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Abstract

We consider four-dimensional general relativity with a negative cosmological constant in the
presence of a finite size boundary, Γ, for both Euclidean and Lorentzian signature. As our
boundary condition, we consider the ‘conformal’ boundary condition that fixes the conformal
class of the induced metric at Γ and the trace of the extrinsic curvature, K(xm). In Lorentzian
signature, we must supplement these with appropriate initial data comprising the standard
Cauchy data along a spatial slice and, in addition, initial data for a boundary mode that ap-
pears due to the presence of the finite size boundary. We perform a linearised analysis of the
gravitational field equations for both an S2×R as well as a Minkowskian, R1,2, boundary. In the
S2 ×R case, in addition to the usual AdS4 normal modes, we uncover a novel linearised pertur-
bation, ω(xm), which can exhibit complex frequencies at sufficiently large angular momentum.
Upon moving Γ toward the infinite asymptotic AdS4 boundary, the complex frequencies appear
at increasingly large angular momentum and vanish altogether in the strict limit. In the R2,1

case, although we uncover an analogous novel perturbation, we show it does not exhibit complex
frequencies. In Euclidean signature, we show that K(xm) plays the role of a source for ω(xm).
When close to the AdS4 asymptotic boundary, we speculate on the holographic interpretation
of ω(xm).
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1 Introduction

The class of four-dimensional asymptotically anti-de Sitter solutions to the Einstein field equations
with negative cosmological constant Λ = − 3

ℓ2
admit the systematic expansion

ds2

ℓ2
= dρ2 + e2ρ

(
g(0)mn + e−2ρg(2)mn + e−3ρg(3)mn +O(e−4ρ)

)
dxmdxn , (1.1)

first uncovered by Fefferman and Graham [1]. The asymptotic AdS4 boundary, Γ∞, is located
at ρ = ∞. The asymptotic boundary, Γ∞, is endowed with asymptotic data composed of an
equivalence class under conformal transformations

{g(0)mn, g
(3)
mn} ∼ {Ω2(xm)g(0)mn,Ω

−1(xm)g(3)mn} , (1.2)

where Ω(xm) is a smooth positive function of the boundary coordinates xm. From the perspective of
the AdS4/CFT3 correspondence, this is a reflection of the fact that a three-dimensional conformal

field theory naturally lives on a conformal metric, which we occasionally denote as [g
(0)
mn] to indicate

it contains g
(0)
mn as an instance. Moreover, the Einstein equations impose that g

(3)
mn is transverse and

traceless with respect to g
(0)
mn, and that g

(2)
mn is fixed entirely in terms of g

(0)
mn. Another general feature

of the expansion (1.1), which is somewhat less often emphasised, is that the trace of the extrinsic

curvature, K(xm), along Γ∞ takes the fixed value Kℓ = 3 regardless of the choice {g(0)mn, g
(3)
mn}.

In Lorentzian signature, physically distinct configurations carrying different stress-energy are regis-

tered by changes in g
(3)
mn. The two independent functions in g

(3)
mn encode the two locally propagating

gravitational degrees of freedom. Going from one conformal frame in (1.2) to another can be
achieved by a coordinate transformation that preserves the form of (1.1). As such, Ω(xm) does
not carry physical information about the configuration — it is pure gauge. To develop a particular
initial condition, we must fix Cauchy data along a complete spatial slice Σ, which can be taken to
be the set CΣ = {gij ,Kij} given by the induced metric and extrinsic curvature along the spatial
slice Σ equipped with coordinates xi. The Cauchy data CΣ must further satisfy the gravitational
constraint equations along Σ, and is identified under tangential diffeomorphisms mapping Σ to

itself. The conformal structure of the boundary metric g
(0)
mn is fixed data specific to a particular

theory. In Euclidean signature, one views g
(0)
mn as a source for the boundary stress-tensor [2], and

one seeks instead for a smooth solution of the Euclidean equations with the prescribed asymptotic
data.

In this article, we are concerned with the question of how to move the asymptotic boundary
Γ∞ into the interior of four-dimensional anti-de Sitter space (AdS4). Our analysis is inherently
gravitational, with the goal of acquiring sufficient theoretical ground that might guide us toward
a finite-size generalisation of the AdS4/CFT3 dictionary. Previous works on AdS4/CFT3 at finite
boundary include ideas about the holographic renormalisation group [3–7], as well as more recent
discussions on a higher-dimensional version of the T T̄ deformation [8–11].

At the face of it, and as originally envisioned by York for the Minkowskian case [12], one might
be inclined to bring in the asymptotic boundary Γ∞ to a large but finite value of ρ and fixing the
entire induced metric gmn along a finite-size timelike boundary Γ, along with some Cauchy data
along a spatial slice Σ that intersects Γ along a two-dimensional spatial boundary ∂Σ [13, 14]. In
doing so, and following [15], we should ensure that the Einstein constraint equation projected along
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Γ is satisfied, namely,
R+K2 −KmnK

mn + 2Λ|Γ = 0 , (1.3)

where R is the induced metric with respect to gmn. Parameterically close to the AdS4 boundary,
there is no immediate obstruction to the Dirichlet problem. An argument for this is presented in
the linearised approximation about a planar AdS4 background in appendix A. On the other hand,
it was established in [15–17] that when the boundary Γ resides in an approximately Minkwoskian
or Rindler corner, the constraint equation (1.3) will not be satisfied for generic gmn. (It should be
noted, that although not generic, there do exist many solutions to the Dirichlet problem as well.
These include the important case of an S2 × R boundary.)

Instead of fixing Dirichlet data along Γ, bearing in mind that the entire Fefferman-Graham config-
uration space obeys Kℓ = 3 at Γ∞, one may consider [18] fixing the conformal class of the induced
metric, [gmn], at Γ along with the trace of the extrinsic curvature, K(xm). Such a boundary con-
dition, which we will refer to as the conformal boundary condition, has been the subject of recent
work [19–23], whilst also having appeared previously in the fluid-gravity literature [24,25]. From the
mathematical side, conformal boundary conditions were proven in [17] to constitute a well-posed
elliptic problem in Euclidean signature. In Lorentzian signature conformal boundary conditions,
accompanied by appropriate Cauchy data along some initial time slice Σ, have been conjectured [15]
to constitute a well-posed initial boundary value problem (see also [26,27] for recent developments).
The corresponding gravitational phase space and Brown-York boundary stress-tensor, Tmn, have
been considered in [28]. Interestingly, Tmn is traceless and, in the case of constant K, conserved.

In what follows we will analyse general relativity with a negative cosmological constant Λ = − 3
ℓ2

on
a manifold with a finite size timelike boundary subject to conformal boundary conditions. Schemat-
ically, the location of the boundary is controlled by Kℓ. The shape of the boundary Γ is instead
controlled by the conformal class [gmn], which is fixed, along with a novel dynamical boundary
degree of freedom ω(xm) that comes to life upon bringing in the asymptotic AdS4 boundary.1 In-
terestingly, although bringing in the AdS4 boundary might be envisioned as the result integrating
out degrees of freedom of the dual CFT3, a new degree of freedom appears in the gravitational
phase space. Moreover, ω(xm) interacts non-trivially with the bulk gravitational degrees of free-
dom. From the perspective of AdS4/CFT3, based on our analysis we anticipate that bringing in
the asymptotic boundary invokes at least two novel features. Firstly, a new dynamical field ω(xm),
that is not part of the original CFT3, appears in the theory. Secondly, the conformal invariance of
the CFT3 on S2 × R appears to be broken due to the presence of growing modes in the linearised

1The appearance of a dynamical boundary mode is somewhat reminiscent of what happens in topological quantum
field theories when quantised on a manifold with a boundary [29]. In the context at hand, a linearised analysis
around the Minkowski corner already indicates the existence of a boundary/corner mode that cannot be undone
with a permissible diffeomorphism. This was studied in section 4.1.2 of [20] for the de Donder gauge. Relatedly, in
appendix B of [30] it was shown in the de Donder gauge and about the Minkowski corner, that upon fixing the entire
initial value data set along a Cauchy surface (including the initial data of the boundary/corner mode) to vanish fixes
the linearised evolution uniquely for conformal boundary conditions. These properties can be confirmed for other
gauge choices also. Relatedly, for a spherical spatial boundary, it was shown in [20–22] that there exists a spherically
symmetric physical diffeomorphism (see (5.23) of [20] for the infinitesimal case) whose initial data must further be
fixed to ensure a unique evolution of the initial boundary value problem. The spherically symmetric diffeomorphisms
can be treated at the non-linear level also (see footnote 2 of [21] and the more detailed section 4.1 of [22]). A
complete proof of well-posedness (or lack thereof) of the conformal boundary conditions must necessarily incorporate
the boundary/corner mode at the non-linear level. It remains a very interesting open problem. We would like to
thank M. Anderson and L. Lehner for illuminating discussions on this point.
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spectrum about global AdS4. From the gravitational side, the interaction strength between ω(xm)
and the CFT3 fields — or, similarly, the degree of conformal symmetric breaking — is governed
by the deviation, δK = K − 3

ℓ , in the trace of the extrinsic curvature away from its asymptotic
boundary value. An alternative somewhat more specialised boundary condition which has been
shown to have good properties for Λ ≤ 0, is the ‘umbilical’ boundary condition [31,32] whereby the
induced metric at the boundary is taken to be proportional to the extrinsic curvature.

From a thermodynamic point of view, one can consider computing the horizon entropy of a large
Schwarzschild AdS4 black hole subject to conformal boundary conditions, as analysed in [20,23,33].
In a high-temperature limit, and taking Kℓ > 3 to be constant, the leading order contribution to
the Bekenstein-Hawking relation reads [20,23]

SBH =
16π3ℓ2

81GN

(
Kℓ−

√
K2ℓ2 − 9

)2
β−2 , (1.4)

where β is the (conformally invariant) inverse Hawking temperature as measured by the boundary
clock. As a function of β, the above behaves as the thermal entropy of a three-dimensional conformal
field theory at high-temperature. The pre-factor of β−2 is a monotonically decreasing function of
Kℓ, that tends to the Minkowskian value 4π3

GNK2 [20] at large Kℓ, and to the standard AdS4/CFT3

pre-factor 16ℓ2π3

9GN
in the limit Kℓ → 3. The pre-factor is unaltered for the planar AdS4 black hole

with conformal boundary conditions also. We might view the pre-factor, then, as a generalised
measure of the number of degrees of freedom, at least in some semiclassical sense, for the putative
theory dual to the gravitational theory with finite size conformal boundary. Unlike a Dirichlet
boundary, there is no obstruction in making the size of the horizon arbitrarily large for the case at
hand.2

As an alternative measure of the number of degrees of freedom, we might consider the semiclassical
gravitational path integral for Euclidean AdS4 with an S3 boundary (see for example [34]). For
conformal boundary data given by the conformal class containing the round metric on S3, and a
K which is independent of xm, a straightforward computation for the saddle point approximation
of the gravitational path integral yields

logZ[S3,K] =
πℓ2

2GN

(
Kℓ−

√
K2ℓ2 − 9√

K2ℓ2 − 9

)
≈ πℓ2

2GN

(√
3

2(Kℓ− 3)
− 1 + . . .

)
. (1.5)

We note that logZ[S3,K] is a monotonically decreasing function of Kℓ. Once we deviate from
Kℓ = 3, the divergences that are ordinarily removed by local counterterms in AdS4/CFT3 are
subsumed into the unified expression (1.5). In ordinary AdS4/CFT3, the divergent term in the final
expansion of (1.5) corresponds to an ultraviolet divergence that can be removed with a standard
local counterterm [7]. Perhaps away from Kℓ = 3, there is a different perspective on this, that no
longer allows us to discard such terms and instead they are combined into a unified picture. This
might tie with the question of whether the holographic theory describing an anti-de Sitter universe
with a finite-size is a non-local theory — if so, attempting to disentangle (would be) ultraviolet
divergences from other effects might be somewhat unfounded.

2Interestingly, a similar expression to (1.4) holds for a de Sitter horizon surrounding a timelike boundary subject
to conformal boundary conditions [21], yielding a positive prefactor irrespective of the sign of KℓdS. In contrast to
the Dirichlet case, this indicates that the de Sitter horizon subject to conformal boundary conditions can have a
positive specific heat.

5



The outline of the paper is as follows. In section 2, we introduce the general framework for our
analysis. We discuss the Brown-York stress energy tensor, Tmn, pertinent to the conformal bound-
ary conditions [28], and make contact with the boundary stress tensor [35] at the asymptotic AdS4
boundary. In section 3, we analyse the linearised gravitational equations subject to conformal
boundary conditions about the global AdS4 spacetime. In addition to a collection of ordinary
gravitational normal modes, we uncover a boundary mode, ω(xm). Along with its time deriva-
tive, ω(xm) is part of the phase space of the gravitational theory. For sufficiently large angular
momentum, we find a collection of modes with complex frequency that generalise those uncovered
in the Minkowskian analysis of [20]. When the boundary, Γ, is pushed closer to the asymptotic
boundary, Γ∞, the complex modes appear at increasingly large angular momentum. In section 4,
we analyse the linearised gravitational equations subject to conformal boundary conditions about
the planar AdS4 spacetime. In this case, we uncover a massless boundary mode, ω(xm), which
can now be expressed (locally) as a diffeomorphism. Unlike the case of global AdS4, we find that
there are no exponentially growing modes for the planar case. We end the section by analysing
the ω(xm) mode about an AdS4 black brane background, and show it can dress the black hole in
a way that modifies its energy. In section 5, we consider the Euclidean problem. In particular,
we show that the boundary datum K(xm) acts as a source for ω(xm) — extending the usual Eu-
clidean AdS4/CFT3 dictionary. The output of the Euclidean gravitational path integral will now
be a functional, Z[[gmn(x

m)],K(xm)], of the conformal structure, [gmn], and the mean curvature,
K(xm), along Γ. Details of various computations and technical derivations, can be found in the
several appendices.

2 General framework

In this section we give a brief overview of the general framework for the conformal boundary
condition problem. Our discussion follows that of [20, 21], where a more detailed account can be
found.

2.1 Initial boundary value problem

Our Lorentzian spacetime action is given by

I =
1

16πGN

∫
M

d4x
√

−det gµν (R− 2Λ) +
1

24πGN

∫
Γ
d3x
√
−det gmnK . (2.1)

The timelike boundary is denoted by Γ, and is endowed with the induced metric gmn. The quantity
K = gmnKmn, is the trace of the extrinsic curvature Kmn = 1

2Lnµgmn with respect to the outward-
pointing unit normal nµ. Our cosmological constant Λ = − 3

ℓ2
is taken to be negative in what

follows. The boundary conditions we will impose fix the conformal class of the induced metric
at the timelike boundary, [gmn]|Γ, as well as K [15], and we denote these as conformal boundary
conditions in what follows. The boundary term in (2.1), which differs from that of the standard
Gibbons-Hawking-York term by a coefficient, has been adjusted so as to permit for a well-defined
variational problem [15,28] with respect to the conformal boundary conditions. Coordinates along
the timelike boundary Γ will often be denoted by xm.

The conformal boundary conditions along Γ must be supplied with Cauchy data along a spatial
initial time slice Σ. Part of the Cauchy data is comprised of the induced metric, g̃ij along Σ,
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as well as the extrinsic curvature, K̃ij , with respect to the unit normal ñµ of Σ. The Cauchy
data CΣ = {g̃ij , K̃ij}Σ must be subjected to the gravitational constraint equations along Σ, and
forms an equivalence class under tangential diffeomorphisms that preserve the conformal boundary
conditions and map Σ to itself. We must further ensure that the fields at the boundary ∂Σ of Σ
are compatible with the boundary data along Γ that intersects with ∂Σ.

In addition, we must specify the initial conditions for any independent boundary data residing
∂Σ. As will appear in our linearised analysis below, the boundary data is encoded by the volume
element

√
det g̃ij |∂Σ and the corner angle β ≡ sinh−1 nµñµ|∂Σ. To properly do so, as will be

detailed below, we must supplement the Cauchy data along Σ with the initial data of a boundary
mode, ω(xm), residing at ∂Σ [28, 36].3 Generically, when Σ intersects Γ at a non-perpendicular
angle, an additional corner term (known as the Hayward term [37]) must be supplemented to the
action [38]. The coefficient of the Hayward term was shown to vanish for the case of conformal
boundary conditions [28]. A careful examination of these boundary degrees of freedom will be
presented elsewhere [36], and previous work can be found in [15,28].

Linearised initial boundary value problem. In much of what follows, we will often be consid-
ering the problem at the linearised level. To this end, consider a metric that is slightly perturbed
away from a background ḡµν , such that

gµν = ḡµν + εhµν , |ε| ≪ 1 . (2.2)

Unless otherwise specified, our background metric is taken to be of the form

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 +
dr2

f(r)
+ r2dΣk , (2.3)

where Σk is a maximally symmetric two dimensional space of curvature k = {−1, 0, 1}. We will
only focus on k = {0, 1} in what follows, leaving the case k = −1 for future work. In the case of
k = +1, dΣ+1 = dΩ2

2 is the round metric on the unit two-sphere.

We take the boundary to be located along a surface of constant coordinate r = r. As boundary
conditions, we take that the induced metric at the boundary is of the form

ds2|Γ = e2ω(xm)
(
−f(r)dt2 + r2dΣk

)
, (2.4)

where ω(xm) is an unspecified function of the boundary coordinates, whilst the trace of the extrinsic
curvature at the boundary is fixed to be K.

To preserve the conformal structure of the induced metric at the boundary, we must enforce that

hmn − 1

3
ḡmnh

p
p

∣∣∣∣
Γ

= 0 . (2.5)

The variation of the trace of the extrinsic curvature to first order in ε is given by

δK(hµν)√
f(r)

∣∣∣∣∣
Γ

≡ K(ḡµν + εhµν)−K(ḡµν)

ε
√
f(r)

∣∣∣∣∣
Γ

=
1

2
∂rh

m
m −Dmhrm −

√
f(r)

2
Khrr

∣∣∣∣∣
Γ

= 0 , (2.6)

3The reason that there is independent data at ∂Σ — itself not part of CΣ — is that unlike the case of a complete
Cauchy surface, we are now quotienting configurations along Σ by a restriction of the tangential diffeomorphisms.
This allows for the possibility of non-trivial contributions to the configuration space that may locally appear as a
pure diffeomorphism. Explicit examples of such configurations will be presented in the following section.
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where Dn denotes the covariant derivative with respect to the background metric ḡmn induced at
the timelike boundary.

In order to fully specify the initial boundary value problem, we must also specify boundary condi-
tions for the gauge parameter of the diffeomorphisms. At the linear level one has a vector field ξµ

transforming {
xµ → xµ − ε ξµ ,

hµν → hµν +∇µξν +∇µξν ,
(2.7)

where ∇µ denotes the standard covariant derivative. In order for the gauge parameter to be
consistent with the conformal boundary conditions, we must impose that2

(
Kmn − K

3 ḡmn

) (√
f(r)ξr

)
+
(
Dmξn +Dnξm − 2ḡmn

3 Dpξp

)∣∣∣
Γ

= 0 ,(√
f(r)∂rK −DmDm

)(√
f(r)ξr

)
+ ξmDmK

∣∣∣
Γ

= 0 .
(2.8)

It is worth noting that the second term in the first equation corresponds to the conformal Killing
equation with respect to the boundary metric ḡmn. Additionally, allowed diffeomorphisms should
satisfy ξr|Γ = 0, such that the location of the boundary is not disturbed.

2.2 Conformal Brown-York boundary stress tensor

One can compute the Brown-York boundary stress tensor Tmn for our boundary value problem by
varying the classical on-shell action with respect to the boundary conformal metric [g]mn|Γ, whilst
keeping K fixed. Here, [g]mn denotes a particular representative of the conformal class [gmn]. This
exercise was undertaken in [15, 28], where it is shown that the resulting stress tensor takes the
following form4

Tmn = − eω

8πGN

(
Kmn − 1

3
Kgmn

)∣∣∣∣
Γ

. (2.10)

We note that Tmn is manifestly traceless, and it transforms with conformal weight −1 under a Weyl
transformation of the conformal representative.

The divergence of Tmn (with respect to (2.4) with ω = 0) follows from the momentum constraint
at Γ. One finds

DmTmn = − 1

12πGN
e3ωDnK , (2.11)

which renders Tmn divergenceless when K is a constant. For completeness, the Hamiltonian con-
straint at Γ reads

DmDmω +
1

2
DmωDmω − 1

4
R+ 16π2G2

NTmnTmne
−4ω − 1

6
K2e2ω = 0 , (2.12)

4The precise variation of the on-shell action with respect to the conformal metric gives the following conformal
Brown-York tensor density [23]

TCBY
mn ≡ − 2√

−det[g]mn

δI

δ[g]mn
= − eω

8πGN

(
Kmn − 1

3
Kgmn

)
(− det [g]mn)

1/6 , (2.9)

where [g]mn is the conformal metric at the boundary, defined via gmn ≡ e2ω[g]mn. Note that this definition for the

stress tensor density differs from our definition by an overall factor of (−det [g]mn)
1/6.
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where R is the Ricci scalar of the conformal representative of [g]mn|Γ with ω = 0. Both (2.11) and
(2.12) form Lichnerowicz-York type equations [39–41].

Given the stress tensor (2.10), along with (2.11), one can construct a conserved quantity associated
with tangential diffeomorphisms (2.8) that preserve the conformal boundary conditions as follows.
Let us take the case of constant K, and let ξm be a conformal Killing vector of the induced metric
(2.4) with ω = 0. If we further set ξr to zero, it follows from (2.8) that ξm preserves the conformal
boundary conditions. The current Jm ≡ ξnTmn obeys the conservation equation DmJm = 0, as
implied by (2.11) and the tracelessness of Tmn.

5 Let um be a timelike unit-normal vector with
respect to the same metric, (2.4) with ω = 0, whose explicit form is given by um∂m = f(r)−1/2∂t.
It follows that

Qξ ≡ r2
∫

dΣk u
mJm

∣∣∣∣
Γ

, (2.13)

where dΣk is the volume form of Σk, is a conserved charge with respect to ξm. Taking, for example,
a time translation, ξm∂m = ∂t, the associated conserved quantity, Econf ≡ Q∂t , which we denote by
the conformal energy, is given by

Econf =
r2√
f(r)

∫
dΣk Ttt

∣∣∣∣∣
Γ

. (2.14)

We note that Econf is invariant under Weyl transformations of the conformal representative.

Fefferman-Graham limit. It is interesting to note here that in AdS/CFT, the Brown-York stress
tensor is ordinarily computed [35] with the standard Gibbons-Hawking-York boundary term that
appears in the Dirichlet problem. Here, we have instead used an action (2.1) with a boundary
term whose prefactor differs from the standard one by a factor of 2

3 . Let us consider a general
asymptotically AdS4 configuration in the following coordinates:

ds2

ℓ2
= dρ2 +

e2ρ

ℓ2

(
g(0)mn + ℓ2e−2ρg(2)mn + ℓ3e−3ρg(3)mn + . . .

)
dxmdxn , (2.15)

where g
(2)
mn is minus the Schouten tensor built from g

(0)
mn

g(2)mn ≡ 1

4
R[g(0)mn]g

(0)
mn −Rmn[g

(0)
mn] , (2.16)

and g
(3)
mn is a transverse-traceless tensor, also with respect to g

(0)
mn. As a simple example, consider

the case g
(0)
mn = ηmn. We impose conformal boundary conditions at a large ρ = ρc, such that

gmn|Γ = e2ω(xm)
(
ηmn +O

(
e−ρc

))
, Kℓ = 3 +O

(
e−2ρc

)
, (2.17)

where ω = ρc and [g]mn = ηmn. Given (2.15), it is easy to compute the extrinsic curvature at
the boundary (see appendix B). We then find that the conformal Brown-York stress tensor (2.10)
evaluates to

Tmn =
3ℓ2

16πGN
g(3)mn + ... , (2.18)

5To obtain a conserved current Jm, one could relax the constant K condition to ξmDmK = 0 for the ξm of
interest. Since the orthogonal component of ξm is zero, this condition is equivalent to the trace of the extrinsic
curvature-preserving condition (2.8).
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as we approach the asymptotic boundary. The above expression is indeed proportional to the
standard boundary stress-tensor in AdS4/CFT3.

For general g
(0)
mn, and assuming that R[g

(0)
mn] is non-vanishing, it is convenient to first bring in the

boundary infinitesimally by moving Kℓ slightly away from its AdS4 boundary value. Details of this
can be found in appendix B. Upon doing so, our conformal Brown-York stress tensor, to leading
order in the deviation, reads

Tmn = − ℓ2

8πGN

√
R[g

(0)
mn]

4(Kℓ− 3)

(
Rmn[g

(0)
mn]−

1

3
R[g(0)mn]g

(0)
mn

)
+

3ℓ2

16πGN
g(3)mn + ... . (2.19)

The first term is a divergent quantity in the strict AdS4 boundary limit, whereby Kℓ → 3. The
divergent term is fixed in terms of the asymptotic AdS4 boundary data, and is often removed
via some renormalisation scheme [7]. Interestingly, the divergent term depends on the conformal

structure of g
(0)
mn and thus, for Kℓ ̸= 3, it contributes to the boundary stress-energy tensor (2.10) in

a physically meaningful way. In particular, we will see that it can receive non-trivial contributions
from the field ω, which is now part of the dynamical phase space.

What happens in the strict asymptotically AdS4 limit, is that the boundary mode effectively de-
couples from the remaining dynamics, and it becomes reasonable to remove it from the phase

space altogether. The finite term, proportional to g
(3)
mn, is the standard boundary stress-tensor in

AdS4/CFT3 [35]. As such, the standard AdS4/CFT3 boundary stress-tensor is recovered from the
conformal boundary conditions, even though the coefficient of the Gibbons-Hawking-York term is
different from that employed in the original literature.6

The difference in the approach we have discussed, as compared to the standard Dirichlet approach,
is how one controls the deviation away from the asymptotic boundary. Here, instead of fixing a
finite size induced metric at the boundary Γ, and varying its size, we tune the value Kℓ. That the
choice of conformal boundary conditions is argued [15,17] to have, generically, better well-posedness
properties than the Dirichlet one, might be viewed as adding further value to this approach.

In any case, in order to further quantify the physical content of the conformal boundary conditions,
it is important to understand their dynamical implications. We will proceed to do so, at the
linearised level, in the next section.

Example: Schwarzschild AdS4 mass. To exemplify the above expressions, we calculate the
conformal energy of a Schwarszchild AdS4 black hole. The corresponding a background metric ḡµν
in (2.3) has k = +1 and

f(r) = 1− 2GNM

r
+

r2

ℓ2
. (2.20)

We take the conformal boundary conditions to be

ds2
∣∣
r=eωℓ

= e2ω
(
−du2 + ℓ2dΩ2

2

)
, K|r=eωℓ =

3e3ωℓ+ (2eωℓ− 3GNM)

e2ωℓ2
√
f(eωℓ)

, (2.21)

where, for the AdS4 black hole, ω is constant. For the sake of convenience, and to make clear the
comparison to the AdS/CFT literature, we have rescaled the boundary clock to the time coordinate
labeled by u ∈ R. For the same purpose, we also set r to ℓ.

6We would like to acknowledge H. Liu, D. Harlow, and E. Shaghoulian for valuable discussions regarding this
point.
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Given some M > 0 and Kℓ > 3, there exists a unique real ω that satisfies (2.21). Our Cauchy
surface Σ is given by the spatial slice t = eω u√

f(eωℓ)
= 0 that orthogonally intersects the boundary

at r = eωℓ. In the Kℓ → 3 limit, the trace of the extrinsic curvature equation can be inverted,
resulting in the expansion

eω =
1√

2(Kℓ− 3)

(
1 +

Kℓ− 3

4
+O(Kℓ− 3)3/2

)
. (2.22)

The conformal Brown-York stress energy tensor (2.10) evaluates to

Tuu =
2

ℓ2
Tθθ =

2

ℓ2 sin2 θ
Tϕϕ =

eω (3GNM − eωℓ)

12πGNℓ2
√

f(eωℓ)
, (2.23)

with all other components vanishing. We thus find

Econf(M) = ℓ2
∫

dΩ2Tuu =
eωM√
f(eωℓ)

− e2ωℓ

3GN

√
f(eωℓ)

, (2.24)

where ω is implicitly defined in terms of K. As Kℓ → 3, we find an ω-dependent expression that
diverges in the limit. This is a general feature of conserved charges for asymptotic boundaries.
Instead, we can compute the difference between the black hole energy and that of empty global
AdS4, which yields

Econf(M)− Econf(M = 0) = M − 5

3
M(Kℓ− 3) +O(Kℓ− 3)3/2 . (2.25)

Comparing to the standard expression in AdS4/CFT3, as calculated for instance in [35,42], we find
agreement for the leading contribution to the energy.

3 Linearised dynamics about global AdS4

In this section, we consider linearised perturbations about a fixed global AdS4 spacetime. We take
the background metric to be

ds2 = −
(
1 +

r2

ℓ2

)
dt2 +

dr2

1 + r2

ℓ2

+ r2dΩ2
2, dΩ2

2 ≡ dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2 , (3.1)

where the coordinate ranges are t ∈ R, r ∈ (0,∞), θ ∈ (0, π), and φ ∈ (0, 2π).

We consider a three-dimensional timelike boundary Γ located at r = r. By appropriately selecting
the sign ofKℓ, we are able to consider gravitational dynamics for either the interior region, r ∈ (0, r),
or for the exterior region, r ∈ (r,∞). We will focus on the dynamics inside the tube. The induced
metric at r = r is given by

ḡmndx
mdxn|Γ = −

(
1 +

r2

ℓ2

)
dt2 + r2dΩ2

2 , (3.2)

while the extrinsic curvature is given by

Kmndx
mdxn|Γ =

r

ℓ2

√
1 +

r2

ℓ2
(
−dt2 + ℓ2dΩ2

2

)
. (3.3)
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The trace of the extrinsic curvature at Γ is

Kℓ|Γ =
2ℓ2 + 3r2

r
√
ℓ2 + r2

. (3.4)

Note that Kℓ is a positive real number satisfying Kℓ ≥ 3, which is saturated as r approaches the
asymptotic boundary of AdS4. In the small r limit, Kℓ diverges as 2

r , retrieving the Minkowski
behavior in [20].

We consider perturbations of the form (2.2), subject to conformal boundary conditions at Γ. As
boundary conditions, we fix the conformal class of the metric to be (3.2) and the trace of the
extrinsic curvature to be constant. Furthermore, we require the leading perturbation of the trace
of the extrinsic curvature to vanish at the boundary, δK|Γ = 0. In addition, we must specify
conformal boundary conditions for the set of allowed diffeomorphisms ξµ. Finally, we require
ξr|Γ = 0, so that allowed diffeomorphisms do not move the location of the boundary.

We follow a procedure analogous to the one for Λ = 0 [20] and Λ > 0 [21]. Namely, we decompose
the metric perturbations into irreducible representations of the S2, which are labeled by the total
angular momentum l ∈ Z+ and the integer valued axial angular momentum, m ∈ (−l, l). For l = 0,
and l = 1, only modes that are locally diffeomorphic are present. We study l = 0 modes in section
3.1, while in section 3.2 we provide their non-linear extension. Modes with l = 1 are studied
in 3.3. In section 3.4, we analyse linearised modes with l ≥ 2, following the Kodama-Ishibashi
procedure [43,44].

3.1 Locally diffeomorphic modes with l = 0

There are no local excitations of the metric field with l = 0 at the linearised level. Nevertheless, in
the presence of a boundary, we can ask whether there exist physical modes that can be expressed
as diffeomorphisms in a given small neighborhood. Concretely, we are interested in linearised
perturbations hµν taking the following form

hµν = ∇µξν +∇νξµ , (3.5)

for an arbitrary vector field ξµ. The above perturbation automatically satisfies the linearised
Einstein field equation.

The general coordinate transformation that preserves the spherical symmetry of the background
metric is given by

ξµ(t, r)∂µ = ξr(t, r)∂r + ξt(t, r)∂t . (3.6)

Upon imposing that the trace of the extrinsic curvature remains unchanged by (3.5) we find that
the vector field components must satisfy(

r2∂2
t ξ

r(t, r)−
(
2 +

r2

ℓ2

)
ξr(t, r)

)∣∣∣∣
Γ

= 0 . (3.7)

From the above we obtain

ξr(t, r) = e−iω(0)tf+(r) + eiω
(0)tf−(r) + f1(t, r) , (3.8)
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where ω(0)r = i
√

2 + r2

ℓ2
, f±(r) are arbitrary constants, and f1(t, r) is a function of both t and r such

that at the boundary f1(t, r = r) goes to zero. We note that at the boundary we have exponential
growth/decay, as in the case of non-negative cosmological constant [20, 21], and moreover in the
Minkowskian limit r

ℓ → 0 we retrieve the result in [20].

Further imposing that the boundary metric is conformally equivalent to the Lorentzian cylinder,
we find (

ξr(t, r)

r
−
(
1 +

r2

ℓ2

)
∂tξ

t(t, r)

)∣∣∣∣
Γ

= 0 , (3.9)

yielding

ξt(t, r) =
f+(r) e

−iω(0)t

(1 + r2/ℓ2)
√

2 + r2/ℓ2
− f−(r) e

iω(0)t

(1 + r2/ℓ2)
√
2 + r2/ℓ2

+ f2(t, r) , (3.10)

where f2(t, r) is another smooth function of t and r, such that at the boundary it becomes indepen-
dent of time, f2(t, r = r) = f2(r). Now we can look at the general form of the linearised metric after
imposing both boundary conditions. The correction to the Weyl factor at the boundary simply
becomes,

(r δω)|Γ = f+(r) e
−iω(0)t + f−(r) e

iω(0)t . (3.11)

Note again that the correction to the Weyl factor grows exponentially with time. We can also
consider the corner component of the metric at the boundary,

δβ|Γ = htr|Γ =

√
2 + r2/ℓ2

r (1 + r2/ℓ2)

(
f+(r)e

−iω(0)t − f−(r)e
iω(0)t

)
−
(
1 +

r2

ℓ2

)
∂rf2(t, r) . (3.12)

From (3.10) it follows that f2(t, r) can be set to zero using an ordinary diffeomorphism. The
first term in (3.12), instead, is proportional to ∂tδω|Γ. Together with δω|Γ, the pair {δω, ∂tδω}|Γ
constitutes independent initial data along the t = 0 initial slice.

We observe that spherically symmetric physical diffeomorphisms can vary both the Weyl factor of
the boundary metric as well as the corner component. The boundary Weyl factor and corner can
be viewed as conjugate variables of the gravitational phase space at the boundary, upon imposing
conformal boundary conditions [28]. It is worth contrasting the above with linearised perturbations
about the standard Minkowski corner, as analysed in [20], where physical diffeomorphisms perturb
the corner but not the boundary Weyl factor.7

An analogous analysis can be performed for the l = 0 mode about the AdS4 black hole metric
(2.20) in the Fefferman-Graham gauge, see appendix C.1.

3.2 Non-linear diffeomorphic modes with l = 0

One can also treat the diffeomorphism non-linearly [21, 22]. Here, we seek a surface embedded in
global AdS4, which preserves our boundary conditions. That is, the trace of the extrinsic curvature
at the boundary is fixed to K, where we allow K to be an arbitrary function of the boundary time,
and the induced metric at the boundary is conformal to (3.2),

ds2|Γ = e2ω(xm)

(
−
(
1 +

r2

ℓ2

)
dt2 + r2dΩ2

2

)
. (3.13)

7In [20] this was shown in the harmonic gauge. It is straightforward to show this independently of the gauge
choice.
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As a consequence, r is not a function of K and should be treated as a part of the conformal
representative of the induced metric.

The resulting non-linear equation governing the Weyl factor upon imposing our boundary conditions
is given by

r2∂2
tω = −

(
1 +

r2

ℓ2

)(
2 +

3r2e2ω

ℓ2

)
− 2 (r∂tω)2 +K(t) reω

(
1 +

r2

ℓ2

)√√√√1 +
r2

ℓ2
e2ω +

(r∂tω)2

1 + r2

ℓ2

.

(3.14)
Upon linearising the Weyl mode about ω(t) = 0 and further setting K to be (3.4), we are left with

r2∂2
t δω(t) =

(
r2

ℓ2
+ 2

)
δω(t) , (3.15)

from which we retrieve the exponential solutions (3.11).

The conformal energy for the solutions to (3.11) can be obtained using the conformal Brown-York
stress energy tensor (2.10). Assuming that K is a constant, a direct computation gives

Econf =
r
√

1 + r2

ℓ2

3GN

Kre3ω − 3e2ω

√√√√1 +
r2

ℓ2
e2ω +

(r∂tω)2

1 + r2

ℓ2

 . (3.16)

To obtain this expression, we use (3.14). One can show that dEconf
dt = 0 by imposing (3.14).

A non-linear example. An inherently non-linear time-dependent solution to (3.14) is given by

e2ω(t) =
αn.l.

cos2 βn.l.t
, where αn.l. ≡

9ℓ2

r2 (K2ℓ2 − 9)
, βn.l. ≡

1

r

√
1 + r2

ℓ2
. (3.17)

For this non-linear solution the conformal Brown-York stress-tensor vanishes identically. As such,
it is distinguishable from the constant ω(t) = ω0 solution to (3.14) which reads

e2ω0 =
ℓ2

r2

(√
K2ℓ2 − 8−Kℓ

)
Kℓ+ 12

2 (K2ℓ2 − 9)
, (3.18)

and has negative conformal energy.

Asymptotic boundary analysis. Another interesting limit is the large Weyl factor limit. Con-
sider ω = −1

2 log(Kℓ− 3) + δω. Taking Kℓ → 3, the equation (3.14) becomes

r2∂2
t δω = −

(
1 +

r2

ℓ2

)(
1

2
− r2

ℓ2
e2δω

)
− 1

2
(r∂tδω)2 , (3.19)

to leading order in the small Kℓ − 3 expansion. An exact solution to this equation is given by a
constant Weyl factor e2δω0 = ℓ2

2r2
.

We would like to compare the Brown-York stress tensor this limit with the standard one from the
Fefferman-Graham expansion (2.19). For this, we set the Weyl factor to be e2ω = 1

Kℓ−3 and the

conformal representative to be g
(0)
mn = e2δω ḡmn where ḡmn is (3.2) and δω is purely time-dependent.
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Then, the Brown-York stress tensor (2.10) in this limit becomes

Ttt =
2

r2

(
1 +

r2

ℓ2

)
Tθθ =

2

r2 sin2 θ

(
1 +

r2

ℓ2

)
Tϕϕ =

(
1 + r2

ℓ2

)(
2
3e

2ω − ℓ2

r2

)
− (ℓ∂tω)2

8πGNℓ
√
Kℓ− 3

. (3.20)

Upon implementing (3.19), this stress tensor agrees with the first term in (2.19). Moreover, (3.19) is

equivalent to the condition that R[g
(0)
mn] =

4
ℓ2

for a purely time-dependent ω. We can also compute
the conformal energy, which in this limit simplifies to

Econf =
4πr2eω√
1 + r2

ℓ2

Ttt . (3.21)

The conformal energy takes the form of a single particle with negative kinetic term and is unbounded
from below. It is interesting to note that standard positivity notions of energy may no longer hold
in the presence of a timelike boundary subject to conformal boundary conditions. It is also the case
that wrong-sign kinetic terms can appear in the kinetic term of the conformal mode of the induced
metric, upon performing a classical ADM analysis of gravitational dynamics. Perhaps, then, ω is
carrying some of this flavour.

Euclidean uniqueness. As a side remark, one might suspect that the equation analogous to (3.14)
in Euclidean signature could signal the violation of uniqueness for conformal boundary conditions
established in the theorem of [17]. However, we recall that the uniqueness results in Euclidean
signature assume the boundary to be a compact manifold. Consider an S2×S1 boundary, where the
Euclidean time τ = it is a periodic variable. In this way, one cannot generically generate multiple
regular Euclidean solutions given the conformal boundary data, restoring the good uniqueness
properties of [17]. For concreteness, consider the linearised expression (3.15). Taking t → −iτ
and requiring τ to have a given periodicity τ ∼ τ + β, we see that generically there are no regular
solutions to the Euclidean version of (3.15) since this equation would enforce a different periodicity
in τ . In Lorentzian signature, instead, care must be taken in imposing appropriate initial data at
the corner to ensure a unique and well-posed evolution. Relatedly, had we considered a Euclidean
manifold of with boundary of the type S2 × I, where I is a closed interval in R, one should be
cautious about additional Euclidean zero modes [27].

3.3 Locally diffeomorphic modes with l = 1

For the case of diffeomorphisms built from l = 1 spherical harmonics, we solve again for a per-
turbation of the form (3.5). The general diffeomorphism built from the scalar spherical harmonics
with l = 1, S1, can be written as8

ξ±µ dx
µ =

α± e∓iω(1)t√
1 + r2/ℓ2

(
S1 dr ± i ω(1) r

(
1 + r2/ℓ2

)
S1 dt−

√
2
(
1 + r2/ℓ2

)
S1,i r dΩi

)
+ ξ̃±µ dx

µ ,

(3.22)

8For l = 1 modes, the functions S1 are angular-dependent functions defined by (∇̃2 +2)S1 = 0, with ∇̃2 being the
Laplacian of the unit two-sphere. From S1, the S1,i functions can be simply defined by S1,i = − 1√

2
∇̃iS1, where the i

represent indices on the two-sphere.
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where ω(1) = ℓ−1, α± are constants, and ξ̃±µ are arbitrary diffeomorphisms that vanish at the

boundary, ξ̃±µ (t, r) = 0. As opposed to ξ̃±µ , the α± modes have a non-vanishing ξr at the boundary
which means that they are physical and cannot be gauged away.

To conclude, the l = 1 diffeomorphism built from the scalar spherical harmonics yields the subset
of Killing vectors on AdS4 that become conformal Killing vectors (with nonvanishing conformal
factor) when projected onto the boundary metric. A similar analysis holds for diffeomorphisms
built from l = 1 vectorial spherical harmonics, where up to trivial diffeomorphisms, one finds the
subset of AdS4 Killing vectors that project onto Killing vectors of the boundary metric itself. Thus,
there are no physical perturbations of the metric that correspond to l = 1 diffeomorphisms.

3.4 Bulk linearised modes with l ≥ 2

For l ≥ 2, there are no physical diffeomorphisms (see appendix D) and the only allowed pertur-
bations are bulk modes. We employ the Kodama-Ishibashi method to analyse them [43, 44]. This
procedure is analogous to the one done for positive and vanishing cosmological constant in [20,21],
so we will keep the discussion brief here. We refer the reader to appendix C in [20] for a detailed
account of definitions and conventions of the Kodama-Ishibashi method.

Using the spherical symmetry of the background metric, we can decompose the metric perturbations
into a scalar and a vector sector,

hµν = h(S)µν + h(V )
µν . (3.23)

The scalar sector can be described in terms of the scalar spherical harmonics Sl, while the vector
perturbation depends on the vectorial spherical harmonics Vi.

9 The Kodama-Ishibashi formalism
reduces the linearised Einstein field equations into a set of differential equations for scalar master

fields Φ(S/V ), from which one can directly infer a solution for the metric perturbation h
(S/V )
µν . In

the absence of boundaries, this procedure can be performed in a gauge-invariant way.

For our analysis, we select a gauge in which the boundary conditions only act on either h
(S)
µν or

h
(V )
µν [20, 21], so that the general metric perturbation can be written as

hmn = −ḡmn
1
2r

[
l (l + 1)

(
1 + 2r2

ℓ2

)
+ 2r2∂2

t + 2
(
1 + r2

ℓ2

)2
r∂r

]
Φ(S)Sl

+
(
δimδtn + δinδ

t
m

) (
1 + r2

ℓ2

)
∂r
(
rΦ(V )

)
Vi ,

hrr = − 1

r
(
1+ r2

ℓ2

)2

[
l(l+1)

2

(
3 + 7r2

ℓ2
+ 4r4

ℓ4

)
+
(
3 + 2r2

ℓ2

)
r2∂2

t

+
(
1 + r2

ℓ2

)((
1 + r2

ℓ2

)(
l(l + 1) + 1 + 2 r2

ℓ2

)
+ r2∂2

t

)
r∂r

]
Φ(S)Sl ,

htr = − 1

2
(
1+ r2

ℓ2

)∂t [l(l + 1)
(
1 + r2

ℓ2

)
− 2 + r2∂2

t +
(
1 + r2

ℓ2

)
r2

ℓ2
r∂r

]
Φ(S)Sl ,

hri =

√
l(l+1)

2
(
1+ r2

ℓ2

) [l(l + 1)
(
1 + r2

ℓ2

)
+ r2∂2

t +
(
2 +

(
3 + r2

ℓ2

)
r2

ℓ2

)
r∂r

]
Φ(S)Sl,i + r

1+ r2

ℓ2

∂tΦ
(V )Vi .

(3.24)

9The spherical harmonics of total angular momentum l, denoted as Sl, are given by the solutions to (∇̃2 + l(l +
1))Sl = 0. It is also useful to define Sl,i ≡ −(l(l + 1))−1/2∇̃iSl. The vectorial spherical harmonics Vi are defined as
solutions to the equations (∇̃2 + l(l + 1)− 1)Vi = 0 and ∇̃iVi = 0.
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The indices m and n denote indices with respect to coordinates tangential to the boundary, (t, θ, ϕ),
while the index i denotes indices on the two-sphere. In order to satisfy the Einstein field equation,
the master fields Φ(S/V ) should satisfy,(

−∇2 +
l(l + 1)

r2

)
Φ(S/V )(t, r) = 0 . (3.25)

In the above, ∇2 denotes the Laplacian on a two-dimensional anti-de Sitter space,

−∇2 ≡
(
1 +

r2

ℓ2

)−1

∂2
t − ∂r

(
1 +

r2

ℓ2

)
∂r . (3.26)

Since we are interested in the gravitational dynamics inside the worldtube, we require solutions to
be regular as r → 0. Then, the general solution for each frequency, both for the scalar and vector
master fields can be written as

Φ(S/V )(t, r) = −Re

[
e−iωt

(r
ℓ

)l+1
(
1 +

r2

ℓ2

)ωℓ
2

2F1

(
1

2
(l + ωℓ+ 1),

1

2
(l + ωℓ+ 2); l +

3

2
;−r2

ℓ2

)]
.

(3.27)

As mentioned, the metric perturbation (3.24) is given in a gauge where the linearised conformal

boundary conditions act separately on h
(S)
µν and h

(V )
µν , so we can study each contribution indepen-

dently.

3.4.1 Vector sector

In the case of h
(V )
µν , the boundary condition (2.6) is automatically satisfied while the boundary

condition (2.5) imposes

F (V )
l (Kℓ, ωℓ) ≡ Φ(V )

r
+ ∂rΦ

(V )

∣∣∣∣∣
Γ

= 0 . (3.28)

Given the solution for the master field (3.27), we numerically scan for solutions in the complex
frequency plane for different values of l and r and find that all allowed frequencies that satisfy that
boundary conditions are real. Two examples for l = 2 can be found in figure 1. This behaviour
mimics that of the full asymptotically AdS4 case, and is essentially that of a ‘particle in a box’. As
Kℓ → 3 the spectrum reproduces a subset of the normal mode frequencies, |ωnℓ| = l+ 4+ 2n with
n ∈ Z+, in global AdS4.

3.4.2 Scalar sector

For the scalar sector, it is straightforward to verify that (2.5) is automatically satisfied at r = r.
Then we only need to impose that the change in the mean curvature is vanishing at the boundary
of the tube. This gives,

F (S)
l (Kℓ , ωℓ) ≡

(a1
r4

+
a2
r2

∂2
t − 2∂4

t

)
Φ(S) +

(a3
r2

− 2∂2
t

)(
1 +

r2

ℓ2

)2
∂rΦ

(S)

r

∣∣∣∣∣
Γ

= 0 , (3.29)
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(a) Kℓ = 5 (b) Kℓ = 3.01

Fig. 1: Density plot of absolute value of logF (V )
l (Kℓ, ωℓ)2 in the complex ωℓ plane for l = 2, at t = 0. Note

that all allowed frequencies are real.

where we should use (3.4) to write r in terms of Kℓ and
a1 = l(l + 1)

(
1 + r2

ℓ2

)(
3 + 2r2

ℓ2
− 2l(l + 1)

(
1 + r2

ℓ2

))
,

a2 = 4 + 2r2

ℓ2
− 4l(l + 1)

(
1 + r2

ℓ2

)
,

a3 = 4 + 2r2

ℓ2
− l(l + 1)

(
3 + 2r2

ℓ2

)
.

(3.30)

Equation (3.29) selects the set of allowed frequencies in the scalar sector that satisfy the conformal
boundary conditions. In general these frequencies can be complex. As an example, in figure 2 we

provide a density plot of F (S)
l (Kℓ, ωℓ) in the complex ωℓ plane for the l = 2 modes for two different

values of Kℓ. In both cases, we observe a set of normal modes with real frequencies. In addition,
when Kℓ is large enough, there are four additional complex frequencies, two of which have positive
imaginary part.
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(a) Kℓ = 5 (b) Kℓ = 3.01

Fig. 2: Density plot of absolute value of logF (S)
l (Kℓ, ωℓ)2 in the complex ωℓ plane for l = 2, at t = 0. We

multiply F (S)
l (Kℓ, ωℓ) by |ωℓ|−2 to highlight the location of the zeros. Note that when Kℓ ≈ 3, all the zeros

are in the real line, while for larger Kℓ, there are, additionally, two pairs of complex conjugate frequencies.

The allowed modes give rise to a non-vanishing Weyl factor on the timelike boundary,

δω|Γ = − 1

4r

[
l (l + 1)

(
1 +

2r2

ℓ2

)
+ 2r2∂2

t + 2

(
1 +

r2

ℓ2

)2

r∂r

]
Φ(S)Sl

∣∣∣∣∣
Γ

. (3.31)

At a fixed value of l, the magnitude of the imaginary part of the complex frequencies decreases
as Kℓ decreases, i.e., as the boundary of the tube moves towards the conformal boundary of AdS.
In fact, for each l, we find a critical value of K, that we call Kc, such that Im(ωℓ) = 0, for all
Kℓ ∈ [3,Kcℓ]. We show this behaviour for l = 2 in figure 3.

Note that for large Kℓ, both the real and imaginary parts of the allowed frequencies become linear
in Kℓ. This is consistent with the fact that in flat space, the frequencies scale with r instead of ℓ (for
a spherical boundary in flat space, K = 2

r ). In the limit Kℓ → ∞, the values of these frequencies
precisely coincide with those found for the analogous problem in flat space for any l, including the
large l behavior, ωr ≈ ±l ± 0.34i l1/3 [20, 22].

The imaginary part of ω is observed, numerically, to depend on Kℓ (see appendix E). To obtain
an approximation at large l, we can employ a WKB approximation of (3.25). We can do this by

placing (3.25) in Schrödinger form, by defining x = cos−1(1 + r2

ℓ2
)−

1
2 with x ∈ (0, π2 ). For a given

frequency, ω, the Schrödinger equation governing the scalar mode is

∂2
xΦ

(S)(x) = Ql(x)Φ
(S)(x) , Ql(x) ≡

l(l + 1)

sin2 x
− ω2ℓ2 . (3.32)

The WKB approximation, in the limit of parameterically large potential, is found to be

Φ(S)(x) ≈ 4
√
Ql(x) exp

∫ x

dx
√

Ql(x) . (3.33)
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Fig. 3: Real and imaginary part of allowed frequencies in the scalar sector for l = 2. The location of the
conformal boundary of AdS4 is given by Kℓ = 3, and we observe that for l = 2, Kcℓ ≈ 3.32. Both are shown
in vertical dashed black lines. For Kℓ < Kcℓ, the lowest frequency asymptotes the value of |ωℓ| =

√
5, followed

by frequencies that asymptote to |ωℓ| = 3, 5, 7, 9, · · · . These values are marked with horizontal dotted lines in
the figure. At Kℓ = Kcℓ, the two lowest frequencies coalesce into one — see inset in (a), which also develops
an imaginary part, shown in (b). After the critical value, the four lowest real frequencies, that correspond to
plus and minus the blue and red curves, become four complex frequencies with ωℓ = ±|Re (ωℓ)| ± i|Im (ωℓ)|,
colored in purple. All the other frequencies remain real. At large enough Kℓ, both the real and imaginary
part become linear in Kℓ, reproducing the flat space limit.

The integral of Q(x) can be expressed in terms of elementary functions, and we have chosen here
the solution that becomes smooth near the origin. Implementing (3.29), and expanding near the
AdS4 boundary by taking Kℓ → 3, one finds only real frequency solutions compatible with our
preceding analysis.

The transition from complex-to-real frequencies. As we approach K → Kc, we numerically
find that for any fixed l,

Im(ωℓ) =

{
α(l)

√
Kℓ−Kcℓ+O(Kℓ−Kcℓ)

3/2 , Kℓ ≳ Kcℓ ,

0 , 3 ≤ Kℓ < Kcℓ .
(3.34)

for some function α(l) that can be found numerically for each l. An example near the critical value
for l = 4 is shown in figure 4.
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Fig. 4: Imaginary part of the allowed complex frequencies with l = 4 in the scalar sector close to the critical
value Kcℓ ≈ 3.09. The dots are numerical, while the red dashed line shows the best fit close to the critical
point, Im(ωℓ) = 0.89

√
Kℓ−Kcℓ.
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We can ask how the value of Kcℓ depends on the angular momentum number l. For this, we
numerically find the value of Kcℓ for different values of l, ranging from l = 2 to l = 130. The
results can be seen in figure 5, where we numerically find that for large l,

Kcℓ = 3 + a l−1 +O(l−2) , a ≈ 0.26 . (3.35)

Conversely, this result can be inverted to establish that at any given Kℓ ≳ 3, modes with angular
momentum satisfying l ≳ 0.26

(Kℓ−3) will exhibit exponential growth in time at the linearised level.

20 40 60 80 100 120 140
2.99
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3.04

3.05
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Fig. 5: Critical value for the extrinsic curvature Kcℓ for different values of l. The dots were obtained
numerically for each l, while the dashed red curve shows the best fit at large l, which gives Kcℓ = 3+0.26 l−1.
As a reference, we show the black dotted line of Kℓ = 3, the conformal boundary of AdS4 space.

Structure of the scalar normal frequencies. For K < Kc, the four complex frequencies split
into four real frequencies, that we can follow as the boundary approaches the AdS4 boundary. In
the limit Kℓ → 3, the absolute value of the lowest two real frequencies is found to approach

|ω(l)ℓ| =
√

l(l + 1)− 1 . (3.36)

As an example, in figure 3 we plot the case of l = 2 with |ω(2)ℓ| =
√
5. These frequencies can be

thought as near physical diffeomorphisms as the timelike boundary approaches the AdS4 boundary
(see appendix D). For these modes, the variation of the boundary Weyl factor becomes,

δω =

(
l(l + 1)(l + 2)(l − 1)

3l(l + 1)− 4

ℓ

r
+O

(
ℓ

r

)2
)
Φ(S)Sl

∣∣∣∣∣
Γ

. (3.37)

The other two real frequencies saturate to |ωℓ| = l+ 1 as Kℓ → 3, and they are accompanied by a
tower of normal (real) frequencies,

|ω(l)
n ℓ| = (l + 1) + 2n , n ∈ N0 , (3.38)

that are the standard frequencies for metric perturbations about AdS4. By evaluating the Weyl
factor at the boundary for large r, we find that for the frequencies (3.38),

δω =

(
l(l + 1)(l + 2)(l − 1)

8n(n+ l + 1) + 2l + 4

ℓ3

r3
+O

(
ℓ

r

)4
)
Φ(S)Sl

∣∣∣∣∣
Γ

. (3.39)
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We note that the Weyl factor for these modes decays faster in r as compared to that of the modes
in (3.36). Given that

√
l(l + 1)− 1 is strictly less than l + 1 for positive l, the lowest frequencies

are always the ±ω(l) of (3.36).

In the asymptotic limit, both sets of allowed frequencies can be found analytically by looking at

the asymptotic form of F (S)
l (Kℓ , ωℓ) in (3.29). As Kℓ → 3, r

ℓ → ∞ and we obtain,

F (S)
l (Kℓ , ωℓ) =

4
√
π
(
l(l + 1)− 1− ω2ℓ2

)
Γ
(
l + 3

2

)
Γ
(
1
2(l + 1− ωℓ)

)
Γ
(
1
2(ωℓ+ l + 1)

) r
ℓ
cos (ωt) +O (1) , (3.40)

which indeed has zeros at real frequencies with ω(l)ℓ = ±
√

l(l + 1)− 1 and ω
(l)
n ℓ = ±((l+1)+2n),

for non-negative integer n.

Radial profiles. It is worth noting that the radial profile of the master field at any given fixed
time is smooth, even across the transition. For l = 2, this can be seen in figure 6. When Kℓ ≈ 3,
we can obtain the radial profiles analytically, finding that

eiωtΦ(S)(t, r)|l=2 =


3
√
5
(
4( rℓ )

2−3
)
sin(

√
5 tan−1( rℓ ))+45( rℓ ) cos(

√
5 tan−1( rℓ ))

4( rℓ )
2 , for ωℓ =

√
5 ,

− ( rℓ )
3(

( rℓ )
2
+1

)3/2 , for ωℓ = 3 .
(3.41)

At r = 0 both profiles are identically zero. As r
ℓ → ∞, the radial profiles go to constants,

eiωtΦ(S)(t, r)|l=2
r/ℓ→∞−→

{
3
√
5 sin

(√
5π
2

)
≈ −2.43 , for ωℓ =

√
5 ,

−1 , for ωℓ = 3 .
(3.42)
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Fig. 6: Radial profile of the master field with l = 2, for different values of Kℓ at the boundary. In blue, we
show the master field for a value of Kℓ that is greater than the critical; in yellow, at the critical value; and
in green and red, for the asymptotic boundary of AdS4. The circles indicate the position of the boundary in
each case, except in the last ones where r

ℓ
→ ∞. In all cases, the radial profiles are smooth functions of r

ℓ
. In

(b), we increase the range of r
ℓ
and only show the asymptotic form of the master field profile as the boundary

approaches the conformal boundary of AdS. In dashed lines, we show the asymptotic constant values of the
master field according to (3.42).
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4 Linearised dynamics about planar AdS4

In this section, we consider linearised perturbations about a fixed planar AdS4 spacetime,

ds2 =
ℓ2

z2
(
dz2 − dt2 + dx2 + dy2

)
, (4.1)

where z > 0 and (t, x, y) ∈ R1,2 are coordinates on three-dimensional Minkowski space.

The timelike boundary, Γ, is taken to be a three-dimensional Minkowski spacetime located at
z = zc > 0. The spacetime region of interest will be z ∈ (zc,+∞).

The background induced metric and the extrinsic curvature are given by

ḡmndx
mdxn|Γ =

ℓ2

z2c
ηmndx

mdxn , Kmndx
mdxn|Γ =

ℓ

z2c
ηmndx

mdxn . (4.2)

It follows that the trace of the extrinsic curvature is Kℓ = 3. We note that, unlike the spherical
case, the timelike boundary is independent of zc which means that, without any perturbation, every
constant-z surface leads to the same conformal class of the induced metric and trace of the extrinsic
curvature. Indeed, there is no invariant meaning to zc as one can simply rescale coordinates to
absorb it; it is nothing more than a bookkeeping device.

We consider perturbations of the form (2.2), subject to conformal boundary conditions at Γ. We fix
the conformal class of the metric to be (4.2) and the trace of the extrinsic curvature to be K = 3

ℓ .
As such, the perturbed Weyl factor, δω, is defined as

ds2
∣∣
Γ
= (1 + ε 2δω)

ℓ2

z2c
ηmndx

mdxn . (4.3)

We require the leading perturbation of the trace of the extrinsic curvature to vanish at the bound-
ary, δK|Γ = 0. We also need to specify conformal boundary conditions for the set of allowed
diffeomorphisms ξµ. Furthermore, we require ξz|Γ = 0, so that allowed diffeomorphisms do not
move the location of the boundary.

In order to proceed one could follow an analogous procedure as in section 3, namely using the
Kodama-Ishibashi formalism. In section 4.2 we will work in the Fefferman-Graham coordinate
choice so as to compare our results with those in the AdS/CFT literature.

4.1 Locally diffeomorphic modes

We first consider linearised perturbations that can be expressed locally as a diffeomorphism,

hµν = ∇µξν +∇µξν , (4.4)

for an arbitrary vector field ξµ. The above perturbation automatically satisfies the linearised
Einstein field equation. A straightforward calculation yields

hzz =
2ℓ2

z2

(
∂zξ

z − ξz

z

)
,

hzm = ℓ2

z2
(∂mξz + ηmn∂zξ

n) ,

hmn = ℓ2

z2

(
ηpn∂mξp + ηpm∂nξ

p − ηmn
2
z ξ

z
)
,

(4.5)
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where ηmn is the three-dimensional Minkowski metric, and ξz and ξm are functions of both z and
xm. Imposing that the perturbation (4.5) preserves the conformal structure of the induced metric
(4.2) at z = zc results in

ηpn∂mξp + ηpm∂nξ
p − 2

3
ηmn∂pξ

p

∣∣∣∣
Γ

= 0 . (4.6)

This is simply a conformal Killing equation for a three-dimensional Minkowski spacetime. Therefore
this condition requires that the three-vector ξm be given by

ξm(z, xm) = ζm(xm) + ξ̃m(z, xm) , (4.7)

where ξ̃m is an arbitrary three-vector that vanishes at z = zc, namely ξ̃m(zc, x
m) = 0, and ζm is a

conformal Killing vector of three-dimensional Minkowski space,

ζm(xm) = am + xnbn
m + (2xmxn − xpxpδ

m
n ) cn + xmd , (4.8)

where am, bn
m, cm, and d are arbitrary constants. Only cn and d lead to a non-vanishing Weyl

factor. Since ξ̃m vanishes at the timelike boundary, it is an allowed diffeomorphism.

The linearised trace of the extrinsic curvature is given by

δK|Γ =
z

ℓ
∂2ξz

∣∣∣
Γ
, (4.9)

where ∂2 ≡ ηmn∂m∂n. This equation takes the form of a plane wave equation with δK playing the
role of an external source. Demanding that (4.5) preserves the trace of the extrinsic curvature at
z = zc results in

ξz(z, xm) = ζ(xm) + ξ̃z(z, xm) , (4.10)

where ξ̃z is an arbitrary function that vanishes as z = zc, ξ̃
z(zc, x

m) = 0. Again, given that ξ̃z

vanishes at the boundary, it is an allowed diffeomorphism. The z-independent function ζ is a
solution to ∂2ζ = 0,

ζ(xm) = ℓRe

∫
R2

d2k

(2π)2

(
ζ(k)e−iωt+ik·x

)
, ω = |k| , (4.11)

where ζ(k) is an arbitrary function of k. Combining both (4.8) and (4.11), the linearised Weyl
factor at z = zc can be written as

δω(zc, x
m) = 2xmcm + d− ℓ

zc
Re

∫
R2

d2k

(2π)2

(
ζ(k)e−iωt+ikx

)
, ω = |k| . (4.12)

We note that, as expected, allowed diffeomorphisms ξ̃µ do not contribute to (4.12).

Thus, to uniquely specify a solution for δω|z=zc as a function of time, we need to specify initial
data for δω at the intersection ∂Σ of Γ and the initial Cauchy surface Σ. More specifically, if we
take the initial Cauchy slice to be at t = 0, the initial dataset consists of {δω, ∂tδω} at t = 0 and
z = zc.

By setting the conformal Killing vectors (4.8) to zero, we observe that the initial data can be
expressed as

{δω, ∂tδω}|t=0,z=zc
=

{
z2

4ℓ2
(hxx + hyy) ,−

z

ℓ2
htz −

z

2ℓ
(πxx + πyy)

}∣∣∣∣
t=0,z=zc

, (4.13)
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where πxx and πyy denote the linearised extrinsic curvature at t = 0. We recall that hxx, hyy,
πxx, and πyy contribute to the standard Cauchy data of gravity. In contrast, the corner angle
δβ = htz|t=0,z=zc

does not belong to the Cauchy data set. One might be concerned, then, that
the physical phase space is not even-dimensional or that there is a redundancy between the bulk
and boundary phase space. For this reason, a better way to organise the physical Cauchy data is
as follows. One can consider the standard initial dataset, namely CΣ = {hmn,Kmn} on Σ, which
obey the physical constraints and cannot be expressed, even locally, as diffeomorphisms of any
type. Further to this, one has the boundary pair C∂Σ = {ω, ∂tω} residing at the spatial corner ∂Σ
that stems specifically from non-trivial diffeomorphisms. As such, C∂Σ ̸⊂ CΣ. In asymptotically
Minkowski or anti-de Sitter space we are often able to impose sufficiently stringent boundary
conditions that remove C∂Σ from the physical phase space without disrupting the consistency of
dynamical behaviour. For the case of a finite timelike boudary subject to conformal boundary
conditions, this is no longer the case.

Lastly, we note that by using (2.10), the linearised conformal Brown-York stress-energy tensor for
(4.12) is given by

Tmn =
ℓ2

8πGNzc
∂m∂nδω

∣∣∣∣
Γ

= − ℓ2

8πGNz2c
∂m∂nζ(x

m)

∣∣∣∣
Γ

. (4.14)

It is clear that ∂mTmn = Tm
m = 0 as δω satisfies ∂2δω = 0. We note that since Kℓ = 3, we

cannot directly compare to (2.19). The contribution, as can be seen from (B.7) in appendix B,
corresponds to the divergent part of the boundary stress tensor in the standard AdS4/CFT3 limit.
By integrating Ttt over the spatial two-dimensional plane, we obtain the total conformal energy

Econf =
ℓ2

8πGNzc

∫
R2

d2x ∂2
t δω(t,x) . (4.15)

Given that ∂2δω = 0, provided δω vanishes sufficiently fast at the boundary of R2 the conformal
energy vanishes in the linearised approximation we are considering.

4.2 Bulk linearised modes

Next we consider bulk modes. For this, we work in the Fefferman-Graham gauge, hzµ = 0. It is
always possible to use allowed diffeomorphisms ξ̃µ to fix this gauge (see appendix A.1). Then, it is
useful to parameterise the remaining components of the perturbed metric as

hmn(z, x
m) =

ℓ2

z2
γmn(z, x

m) , (4.16)

where γmn is a symmetric tensor. Requiring that the perturbation (4.16) preserves the conformal
structure of the background induced metric at z = zc gives

γmn − 1

3
ηmnγ

∣∣∣∣
Γ

= 0 , (4.17)

where γ ≡ ηmnγmn denotes the trace of γmn. Requiring that the perturbation (4.16) preserves the
trace of the extrinsic curvature at z = zc yields

∂zγ|Γ = 0 . (4.18)
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Using the parameterisation (4.16), the zz- and zm-components of the Einstein field equation re-
spectively give {

∂m∂n (γmn − ηmnγ) + 2z−1∂zγ = 0 ,

∂n∂z (γmn − ηmnγ) = 0 .
(4.19)

These equations imply that γ = −1
4∂

mvm(z2 − z2c ) + χ and ∂n(γmn − ηmnγ) = vm for some
scalar χ and vector vm, which are both independent of z. Acting on (4.17) with ∂m, we find that
vm = −2

3∂mχ. Imposing the boundary condition (4.18), we obtain ∂mvm = −2
3∂

2χ = 0. In terms
of γmn, these two equations imply that

∂nγmn =
1

3
∂mγ , ∂m∂nγmn =

1

3
∂2γ = 0 , (4.20)

where γ is now independent of z. Hence, by solving (4.17)-(4.19), one can decompose hmn as

hmn(z, x
m) =

ℓ2

z2

(
γ̃mn(z, x

m) +
1

3
ηmnγ(x

m)

)
, (4.21)

where γ̃mn is a transverse-traceless tensor, and γ is a z-independent scalar obeying ∂2γ = 0. The
conformal boundary conditions for (4.21) imply that

γ̃mn|Γ = 0 . (4.22)

Consider now the mn-components of the Einstein field equation. By using (4.21), we obtain

∂2γ̃mn + z2∂z
(
z−2∂zγ̃mn

)
= −1

3
∂m∂nγ . (4.23)

We observe that, upon redefining γ̃mn → γ̃mn + 1
6(z

2 − z2c )∂m∂nγ, the right hand side vanishes.
This means that the general metric perturbation that obeys the conformal boundary conditions at
z = zc is given by

hmn(z, x
m) =

ℓ2

z2

(
γ̃mn(z, x

m) +
1

3

(
ηmn +

1

2
(z2 − z2c )∂m∂n

)
γ(xm)

)
, γ̃mn|Γ = 0 , (4.24)

where the transverse-traceless tensor γ̃mn and the scalar γ obey{
∂2γ̃mn + z2∂z

(
z−2∂zγ̃mn

)
= 0 ,

∂2γ = 0 .
(4.25)

The part of hmn that depends on γ is a physical diffeomorphism, gauge equivalent to that analysed
in the previous sub-section. Our analysis indicates that the bulk perturbation governed by the
transverse-traceless tensor γ̃mn leads to a vanishing Weyl factor — the Weyl mode is completely
controlled by γ, and it is fixed uniquely by initial data localised at the boundary.

The equation for γ can be solved straightforwardly. The general solution is given by

γ(xm) = Re

∫
R2

d2k

(2π)2
γ(k)e−iωt+ik·x , ω = |k| , (4.26)
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where k is a two-dimensional vector and γ(k) is an arbitrary function of k.

The solution for γ̃mn is also straightforward, but a bit longer, so we refer the reader to appendix F
for details. The general solution for γ̃mn can be written as

γ̃mn(z, x
m) = Re

∫ ∞

0

dq

2π

∫
R2

d2k

(2π)2

2∑
j=1

β(j)
mn(q,k)

(
1 + iqz

1 + iqzc
e−iq(z−zc) − 1− iqz

1− iqzc
eiq(z−zc)

)
e−iωt+ik·x ,

(4.27)

where β
(j)
mn represent the two transverse-traceless polarisations of the metric perturbation and ω =√

|k|2 + q2. As ω is always real, the solutions are generally well behaved in time, mimicking the
Dirichlet results in [14].

By using (2.10), the linearised conformal Brown-York stress-energy tensor associated with (4.24)
is given by

Tmn =
ℓ2

16πGNz2c

(
∂zγ̃mn +

zc
3
∂m∂nγ

)∣∣∣∣
Γ

. (4.28)

Once again, we can confirm that Tmn is traceless and conserved.

Asymptotic boundary limit. Let us consider the behavior of (4.24) in the limit where the time-
like boundary approaches the AdS4 boundary. Taking a perturbation which has the characteristic
length scale of the order of ℓ, namely |k|ℓ ∼ qℓ ∼ 1, along with zc

ℓ → 0 and z
ℓ → 0 while keeping z

zc
fixed, we obtain

hmn = Re

∫ ∞

0

dq

2π

∫
R2

d2k

(2π)2
ℓ2

z2

ηmnγ(k)

3
− z2 − z2c

6
kmknγ(k)−

2∑
j=1

2i

3

(
z3 − z3c

)
q3β(j)

mn(q,k) + · · ·

 e−iωt+ik·x ,

(4.29)

up to terms of order z3

ℓ3
. Setting zc = 0 and comparing with the standard Fefferman-Graham

expansion, we observe that the Weyl mode, γ(k), perturbs g
(0)
mn but not g

(3)
mn. It can be associated

with a Fefferman-Graham gauge preserving diffeomorphism in the asymptotic boundary limit.

4.3 Non-linear mode on AdS4 black brane

So far we have considered linearised perturbations about planar AdS4. Upon implementing confor-
mal boundary conditions, we identified a novel mode which is locally a diffeomorphism. As a final
remark, and to complement the previous discussion of this section, we would like to consider the
analogous setup about a black brane in AdS4. The corresponding metric can be expressed in the
following form

ds2

ℓ2
=

dz2

z2f(z)
+

1

z2
(
−f(z)dt2 + dx2 + dy2

)
, f(z) = 1− 2GNMz3

ℓ4
. (4.30)

Unlike the case of the planar AdS4 background, the trace of the extrinsic curvature, K, on a surface
of constant z = zc is now sensitive to the value of zc.

We would like to identify a hypersurface in the black brane geometry which obeys the conformal
boundary conditions with constant K, and an induced metric conformally equivalent to ηmn

ds2|Γ = e2δω(t) ℓ
2

z2c

(
−dt2 + dx2 + dy2

)
. (4.31)
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We will take δω(t) to be purely time dependent, but we will allow it to be non-linear. It is clear
that zc can always be absorbed by a simple change in δω(t), so it should be viewed as a bookkeeping
device.10

We now obtain a non-linear equation about the AdS4 black brane background, analogous to (3.19).
Requiring that the timelike boundary is embedded in the AdS4 black brane geometry (4.30), subject
to our conformal boundary conditions, we are led to the following differential equation for δω,

ℓ2∂2
t δω = −3ℓ2

z2c
e2δω +

3GNMzc
ℓ2

e−δω − 2(ℓ∂tδω)2 + e
δω
2
Kℓ3

z2c

√
e3δω − 2GNMz3c

ℓ4
+

z2c
ℓ2

eδω(ℓ∂tδω)2 .

(4.32)

Note that upon setting M = 0 and requiring δω(t) to be constant, this equation simply becomes
Kℓ = 3, as in the planar AdS4 case. If M is non-zero and we set δω to zero, the timelike boundary
is at a constant z = zc slice of (4.30), and the value of zc is fixed as

z3c =
ℓ4

GNM

(
1− 1

9

(
K2ℓ2 −Kℓ

√
K2ℓ2 − 9

))
=

ℓ4

GNM

√
2(Kℓ− 3)

3
+O(Kℓ− 3) . (4.33)

Upon linearising (4.32) at finite M , we obtain the simpler equation

∂2
t δω(t) = Ω2δω(t) , with Ω ≡ 3GNMz2c

ℓ2
√
ℓ4 − 2GNMz3c

, (4.34)

which has solutions of the form δω(t) = e±Ω t. The second order nature of (4.34) indicates that, as
in our previous discussion, we must fix the dynamical data C∂Σ = {δω, ∂tδω}|∂Σ to have a complete
specification of the initial data.

Upon setting M = 0 in (4.34), such that Ω = 0, we retrieve the simpler equation ∂2
t δω(t) = 0, in

line with the analysis of section 4.1. We also note that Ω is strictly real valued and diverges as the
back brane horizon approaches the boundary, whereby 2GNMz3c = ℓ4. Such a divergence indicates
that in the near-horizon region, where the metric is approximated to leading order by the Rindler
spacetime, one must rescale the time coordinate to render it non-degenerate. Upon rescaling to
the Rindler time coordinate, the rescaled expression for Ω is no longer divergent and our analysis
naturally ties to the Rindler analysis of section 5.3 in [21]. What we are learning here, is that the
Rindler boundary mode indeed non-linearises and persists away from the strict Rindler limit.

The only non-vanishing components of the conformal Brown-York stress tensor (2.10) satisfy Ttt =
2Txx = 2Tyy, with

Ttt =
1

12πℓGN

(
Kℓ e2δω − 3eδω/2

√
e3δω + eδω (ℓ∂tδω)2 − 2GNM

ℓ

)
, (4.35)

where we have set zc
ℓ = 1 for notational simplicity. Upon imposing (4.32), one can readily confirm

that in addition to being traceless, Tmn is also conserved with respect to boundary metric (4.31).
The conformal energy follows immediately, by integrating the tt-component of the stress-tensor

10Adding space dependence to δω is an interesting extension of this problem. It will require a more thorough
analysis, beyond our scope, as the boundary mode δω would no longer be locally expressible as a diffeormophism.
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over a spatial slice. Interestingly, we see that for a finite conformal boundary in AdS4, one can no
longer decouple δω from the remaining dynamics.

It might be tempting to view δω as a type of soft hair, along the lines of [45], which can dress the bare
black brane geometry. However, in the case at hand, hair can carry physical energy. In this sense,
the situation is similar to dressing a BTZ black hole with a Brown-Henneaux diffeomorphism [46].
A similar analysis holds for the black hole in global AdS4, as detailed in appendix C.2.

5 Sourcing the Weyl mode

In this section we consider Euclidean AdS4 subject to conformal boundary conditions. In particular,
we are interested in the role of K as a source for boundary operators. In ordinary AdS4/CFT3,
the Euclidean problem produces a functional, Z, whose arguments are the boundary values of
the bulk fields. For the gravitational sector, one has a functional Z[[gij(x)]] of the conformal
structure, [gij(x)], of a given boundary metric with coordinates x ∈ R3. To compute the leading
order contribution to Z one resorts to a saddle-point approximation whereby one seeks solutions to
the Euclidean equations of motion that are smooth in the interior and asymptote to the specified
boundary data. In the case at hand, the gravitational path integral will produce a functional
Z[[gij(x)],K(x)] of the conformal boundary data, as K is no longer fixed to the value Kℓ = 3.

For an asymptotically AdS4 spacetime, the configuration space near the AdS4 boundary is organised
in the form of a Fefferman-Graham expansion [1]

ds2

ℓ2
=

dz2

z2
+

1

z2

(
g
(0)
ij + z2g

(2)
ij + z3g

(3)
ij + . . .

)
dxidxj , (5.1)

where i, j denote indices tangential to the boundary,

g
(2)
ij =

1

4
R[g

(0)
ij ]g

(0)
ij −Rij [g

(0)
ij ] , (5.2)

is minus the Schouten tensor, and g
(3)
ij is traceless and transverse with respect to g

(0)
ij . The above

series generally converges at some small but finite value of z away from z = 0. There exist residual
diffeomorphisms that preserve the above asymptotic gauge. These involve a Weyl transformation

of g
(0)
ij accompanied by a particular transformation of the remaining coordinates. As such, the

boundary data is that of a conformal metric.11 It is worth re-emphasising that for all asymptotic
configurations, K evaluated at the asymptotic boundary takes the same fixed value, namely K = 3

ℓ .
Consequently, to impose boundary conditions for more general choices of K, we have to move away
from the asymptotic AdS4 boundary. For instance, at a slice of constant but small z = zc, we can
compute the leading correction to be

Kℓ = 3 +
z2c
4
R[g

(0)
ij ] + . . . , (5.3)

to leading order in the small zc expansion. The above expression for K is now sensitive to the full

boundary metric g
(0)
ij , and not just its conformal structure.

11In odd dimensions one must modify the discussion slightly due to anomalous transformations.
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5.1 Perturbed partition function

We would like to deform K(x) in an infinitesimal way, perturbing the boundary slightly away from
its value Kℓ = 3 about the empty Euclidean AdS4 solution. This could be taken, for instance, to
be either the hyperbolic metric with flat slicing

ds2

ℓ2
=

1

z2
(
dz2 + dx2

)
, (5.4)

where x ∈ R3, or the hyperbolic metric with spherical slices

ds2

ℓ2
=

dz2

z2
+

ℓ2

z2

(
1

4
− z2

2ℓ2
+

z4

4ℓ4

)
dΩ3 , (5.5)

where dΩ3 is the round metric on the three-sphere, and z ∈ R+. For the sake of simplicity, in what
follows we focus on (5.4).

At the level of the linearised equations of motion, we seek solutions that obey the conformal bound-
ary conditions at z = zc that impose an induced metric conformally equivalent to the boundary
metric δij , whilst the trace of the extrinsic curvature is K = 3

ℓ + δK(x).

In the planar case, for non-constant δK(x), the linearised gravity solutions subject to our prescribed
conformal boundary conditions enforce that the metric perturbation is locally pure gauge, that is,

hµν = ∇µξν +∇νξµ , (5.6)

where ∇µ is the covariant derivative on the planar metric (5.4). By imposing that the induced
metric at zc is conformally flat, we find

ξi(zc,x) = 0 . (5.7)

The trace of the extrinsic curvature, to the linear order, fixes

ξz(zc,x) = ζ(x) , δK(x) =
zc
ℓ
∂i∂

iζ(x) . (5.8)

We note that δK(x) vanishes at zc = 0, consistent with the fact that all Fefferman-Graham config-
urations have K = 3

ℓ at the asymptotic boundary. The general diffeomorphism ξµ(z,x) that solves
these equations is given by

ξz(z,x) = ζ(x) + ξ̃z(z,x) , ξi(z,x) = ξ̃i(z,x) , (5.9)

where ξ̃z(z,x) and ξ̃i(z,x) are residual gauge degrees of freedom obeying ξ̃z(zc,x) = ξ̃i(zc,x) = 0.
Fixing the Fefferman-Graham gauge hzz = hzi = 0 imposes conditions on the remaining terms,
resulting in

ξz(z,x) = −z

∫
d3y

z3c
zc

ℓδK(y)

4π |x− y|
, ξi(z,x) =

z2 − z2c
2

δij∂j

∫
d3y

z3c
zc

ℓδK(y)

4π |x− y|
. (5.10)

In the strict AdS4 boundary limit, we can recognize the above as a Fefferman-Graham preserving
transformation (see for example equations (2.6) and (2.7) in [47]). As (5.10) involves a non-vanishing
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ξz component, the above is a physical diffeomorphism that cannot be gauged away. In terms of the
metric perturbation (5.6), we find

hij(z,x) =

(
2ℓ2

z2
δij +

(
1− z2c

z2

)
ℓ2∂i∂j

)∫
d3y

z3c
zc

ℓδK(y)

4π |x− y|
. (5.11)

In particular, the perturbed Weyl factor of the boundary metric is given by

ds2|Γ =
ℓ2

z2c
e2ω(x)δijdx

idxj , eω(x) ≈ 1 + δω(x) = 1 +
zcℓ

4π

∫
d3y

z3c

δK(y)

|x− y|
. (5.12)

We note that δK(x) controls, non-locally, the linearised Weyl mode of the boundary metric. In the

zc → 0 limit while keeping |dx|
zc

and ℓδK(x) fixed, the response of the Weyl factor due to δK(x)
vanishes.

Given the solution satisfying the conformal boundary conditions, we can compute the on-shell
Euclidean Einstein action for the solutions of interest as a function of δK(x). The Euclidean action
is given by,

−Icl =
1

16πGN

∫ zIR

zc

dz

∫
d3x
√

det gµν (R− 2Λ) +
1

24πGN

∫
Γ
d3x

√
det gmnK(x) , (5.13)

where we will take zIR → +∞ at the end. Given (5.12), it is easy to see that the boundary term
becomes,

−Ibdy =
1

24πGN

∫
d3x

ℓ3

z3c
e3ω(x)K(x) . (5.14)

As we would like to compute the two-point function of the Weyl mode, it is sufficient to expand the
action to quadratic order in the metric perturbation hµν . Using the on-shell solution (5.11) and
after integrating by parts (assuming that δω decays fast enough as |x| → ∞), the on-shell action
is given by

−Icl =
3zIRℓ

2

64πzcGN

∫
d3x

z3c
ℓ2δK(x)2 +

ℓ2

24πGN

∫
d3x

z3c

d3y

z3c

zcℓ
2δK(x)δK(y)

4π|x− y|
+O(z−1

IR ) . (5.15)

Note that the first term, which is local in δK(x), is divergent as zIR → ∞. It would be interesting
to perform a more refined regularisation procedure for this term, perhaps along the lines of [48].

5.2 Weyl factor two-point function

Expression (5.15) gives us, in the semiclassical limit, the generating function of correlations for the
operator sourced by δK(x). We can compute the two-point function as a simple example. This is
the second functional derivative of −Icl with respect to δK(x), which is given by

− δ2Icl
δK(x)δK(y)

=
ℓ2

12πGN

1

z6c

zcℓ
2

4π |x− y|
, (5.16)

for separate points x and y. This is the two point function of a three dimensional massless scalar
field. This is in line with the massless dispersion relation (3.36) for δω(xm) that we uncovered in
our Lorentzian mode analysis, and more specifically the relation (4.12) in the Lorentzian planar
AdS4 analysis.
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Comparison to Euclidean flat space. It is worth comparing the above analysis to the case of
linearised gravity with a vanishing cosmological constant around R4, whose metric we take to be

ds2 = dz2 + dx2 . (5.17)

We choose the boundary to reside at z = 0, and as in the previous analysis, we impose that
the induced metric is conformally equivalent to the flat metric on R3 and the trace of the extrinsic
curvature is δK(x). A similar analysis to that for the planar AdS4 geometry now yields the following
linearised physical diffeomorphism

ξz(z,x) = −
∫

d3y
δK(y)

4π |x− y|
+ ξ̃z(z,x) , ξi(z,x) = ξ̃i(z,x) , (5.18)

where ξ̃z(z,x) and ξ̃i(z,x) are residual gauge degrees of freedom obeying ξ̃z(0,x) = ξ̃i(0,x) = 0.
The corresponding metric perturbation can be computed using hµν = ∂µξν + ∂νξµ. Interestingly,
the Weyl factor of the boundary metric is unaffected by δK(x). This can be seen by noting that, for
a general background geometry, the Weyl factor transforms under an infinitesimal diffeomorphism
as

δω(z,x) =
1

3
Diξ

i(z,x) +
1

3
Kξz(z,x) , (5.19)

where Di is the covariant derivative of the boundary metric. In the present case, Di = ∂i and
K = 0 implying that ξz does not enter the linearised Weyl factor. Since ξi(0,x) is zero according
to (5.18), then δω(0,x) = 0 identically. This is in line with the observation in [20] that the
physical diffeomorphism that alters the corner angle β about the standard Minkowski corner does
not perturb the boundary value of the Weyl factor to linear order.

To conclude, we offer some general remarks on the current state of affairs. We view the formulation
of the general problem in terms of the conformal boundary condition fixing the pair ([gmn],K) as
carrying certain merit. In particular, it is a formulation that can be extended to arbitrary value
for the cosmological constant [20–23], and ties naturally to the existing structure of the Fefferman-
Graham expansion. Moreover, in the limit Kℓ → ∞ with an S2 × R boundary metric, we recover
the Minkowskian results of [20] directly from the global AdS4 analysis.

In all cases analysed so far, one finds that a novel dynamical degree of freedom, ω(xm), must be
included to the gravitational phase space. As such, our setup may shed light on the question of
how many underlying degrees of freedom there are in a finite portion of spacetime. In this regard,
it is interesting to note that the sharp distinction between the ultraviolet divergences, that are
often removed by local boundary counterterms, and the remaining quantum field theoretic data
encountered in the standard AdS/CFT dictionary is no longer manifest. This feature is already
illustrated in the introduction by considering the gravitational path integral logZ[S3,K] in (1.5).
Perhaps, from a more schematic viewpoint, what we are seeing is the necessity to consider a more
local version of the holographic renormalisation group flow whereby we allow the ultraviolet cutoff
scale, Λu.v.(x

m), to depend on the boundary spacetime coordinates. The effective action for ω(xm)
follows from a Legendre transform of the dual field theory with respect to Λu.v.(x

m).

We note that if we impose, instead, Dirichlet conditions near the AdS4 boundary, the corresponding
boundary Brown-York stress-tensor, Tmn(x

n), will acquire a non-vanishing trace, Tm
m(xm). From

32



the bulk point of view, this trace is accounted for by the trace of the extrinsic curvature which
is no longer fixed, in contrast to the case of the Fefferman-Graham expansion, or the conformal
boundary conditions. One may ask whether there exists a new boundary mode for the Dirichlet
problem. Near the Minkowski corner, the answer is partially affirmative, in that one finds large
physical diffeomorphisms [15, 30]. However, they come at the cost of a non-unique development of
the equations.

One of the main unresolved questions, left unanswered in our work so far, is the fate of the linearised
modes that exhibit exponential growth about global AdS4. To make progress on this issue, a non-
linear analysis may be necessary. The growing modes indicate, in the very least, that the global
AdS4 solution (along with its SO(3, 2) isometry group) is no longer the vacuum state — conformal
symmetries appear to be broken. As Kℓ → 3, the breaking occurs at increasingly large angular
momentum. To control the behaviour of the growing modes, we might consider adding further
boundary terms at Γ, which would alter the dynamics of ω(xm), or further spacetime dependence
on K(xm). For instance, a boundary cosmological constant

Ibdy = λ

∫
Γ
d3x
√

−det gmn , (5.20)

adds an interaction term to the theory governing ω(xm). Along these lines, one may wish to
consider the possibility of path integrating over the space of conformal metrics, such that the
boundary theory is a type of conformal gravity, echoing ideas expressed in [23].

From a holographic point of view, what is missing is a clear interpretation for the meaning of
K(xm) in the dual theory. Considerations of the Bekenstein-Hawking relation, as in (1.4), appear
to indicate that K(xm) is related to the number of underlying degrees of freedom in the finite-
size theory. In parallel, K(xm) or its deviation away from the asymptotic value Kℓ = 3, appears
to be related to the amount of conformal symmetry breaking. Relatedly, the conserved charges
(2.19) at the boundary Γ diverge upon taking Kℓ → 3. In the standard AdS4/CFT3 literature,
such divergences are related to the ultraviolet cutoff in the dual CFT3. In our analysis, once the
asymptotic AdS4 boundary Γ∞ is brought in to some finite timelike boundary, Γ, the previously
divergent terms are rendered finite and become sensitive to the dynamical mode ω(xm). The novel
terms describe part of the physical content in the theory.

To make contact with concrete examples of AdS4/CFT3, it is worth generalising the conformal
boundary conditions of [15] to theories of supergravity. In particular, we may wish to understand
the analogue condition for the whole gravitational supermultiplet. A natural proposal would be
to consider the supersymmetric variation of the boundary data ([gmn],K) and fix the whole col-
lection at Γ. In particular, we may wish to fix the superconformal structure at Γ along with a
supersymmetric generalisation of K(xm). This, among other things such as the generalisation to
other spacetime dimensions, and developing a more general string theoretic picture [49,50], will be
left for future considerations.

From a more general perspective, a sharper understanding of Euclidean gravity on a manifold with
a finite size boundary may help clarify certain puzzling aspects of Euclidean quantum gravity. An
interesting example that arises in this context comes from Euclidean gravity with Λ > 0. Here, the
Euclidean saddle corresponds to a round four-sphere. One can carve out a variety of compact three-
manifolds from an S4. The gravitational path integral over S4 [51, 52], though rich in structure
exhibits some unusual features including (potentially) the presence of a phase [53]. On its own, the
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S4 path integral has no external parameters that can be varied. In contrast, if we excise a solid
cylinder, we obtain a portion of S4 with an S2×S1 boundary, as explored in [11,21,25,54–61]. It is
of interest, then, to understand how features of the sphere path-integral are encoded in the excised
sphere path integral. The presence of the phase, for example, may now depend on what boundary
conditions are placed on the S2 × S1 (see [62] for a related discussion). Moreover, the structure of
the S2×S1 boundary may lend itself to an interpretation closer to that of a trace, making it easier
to assess the underlying unitarity of the theory (or lack thereof). If we wish to fuse two portions
of an excised sphere back together [21, 63], we may wish to consider placing conformal boundary
conditions at each boundary.
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A Linearised Dirichlet problem

In this appendix we comment on linearised dynamics about different backgrounds subject to Dirich-
let boundary conditions. We discuss uniqueness and existence properties of the perturbed solution
about Minkowski, Rindler, and planar AdS in four spacetime dimensions. In all cases, we work in
a Fefferman-Graham-like gauge, hzµ = 0, for all z ≥ zc.

Minkowski corner. Let us first consider the linearised problem about a Minkowski corner back-
ground. Specifically, we take the background metric to be

ds2 = dz2 + ηmndx
mdxn , (A.1)

and we place the timelike boundary at z = zc. Working in a Fefferman-Graham-like gauge where

hzz = hzm = 0 , hmn = γmn , (A.2)

the zz- and zm-components of the Einstein field equations read{
∂m∂n (γmn − ηmnγ) = 0 ,

∂n∂z (γmn − ηmnγ) = 0 ,
(A.3)

where γ ≡ ηmnγmn is the trace of γmn. Now we impose the Dirichlet boundary conditions at z = zc,

γmn|Γ = Γmn , (A.4)
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where Γmn is a symmetric tensor which only depends on xm. By evaluating the first equation in
(A.3) at z = zc and imposing the Dirichlet boundary condition (A.4), we obtain an obstruction on
generic Dirichlet data,

∂m∂nΓmn − ∂2Γm
m = 0 . (A.5)

The above implies that the linearised Ricci scalar for the induced metric must vanish in agreement
with the non-linear analysis of [15].

Rindler corner. Next, we discuss perturbations about Rindler space,

ds2 = dz2 − z2dt2 + δabdx
adxb , (A.6)

and place the timelike boundary at z = zc. We work again in the same Fefferman-Graham-like
gauge,

hzz = hzt = hza = 0 , hab = γab , hta = zva , htt = z2s , (A.7)

where γab, va, and s are z and xm-dependent variables. We consider imposing Dirichlet boundary
conditions at z = zc,

hmn|Γ = Γmn , (A.8)

where Γmn only depends on (t, xa).

Combining the linearised tz- and zz- Einstein equations with the Dirichlet boundary condition
(A.8) one can show that (

∂3
t − ∂t

)
Γa

a = ∂aF
a|Γ , (A.9)

where
F a ≡ z2∂zv

a − zva − z2∂t∂
as+ 2z∂2

t v
a − z2∂t∂

b (γab − δabγ) . (A.10)

Note that the first term in F a contains a z-derivative, so F a evaluated at z = zc cannot be purely
determined from the Dirichlet data, Γmn. However, upon integrating over the non-compact spatial
directions, the right hand side of (A.9) becomes a boundary integral, i.e.,∫

R2

d2x
(
∂3
t − ∂t

)
Γa

a = lim
r→∞

∫
S1

rdθ Fr , (A.11)

where r and θ denote polar coordinates on the spatial R2 of the Rindler spacetime. Assuming that
Fr decays as 1

r2
or faster as r → ∞, the right hand side vanishes. We note that although Γa

a

transforms under coordinate transformations at Γ (decaying sufficiently fast at the boundary of
R2), its integral over R2 does not. We thus obtain an obstruction on generic Dirichlet data.

A similar argument can be made also for the region near a horizon. In that case, the near horizon
region is approximately the product of two-dimensional Rindler space and a two-sphere, and so the
left hand side of (A.11) is replaced by an integral over a two-sphere, leading to a similar obstruction
to the one found in [24,25].

Finally, let us consider the non-uniqueness of linearised gravity about the Rindler background
subject to Dirichlet boundary conditions. We work again in the Fefferman-Graham-like gauge,
(A.7). A solution that is only dependent on z and t is given by

hµνdx
µdxν = z(z − zc)f(t)dt

2 , (A.12)
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where f(t) is an arbitrary function of time. This solution is locally diffeomorphic, namely one can
write (A.12) as hµν = ∇µξν +∇νξµ, with

ξµ∂µ =
1

2

∫
R

dω

2π

f(ω)e−iωt

1 + ω2

(
zc∂z +

(
z + (z − zc)ω

2

iωz

)
∂t

)
, f(ω) =

∫
R
dt f(t)eiωt . (A.13)

At the boundary z = zc, (A.12) obeys the Dirichlet boundary conditions (A.8) for Γmn = 0. As ξz

is non-vanishing at the boundary, this solution is physical and cannot be gauged away.

The non-uniqueness of the Rindler corner follows from the fact that (A.12) contains an arbitrary
function f(t). As it is an arbitrary function of time, one can always construct a solution that is
localised in time away from the initial Cauchy surface at t = 0 and z > zc, so that the solution does
not leave an imprint on the initial data. As such, specifying the initial conditions together with
the Dirichlet boundary conditions on the Rindler corner background will never lead to a unique
solution. The same argument also holds for the region 0 < z < zc.

12

As an explicit example, take the bump function localised on t ∈ (4, 6) and vanishing elsewhere,

f(t) =

{
α e−(1−(5−t)2)−1

, t ∈ (4, 6)

0 , else
, α ∈ R . (A.14)

Plugging this back in (A.12), it can be checked that the perturbation vanishes at the t = 0 initial
surface.

For the Euclidean Rindler problem, we instead consider linearised gravity about the background

ds2 = z2dτ2 + dz2 + dx2 + dy2 , 0 < z < zc , τ ∼ τ + 2π . (A.15)

Due to the periodicity of τ , the Euclidean counterpart of (A.12) is no longer regular at the Euclidean
horizon. To avoid such a complication, it is useful to consider the kernel of the linearised Einstein
field equation subject to the Dirichlet boundary conditions on this background without any gauge-
fixing condition [19]. Let us pick an arbitrary function ζ(τ) satisfying the periodicity condition,
ζ(τ) = ζ(τ+2π). It can be shown that by perturbing the boundary so that the physical region is 0 <
z < zc − ε zc∂τζ(τ), the induced metric at the boundary remains unchanged upon reparametrising
τ coordinate by τ → τ + ε ζ(τ). As ζ(τ) (and ∂τζ(τ)) is continuous across τ = 2π, the boundary
remains smooth. As the origin, z = 0, is unaffected by this perturbation, the space remains regular
everywhere. Since there are infinitely many ζ(τ) obeying the periodicity condition, it follows that
the kernel of the linearised Einstein field equation, without fixing any gauge, is infinite-dimensional,
and hence the Dirichlet problem is not elliptic.

In terms of the metric perturbation, this is equivalent to considering the following diffeomorphism,

ξµ∂µ =
(
ξ̃τ (τ, z) + ζ(τ)

)
∂τ +

(
ξ̃z(τ, z)− zc∂τζ(τ)

)
∂z , (A.16)

where ξ̃τ (τ, z) and ξ̃z(τ, z) are arbitrary functions satisfying the periodicity condition and that
become zero at z = zc. Then the metric perturbation hµν = ∇µξν +∇νξµ becomes

hµνdx
µdxν = 2z

(
ξ̃z + z∂τ ξ̃

τ + (z − zc)∂τζ
)
dτ2 + 2∂z ξ̃

zdz2 + 2
(
∂τ ξ̃

z + z2∂z ξ̃
τ − zc∂

2
τ ζ
)
dτdz .

(A.17)

12This property has also been observed by T. Zikopoulos in unpublished work.
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It is straightforward to show that hµν at z = zc satisfies the Dirichlet boundary conditions, hij |Γ =

0. At z = 0, one can always choose ξ̃τ (τ, z) and ξ̃z(τ, z) so that the perturbation is regular. As
ξz|Γ is non-vanishing, the perturbation is physical and cannot be gauged away.

Planar AdS4. We now consider perturbations about planar AdS4 in the Fefferman-Graham gauge,

hzz = hzm = 0 , hmn =
ℓ2

z2
γmn . (A.18)

We will show, shortly, that one can always go to the above gauge at the linearised level. Then, one
finds that the zz- and zm-components of the Einstein field equations, (4.19), are given by{

∂m∂n (γmn − ηmnγ) + 2z−1∂zγ = 0 ,

∂n∂z (γmn − ηmnγ) = 0 ,
(A.19)

where γ = ηmnγmn denotes the trace part of γmn. Now we consider imposing the Dirichlet boundary
conditions at z = zc,

γmn|Γ = Γmn , (A.20)

where Γmn is a symmetric tensor which depend on xm. Combining (A.19) and (A.20), we find that{
∂mγmn = ∂mΓmn + 1

4∂n
(
∂p∂qΓpq − ∂2Γp

p

) (
z2c − z2

)
,

γ = Γm
m + 1

4

(
∂p∂qΓpq − ∂2Γp

p

) (
z2c − z2

)
,

(A.21)

Thus, at the linearised level and unlike the case for the Minkowski [15] or the Rindler corner, there
is no obstruction to the linearised Dirichlet problem about planar AdS4. This is also true for the
global AdS4 case [64] at the linearised level.

To discuss uniqueness, it is sufficient to set Γmn = 0. The equations (A.20) and (A.21) then imply
that γmn is a transverse-traceless tensor subject to the boundary conditions γmn|Γ = 0. This is
precisely γ̃mn discussed in section 4.2. Upon imposing the mn-components of the Einstein field
equations, this perturbation leads to a unique solution. In summary, this analysis shows that, by
imposing Dirichlet boundary conditions (A.20), the linearised initial boundary value problem about
planar AdS4 is well-posed.

Existence for linearised conformal boundary conditions. Let us briefly comment on the
existence property of conformal boundary conditions at the linearised level about planar AdS4. We
will allow for both a small perturbation in the conformal structure and in the trace of the extrinsic
curvature, such that

γmn − 1

3
ηmnγ

∣∣∣∣
Γ

= Γmn , z∂zγ|Γ = 2δKℓ , (A.22)

where Γmn is a symmetric-traceless tensor, and δK is a scalar. Both depend only on xm. One can
show that the equations (A.19) together with (A.22) imply that

∂mγmn = 1
3∂nφ+ ∂mΓmn + ∂nδKℓ

z2c

(
z2 − z2c

)
,

γ = φ+ δKℓ
z2c

(
z2 − z2c

)
,

∂2φ = 6δKℓ
z2c

+ 3
2∂

m∂nΓmn .

(A.23)
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The first two equations fix completely ∂mγmn and γ in terms of the boundary data Γmn and K
and a z-independent scalar φ, which satisfies the last equation. These equations do not impose any
constraints on the allowed boundary data (Γmn,K). Instead, we have a new degree of freedom, φ,
whose dynamics is localised at the boundary. Note that by setting both Γmn = 0 and δK = 0,
(A.23) becomes (4.20).

A.1 Permissibility of Fefferman-Graham gauge

As a last comment, we would like to show that it is always possible to use allowed diffeomorphisms
in planar AdS4 to impose the Fefferman-Graham gauge. This follows from the setup in section
4.1. Consider a general linearised solution that is composed of both a bulk perturbation γµν , and
a linearised diffeomorphism. Then, using (4.7) and (4.10), the hzµ components of the linearised
metric, see (4.5), become

hzz =
2ℓ2

z2

(
−ζ

z
+ ∂z ξ̃

z − ξ̃z

z
+

γzz
2

)
, hzm =

ℓ2

z2

(
∂mζ + ∂mξ̃z + ηmn∂z ξ̃

n + γzm

)
. (A.24)

At this level, γzz and γzm can be arbitrary functions of z and xm. We observe that by choosing ξ̃µ

to beξ̃m(z, xm) = z2c−z2

2zc
ηmn∂nζ(x

m)−
∫ z
zc
dz′ ηmnγzn(z

′, xm) +
∫ z
zc
dz′z′

∫ z′

zc
dz′′

2z′′ ∂
mγzz(z

′′, xm) ,

ξ̃z(z, xm) =
(

z
zc

− 1
)
ζ(xm)− z

∫ z
zc

dz′

2z′ γzz(z
′, xm) ,

(A.25)
the metric components hzz and hzm vanish everywhere on z ≥ zc, including at the timelike bound-
ary.

B Near AdS4 timelike boundary

In this appendix we collect some useful formulae regarding the intrinsic/extrinsic geometry of a
timelike boundary located near the conformal boundary of an asymptotically AdS4 spacetime.

Recall first that near the infinity, one can write the metric as

ds2

ℓ2
= dρ2 +

e2ρ

ℓ2

(
g(0)mn + ℓ2e−2ρg(2)mn + ℓ3e−3ρg(3)mn +O(e−4ρ)

)
dxmdxn , (B.1)

where g
(2)
mn is minus the Schouten tensor of g

(0)
mn, see (2.16), and g

(3)
mn is a transverse-traceless tensor,

also with respect to g
(0)
mn. Let us consider placing a timelike boundary Γ at ρ = ρc ≫ 1. The

induced metric then reads

gmn|Γ = e2ρc
(
g(0)mn + ℓ2e−2ρcg(2)mn + ℓ3e−3ρcg(3)mn ++O(e−4ρc)

)
, (B.2)

with the inverse metric given by

gmn|Γ = e−2ρc
(
g(0)mn − ℓ2e−2ρcg(2)mn − ℓ3e−3ρcg(3)mn +O(e−4ρc

)
. (B.3)

38



Using Kmn = 1
2ℓ∂ρgmn, the extrinsic curvature is given by

Kmn|Γ =
e2ρc

ℓ

(
g(0)mn − 1

2
ℓ3e−3ρcg(3)mn +O(e−4ρc)

)
. (B.4)

It follows that the trace of the extrinsic curvature is given by

Kℓ|Γ = 3− ℓ2e−2ρctr(g(2)mn) +O(e−4ρc) , (B.5)

where we have used the fact that trg(3) = 0. One straightforwardly obtains tr g
(2)
mn = −R[g

(0)
mn]/4. To

compute the conformal Brown-York tensor (2.10), let us choose the representative of the conformal
class of the induced metric to be

ḡmn = e−2ρc gmn|Γ = g(0)mn + ℓ2e−2ρcg(2)mn + ℓ3e−3ρcg(3)mn +O(e−4ρc) , (B.6)

so that the Weyl factor is given by eω = eρc . Plugging (B.2), (B.4), (B.5), and eω = eρc into (2.10),
the conformal Brown-York tensor can be written in the large ρc expansion as

Tmn = eρcT (−1)
mn + T (0)

mn +O(e−ρc) , (B.7)

where the term is explicitly given byT
(−1)
mn = ℓ

8πGN

(
g
(2)
mn − 1

3tr(g
(2)
mn)g

(0)
mn

)
,

T
(0)
mn = 3ℓ2

16πGN
g
(3)
mn ,

(B.8)

By construction, Tmn is traceless with respect to the induced metric gmn|Γ. Provided that tr(g
(2)
mn)

is non-vanishing, we can invert (B.5) to write eρc in a small (Kℓ− 3) expansion,

eρc

ℓ
=

√
−tr(g

(2)
mn)

Kℓ− 3
+O(1) . (B.9)

This equation allows us to rewrite the large ρc expansion in terms of the small (Kℓ− 3) expansion.
As an example, the induced metric (B.2) to leading order can be written as

gmn|Γ =
−ℓ2tr(g

(2)
mn)

Kℓ− 3
g(0)mn +O(Kℓ− 3)−1/2 . (B.10)

Finally, provided tr(g
(2)
mn) is non-vanishing and given (B.9), we can express the Brown-York stress

energy tensor in terms of the conformal boundary data to get the result shown in (2.19).

C Spherically symmetric diffeomophisms on the AdS4 black hole

In this appendix we consider the physical diffeomorphism with l = 0 about the AdS4 black hole
background.
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C.1 Modes with l = 0 in the Fefferman-Graham gauge

Here we extend the result in section 3.1 to the Fefferman-Graham gauge. To do so, we first recall
that the most general spherically symmetric solution in the Fefferman-Graham gauge can be written
as

ds2 =
ℓ2dz2

z2
− F (t, z)dt2 +H(t, z)ℓ2dΩ2

2 , (C.1)

where F (t, z) and H(t, z) are arbitrary functions of t and z. For the AdS4 black hole solution, these
functions are given by {

F = F̄ (z) ≡ ℓ2

z2
+ 1

2 − 4GNMz
3ℓ2

+ z2

16ℓ2
+ ... ,

H = H̄(z) ≡ ℓ2

z2
− 1

2 + 2GNMz
3ℓ2

+ z2

16ℓ2
+ ... .

(C.2)

The Schwarzchild gauge can be obtained by defining r = ℓ
√
H̄(z). The timelike boundary is then

located at r = ℓ
√
H̄(zc). The trace of the extrinsic curvature of (C.1) at z = zc is given by

Kℓ = −z∂zF

2F
− z∂zH

H

∣∣∣∣
Γ

. (C.3)

This equation implies that zc is implicitly a function of Kℓ.

Now we consider metric (C.1) which differs from the AdS4 black hole solution by a linearised
diffeomorphism. We require that this metric, at z = zc, leads to a trace of the extrinsic curvature
and conformal structure of the induced metric that match those of the AdS4 black hole solution,
namely

ds2
∣∣
Γ
= (1 + 2δω)

(
−F̄ (zc)dt

2 + H̄(zc)ℓ
2dΩ2

)
, Kℓ|Γ = −z∂zF̄

2F̄
− z∂zH̄

H̄

∣∣∣∣
Γ

, (C.4)

where δω is a z-independent function describing the perturbed Weyl factor. Taking both z
ℓ → 0

and zc
ℓ → 0 while keeping z

zc
fixed, this metric admits an expansion in z

ℓ asF (t, z) = ℓ2

z2
(1 + 2δω) + 1

2

(
1 +

(
2z2c
z2

− 1
)
2δω

)
− 4GNMz

3ℓ2

(
1 +

(
3z3c
z3

− 1
)
δω
)
+O

(
z2

ℓ2

)
,

H(t, z) = ℓ2

z2
(1 + 2δω)− 1

2

(
1 + z2c

z2
2δω

)
+ 2GNMz

3ℓ2

(
1 +

(
3z3c
z3

− 1
)
δω
)
+O

(
z2

ℓ2

)
.

(C.5)
The perturbed Weyl factor δω satisfies the equation

ℓ2∂2
t δω =

(
1 +O

(
z2c
ℓ2

))
δω . (C.6)

In these equations, zc can be written perturbatively in terms of Kℓ− 3 as

zc
ℓ

=
√
2(Kℓ− 3) +O(Kℓ− 3)3/2 . (C.7)

SettingKℓ = 3 (zc = 0) and comparing with the standard Fefferman-Graham expansion, we observe

that the Weyl mode, δω, contributes to the g
(0)
mn and g

(3)
mn as

g(0)mn = ḡ(0)mn (1 + 2δω) , g(3)mn = ḡ(3)mn (1− δω) , (C.8)

where ḡ
(n)
mn are those of the AdS4 black hole solution. This is indeed the behavior of g

(0)
mn and g

(3)
mn

obtained under a Fefferman-Graham gauge preserving diffeomorphism (see for instance (2.6) and
(2.7) of [47]).
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C.2 Dressing the global AdS4 black hole

We now perform a similar analysis to the one in section 3.2, but now for the global AdS4 black
hole. The background metric corresponds to

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 +
dr2

f(r)
+ r2dΩ2

2 , with f(r) = 1− 2GNM

r
+

r2

ℓ2
. (C.9)

The case of a boundary at a constant r slice has been analysed above in section 2.2. Here we would
like to identify a hypersurface in the black hole geometry which obeys the conformal boundary
conditions with constant K, and induced metric

ds2|Γ = e2δω(u)
(
−du2 + r2 dΩ2

2

)
. (C.10)

Note that for convenience, we are rescaling the time coordinate with respect to (2.4) and that r is
fixed and part of the conformal boundary data. Requiring that K is constant provides a non-linear
differential equation for δω(u),

r2∂2
uδω(u) = Kℓe

δω
2

√
−2rGNM

ℓ2
+

r2

ℓ2
eδω ((r∂uδω)2 + 1) +

r4

ℓ4
e3δω+

3GNMe−δω

r
−3r2e2δω

ℓ2
−2−2(r∂uδω)2 .

(C.11)
Upon setting M = 0 (and suitably rescaling time), this equation reduces to (3.14). If δω is time
independent, then this equation gives the trace of the extrinsic curvature of a constant r = r eδω

slice of the black hole geometry,

Kℓ =
e−

3
2
δω
(
−3GNℓ2M + 2ℓ2reδω + 3r3e3δω

)
r3/2

√
−2GNℓ2M + ℓ2reδω + r3e3δω

. (C.12)

When r = ℓ this is the Kℓ that appears in (2.21). Another interesting limit is to keep M finite and
linearise δω(u). In that case we obtain,

r2∂2
uδω(u) = Ω2δω(u) , with Ω ≡

(
9G2

NM2ℓ2 − 8GNMℓ2r+ 2ℓ2r2 + r4
)

r4 + ℓ2r2 − 2GNMℓ2r
, (C.13)

which has solutions of the form δω(u) = e±Ωu. The second order nature of (C.13) indicates that,
as in our previous discussions, the must fix the dynamical data C∂Σ = {δω, ∂uδω}|Γ to have a
complete specification of the initial data. By setting M = 0, we retrieve the exponentially growing
modes of section 3.1 (appropriately rescaled by f(r) with M = 0).

Next we can compute the conformal Brown-York stress tensor (2.10), that reads

Tuu =
2

ℓ2
Tθθ =

2

ℓ2 sin2 θ
Tϕϕ =

Kℓe2δω − 3e
δω
2

√
−2GN ℓ2M

r3
+ ℓ2

r2
eδω ((r∂uδω)2 + 1) + e3δω

12πGNℓ
. (C.14)

Upon imposing (C.11), this stress tensor is not only traceless, but also conserved, with respect to
the metric (C.10).

Asymptotic boundary limit. We would like to analyse this setup as the timelike boundary Γ
gets near the conformal boundary of the AdS4 black hole. In that limit, as in empty AdS, one can
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check that Kℓ ≈ 3, so one can consider the solution in an expansion for small δKℓ ≡ Kℓ− 3. Note
from (C.11) in the static limit, that eδω(u) should diverge as (Kℓ− 3)−1/2.

In order to compare with the standard Fefferman-Graham expansion (where the conformal factor is
constant and large), it is convenient to isolate this divergence in the conformal factor of the metric,
such that,

ds2|Γ =
1

Kℓ− 3

(
e2δω(u)

(
−du2 + r2 dΩ2

2

))
. (C.15)

On top of rescaling δω in (C.14), this transformation adds an overall scaling to the stress tensor,
Tmn → Tmn√

Kℓ−3
. After this, δω needs to be finite in the δKℓ → 0 limit, and we obtain that

eδω(u) = eδω0(u) + eδω1(u)
√
δKℓ+O (δKℓ) . (C.16)

Solving (C.11) order-by-order in δKℓ gives dynamical equations for all the δωn. For brevity, here
we report the first two equations,{

r2∂2
uδω0 = e2δω0 r2

ℓ2
− 1

2 − 1
2(r∂uδω0)

2 ,

r2∂2
uδω1 = δω1

(
3e2δω0 r2

ℓ2
− 1

2 − 1
2(r∂uδω0)

2
)
+ r2(∂uδω0)(∂uδω1) .

(C.17)

As seen in previous examples, these equations will be completely determined after we supplement
initial data for δω and ∂uδω at the corner ∂Σ.

We can also expand the Brown-York stress tensor (C.14) close to the boundary, that after the
rescaling becomes

Tuu =
T
(−1)
uu√
δKℓ

+ T (0)
uu +O

(
(δKℓ)1/2

)
. (C.18)

Upon imposing (C.17), we find thatT
(−1)
uu = e2δω0

12πℓGN
− ℓ

8πr2GN

(
1 + (r∂δω0)

2
)
,

T
(0)
uu = e−δω0ℓM

4πr3
+

e−δω0(2e2δω0δω1+3ℓ2∂uδω0(∂uδω0δω1−∂uδω1))
12πℓGN

.
(C.19)

The leading contribution is divergent in the strict K → 3
ℓ limit. This expression for the stress

tensor near the boundary is compatible with the one in the main text, see (2.19), upon identifying

g
(0)
mndxmdxn with e2δω

(
−du2 + r2dΩ2

2

)
. Recall that eδω = eδω0 + eδω1δKℓ+ · · · . Then the leading

contribution to the stress tensor will come exclusively from δω0 and perfectly matches the divergent
term in (2.19).

The next term T
(1)
uu receives contributions from two different sources. The first term is proportional

to the mass of the black hole M . The scaling with e−δω0 is compatible with the expected scaling

for g
(3)
mn, see also the linearised analysis in (C.8). The second term is exactly the first subleading

contribution that comes from the leading term in (2.19) upon expanding δω.

One can continue this analysis order-by-order systematically, finding that when the timelike bound-
ary is sufficiently away from the conformal boundary of AdS4, M and δω no longer decouple.
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D Locally diffeomorphic modes for any l

In this appendix we show that there are no physical diffeomorphisms for l ≥ 2 satisfying conformal
boundary conditions (3.2) and (3.4) about global AdS4 (3.1). Consider a general-l metric pertur-
bation in the scalar sector, which is locally a diffeomorphism, hµν = ∇µξν +∇νξµ. Then we can
parameterise the vector field ξµ,

ξr = rζr Sl , ξt = r−2ζt Sl , ξθ = r−2ζσ ∂θSl , ξϕ = r−2ζσ
∂ϕSl
sin2 θ

, (D.1)

for some (t, r)-dependent functions ζr, ζt, and ζσ.

Now we consider inserting a timelike boundary at r = r. For a generic r, the induced metric and
the trace of the extrinsic curvature at the boundary are given by

ds2
∣∣
Γ

= −
(
1 +

r2

ℓ2
+ ε 2

(
r2

ℓ2
ζr +

(
1

ℓ2
+

1

r2

)
∂tζt

)
Sl
)
dt2 + 2

(
∂tζσ −

(
1

ℓ2
+

1

r2

)
ζt

)
dtdSl

+
(
r2 + ε 2r2ζr Sl

)
dΩ2 + ε 2ζσ∇̃i∇̃jSl dΩidΩj

∣∣∣∣∣
Γ

, (D.2)

Kℓ|Γ =
2ℓ2 + 3r2

ℓr
√
1 + r2

ℓ2

+ ε
ℓSl

r
(
1 + r2

ℓ2

)3/2 (r2∂2
t ζr +

(
r2

ℓ2
(l2 + l − 1) + (l2 + l − 2)

)
ζr

) ∣∣∣∣∣
Γ

. (D.3)

By requiring the perturbed induced metric (D.2) to be conformal to (3.2), we obtain that all three
ζσ, ζt, and ζr should identically vanish. So, in general, there are no physical diffeomorphisms in the
scalar sector for l ≥ 2. One can show, also, that diffeomorphisms with l ≥ 2, built from vectorial
spherical harmonics Vi are never physical.

Nonetheless, a notion of approximate diffeomorphisms emerges when we consider r ≫ ℓ. In that
case, by keeping ζr, ζt, and ζσ finite, the induced metric and the trace of the extrinsic curvature to
first non-trivial order in the perturbative parameter are given by

ds2
∣∣
Γ

= (1 + ε 2ζr Sl)
(
− r2

ℓ2
dt2 + r2dΩ2

)∣∣∣∣
Γ

+O (1) , (D.4)

Kℓ|Γ = 3 +
ℓ2

r2

(
1

2
+ ε

(
ℓ2∂2

t ζr +
(
l2 + l − 1

)
ζr

)
Sl
)∣∣∣∣

Γ

+O
(
r−4
)
. (D.5)

It follows that the induced metric is automatically conformally equivalent to the cylinder in this
limit. Note that ζt and ζσ do not appear in this analysis. Requiring that ξµ preserves the trace of
the extrinsic curvature, we obtain a differential equation for ζr at the boundary,

∂2
t ζr +

(
l(l + 1)− 1

ℓ2

)
ζr

∣∣∣∣
Γ

= 0 . (D.6)

Thus, we can write the general diffeomorphism that preserves conformal boundary conditions as

ξr(t, r, θ, ϕ) =
∑
l∈N0

r
(
e−iω(l)tf+,l(r) + eiω

(l)tf−,l(r)
)
Sl , (D.7)
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where
ω(l)ℓ =

√
l(l + 1)− 1 , (D.8)

and f+,l(r) and f−,l(r) are constants of integration. Since the orthogonal component ξr is non-
vanishing on the boundary, this solution is physical and cannot be gauged away. Note that these
frequencies coincide with the lowest frequencies found in section 3.4.

From (D.4), we can also compute the perturbation of the Weyl factor at the boundary,

δω|r=r = ε
∑
l∈N

(
e−iω(l)tf+,l(r) + eiω

(l)tf−,l(r)
)
Sl . (D.9)

For l ≥ 1, these solutions do not exhibit exponential growth at late times. Only the l = 0 sector
leads to an exponentially growing solution.

We can also compute the conformal Brown-York stress-energy tensor for these near-diffeomorphic
modes, for which we obtain,

Tmn =
ℓ

8πGN

(
R̄

3
ḡmn − R̄mn +

(
D̄mD̄n +

R̄

2
ḡmn − R̄mn

)
δω

)∣∣∣∣
Γ

, (D.10)

where D̄m and R̄mn are the covariant derivative and Ricci tensor with respect to the metric

ds2 = − r2

ℓ2
dt2 + r2dΩ2

2 . (D.11)

One can readily confirm that Tmn is traceless and covariantly conserved upon imposing (D.9).

Computing the subleading correction reveals that the large r approximation should breakdown
when ω(l) ∼ O(r). In terms of Kℓ, we have ℓ

r ∼
√
Kℓ− 3, such that the above analysis breaks

down when ω(l)ℓ ∼ (
√
Kℓ− 3)−1/2.

E Complex frequencies at large l

In section 3.4, we found that the behavior of the complex frequencies depended on the position of
the boundary given by Kℓ. When Kℓ → ∞, the complex frequencies at large l asymptote the flat
space behavior ωr ≈ ±l ± i0.34l1/3 [20, 22]. When Kℓ → 3, we used the WKB approximation to
show that there were no complex frequencies. In this appendix, we provide numerical evidence of
the intermediate regime.

For any fixed Kℓ and l, we numerically search for the complex frequencies. Then we vary l for large
values in between l = 30 and l = 120 and we keep track of the values of the complex frequencies.
We find reasonable to assume the following ansatz for the frequencies at large l,

ωℓ(l) ≈ ±ωRe l
αRe ± i ωIm lαIm . (E.1)

The real part behaves in a universal manner, finding that αRe ≈ 1 for any Kℓ. We provide a
numerical plot for both αRe and ωRe in figure 7. It is interesting to note that αRe and ωRe can be

44



obtained analytically by doing a large l expansion of (3.29). The hypergeometric function can be
approximated using a steepest descend method [65,66], after which we obtain αRe = 1 and,

ωRe =

√
Kℓ

8

(√
K2ℓ2 − 8 +Kℓ

)
− 1

2
=

{
1 + (Kℓ− 3) +O(Kℓ− 3)2 , forKℓ → 3 ,
Kℓ
2 − 1

Kℓ +O
(

1
Kℓ

)3
, forKℓ → ∞ .

(E.2)

In the limit of Kℓ → ∞ this agrees with the flat space result. Moreover, it agrees with the numerical
results for all values of Kℓ analysed, as seen in figure 7(b).
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Fig. 7: Behavior of the real part of the complex frequencies at large l. In (a), in dashed gray, we show
αRe = 1. In (b), we show in dashed gray the analytic result (E.2), which perfectly matches the numerical
results for all the values of Kℓ analysed.

In contrast, the imaginary part behaviour appears to strongly depend on the position of the bound-
ary. In figure 8, we plot both ωIm and αIm for a range of Kℓ. Note that while αIm grows as Kℓ → 3,
ωIm decays. One can check that, at least for the values of Kℓ and l analysed, the full imaginary
part ωIm lαIm does not seem to grow larger than the real part as the boundary moves towards the
boundary of AdS4, consistent with the WKB analysis of section 3.4. It would be desirable to get
an analytical understanding of the behavior of these frequencies for any value of Kℓ, at large l.
Also notice that these frequencies do not appear in flat AdS4. In that case, the reason might be
that Kℓ is fixed to Kℓ = 3. It would be interesting to see if the complex frequencies appear as
perturbations about the black brane geometry, where Kℓ is allowed to change. We leave these for
future work.

F Bulk perturbations in planar AdS4

In this appendix we give an explicit derivation of the expression for the bulk metric perturbation
(4.27) about planar AdS4. To find a solution for γ̃mn, it is useful to consider the mode expansion

γ̃mn(z, x
m) =

2∑
j=1

β(j)
mnφ(z)e

ikmxm
, (F.1)

where β
(j)
mn represent the two transverse-traceless polarisations of gravity, and φ(z) is a solution to

q2φ+ z2∂z
(
z−2∂zφ

)
= 0 , q ≡

√
−kmkm . (F.2)
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Fig. 8: Behavior of the imaginary part of the complex frequencies at large l. In dashed gray, we show the
flat space asymptotic value at large l. In (a), the small discrepancy at large Kℓ can be atributed to numerical
error, while in (b), the coefficient becomes linear at large Kℓ due to the fact that frequencies scale with r
instead of ℓ in the flat space limit.

The conformal boundary condition simplifies to

φ(zc) = 0 . (F.3)

The asymptotic behaviour of γ̃mn or equivalently φ as z → ∞ depends on the value of q. Let us
consider separately the case where q = 0, q is a positive imaginary number, and q is a positive real
number.

Polynomial solutions. Let us first consider the case where q = 0. This is equivalent to making
km a null vector. The solution to (F.2) is given by

φ(z) = c1z
3 + c2 , (F.4)

where c1 and c2 are arbitrary constants. Requiring that hmn is finite as z → ∞ fixes c1 = 0. The
boundary condition (F.3) then sets c2 = 0. Hence, there is no γ̃mn with q = 0 that obeys the
conformal boundary conditions.

Exponentially growing/decaying solutions. Consider the case where α ≡ iq ∈ R>0. This is
equivalent to make km a spacelike vector. The solution to (F.2) is given by

φ(z) = c1(1 + αz)e−αz + c2(1− αz)eαz , (F.5)

where c1 and c2 are arbitrary constants. Requiring that hmn is finite as z → ∞ fixes c2 = 0. The
boundary condition (F.3) sets also c1 = 0. This is similar to the case where q = 0, namely there is
no γ̃mn with purely imaginary q that obeys the conformal boundary conditions.

Oscillating solutions. Consider the case where q ∈ R>0. This is equivalent to making km a
timelike vector. The solution to (F.2) is given by

φ(z) = c1(1 + iqz)e−iqz + c2(1− iqz)eiqz , (F.6)

where c1 and c2 are real constants. As this solution is oscillating in the z-direction, the regularity
of hmn as z → ∞ requires certain normalisability condition on φ after integrating the solution over
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q. Imposing the boundary condition (F.3), we find

c1
c2

= −1− iqzc
1 + iqzc

e2iqzc . (F.7)

Therefore, the general γ̃mn that obeys the conformal boundary conditions is given by

γ̃mn(z, x
m) = Re

∫ ∞

0

dq

2π

∫
R2

d2k

(2π)2

2∑
j=1

β(j)
mn(q,k)

(
1 + iqz

1 + iqzc
e−iq(z−zc) − 1− iqz

1− iqzc
eiq(z−zc)

)
e−iωt+ikx ,

(F.8)
where ω =

√
|k|2 + q2.
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