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ABSTRACT: We analyse the asymptotic symmetries of electromagnetism non-minimally
coupled to scalar fields, with non-minimal couplings of the Fermi type that occur in extended
supergravity models. Our study is carried out at spatial infinity where minimal and non-
minimal couplings exhibit very different asymptotic properties: while the former generically
cannot be neglected at infinity, the latter can. Electromagnetic non-minimal couplings are
in that respect similar to gravitational minimal couplings, which are also asymptotically
subdominant. Because the non-minimally interacting model is asymptotic to the free one,
its asymptotic symmetries are the same as the ones of the free theory, i.e., described by
angle-dependent u(1) gauge transformations. We also analyse the duality symmetry and
show that it is broken to its compact subgroup by the asymptotic conditions. Finally, we
consider logarithmic gauge transformations and use them to simplify the symmetry algebra.
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1 Introduction

The asymptotic symmetries of electromagnetism in 4-dimensional Minkowski space form
an infinite-dimensional group parametrized by angle-dependent (1) transformations [1-5],
which is somewhat analogous to the BMS group [6-8]. While originally found at null infinity,
the same symmetry group was exhibited later at spatial infinity [9-11]. In particular, the
null infinity matching conditions were proved in [10, 11] to be equivalent to appropriate
parity conditions on the leading orders of the Cauchy data in an expansion near spatial
infinity.

The introduction of minimal couplings to charged massless fields leads to a more com-
plicated state of affairs. The specific examples of the massless complex Klein-Gordon field
or of a collection of spin-1 gauge fields interacting through the Yang-Mills mechanism were
explicitly investigated with different results at null infinity and spatial infinity. While the
infinite-dimensional symmetry survives at null infinity [2-5, 12, 13|, there is a tension be-
tween this infinite-dimensional symmetry and Lorentz invariance at spatial infinity [14-16].
Lorentz invariance actually restricts the asymptotic conditions in such a way that no inter-
nal asymptotic symmetry survives and only the Poincaré symmetry is present.

The difficulties originate from the fact that interactions of the minimal coupling type
cannot be neglected at infinity, where the theory does not linearize, contrary to what
happens for gravity. This is very easy to see by mere inspection of the covariant derivatives
which read, in the example of a complex one-form vy

Divk = &'Uk — ieAivk. — Fjikvj (1.1)

where A; is the electromagnetic vector potential and Fkij is the Levi-Civita connection.
With the standard boundary conditions that read at large radial distance r

1 1
Ai =0 <T> y 9i5 — 5ij =0 (T) s (1.2)

;=0 <1) : (1.3)

Therefore, ;v and ieA;v, behave in the same way as r — oo while Fkijvk is by contrast

one finds

subleading and disappears to leading order. Electromagnetic covariant derivatives do not
reduce to ordinary derivatives at infinity while gravitational covariant derivatives do. If
0; v, is relevant at infinity, so is ie A;vg.
The same is true for the Yang-Mills curvatures where “minimal coupling” yields Fi =
i gC“bcAng. Here, the Z-’s are the abelian (free) curvatures, fi“j = OiA? — 0;Af. The
coupling term and the abelian curvature are of same order O (%2), so that the Yang-Mills
curvatures do not linearize at infinity and the interactions cannot be neglected.

It turns out that for massless charged fields, or the Yang-Mills field itself, the minimal
coupling terms appear non trivially in the surface integral by which the boosts fail to be
canonical transformations under the boundary conditions that allow angle-dependent (1)
transformations at infinity. This explains the situation described above that the Poincaré



group and the angle-dependent w(1) group are incompatible [14-16]. We explicitly re-
view the argument for massless scalar electrodynamics in the light of the asymptotic non-
linearization property in Appendix A.

It is interesting to note that the same important difference between the asymptotic
properties of gravity and Yang-Mills gauge models plays a striking role in at different (but
also asymptotic) context, that of the boost problem of Christodoulou and O’Murchadha
[17]. As stressed by these authors, while the Einstein equations linearize at infinity, the
Yang-Mills equations exhibit a radically different behaviour which does not guarantee that
asymptotically flat initial data have a regular development which includes complete space-
like hypersurfaces boosted relative to the initial one.

There exist other types of couplings to abelian gauge fields that have been considered in
the literature. These are of non-minimal Fermi-type and play for instance an important role
in extended supergravity models [18-23]. The purpose of this paper is to prove that contrary
to minimal couplings, these couplings do not spoil the asymptotic infinite-dimensional angle-
dependent u(1) symmetry at spatial infinity. Intuitively, this follows from the fact pointed
out above that the equations linearize at infinity as the interaction terms are subdominant
with respect to the free ones, and we establish that this intuition is indeed correct.

The supergravity models enjoy the further interesting feature of being invariant under
a “hidden” duality symmetry [18-20], which we also include in our asymptotic analysis.

Our paper is organized as follows. We start with the case of a single Maxwell field
coupled to scalar fields on the coset manifold SL(2,R)/SO(2), for which the full duality
group is SL(2,R) (Section 2). We show that in the standard one-potential formulation, the
difficulties with boost invariance that arise when one adopts asymptotic conditions allowing
non-trivial angle-dependent u(1) asymptotic symmetries can be overcome by exactly the
same method as in the pure Maxwell case [10]. This is because the scalar fields do not
contribute to the relevant asymptotic analysis. The theory is then both Poincaré invariant
and invariant under asymptotic angle-dependent O(1) gauge transformations, as in the
absence of the scalar fields.

In Section 3, we consider the manifestly duality invariant formalism, which involves
two potentials with a corresponding doubling of the asymptotic angle-dependent w(1)-
symmetries [24]. We show that the scalar fields do not spoil the asymptotic properties.
We also observe that the boundary conditions break the duality group SL(2,R) to its
maximal compact subgroup SO(2), which rotates the two angle-dependent u(1)’s. Sec-
tion 4 extends then the model to n Maxwell fields non-minimally coupled to scalar fields
parametrizing the coset space Sp(2n,R)/U(n), for which the full duality group is Sp(2n,R)
[23]. This duality group has been argued recently to play a key role in the quantum theory,
even in models where it is only a subgroup of it that is explicitly realized (such as maximal
supergravity for which it is E7 C Sp(56)) [25]. Similar results are obtained: 2n indepen-
dent angle-dependent u(1) asymptotic symmetries, one for each electric potential and one
for each magnetic potential; and breaking of the duality group Sp(2n,R) to its maximal
compact subgroup U(n) by the boundary conditions. The global U(n) transformations act
as expected on the angle-dependent asymptotic symmetries.

In Section 5, we extend the formalism in another direction, by relaxing the bound-



ary conditions to allow gauge transformations that grow logarithmically at spatial infinity,
following [26]. We find again that the non-minimally coupled scalar fields do not modify
the asymptotic properties, and that the new logarithmic gauge symmetries can be used to
rewrite the symmetry algebra as a direct sum by appropriate nonlinear redefinitions of the
generators.

Finally, Section 6 is devoted to concluding comments. Appendix A completes the anal-
ysis by contrasting the asymptotic features of minimal versus non-minimal couplings at spa-
tial infinity, and the corresponding incompatibility versus compatibility of boost invariance
with the relaxed boundary conditions allowing angle-dependent asymptotic symmetries.

2 SL(2,R)-case: One-potential formulation

We consider first a single Maxwell field coupled to two scalar fields ¢ and x parametrizing
the coset manifold SL(2,R)/SO(2), for which the full duality group is SL(2,R).

2.1 Action in Hamiltonian form

The manifestly covariant action describing this system is given by

S =5, x] + S°[¢, x; Ayl s (2.1)
where
1 1
S*[¢,x] = /d4$\/—gg“” <—2 90y — 262¢8MX8VX) : (2:2)
v 4 1 —¢ 1% 1 Aupo
S [¢7 X5 Au} = d*z _1 VvV —geé FMVF + ng F)\quU . (23)

In the scalar action S*, the field ¢ denotes the dilaton, while the scalar field x stands for
the axion. The vector action SV contains non-minimal couplings between the field strength
F,,, associated to the gauge potential A,, and the dilaton and the axion fields. These
couplings are such that the theory is invariant under SL(2, R)-duality, which is manifest in
the scalar sector, but more subtle (as a Lagrangian symmetry) in the vector sector |27, 28].

In order to write the action in Hamiltonian form, we compute the conjugate momentum

of each dynamical field, that is to say,

7t = \/7e Fy' — %Xeij’fij : (2.4)
Te = AD, T = /72X, (2.5)
Then, the Hamiltonian actions read
Sk, X; T, Ty ] = /dtd%(@éﬁ +mx — H®) + B, (2.6)
Stile, x, Ay ', Ao = / dtd*z(n'A; — H" — AoG) + BY,, (2.7)

n our convention the Levi-Civita symbol is chosen such that €23 = —¢0123 = 1.



where

G = - (2.8)
and where the scalar and vector Hamiltonians are given by?
1 .
HE = ﬁ (773, + e_2¢7r)2<) + gq/” <8¢¢8j¢ + 62¢3i)<6jx> , (2.9)
1 . g g
V= TW (e‘bmwl + e¢xe”kijk> + g (e¢x2 + e_¢) F; FY | (2.10)

respectively. The specific form of the boundary terms B3, and BY, depends on the bound-
ary conditions. Variation of the action with respect to Ag, which appears as a Lagrange
multiplier, yields the Gauss constraint G ~ 0.

2.2 Boundary conditions

In Cartesian coordinates, the fall-off of the dilaton and axion fields, together with their
corresponding conjugate momenta is given by

s=Zro(L). -Tro(L). 211)

r r2
Iy 1 T 1
7T¢=T;b+0<,r3) s WX:T‘;(+O<7“Z)’> . (2'12)

This 1/r-fall-off of the fields is characteristic of massless fields.

Finiteness of the kinetic term in the Hamiltonian scalar action requires to impose parity
conditions on the leading order fields under the antipodal map?®. As in [29], we choose the
leading order of the scalar fields to be even under the antipodal map, namely,

¢(—n') = ¢(n'), X(-n') =xX(n'), (2.13)

while the leading order fields of the conjugate momenta are chosen to be odd fields on the
sphere:

To(—n') = —Ty(n'), Ty(-—n') = Ty (n'). (2.14)
While the Lagrangian is invariant under the full SL(2,R) duality group, the boundary
conditions imposed on the scalar fields clearly break this group to its SO(2) subgroup,
which is the stability subroup of the zero field configuration (¢ = 0,x = 0) to which the
scalar fields are required to tend asymptotically.
The fall-off of the vector potential and its conjugate momentum read

T (1) . m (1

2The spatial indices are raised and lowered by the three-dimensional spatial metric vi; and its inverse

~% | respectively.
3The antipodal map is denoted by n* — —n’, where n’ is the unitary vector normal to the sphere at
spatial infinity. In spherical polar coordinates, this amounts to the map (0, ¢) — (7 — 0, ¢ + 7).



In order to avoid logarithmic divergences in the symplectic structure, we impose the twisted
parity conditions introduced in [11]. In spherical polar coordinates where the fall-off be-
haviour reads,

A 1 - 1 1 w4 1
AT:r+0<2>a AA:AA+O<>7 WT:%T—{_O()) 7TA:7I-+O<2>7
r r r r r r
(2.16)
the radial components are requested to obey strict parity conditions

A, (—n') = =4, (n%), T (—n') =7"(n), (2.17)
while the angular components of the vector potential are twisted by a total derivative term
Ap=AT" 4040, TH=n)) =T, (2.18)

where A5 (—=n') = A5 (n?) and A\(—n’) = A(n?).

If one were to impose strict parity conditions on all components of the vector field
[30], one would find that the only non-trival gauge transformations are the global (angle-
independent) ones. Relaxing them by an angle-dependent gauge transformation that is O(1)
at infinity and generates leading terms in the potential of opposite parity is the first step
towards exhibiting the infinite-dimensional angle-dependent u(1) asymptotic symmetry at
spatial infinity [10].

The set of boundary conditions is completed by demanding a faster fall-off of Gauss’s

constraint, i.e.,

ot =0, (2.19)

which is also required by finiteness of the kinetic term [10].

2.3 Poincaré transformations

The above boundary conditions in which one allows explicitly an angle-dependent O(1)
gauge transformation term in the asymptotic form of the fields have been tailored to in-
corporate an infinite-dimensional angle-dependent u(1) symmetry. A central difficulty with
these relaxed boundary conditions, however, is that they conflict with Poincaré invariance.
This occurs in a subtle way, in the sense that the boundary conditions themselves are
Poincaré invariant. The difficulty has to do with an additional condition that a transfor-
mation should fulfill to define an “invariance”, that of leaving the symplectic form strictly
invariant.

This is a subtle question in the present case because the invariance of the Lagrangian
density under Poincaré transformations up to a divergence J,k* guarantees the invariance
of the symplectic form, but only up to a surface term at spatial infinity. The whole question
is then to check that this surface term vanishes with the chosen boundary conditions. The
point is that it does not with (2.15)-(2.18).

This can be cured in the pure Maxwell case. To understand why the above non-minimal
couplings do not spoil the curing procedure, we go step-by-step over it, following closely
[10, 11].



2.3.1 Poincaré transformations of the fields

The components of the vector fields generating Poincaré transformations read, in spherical

coordinates,
E=br+T, (2.20)
&=w, 2.21)
—=A
D
A=v44 Dw , (2.22)
r

where D 4 stands for the covariant derivative on the sphere with metric 7 4 5. The parameter

b generating Lorentz boosts satisfies the equation
DaDpb+gupb=0. (2.23)

The constant parameter 1" generates time translations, while the parameter that generates
spatial translations W is subject to the same equation as b,

DaDpW +g45W =0. (2.24)

Finally, Y4 is the sphere Killing vector, i.e., it satisfies the Killing equation DAYg+DpgYs =
0.

The Poincaré transformations in phase space can be obtained as follows. First, one takes
the brackets of the canonical variables with He ¢« = [ d3x [S(H® + H°) + ¥ (Flunm™ + 760k 0)]
where the vector field (¢, £F) is assumed to decrease sufficiently fast at infinity that H, ek 18
a well-defined generator, with no extra surface term at infinity [31]. Second, one observes
that the variations of the canonical variables obtained in this manner are local in space,
so that their variations at a point = do not depend on how the vector field (£, &*) behaves
at infinity. The same expressions hold then for Poincaré transformations, even though in
that case H ¢ is a functional that still needs to be improved in order to be a well-defined
generator.

One finds that the scalar fields and their corresponding conjugate momenta transform

as
5o = S m 4 El0), 2.25
§,§1¢)—\ﬁ77¢+§ ib, (2.25)
OgeiX = ie_%ﬂx + £y, (2.26)

Nal
(55751'71'91) = \%6_2(1)71')2( + 0; (ﬁ’y”&&ﬂ)) — ﬁvijfe%@-x&jx
8 (i btk N VY e (602 =6\ gy g (¢
NG (e mmt — e®xe WZFJk) 1 f(e xX°—e )FUF +0; (E'7y)
(2.27)

ij £ ij 2 ij i
(557&171')( = 82(\Fy’y ]§€2¢8jx) — ﬁ@‘t)f ]k’iTiij — §§X€¢FijF J + 8@ (f 7TX) . (2.28)



The transformation laws of the gauge potential and its conjugate momentum are given by

) 3
Ocpi Ay = —e%m; +
V. N

i § ij - ij i
O eim = —0; <ﬁe¢xe ]kwk) —0j {ﬁf (e¢x2 +e d’) Fj} + Leim . (2.30)

These transformations laws can be easily checked to preserve the asymptotic conditions.

6¢’yijxejlekl + EgiAZ’ , (2.29)

Furthemore, they coincide to leading order with the transformations of the uncoupled fields.
The contributions due to the interactions are easily found to be subleading at least by a
power of 1/r.

2.3.2 Non-invariance of the symplectic form under Lorentz boosts

Because the contributions to the Poincaré transformations coming from the interactions are
subleading, the surface term at infinity giving the variation of the symplectic form

0= / &z (dympdy ¢ + dymydyx + dyr'dyv A;) | (2.31)

under boosts takes exactly the same form as in the uncoupled theory. One finds indeed
that the Lie derivative of the symplectic form along the phase space vector X, associated
with boosts is given by the surface term

EXgQ = deX§Q = %deﬁdVZTEA(deZA) N (2.32)

exactly as in [10], with no additional contributions coming from the interactions with the
scalar sector. Because of this key property, one can rescue boost invariance in the same
way as in the free case, as we will now show.

This is in sharp contrast with minimal couplings, which modify the leading asymptotic
terms in the variations of the fields, leading to obstructions, as explained in Appendix A.

2.3.3 Re-establishing boost invariance

To re-establish invariance under Lorentz boosts, the method of [10] introduces a surface
degree of freedom V¥ at infinity and modifies the symplectic structure by a surface term
that involves it,

qurface = - ¢ d2$ﬁ dVZrdVE . (233)

The new field ¥ can be extended into the bulk, by incorporating it as the leading
order coefficient in the fall-off of the time component of the vector potential Ay and adding
its corresponding conjugate momentum 7°, which must be weakly zero. This amounts to
consider the Hamiltonian formulation of the theory as it comes from the strict application
of the Dirac procedure, in which one keeps the “primary constraint” 7° ~ 0 and its Lagrange
multiplier which we denote by A (see e.g. [32, 33]). The Hamiltonian action principle with
70 and X included is given by

SH = S;{[d)v X5 7T¢,7TX] + S}){[qba X Au; 7-[-“; )‘] ) (234)



where S, is the same as in (2.6) and the vector Hamiltonian action S}; now reads
SY [\, Ay 5 N = / dtd>x (HA,» F 04— HY — )\7r0> . 515 dtdPx 5 AT, (2.35)

where

HY = b <e¢7ri7ri + 6¢X6ijkﬂ'iij) + ﬂ (€¢X2 + 6_¢) FijFij + AgG — dimo Al . (2.36)
2,7 4
We have modified for convenience the vector Hamiltonian by adding the constraint term
—0ymoA?, which is of course permissible. Variation of the action principle with respect to
the Lagrange multiplier A enforces the constraints 7° ~ 0, while Gauss’s law appears now
as a “secondary constraint”.
We can further extend the formalism by introducing an independent Lagrange multi-
plier v for the secondary constraint G, yielding Dirac’s extended formulation that makes
all symmetries manifest [32, 33]. This amounts to modifying the vector action as

S X Aus 75 N = Sy s As 75 A, 0] = S [ X, A 75 ] — / dtdzuG.  (2.37)

The two formulations are physically equivalent and one goes from the extended formulation
to the non-extended one by imposing the gauge condition ¢ = 0.

The fall-off (in Cartesian coordinates) of the time component of the vector potential
and its conjugate momentum are given by

T _
Ay = o +0 (7“_2) , 7= Al +0 (r_3) , (2.38)

with parity conditions on the leading orders that read
V(—n') = —U(n'), 7Ty(—n')=mg(n'). (2.39)

The Poincaré transformation laws are modified in the vector sector of the theory by
adding gauge transformations in such a way that the symplectic form is invariant (see next
subsection). This is of course also permissible. Explicitly, we take

Je ci Ao = V; (€AT) + gia-Ao, (2.40)
S ikl

zA i — 07 IV E i A iAi, 2.41

5§€ \/» ’/T—|—2\/>6 Yij X € kl+8(£ 0)+£§ ( )

(55751-71'0 = é_azﬂ' + al (57'71'0) s (242)

5£7§mi = —0; (\gﬁe‘bxeijkwk) — 0} [\ﬁg (e¢x2 + e_¢> Fij] +¢eVinl + Egnri. (2.43)

2.3.4 Poincaré charges

One can check that the new symplectic form

0= /d3$ (dv?r¢dv¢ + dvﬂxd\/X + dv?TidvAZ‘ + dvﬂ'odvAg) — yngl'ﬁ dvzfrdvzo ,
(2.44)



is then invariant under Lorentz boosts, and thus under the whole Poincaré group, i.e.,
Le=0. (2.45)
The Poincaré canonical generator can then be obtained by direct application of the equation
Legifd = —dy Pegi. (2.46)
Then, we obtain that

Prei = /d% (EH + €', §I§d2 (VIOAA A" + T ) + YA (A7 + VFU0uA,) |

247
where the energy and momentum densities read ( )
H=H+H", (2.48)
H;, = ijj - 8j7rin +79; Ag + Ty0; P + T 05X (2.49)

respectively, with
HE = 2{ <7r¢ +e 245%)2() + \QH g (8 $0; + 62¢8ZX8]X> (2.50)
HY = 2\1ﬁ (e‘z’ﬂ'm’i + e¢xeijk7riij) + \f < "2+ e_¢) FZJF” + AoG — VimgAL. (2.51)

2.4 Angle-dependent u(1) asymptotic symmetries

The asymptotic conditions are also invariant under the gauge transformations generated by
the parameters

c=e+0(Y), =100, (2.52)
r
with €(—n?) = €(n’) and i(—n') = —7(n?). Transformation laws of the fields read
6HA0 =M, 56141' = 81'6, (2.53)

where the remaining fields do not transform under gauge transformations. The canonical
generator of the asymptotic symmetries is then given by

Gue= /d?’az (mro + eg) + yngx (EﬁT — ﬁﬁz,n) . (2.54)

The algebra of the asymptotic symmetries is then the semi-direct sum of Poincaré and
the infinite-dimensional set of u(1) charges, that is to say,

{Peeir Peg ) = Pegi (2.55)
{Gpe Pegi} = Gpe, (2.56)
{Glrer Guzea} =0, (2.57)

where the components of the Poincaré vector field transform as
€ = E10i& — 40i61 (2.58)
& = €0,6 - G0iE1 + 9" (406 — ©20,61) - (2.59)

The gauge parameters are boosted and rotated as follows

= Y4945~ Da (bﬁ"‘z) . = Y94 bu. (2.60)

~10 -



3 SL(2,R)-case: Duality-invariant formulation

3.1 Action principle and boundary conditions

We now turn to the description of the duality symmetry, broken to SO(2) by the asymp-
totic conditions. In order to exhibit it, we go to the two-potential formulation along the
Hamiltonian lines of [28|.

The Gauss’s constraint is solved, by introducing a new vector potential Z; [27],

= —€i%9; 7, . (3.1)

We assume the absence of sources, i.e., no electric or magnetic charges, which would other-
wise need the introduction of electric and magnetic Dirac strings [34].
Then, up to boundary terms, the vector action takes the form
1
val
where the index a takes the values (1,2) and A? = (4;, Z;). The field strength associated
with the double vector potential A{ is given by

1 .
Sy =~ / dtd3x <eabBMA§? —

9 Gab(¢a X)BazBf) ) (32)

B = k9, AL (3.3)
The matrix
e?x? + e ? —xe?
Gab(¢,X) = [ X & X¢ ) (3-4)
—xe e

is such that the Hamiltonian in (3.2) is invariant under s/(2,R) duality transformations of
the fields

0.0 = €%€2(d,x),  Oex = eEX(,X), (3.5)
5. A = e*(Xo)% AL, 6.Bf = %(Xa)",BY,

where «, 8 = 4+,0. The phase space vectors &, (¢, x) = §f§(gb,x)a%) + £X(, X)% and the
matrices X, fulfill both the si(2,R) algebra,

[Eon gﬁ] = (a— /8)6014*5 ) [ch Xﬂ] = (a - B)Xa+ﬁ : (3'7)

Explicit expressions for these quantities can be found for instance in |28|.

For the scalar fields and their conjugate momenta we will adopt the asymptotic (and
parity) conditions previously written. For the gauge potential, we will take the obvious
generalization of (2.16), i.e.,

Za —a
A‘ZZTTJrO(T_Q) , aA:AA+O(T_1) . (3.8)
This implies the following fall-off for the corresponding field strength
EULA
BT=B"+0(r"), B“= ——+0 (r7?), (3.9)

— 11 —



where
T = FerBosAY, B = FetBogAL, (3.10)
with /7 eAB = 4B, We will assume the twisted parity conditions of [24]
Al(—nt) = —A%(nY), A =A% 40407, (3.11)

where \(—n') = \%(n'), which guarantee the finiteness of the symplectic structure. Since
only 04A% appears in the asymptotic conditions, one can assume that these gauge functions
have no zero mode.

3.2 Poincaré invariance

Rewritten in the two-potential formulation, the Poincaré transformations of the fields ex-
plicitly read

Secith = \%% + 00, (3.12)
Og giX = \%6_%7& + &0, (3.13)
o= e 0 (e
aGa ai
— VY €e*P0;x0;x — 25} 8¢bB B} +0; (¢'my) (3.14)
5 ) ij 2(158 é- 0G ap Basz ;
ey = 0i(V177€e?0;x) — 27 Ox +0; (E'my) (3.15)
e i AT = —\%e“bich Lo AC (3.16)

and are easily verified to preserve the asymptotic conditions.
The variation of the symplectic form under Poincaré transformations takes again the
form

1 —a —
L = 5 §1§ d?2\/7 Sapdy ArD o (deA”A) : (3.17)

with no contribution from the interaction terms, which are subleading.

The resolution to the Lorentz boost problem — the fact that L£¢ # 0 — proceeds then
as in [24]. We consider first the Hamiltonian action principle with additional degrees of
freedom ¥* at infinity,

SH = S;I[QsaXa 7T¢>77Tx] + S}]—I[(ba X7Afi17$a] . (318)

The scalar action S, is the same as in (2.6), but the vector Hamiltonian action S, in (3.2)
is modified as follows

1 .. 1 . 1 —q=b
SY (o, x, AL, U] = 3 / dtd®z (eabB‘”Af — ﬁGab(qZ), X)B‘”Bf) -3 yﬁ dtd?z/7 b AL .
(3.19)
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The transformations under Lorentz boosts of the canonical variables are adjusted by
new contributions involving ¥“, in such a way that the symplectic form corresponding to
the extended action,

0= / 3z <dv7r¢dv<b + dymydy X + ;eadeBaidvAi-’> — % yﬁd%ﬁ Sapdy Ady T
(3.20)
is invariant under Poincaré transformations. One finds that the transformation laws of the
scalar fields remain unchanged. The ones of the vector potentials, however, are modified
by gauge transformation terms (as always permissible):

a E a (& a a
J¢ i A = e PGeBS + 0; (CAY) + Lei AT . (3.21)

As previously, the fields Af can be thought as extensions into the bulk of the asymptotic
boundary degrees of freedom ¥, i.e.,

Al = %Ea +0(r?). (3.22)
Its Poincaré variation reads
S AY = Vi (EAY) + 0 A, (3.23)
from which it follows that
Spya T =Dy (bZ“A) +2BAY + VA9, (3.24)

The Poincaré canonical generators, which exist because Lx 2 = dy (1x,{2) now van-
ishes, are obtained from tx,Q = —dy P ¢ and found to be

Prei= / dPx (EH 4+ M) + Begi (3.25)
where the boundary term reads

Bee = % §£d2x (b (BT — VG604 VTV (e AR AL — 54T 04R))]
(3.26)

and the energy and momentum densities are given by

L o 0w o\ L VY i (a0 o 205 o 1 ai b
M= gz (e 0m) + 2507 (000010 + 20001 + 5 =Canlo OB B
(3.27)
Hi = mp0;p + T\ i x + %eabeijkBaijk. (3.28)

~13 -



3.3 Asymptotic electric and magnetic angle-dependent symmetries

In the two-potential formulation, the asymptotic conditions are invariant under two inde-
pendent sets of angle-dependent u(1) gauge transformations, one “electric” and one “mag-
netic”. These are described by the parameters

=40, w=Et00), (3.29)
with €(—nt) = €(n?) and *(—n') = —%(n?). Transformation laws of the fields read
OuAG = p®,  0cAY = 0", (3.30)

The canonical generators of the asymptotic symmetries are given by
1 — —
G = 5 yﬁ &z (eabB‘"eb - ﬁaabﬁ“A‘;) : (3.31)

Because the divergence 9; B* of both magnetic fields identically vanishes, the zero mode of
the u(1) symmetries is pure gauge in the sourceless context considered here. This allows
one to assume that the gauge parameters € have no zero mode.

3.4 Duality symmetry

Finally, we turn to the duality symmetry.

While the Lagrangian is invariant under SL(2, R) duality transformations, the bound-
ary conditions on the scalar fields are only preserved by the stability subgroup SO(2) of
the configuration ¢ = x = 0. These are parametrized by

=0 and et =—¢c =p, (3.32)
with p constant and read
Spd = 2pX, (3.33)
dpX =p (e*% -2 - 1) , (3.34)
5, A% = pe® Ay . (3.35)

The canonical generator of SO(2)-duality rotations is given by
1 . g —i
R,=p / dx [2%;( + 7y (e—2¢ o 1) — 25@3%4?;} — g 515 /T e Al T . (3.36)

3.5 Symmetry algebra

The asymptotic symmetry algebra is the semi-direct sum of the Poincaré algebra and two
sets of infinite-dimensional u(1) algebras, which transform under SO(2)-duality rotations.
The non-vanishing Poisson brackets of the asymptotic symmetry algebra read explicitly

{Peei Perei} = Pegi (3.37)
{Gre Pegi} = G, (3.38)
{Gue Bo} = Gz (3.39)
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where the transformed gauge parameters i, € are given by

~=a

i" = —YA9,m% — Da (bﬁAga) ~ pe, | (3.40)
& = —Y194e — b — peley, (3.41)

where the zero mode in bp® can be projected out. The transformed Poincaré generators
£,&" are given by the standard expression.

4 Generalization to Sp(2n,R)

Our results can be generalized to the system of 2n gauge fields Af\/[ and scalar fields ¢! with
the appropiate non-minimal couplings that makes it invariant under Sp(2n, R). We give
directly the final results without repeating the explicit derivations. We follow the notations
of [28].

The respective actions of the scalar and vector sectors read

Syt 7] = /dtd3$ (Wﬂﬁr -
1 . 1 .
= [ did® BMAYN — — "BMBY
2/ T <0'MN i WGMN(SO ) i
1 9 — — =N
- 5 dtd x\f’yéMNAr v (4.2)

1 ﬁ .
A — N MpAr 0,08 050 4.1
2\5 TTA 5 TAY 0@ 05 ) ( )
Sy, AM oM =

where I, A =1,...,n>+nand M,N =1,...,2n. Here,

0100-- 00
~1000-- 00
0001-- 00

=] 00-10--- 00|,
0000--- 01
0000---10

Mrpa(ph) is the invariant metric on the scalar manifold (which is the coset space Sp(2n, R) /U (n),
of dimension n? + n), and Gy (¢") is given in [22].

The asymptotic conditions are taken to be as in the Sp(2) case for each respective
field. These boundary conditions break the duality symmetry group Sp(2n,R) to its U(n)
compact subgroup, which is the stability subgroup of the origin (the scalar fields go to zero
at infinity).

The symplectic form defined by the action

1 ; 1 — —
0= /dS:c (dvTrAdngA + 2O'MNdeMZdvAZN> - 2§£d2xﬁ5MNdvAide\I/N, (4.3)

is invariant under Poincaré transformations, i.e.,

dy (1¢Q) = 0. (4.4)
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The Poincaré generators are given by

where the boundary term reads
1 —Mr— — —
Bg,gi = 3 ygd% [b (UMNBM \I’N + ﬁéMNAMAaAAﬁv)
(4.6)

+y4 (aMNEMTZg + VAT 94 A )} :

and the energy and momentum densities are given by
(4.7)

1 V7 y 1 A
=-—M" Y= Mray 00" 00" + ——=G HpMiBYN
H 27 TrTA + 5 LAY 0@ 09 +2ﬁ MN(®) i
(4.8)

1 )
H; = mrdip" + §UMN€ijkBM]BNk .

The angle-dependent asymptotic symmetries form a U(1)?" algebra. Their canonical

generators read
1 _ _
GMM=€N = 5 ¢d2$ <O'MNEMBNT — ﬁ(sMNﬁMA,{V) . (49)
Similarly, the canonical generators of U(n)-duality rotations are given by
3 r 1 P pMi AN 1 2. = P M EN
R,\ = d’z ﬂT(s)\(p — *O'Mp)\ NB Ai — 5 d l‘\f’y(SMpA NAr v y (4.10)
where the U(n)-duality transformation parameter A\M; satisfies
O'MN)\NP—O'MP/\NN:O and 5MN)\NP+5MP)\NN =0. (4.11)
In (4.10), dx" stands for
e =MV p) A = C(Z))\]\?Z)N (4.12)
where AJ\(@)N form a basis of solutions of (4.11) (z = 1,--- ,n?) and C(l;)(go) are the vector
fields tangent to the scalar manifold generating the compact subgroup U(n).
The algebra has the same structure as in the case of a single Maxwell field, where the

transformed asymptotic gauge parameters take now the form
YA M — oM — N eV
(4.14)

M
YA9, M — Dy (bEAzM ) M N

€ = —

~M
noo==

which generalizes the above formulas.
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5 Log-gauge transformations - Rewriting the algebra as a direct sum

5.1 Asymptotic conditions, charges and algebra
5.1.1 Action principle with log-relaxed asymptotic conditions

A noticeable feature of the symmetry algebra is that the Lorentz generators are not invariant
under asymptotic O(1) gauge symmetries (although they are of course invariant under
gauge transformations that vanish at infinity). This is because the Poisson brackets of the
corresponding generators with the Lorentz generators are non-zero, due to the fact that the
gauge generators are in a non-trivial representation of the Lorentz algebra. Technically, the
dependence under “improper” [35] gauge transformations of the Lorentz generators follows
from the surface term that must be included to make them well-defined when the more
flexible boundary conditions allowing O(1) gauge symmetries at infinity are imposed. This
surface term involves the bare potentials.

The gauge-dependence of the Lorentz generators leads to an ambiguity in the values of
the angular momentum and boost generators. In the standard single-potential formulation,
one can redefine the Lorentz generators in a manner that makes them invariant under all
(proper and improper) gauge transformations [26]. This is done by adding to the Lorentz
generators nonlinear terms given (roughly) by the product of the generators of the improper
gauge symmetries by the asymptotic fields U or ®. These fields can furthermore be shown to
be equal (on the constraint surface) to the generators of a new type of gauge transformations,
namely, gauge transformations that grow logarithmically in r at infinity.

The approach can be straightforwardly extended to the duality invariant formulation
with non-minimal couplings to scalar fields considered in this paper. Ultimately, this is
again because the non-minimal couplings are negligeable (to leading order) at infinity, so
that the asymptotic computations of the free theory can be repeated without change.

We will thus only sketch here the procedure to arrive at an ambiguity-free angular
momentum, following [26], and considering only the case of a single Maxwell field (in the
double potential formulation). This is sufficient to convey the key ideas.

To allow the possibility to perform gauge transformations that behave asymptotically
as Inr (“log-gauge transformations""), we take as asymptotic conditions for the gauge

potentials:
Za
Al ==—1+0 (r=?) . (5.1)
4 =1Inrda®p, + Ay+0(r (5.2)
o Inr_. vt _
Aozi 10g+7+0(7‘ 2)‘ (53)
r r
This leads to the following fall-off for the field strengths:
EaA
B =B"+0(r "), B = — +0(r?), (5.4)
where
—=ar — —a —aA — —a a
B" = \7e'Po A, B = FePop (4) — @f,) . (5.5)
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We impose as in [26] the parity conditions

A (—n') = —Au(n'), AY = (A" + 9497, (5.6)
and
Ea(—ni) = Ea(ni), Ta(—ni) = —ﬁa(ni), (5.7)
ﬁ)g(_ni) = _q)ilog(ni)7 ?og(_ni) = ilog(ni)'

. w=a
We can assume that the even functions ¢ have no zero mode, and hence also the even

functions ¥¢ which are their conjugates in the action (5.10) below.

log

The action principle is modified by a surface term involving the new fields U{

log?
St = S§ld. x; 7o Ty + Sirld, x, AL, U, U, (5.9)
yielding the vector Hamiltonian action S
Stloo At 0% = [ s (et~ -Gl 0B B)
- % 55 dtd*z/7 S <Z;‘f¢b + Eaif{gg) : (5.10)

5.1.2 Symmetries and charges

The preservation under Poincaré transformations of the symplectic form implies that the
asymptotic fields should transform as

Oy ya®ih, = DU, + Y4040, | (5.11)
SpyaUl, = Da (b5A<I>fog> + YA, (5.12)
and
Sy a®" =0T +Y40,0", (5.13)
Spyal =Dy (bZ“A) +2bA% + YA9AT”, (5.14)

a

log" The Poincaré canonical

with zero modes that can be projected out in 5b’y,4§a and 0p ya ¥
generators are then given by

Prei = / Pz (EH+EH) + Begi (5.15)
where the boundary term reads
Bee = = b d [b (c BT + /70008, T + /7 oA 0p A
£¢ = 5 JT[ <€ab T VY 0ab¥iog¥Y + V7Y Oab A 7»)

+y4 (eabﬁ‘"ﬁi + V7 6 U A + ﬁéaﬁ“aﬂﬁﬂ . (5.16)
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The asymptotic conditions are also invariant under gauge transformations generated

by the parameters

a __ a —a -1 a_lnira Ea —2
€’ =Inre, +€ +O(r ), ut = T“log—’_ . +(’)(r ),

with
e(—n') =e*(n), @u*(-n')=-p"(n"),
€log(—n') = —€log(n'), g (—n") = pigg(n') -
The transformation laws of the fields read
OuAG = p®,  0AY = 0,

The canonical generator of the asymptotic symmetries is then given by

1 —=ar — a — = —a A
- 55 P [(anBY + V7 S ¥ig) @ — VT o AL

1 2 = =b =a p
G‘u?og’eilog = 5 %d :Uﬁéab (6?Og\:[l - @alulog) .

Gaca =

(5.17)

(5.21)

(5.22)

The zero mode gauge transformations are proper gauge symmetries with zero charge. We

can therefore assume here also that the even gauge parameters ¢* and Plog have no zero

mode and this will be done in the description of the symmetry algebra.

To conclude, we have four independent groups of angle-dependent U(1) symmetries,

two in the original O(1)-sector as above, and two new ones in the log-sector (all of which

with harmonic number ¢ > 0).
Finally, the canonical generator of SO(2)-duality rotations is given by

1 :
R, = p/dgx {2%)( + 7y (672(1) —x? - 1) — 26abB‘”Ai-’]
. yﬁ P/ e (AT +50,,)
5.1.3 Symmetry algebra

The computation of the Poisson bracket algebra of the generators is direct.
The brackets of the u(1)-conserved charges and Poincaré charges read

{Gl‘logvelog’ vafi} = Gﬂ

{G#757 P&éz} - Gﬁqg,

log7élog )

where
¢ =—y4ose - vp°,
it = —yA0uu — Dy (D)
éhg = =Y A0 ael, — ity |

N - —A
,uilog = _YAaAMilog — Dy (bD 6?og) :
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The brackets of the u(1)-conserved charges with the SO(2)-rotation generator are given
by

{Gu,eva} =Gpe, (5.30)
{Gulogvelog7 Rp} = Gﬂlogvélog ) (531)
where
&= —pee, I =—peh,, (5.32)
1 A 1
eg = —pe™e® il = —pet . (5.33)
The brackets between the u(1)-conserved charges give a centrally extended abelian
algebra:
{Gah GE2} = C(€1,€2) ) (534)
where
1 = _
C(evﬂlog) = _C(P’logve) = 2¢\d2x\/’7y5abuf0geb7 (535)
1 = —
Cluscor) = ~Claogi) = —3 fdeﬁaabp%fog. (5.36)

5.2 Decoupling of the soft charges in the algebra — General considerations
Denoting the generators of the homogeneous Lorentz generators, spacetime translations,
O(1)-gauge symmetries, log-gauge symmetries and SO(2)-duality rotations respectively by
My, T;, US, Ly and R, the algebra of the symmetries has the following structure,

[My, M;] = fl JMK, (5.37)
(M, T}] = R} T, (5.38)
(M, U2 = GlaUg : (5.39)
(M, Lg] = (5.40)

[R,U% = “Ub (5.41)

R, L% = —Ly, (5.42)
[Lg, UB} — 5059, (5.43)

where R commutes with Poincaré generators. Written in this way, the algebra takes exactly
the form analysed in [36], where it was shown that the presence of an invertible central
charge among a set of generators {¢’, p;} enables one to decouple them from the rest of the
algebra. More precisely, through (nonlinear) redefinitions, one can rewrite the algebra as
a direct sum involving as one of its summands the subalgebra generated by the ¢'’s and
p;’s. This method was adopted first in the context of gravity to provide a supertranslation-
independent definition of the angular momentum |[37].

For the model considered here, one must redefine the Lorentz and SO(2)-duality rota-
tion generators as

My = My — G} USLE, (5.44)
R=R-UCLY. (5.45)
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One then finds that the soft charges U$ and Lf have vanishing Poisson brackets with the
new generators. Furthermore, these have unchanged brackets among themselves,

[MLMJ = ffyMg, (5.46)
[MI,Tj_ — RY.Ty,, (5.47)
[MI,U;;_ - [MI,L;“] =0, (5.48)
[R, val = [R, Lg] —0, (5.49)
L2, UB] = obsg. (5.50)
In order to carry out this computation, the following identities are extremely useful:
e From
[Mlv [MJa Ug“ + [MJa [Ugv MIH + [Ug? [MI7 MJH = Oa (551)
we get that
GlaGls — GlaGls = 159Gk (5.52)
e From
(M, (M, Ti]] + [My, [Ty, M1]] + [Tk, [M1, M;]] =0, (5.53)
we get that
Rﬁj Tk — Rllcj Tk = fflffRZKj . (5.54)

5.3 Decoupling of the soft charges in the algebra — Explicit computations

We now put in practice the general considerations of the previous subsection to the case at
hand.

The redefinitions of the symmetry generators can equivalently be viewed as redefini-
tions of the corresponding symmetry parameters. Applying the general formulas, one finds
that the desired redefinition for the Lorentz and SO(2) generators is implemented by per-
forming simultaneously additional u(1)-gauge transformations generated by the following

parameters
yay = —bU" = YA0,8" — ey, (5.55)
My ya, = —Da (bZ‘““) ~YAPLT — pettT, (5.56)

b EabET b A —b bt
Clog(b,y4,0) = 0 < ﬁ“ + ‘I’bg> =Y 04A, — pe*Aer, (5.57)

ab " nar
b = [, =A—b A e’B b ve [ €acB o
Flog(b,y4,p) = ~Da (bD Ar) =Y 04 ( ﬁ“ + ‘l’log> — pe ( =t ol g) . (5.58)

The generators take then the following form

Prei = / Pz (EH+EH,) (5.59)

- 1 . oy —
R, = p/d3x [27%)( + 7y <e*2¢ —x? - 1) — 25ameAf] + g §I§d2x5ab3 3. (5.60)
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It is interesting to note that in the enlarged context where logarithmic gauge transforma-
tions are included, the functional [ d3x (5?—[ + {iHi) is well-defined as a generator, without
surface terms.

We can explicitly check that the only non-vanishing brackets of the canonical generators
are given by 155752- = [d ({”H + §i7—[,-) is invariant under all gauge transformations, proper
and improper. This automatically implies that it has vanishing brackets with the (1)
generators.

{P§1,£§7P§2,55} = f’g,gi ; (5.61)
{Ge,Ge,} =€ (5.62)

€1,€2) *

The vanishing of the Poisson brackets of the Poincaré generators with the generators of
improper gauge symmetries is in particular obvious, since 155751- is manifestly invariant under
both proper and improper gauge transformations.

6 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we have investigated the asymptotic structure at spatial infinity of electro-
magnetism coupled to scalar fields through non-minimal couplings of Fermi type. We have
shown that the rich structure found for the free Maxwell theory is unaffected by these cou-
plings, contrary to minimal couplings which do have a non trivial impact asymptotically.
In the asymptotic context, non minimal electromagnetic couplings are similar to minimal
gravitational couplings.

Our study also shows the interplay between asymptotic symmetries and duality sym-
metries, which arise as “hidden symmetries” in supergravity [19]. It would be interesting
to push the analysis further and consider (conjectured) infinite-dimensional hidden symme-
tries such as E1g [38, 39|, which could be broken to its “compact” subgroup K(FE1) by the
relevant boundary conditions.
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A Conflict between Lorentz invariance and angle-dependent u(1) trans-
formations in the case of minimal coupling (at spatial infinity)

In this appendix, we consider the action describing the minimal coupling of a complex scalar
field ¢ to electromagnetism

5= [ dtev=g (- - 50,0(D%9)). (A1)
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where D, = 0,, — ieA,, is the gauge covariant derivative and { refers to the complex conju-
gate.
The momenta that are conjugate to the vector potential A; read

T = AF,", (A.2)
while the ones conjugate to the scalar field ¢ and its complex conjugate ¢! are
o =vA(Dod), 7y = A(Dog) = 7. (A.3)
From them, one can derive the following Hamiltonian action
Silo, d', As; T, 7725, ') = /dtd3ac(7r¢<]5 + WLQZ)T + 71l A; — H — AgG), (A4)
where G = —0;n" + ie(pmy — quw;) and the Hamiltonian density is given by
M= Ty 2ot VY by + T (D) (D). (A.5)

27 VA

The transformation laws of the dynamical fields under boosts and time translations parametrized
by £ are defined up to a gauge transformation generated by ¢ and read

T

dehi= T ol o= 23? vieCs, st = 2T _iecsl,  (A6)
e = 06y — Licot'g + S icoiral - Peyaeion, (A
0¢Ty = %@(fﬁ(D%)T) + %eg\ﬁ(D%b)TAi — ie(my, (A.8)
Serl, = SOEVTD'D)) — S EAD'G)Ai +ier (A.9)

Then, for the vector field X defined by these infinitesimal transformations, one gets
dyixQ = 55 d*z\/Fdy A, D" (bdy A )
e 1
+ y§d2xbﬁie <Ardv¢Tdv¢ + 50! dv A dy e - 2¢dvArdv¢T> (A.10)

so that the scalar field appears also in the surface term that prevents the boosts to be
canonical. Therefore, one can not reproduce the same solution as the one provided in the
free theory [10], contrary to what is happening for the non minimal coupling we considered
in this paper. Specifically, the second line at the right hand side of (A.10) cannot be
cancelled by a boundary deformation of the symplectic form by using a general ansatz [15].
Thus, in order to get rid of these new extra terms one must impose strict parity conditions
on the leading order fields, which freezes the possibility of having infinite-dimensional gauge
symmetries [15] (see also [16]).
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