M. Campiglia and J. Peraza, Generalized BMS charge algebra, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020),

no. 10 104039 [2002.06691].

L. Freidel, R. Oliveri, D. Pranzetti and S. Speziale, The Weyl BMS group and FEinstein’s
equations, JHEP 07 (2021) 170 [2104.05793].

V. Chandrasekaran, E. E. Flanagan, I. Shehzad and A. J. Speranza, A general framework for
gravitational charges and holographic renormalization, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 37 (2022),

no. 17 2250105 [2111.11974].


http://arXiv.org/abs/2101.12228
http://arXiv.org/abs/2207.04590
http://arXiv.org/abs/2102.03235
http://arXiv.org/abs/2111.07873
http://arXiv.org/abs/2309.03854
https://www.birs.ca/events/2022/5-day-workshops/22w5025
http://arXiv.org/abs/2001.08833 
https://indico.cern.ch/event/1203470/contributions/5730835/)
http://arXiv.org/abs/1807.11499
http://arXiv.org/abs/2309.03871
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9403028
http://arXiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9403028
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0304094
http://arXiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0304094
http://arXiv.org/abs/2405.01526
http://arXiv.org/abs/1401.7026
http://arXiv.org/abs/1502.02318
http://arXiv.org/abs/2002.06691
http://arXiv.org/abs/2104.05793
http://arXiv.org/abs/2111.11974

35

[63] L. Donnay, K. Nguyen and R. Ruzziconi, Loop-corrected subleading soft theorem and the
celestial stress tensor, JHEP 09 (2022) 063 [2205.11477].

[64] M. Geiller and C. Zwikel, The partial Bondi gauge: Further enlarging the asymptotic
structure of gravity, SciPost Phys. 13 (2022) 108 [2205.11401].

[65] D. Harlow and J.-Q. Wu, Covariant phase space with boundaries, JHEP 10 (2020) 146
[1906 . 08616].

[66] G. Odak and S. Speziale, Brown-York charges with mized boundary conditions, JHEP 11
(2021) 224 [2109.02883].

[67] G. Compere, A. Fiorucci and R. Ruzziconi, The A-BMS, charge algebra, JHEP 10 (2020)
205 [2004.10769).

[68] A. Rignon-Bret and S. Speziale, Covariance and symmetry algebras, 2403.00730.

[69] T. Jacobson, G. Kang and R. C. Myers, On black hole entropy, Phys. Rev. D 49 (1994)
6587-6598 [gr-qc/9312023|.

[70] G. Compere and D. Marolf, Setting the boundary free in AdS/CFT, Class. Quant. Grav. 25
(2008) 195014 [0805.1902].

[71] G. A. Burnett and R. M. Wald, A conserved current for perturbations of Einstein-Mazwell
space-times, Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 430 (1990), no. 1878 57—67.

[72] E. De Paoli and S. Speziale, A gauge-invariant symplectic potential for tetrad general
relativity, JHEP 07 (2018) 040 [1804.09685].

[73] A. Ashtekar, N. Khera, M. Kolanowski and J. Lewandowski, Charges and fluzes on
(perturbed) non-expanding horizons, JHEP 02 (2022) 066 [2112.05608].

[74] A. Rignon-Bret, Second law from the Noether current on null hypersurfaces, Phys. Rev. D
108 (2023), no. 4 044069 [2303.07262).

[75] G. Barnich and C. Troessaert, Finite BMS transformations, JHEP 03 (2016) 167
[1601.04090].

[76] G. Compere, R. Oliveri and A. Seraj, Gravitational multipole moments from Noether
charges, JHEP 05 (2018) 054 [1711.08806].

[77] G. Barnich, P. Mao and R. Ruzziconi, BMS current algebra in the context of the
Newman-Penrose formalism, Class. Quant. Grav. 37 (2020), no. 9 095010 [1910.14588].

[78] K. Prabhu, Conservation of asymptotic charges from past to future null infinity:
Supermomentum in general relativity, JHEP 03 (2019) 148 [1902.08200].

[79] W. Wieland, Generating functional for gravitational null initial data, Class. Quant. Grav. 36
(2019), no. 23 235007 [1905.06357].

[80] W. Wieland, Null infinity as an open Hamiltonian system, JHEP 04 (2021) 095
[2012.01889].

[81] W. Wieland, Barnich-Troessaert bracket as a Dirac bracket on the covariant phase space,
Class. Quant. Grav. 39 (2022), no. 2 025016 [2104.08377].

[82] L. Freidel, D. Pranzetti and A.-M. Raclariu, Higher spin dynamics in gravity and wl+0o0
celestial symmetries, Phys. Rev. D 106 (2022), no. 8 086013 [2112.15573].


http://arXiv.org/abs/2205.11477
http://arXiv.org/abs/2205.11401
http://arXiv.org/abs/1906.08616
http://arXiv.org/abs/2109.02883
http://arXiv.org/abs/2004.10769
http://arXiv.org/abs/2403.00730
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9312023
http://arXiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9312023
http://arXiv.org/abs/0805.1902
http://arXiv.org/abs/1804.09685
http://arXiv.org/abs/2112.05608
http://arXiv.org/abs/2303.07262
http://arXiv.org/abs/1601.04090
http://arXiv.org/abs/1711.08806
http://arXiv.org/abs/1910.14588
http://arXiv.org/abs/1902.08200
http://arXiv.org/abs/1905.06357
http://arXiv.org/abs/2012.01889
http://arXiv.org/abs/2104.08377
http://arXiv.org/abs/2112.15573

	Null Infinity and Horizons:  A New Approach to Fluxes and Charges
	Abstract
	Contents
	Introduction
	Phase spaces bold0mu mumu Aix Marseille Univ., Univ. de Toulon, CNRS, CPT, UMR 7332, 13288 Marseille, FranceR associated with finite regions R
	Example: Klein Gordon Field in Minkowski Space
	Scalar field at null infinity

	General Relativity: Gravitational Field at Null Infinity
	Radiative phase spaces at I+
	BMS Fluxes
	BMS Charges

	Black Hole (and Cosmological) Horizons 
	Discussion
	Acknowledgments
	Comparison
	References


