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As in other partial differential equations, one ends up with some arbitrary constants
or arbitrary functions when one integrates Einstein’s equations, or more generally
field equations of any other gravity. Interpretation of these arbitrary constants and
functions as some physical quantities that can in principle be measured is a non-
trivial matter. Concentrating on the case of constants, one usually identifies them as
conserved mass, momentum, angular momentum, center of mass, or some other hairs
of the solution. This can be done via the Arnowitt-Deser-Misner (ADM)-type con-
struction based on pure geometry; and the solution is typically a black hole. Hence,
one talks about the black hole mass and angular momentum etc. Here we show that
there are several misunderstandings: First of all, the physical interpretation of the
constants of a given geometry depends not only on pure geometry, i.e. the metric,
but also on the theory under-consideration. This becomes quite important especially
when there is a cosmological constant. Secondly, one usually assigns the maximally
symmetric spacetime, say the flat or the (anti)-de Sitter spacetime, to have a zero
mass and angular momentum and linear momentum. This declares the maximally
symmetric spacetime to be the vacuum of the theory, but such an assignment de-
pends on the coordinates in the ADM-type constructions and their extensions: in
fact, one can introduce large gauge transformations (new coordinates) which map,
say, the flat spacetime to flat spacetime but the resultant flat spacetime can have
a nontrivial mass and angular momentum, if the new coordinates are such that the
metric components do not decay properly. These issues, which are often overlooked,
will be examined in detail, and a resolution, via the use of a divergence-free rank
(0,4)-tensor will be shown for the case of anti-de Sitter spacetimes.

I. INTRODUCTION

The history and development of physics can also be read from the point of view of our un-
derstanding of the concept of energy and its various forms or appearances/representations.
We have learned that this conserved quantity in a closed system can take different forms
through interactions. The standard model fields, all quantum fields, are representations
of energy, momentum, etc. From this vantage point, an electron is an electronic field, a
fermionic form of energy-momentum, spin, and other conserved quantities, which appears
in the standard model Hamiltonian and interacts with other forms of energy, momentum,
etc., as dictated by the Hamiltonian. Of course, the full quantum theory allows infinitely
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many interactions as the time-evolution operator involves not just the Hamiltonian, but
the exponential of the Hamiltonian, which in perturbative expansion produces all sorts of
higher-order interaction. All this is well understood and rigorously defined through Noether’s
theorem [1] both at the classical and quantum level (where one needs renormalization and
regularization). Rigid symmetries of spacetime (these are isometries of Minkowski space-
time) lead to conservation laws pertaining to energy and momentum, angular momentum;
and typically we do not expect these symmetries and conservation laws to be broken in
quantum theory. But once gravity is introduced through geometry as in the case of Ein-
stein’s General Relativity (GR) and the spacetime becomes a physical entity in the sense
that there is a gravitational field g,,(z) that also can carry energy, momentum, spin, etc.,
Noether’s theorem, connecting symmetries and conserved charges immediately gets modified
in a significant way. As we said elsewhere [2]: "The first casualty of gravity' is Noether’s
theorem, as far as the rigid symmetries are conserved. A generic solution of Einstein’s equa-
tions need not have any isometries, hence, we cannot really talk about energy conservation
in a spacetime that does not have a time-like Killing vector.

The problem of defining conservation laws when the metric field is also a representation
(or a form) of energy-momentum, etc., is challenging because of the way gravity is modeled
to arise as an effect of curvature on a Riemannian manifold. In a Locally Inertial Frame
(LIF), we can make the metric trivial at a point p in the sense that we have

g,w|p = Mo a&gﬂﬁ|p =0, (1)
which is a beautiful way to eliminate local gravity and make it in some sense a tidal effect of
which the measurable consequences appear in the curvature since coordinates do not allow
us to set the second derivative of the metric to vanish: 0;059:s], 7# 0. So we must be able
to answer the following question: What is the energy-momentum tensor of the gravitational
field g, (z) under the condition that this field is trivial locally as given in [)? It is clear
that no such meaningful (tensorial) expression can exist: because, as a spin-2 bosonic field,
one would expect the energy-momentum tensor of the gravitational field should locally be
like

Ty ~ (0909),, + -y (2)
which is zero in the LIF system and hence, as a tensor, it must be zero in all coordinates.
One could try to circumvent this impasse and write it as T}, ~ (nddg),,, + ..., but it has a
bimetric form and cannot be completed to a tensor. All this is known and has been discussed
many times in the past 110 years of the history of GR [3]. This, in some sense, is a highly
non-trivial situation: When we say some field, or some particle ezists, what we mean is that
we can associate a non-zero, local 7}, (x) to the free version of this field. For the case of the
gravitational field, this is apparently not the case: There does not exist a bona fide tensor
which represents the energy-momentum tensor of the gravitational field[] The resolution is
the following: We have to use some approximation, either quasi-local expressions (that is,
integrals over a finite region of spacetime) or global expressions that involve integrals over
spacetime. If we read Einstein’s equation

GG N
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Ruu - §guuR + Aguu = TTMW (3)

L As a side remark, let us note that the problem is so acute that one cannot even write a mass term for the

gravitation or a gravitational wave, as mass of the particle or field, being a form of local energy, would
violate diffeomorphism invariance. The suggested ways out of this dilemma involve more than one field

in four dimensions and higher curvature theories in 2+1 dimensions.



in this light, we have the following interesting phenomenon: Let us start with a large amount
of self-gravitating gas out there in space, say described by a perfect fluid with an energy-
momentum tensor of the form

P
T;u/ = (P + g) Uy Uy + Pguua (4)

and a given equation of state P = P(p). So we have a compactly supported source and
T,, is a local tensor field that cannot be made to vanish by choosing coordinates. We
understand this "initial" form of existence, or energy-momentum, in a fairly reasonable
manner. But then we know that self-gravitation of this initial gas state will lead to the
continued collapse, and no thermal equilibrium is possible since increasing the pressure will
lead to a more rapid collapse due to the dual role played by pressure in gravity. If the
total mass of the gas is sufficiently large, then non-thermal (quantum mechanical) pressures
like the electron degeneracy or neutron degeneracy pressure also do not provide a halt to
the collapse, and the system collapses to a black hole. We expect this black hole to be a
Kerr black hole if there is a finite angular momentum to begin with. Kerr black hole is a
vacuum solution to Einstein’s equations. Therefore, the initial localized energy-momentum,
angular momentum, etc., as represented or carried by the gas, at the end turns into the form
represented by the metric g,, of spacetime. So apparently, Einstein’s equation () should
not just be seen as an equation where gravity is sourced by matter’s energy-momentum
tensor, but the left-hand side of the equation eats the right-hand side and turns the initial
local energy-momentum tensor into a highly non-local one. In another interpretation, at
the classical level, the left-hand side is the future of the right-hand side. Of course, when
quantum physics is introduced, the formed black hole will emit Hawking radiation, and the
highly non-local energy in the form of the black hole (or in the form of a non-trivial curvature
distribution) will turn into radiation and matter which is again locally non-trivial.

All these considerations and many more suggest that when the local energy-momentum
turns into the form represented by the metric tensor, one must necessarily identify some
large portions of spacetime, or all of it, to define the conserved quantities. Of course, as
the arguments above suggest, it would be best if the second derivatives of the metric tensor
are involved in these expressions, not the metric tensor and its first derivative, the latter
two can be chosen to be trivial at a point. The correct collection of the second derivatives
of the metric is in the form of the Riemann curvature tensor R*,,, since this is a proper
tensor; and it is the necessary and sufficient tensor to describe the curvature of spacetime
in dimensions greater than 3. This can be seen in various ways, but let us just note the
following: In the Riemann-normal coordinates (these are the coordinates built in a small
neighborhood around a point p by using the non-crossing geodesics that emanate from that
point in all directions), the metric in Taylor series expansion around the point reads (see for
example [4])

1 1
guu(x) = guu(p) - gxapruaup(p) - 65L‘05L‘px>\v0Rupu>\(p) + O(ZLA) (5)

So, this expression gives us the non-trivial local content of the metric field: the zeroth-order
term is a constant, while the first-order term is nonexistent as expected, while the second-
order and higher-order terms are organized in derivatives and the powers of the Riemann
tensor. The fact that the Ricci tensor does not appear in (f) is important: Einstein’s theory
must allow for nonzero curvature in the regions where there is no matter (7),, = 0), otherwise



matter cannot curve the spacetime out side of it. But once this is allowed, the gravitational
field itself can also curve spacetime, i.e., the theory is non-linear, and hence the energy-
momentum tensor of the gravitational field is non-localizable. So one barters non-trivial
gravity outside a matter source with non-linearity. Einstein tensor appears in the det(g,,)
as can be seen from (Bl only inside the matter. Equation (Bl) gives us hope that we can
consider the metric field just like a regular field, but it also gives us the warning that if we
want to calculate the conserved charge content of the metric field, we will have to consider
the total universe for which this truncated Taylor series is not sufficient. In fact, as the =
coordinate becomes large, the geodesics will cross each other, and we will not be able to
use them as a coordinate system. However, the hint we get from that equation will lead
to an expression of conserved charges in terms of the curvature for asymptotically constant
curvature space-times, as we shall see later.

Our current understanding, when it comes to conserved quantities in gravity theories, is
briefly as follows. We take space-time as globally hyperbolic (as this is the case suitable for
the Cauchy initial value problem and as the time-like Killing vector can exist), M = R x ¥,
where by equality we mean diffeomoprhic equivalence; and the boundary of the spatial part
¥ is nonempty. [In fact, to allow for non-trivial configurations such as black holes, we must
allow the asymptotic region at spatial infinity, that is, the asymptotic boundary of ¥, to
be composed of more than one asymptotic end.] Then, heuristically from far away, each
spatial hypersurface of the universe basically looks like a particle, albeit an extended one,
with energy-momentum, etc. Defining conserved energy and momentum that do not depend
on the coordinates is one problem, having a consistent, i.e. a bounded-from-below result is
another problem. Especially the positive mass and energy issue of the ADM [5] mass, which
not only describes a physical, isolated system, from a distance, but also a geometric invariant
assigned to an asymptotically flat manifold, turned out to be a highly nontrivial problem
since the early 1960s and was eventually settled by Schoen and Yau [6] via the techniques
from minimal surface theory and the Jang equation [7] that work for manifolds of dimension
n < 7. Witten [8] gave a more physically transparent proof based on supergravity that
works on all spin manifolds.

ADM mass/energy definition does not work for asymptotically constant curvature space-
times and does not represent the conserved quantity in theories other than General Relativ-
ity. To remedy this, Abbott and Deser constructed the conserved charges in the cosmological
Einstein theory in [9], which was then extended to generic theories of gravity in [10, [11].
For theories with a Lagrangian of the form £ = F(R",,) where F' is a smooth function
of the Riemann tensor, see [14] and for a recent pedagogical discussion, see [15] and the
references therein. In constant curvature backgrounds, generically, all the terms in the La-
grangian contribute to all of the conserved charges: the metric alone does not yield the
conserved charges. Of course the crucial point here is that conserved quantities in these
theories must satisfy the first law of black hole thermodynamics, which is also a statement
of energy-conservation.

Let us start with the asymptotically flat and constant-curvature spacetimes. For the
ADM mass, we can forget about space-time and just concentrate on the spatial part (%)
at time ¢ which we assume is asymptotically flat. The metric outside a large ball reads
Gi; = 0ij + hi; in Cartesian coordinates. The ADM mass of this co-dimension one spatial
hypersurface is given as

1 ij i
MADM = m /Sn2 dSz‘ (aj hY — 0 hjj) ) (6)



which is valid in the mentioned coordinates and under certain decay conditions to be dis-
cussed below. This formula also clearly assigns zero mass to the globally flat (Euclidean)
metric, as expected. But, of course, as we shall see, problems arise when we change the co-
ordinates, even without changing the geometry. This is because the splitting g;; = d;; + hi;
is clearly coordinate-dependent: There are two types of coordinate transformation that we
can envisage: Rigid ones 2" = R’ 27, with R’; being constant SO(n — 1)- matrices that
keep the background ¢;; intact and act on the deviation as h;j = RF,R™ ihiem- The sec-
ond type are generic (albeit infinitesimal, 2* — z* + (%(z)) diffeomorphisms that act as
dchij = —0;(; — 0,¢;. Large diffeomorphisms are the subject of this work.

The generalization of the ADM energy, momentum, and angular momentum for asymp-
totically AdS spacetime is known as the Abbott-Deser (AD) [9] formula

Q1) = gy [T (6T k). )

where the quantities with a bar denote the background quantities, for example & is the
background Killing vector and, €,, := f(,6,). The "superpotential" K revB ig defined as

1 - - ~ ~ 1
Krev? o= (g g — gt — g he) R = = Sgh, (8)
which in the compact notation of Kulkarni-Nomizu product [16], reads
Kyavp == (30 1) (9)

Note that one can take the background metric, g,,, to be any Einstein spacetime, not
necessarily a maximally symmetric metric (see the proof of this in [2]). We should also note
that (7)) generalizes () to arbitrary curvilinear coordinates in the case of flat backgrounds.
This is already a good improvement over the ADM charges as one needs only one expression
for all charges in "arbitrary" coordinates, instead of different expressions for each charge in
Cartesian coordinates. But, of course, such a unified expression for conserved charges makes
use of the time components of the vectors and tensors, not just the components on the spatial
hypersurface. However, these "arbitrary" coordinates, as we shall see, must still be restricted
into various classes depending on how the perturbation h,, decays. So far, the moral of the
story is as follows: Even though GR is a diffeomorphism-invariant theory and there is no
absolute structure in it, that is, all coordinates are on an equal footing, one should not forget
that the conserved charge expressions do not allow certain large diffeomorphisms that do
not obey the boundary conditions. One might even say that the boundary conditions are
designed to rule out these large diffeomorphisms. This will be clear with the examples in
the next section.

Before we start our detailed study of the asymptotic decay conditions of the metric, let
us note that another form of conserved charges often used in the literature is [10, [11].

_ 1 .
*l= 100 [ o
where one should consider Q° as the conserved charge, and the antisymmetric integrand is
JT_'Mi ::gyﬁohiu _ gy@ihOV + 50@% _ g@oh + hOVvigy _ hiuﬁogy + givyhOV (11>
— OV 4 hVOE
which is equivalent to (). The above expression can also be obtained from the symplectic
structure of General Relativity (see Section IV of [17]).

pavp



II. THE FLAT SPACETIME UNDER LARGE COORDINATE
TRANSFORMATIONS

Assuming that the topology of the spacetime allows for the ADM decomposition, the
metric of the spacetime splits as

ds? = (NZ-Ni—NQ) dt* + 2N;dtda' + ~yda'da?, 0,5 e {1,2,3}, (12)

where N = N(t,2") is the lapse function, N* = N'(¢,2%) is the shift-vector; and ~;; =
7i;(t,27) is the spatial Riemannian metric which is used to lower the spatial indices. In
the splitting of Einstein’s equations, one realizes that the extrinsic curvature of the spatial
surface defined as

i
ot '’

1 /. S
K;; = _<%j — D;N; — Dsz‘)7 Vi =

oN (13)

plays an important role. In fact, this symmetric together with v;; and ¥ constitute the
initial data, and it also appears in the definitions of linear and angular momentum:

1 . 1 . .
P, = dSn’ K;; J, = ——— &, ds TR — R KON, 14
87Gin /S R 167Gy * /S (e KT (14)

2 2
oo oo

These conserved quantities together with the total energy

1 g _
E = ds. B VRS A 1
APMT 16m Gy /Sgo Si (81 9 JJ)> (15)
and the center of mass [12, [13]
1 , _ A A A
b — l i pi) _ (plai il
© = 6r Bann /500 d5 [x n (0; b — 05 hi) — (Wi — hin )1, (16)

constitute the 10 conserved quantities corresponding to the symmetries of the Poincaré
group ISO(1,3) in 4 dimensions. Here, n' := x?l and r = /6;;x'z7 and h;; = v;; — 6;;. The
generalization of the formulas to n spacetime dimensions is straightforward. Note that the

positive energy theorem is the statement that P* = (Expwm, P) is a time-like four vector for
asymptotically flat spacetimes given that the dominant energy condition is satisfied.

A. Mass of the Flat Spacetime

Clearly, if we consider the flat spacetime R>? in the Cartesian (¢, z*) or the usual spherical
coordinates (t,r,6, ¢), all the conserved quantities defined above identically vanish as they
should. However, starting with the metric

dsgrs = —dt* + dr? + r*(d6* + sin® 6 dp?), (17)
and redefining the radial coordinate r as follows |8, 18, [19]

r(p)==p+ep (18)



with some constants s > 0, ¢ € R; and defining new the asymptotically Euclidean coordi-
nates as y' := 2% then the flat metric becomes

dsfs = —dt® + 0y da’ da? = —dt* + vi; dy' dy’. (19)

The new spatial metric behaves as v;; —0;; = O(]y|~*), while its derivatives behave as 0j7;; =
O(ly|=*71). The explicit form of 7;; can be easily computed starting from ' := (1+c¢p~*) ',
and one obtains

Yij = 0 (p) + ¥y 9(p) (20)
where f(p) and g(p) are given as

flp) = (1 +cp®), g(p) = csp 2 (=2(1+cp™*) +csp™). (21)

Hence, in the spherical version of these new coordinates, the flat spacetime metric reads as

dsirs = —dt* + (f(p) + p*9(p)) dp® + f(p) p* ds. (22)

For generic f(p) and g(p) this metric does not describe a flat space-time metric, but we
should keep in mind that these functions are given as (2II). Hence, the metric ([22)) is
diffeomorphic to the flat metric.

Let us now calculate the ADM mass of this metric which requires a definition of the
background metric as

dstaqe = —dt* + dp* + p*dSa, (23)

which is obtained by setting ¢ = 0 which yields g(p) = 0 and f(p) = 1; and the perturbation
is defined as

h;w =Y — guu- (24)
Inserting (22) and (23)) into the last equation, one arrives at the perturbation part of the
line element.

hwdy"dy” = (=14 f(p) + p*9(p)) dp® + p* (=1 + £(p)) d%. (25)

It is easier to work with (Il as it allows the use of spherical coordinates. But, of course,
one must consider the covariant derivatives with respect to the background spacetime. For
example, one has

= A PA

Volyw = 0p hyw — T, how — 17, by, (26)

and the scalar field h is given as
h = hu g" =3f(p) + p*g(p) — 3. (27)

The background, time-like Killing vector is € = (—1,0,0,0) which is the relevant Killing
vector for the mass/energy. Inserting all these in (I1I) and keeping the radial coordinate p
finite yields a p-dependent energy:

pg(p) —28pf (p) 2. (28)

E(p) =



We know that we capture the total energy of spacetime only when we let p — oo in this
expression. But it is clear that this limit may not even exist! In fact, we have the following
3 distinct sectors of coordinate transformations of the form (IR))

o0, 8<§,

. _ )12 _1

plggloE— 3¢, s=3, (29)
0, s> 1

Therefore, it is clear that to keep the mass of the flat spacetime to be zero, we must not
allow coordinate transformations of the form (I8) with s < 1/2. So, this decay behavior is
necessary, but it turns out that it is also sufficient for the flat space to have a zero mass [20].
Of course, as mentioned above, the lesson we learn from this exercise is that, even though
GR is a diffeomorphism invariant theory, meaning there is no absolute structure imposed
on us from the theory, and no coordinates are privileged, further fine details of the theory,
such as identifying the flat Minkowski spacetime as the vacuum with zero energy/mass
imposes a restriction on certain large gauge transformations. Not all diffeomorphisms keep
the conserved charge expressions, as defined so far above, intact.
This computation can easily be extended to n spacetime dimensions, with the metric

dstins = —dt* + (f(p) + p* 9(p)) dp* + f(p) p* A2, (30)

which again splits into 3 sectors for n > 2 + 1

00, s < anzs’
. _ _ )2
,}LIEOE - %62, s =153 (31)
-3
0, s > nT’

while in n = 2+ 1 dimensions, the finite energy sector disappears. One is not allowed to use
coordinates that satisfy s < %3 in n-dimensions.

B. Angular Momentum of the Flat Spacetime

Starting from metric (22]), we make another coordinate transformation on the azimuthal
angle as follows:

¢:p<t7/071/})7 (32>

so the new metric (22)) in the new coordinates (t, p, #,1) becomes

dspis = (—1 +p*f(p)sin® @ (8tp)2) dt* + 2p* f(p) sin® 0 9,p Oyp dt dp
+ 20 f(p) sin® 0 Dup Dyp dt dy + (£ (p) + p*g(p) + p* f(p) sin® 0 (9,p)°) dp*  (33)
+20° f(p) sin® 0 Dypdop dp dip + p* f (p) dO* + p° f(p) sin® 6 (Dyp)* .

Once again, as we just did coordinate transformations, this metric is diffeomorphic to the flat
metric. Carrying out the above procedure verbatim for the Killing vectors, £* = (—1,0,0,0)



and &* = (0,0,0, 1), and keeping p finite, one arrives at the energy and

2
p 2f(p
B =5 [1000) - 20,0000 + @)+ 25 (33000 30800,
(34)
+40°(0,0)* = 3p0yp 0y 8pp>]>
the spin angular momentum of the new metric
1
7= 50| (91000004 161 9,0.0 )0 - 10 0,000, (35)
To be more concrete, if we choose the new azimuthal coordinate as
¢=p(t.p,¢) =2 +mt+bp~"7? (36)
where m and b are dimensionful constants, then, from (34]) and (33]), we have
1
E = 6p_3_45 [2 A (24 8) +4cb? (2+5)%p° + p* (2 b(2+s)? + 30232,04)] , (37)
1
J = —gmes PP (c+ p). (38)
In this four-dimensional example, we get at spatial infinity:
00, s< %7 o0, s < 3,
lim F = %, s =1, lim J =14 —-mec, s=3, (39)
pP—00 pP—>00
0, s>12. 0, s> 3.

2

Therefore, it is clear that even though s > 1/2 makes the energy of the flat-metric zero; to
keep its angular momentum also zero, requires s > 3. In n dimensions, the energy part is
the same as before (B1I), but the angular momentum becomes:

00, s<n-—1,
lim J=1¢-mc, s=n-—1, (40)
p—00

0, s>n—1.

These are some examples of large gauge transformations; one can certainly consider more
complicated examples.

III. ANTI-DE SITTER SPACETIME UNDER LARGE COORDINATE
TRANSFORMATIONS

Let us now carry out a similar analysis for the AdS spacetime [21] in n dimensions:

2A
(n—2)(n—1

2A
(n—2)(n—1

dsigs = —(1 — )r2) dt* + (1 - )TZ)_l drt +r2dQ,_y,  (41)
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which is a maximally symmetric space with the curvatures:

2A 2A

= _ o — _ — 2n A
Rﬂal’ﬂ - (n _ 2) (n — 1) (g;w YoB — Gup gaV) ’ RAW = =5 Guv; R =

n— 2

n—2 - (42)

and A < 0. Making the transformation (I8, the new metric in four dimensions, becomes

A p? ’

3

which is a maximally symmetric metric and has the same curvatures as given in (42]) for
n = 4. The perturbation part of the line element is

A 2 _ 2
Dy dy” = —=L (13 1) 4o + (f(lp) if(p)gp(f) -3 _1%&) dp* — (1= f(p)) p* dS,.

3

(44)
Next, we calculate the energy of this "perturbed" metric.

A. Energy/Mass of the AdS spacetime

For the time-like Killing vector £* = (—1,0,0,0), from (II) one arrives at the en-
ergy /mass:

2 A 2 A22 A2 A2
B gl [eli- 1)+ (- 3 - 1= 3= 3enad).

where we abbreviated f = f(p) and g = g(p)E We get the following limits at the spatial
infinity (note that de-Sitter spacetime does not have a spatial infinity, for that reason we
have considered the AdS spacetime)

o0, 5 <3,
pIEEOE =42 s=13, (46)
0, s> 3

Therefore, to assign zero energy to the AdS geometry, we must restrict the gauge transfor-
mation of to form (I8)) to the s > 3/2 sector. It is easy to generalize this to the n-dimensional
AdS of which the results are

00, 5 < ”;1,
Jm B= ) —ER A, s =g (47)
0, s> =l

n—

Therefore, we must demand the decay of the coordinates to satisfy s > Tl to keep the
energy of the AdS to be zero.

2 As expected, in A — 0 limit, this expression reduces to the flat space version given as (Z5]).
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B. Angular Momentum of the AdS spacetime

To study the decay constraints coming from the total angular momentum of the AdS
spacetime, let us consider the following coordinate transformation

Qb:p(t’pad))? (48)

on the metric ([@3) which yields

1
dsigs = (—1 +3 Ap*f(p)+ p* fp) sin® 0@ (8tp)2) dt* + 2 p*f(p) sin® 0 9,p O;p dt dp
. + .
+20°f(p) sin? 0 Oyp O;p dt dep + <M + p*f(p)sin® @ (Opp)2>dp2 (49)
1—3Apf(p)
+p* f(p)d0* + 20 f(p) sin® 0 Dyp pp dp dip + p? f (p) sin® 0 (Dyp)* dy?
Taking the coordinate transformation to be of the form,

¢ =p(t,p, ) =9 +mt+bp 2 (50)

energy of this metric reads as
E = [54Ap2 +36csA p* (3 — Ap*) + 18?5 p (3 — Ap®)(3s + (2 — s) A p?)
+ AP (1+cp®)! <54 +b%(1 —25)%p" %3 — Ap2)2>
+3p(1+ cp_s)2< —36Ap+ p (3 — Ap2)(b2(1 —25)%(3 — Ap?) — 12csMp(c + ps))ﬂ

p
51
“T08(3 = A p2 (et p)2) (51)

while its angular momentum reads as

1

J = —3 mesp T (c+p0). (52)

In n spacetime dimensions, we obtain the following limits

00, 5 < n+2
. %lﬁ/@ if nis even, s= "TQ, . 0, s<n-—1,
plggoE: n+l b’A?, if nisodd, s= 242 plggojz —me, s=n-—1,
2[(n-2)*+53 (n-3)) ’ ’ 27 0, s>n—1.

0’ 5> n+2
(53)

In four dimensions, one must have s > 4 to assign a zero mass and angular momentum to

the AdS metric.
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C. Kerr-Schild form of the AdS spacetime

Kerr-Schild coordinates are very suitable for many black hole solutions |22, 23]. Let us
study here the Kerr-Schild form of the AdS spacetime.

dsids = N drtds” + (1 — a('r’))(k“d:c“)2 (54)

where a(r) = 1—Ar?/3, and k* is a null vector with respect to both 7,,, and the full metric
guw- Doing the coordinate transformation (I8]), one has

dsias = — dt* + [f(p) + 0" g(p)) dp* + f(p) p* A0 + (1 — alp)) [dt — k(p)dp]*, ~ (55)
where k(p) is defined as
k(p) =1+ (1—s)cp". (56)

Note that (55]) is the AdS spacetime with these "goofy coordinates". We take the background

metric g, to be
2

A
A = —di* +dp? + 9% d% + 2 (dt = dp)?, (57)

and the deviation to be

hydy"dy” = (— M) dt® + <2Ap2<1 — fk))dtdp

3 3 (58)
Ap? k? 3+ p*A
+ (f(H p3 ) +p% g — 3p ) dp® + (=14 f) p*dQs.
Computing the energy using ([I]) for this metric, one arrives at
2
E=2(=34 00| =30p+3p(=3+ Ap)g(p) + Apf(p) (64 Ap? — 2 72 k() o

+(=3+Ap% k(p)2> + 95’pf(P)} :

As in the previous section, A — 0 limit of the expression yields the flat space case ([28]). At
spatial infinity from (59), we get

—00, s <1,

- — ] 228 7

pll)rgoE— ssCA, s =1, (60)
0, s> I

l\.’)

This can be generalized to n dimensions whose details we do not depict here. One obtains

3.
0, 5 < "+
+1)
i B — 2,1(?(7”1)302 A3, if nis even, s= "Tg, (61)
= n+1 203 i _ n+3
p—00 P R R ey A°, ifnisodd, s= "7,
3
0, 5 >

Finally, to see the behavior of the angular momentum, let us consider the new coordinates,
in addition to the ones defined in (IS),

) :p(T, pquz))a t= y(Ta P), (62)
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The angular momentum becomes

4
7= (00110 0+ 50) 0,000, 1(613,00,00) (63

Choosing the functions as

p(T.p ) =bT + ) +mp™*, y(r,p) = 1p, (64)
we get
1
J:—gcbsp?’_% (c+p%). (65)
In n dimensions, one has
00, s<n—1,
lim J=4{¢—cb, s=n-—1, (66)
p—00
0, s>n—1.

Once again, keeping the energy and the angular momentum of the AdS vacuum to be zero
requires these decay conditions on the coordinates.

All of the above computations teach us that we must be careful in using the well-
established conserved charge definitions in gravity theories. By changing the coordinates
that do not decay properly, one can change the charges assigned to the vacuum of the
theory even though the coordinate changes are diffeomorphisms which are not expected to
affect the physical results. Here, we studied the flat and AdS spacetimes as examples, but
a similar computation can be done for non-vacuum solutions, such as the black holes. Of
course, the crux of the problem is that the conserved charges written above have integrands
that contain the first derivatives of the metric or the first derivatives of the deviations of
the metric from a background metric. One might try to remedy this problem by finding a
formula where the integrand does not contain the first derivative but contains the second
derivative of the metric; i.e. the Riemann tensor. Next we describe this in the context
of asymptotically AdS spacetimes both as solutions to cosmological Einstein’s theory and
higher derivative theories. Unfortunately, currently, we do not know how to carry out a
similar calculation for asymptotically flat backgrounds. The asymptotically AdS case was
found in |24, 25]. Of course, to obtain the asymptotically flat case, one can take the limit
A — 0 at the end of the computations, but still, one would like to have a compact formula
of conserved charges in asymptotically flat spacetimes in terms of the curvature. This is still
an open problem for us.

IV. RESOLVING THE LARGE GAUGE TRANSFORMATION PROBLEM IN
ADS

The following construction pertaining to the definition of conserved charges was done in
detail in ([24, 125]), therefore, we just want to recapitulate the salient features. The idea
starts from the following simple, apparently unrelated, question: The Ricci tensor is the
trace of the Riemann tensor, is there a rank (1,3) tensor of which the trace is the Einstein
tensor? The answer is affirmative for dimensions n > 3 and is unique up to a "constant'
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part that can be fixed as desired. Here is the explicit form of that tensor, which we called
the "P-tensor for the lack of a better name:

v 1% 12 1% 14 14 R A (n + 1) 1% 12
P wpo =R’ upot+05G5u—0590u+ G0 95u—G39on+ (5 - ﬁ) (5agﬁu - 5590—“) , (67)
where G, == R, — % gl + Ag,, is the cosmological Einstein tensor; and we added the

"constant" part which is the explicitly A-dependent part to set P” 5, = 0 for the maximally
symmetric background. Contracting the tensor once, one gets the cosmological tensor

P nov — _<n - 3>guu7 (68>

as was the original motivation of the construction of this tensor. Note that in n = 2 + 1,
the Ricci and Riemann tensors carry the same amount of information, and the P -tensor is
identically zero.

The most important property of the P-tensor is that it is divergence-free everywhere in
spacetime for any theory:

V. PY upe =0, for all metrics. (69)

It satisfies the algebraic Bianchi identity (i.e. P(ue), = 0), just like the Riemann tensor,
but it does not satisfy the differential Bianchi identity (i.e. V(3Pu)s, 7# 0), instead it is
divergence-free as noted in (€9). It is important to note the following: in Einstein’s theory,
the Riemann tensor is divergence-free only in a vacuum outside the matter sources, but the
divergence-free property of the P is a Bianchi-Identity valid everywhere and for any theory.
So compare the below equation with (G9)

V.R" 5o =0, for Einstein metrics. (70)

The divergence property of the P (€9) is very useful for constructing the conserved quantities
as we show below.

Consider now a generic gravity theory defined by the field equations coming from a
diffeomorphism-invariant action so that its covariant derivative is identically zero:

EM = kT, V. EM =0, (71)

and let g, be the background solution (for the 7}, = 0 case) with at least one time-like
Killing vector £. [Without a time-like Killing vector, which exists at least outside a finite-
radius ball in spacetime, we do not know what it means to have a conserved charge.] Then,
we define a perturbed metric around the background metric as

Guv = E_]uu + h;w, (72)

which can be used to split the field equations in such a way that only the linear term is
kept at the left-hand side, while all the other terms are carried to the left-hand side as
contributions to the source part. So, non-linearity of gravity is not oversimplified by this
linearization procedure: the non-linear terms, O(h{*)) with k > 1, all contribute to the
source as the self-gravitation of the gravitational field. This procedure gives us a covariantly
conserved background tensor V,(£#)) = 0 as the linearization of V(") = 0. To get a
current, that is ordinarily conserved, out of this, we need the Killing vector:

Jh = \/__E_] gu (guu)(l)’ 8;“7“ =0. (73)
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Here partial conservation is important, as opposed to covariant conservation, since we would
like to use Stokes’ theorem. Hence integrating over a spacelike hypersurface ¥, with a time-
like unit normal 7, yields the conserved charge:

Q) = / Iy VT i €, (E) ), (74)

where v is the Riemannian metric on 3 pulled back from the spacetime using the embedding
map ¢ : ¥ — M. We will now consider Einstein’s theory for which &,, = G,,. Then, one
can show the following relation [24, [25]:

e N

EA(QM)(I) =

This is an important identity: it provides us the following conserved current

~D(n—-2)
4N (n — 3)

_ TE e = 0, (@(P“ﬂﬁ“%”w&), (76)

in terms of (P"*#?)() which reads explicitly as

(pwﬂa)(l) — (Rwﬂo) +2(gu )(1 Holv +2(gv )(1 6]u+(R)( )gu[ﬁgo}v

4A —pP |V —u|o v
+(n N (hlogPlv 4 ghlo pfivy, (77)

where we have used the anti-symmetrization notation with a factor of 1/2. We can use
Stokes’ theorem one more time to reduce our integral over the spatial 'volume" X to its
boundary 9% with a spacelike unit normal &, to arrive at the conserved charge

Q(6) = g B [ e (R ) 9% )

wherein the P-tensor reduces to the Riemann tensor (actually to the Weyl tensor) for Ein-
stein spaces at spatial infinity. Details of the construction can be followed from ([15]). Under
gauge transformations 0¢hy, = Leguw = V(o + Vo, (,, it is easy to see that

S (R 55)" = LR 5, = 0, (79)

where the last equality follows for maximally symmetric backgrounds. The main difference
between ([[I]) and (78) is that the latter has an explicitly gauge-invariant integrand, while
the former changes under gauge transformations. Under gauge transformations they are
related up to a boundary term as was studied in (|24, 25]). If the gauge transformations
are not large gauge transformations as discussed above, these two expressions give the same
results. However, if one considers large gauge transformations, they yield different results.
The advantage of (78)]) is that even large gauge transformations do not change the result.
For example for the AdS metrics we discussed above, in any coordinate system (78] yields
zero charges as desired for the vacuum of the theory.
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V. CONCLUSIONS AND FURTHER DISCUSSIONS

We have revisited here an often overlooked aspect of the conserved quantities-the fact that
their usual formulation requires some stringent decay conditions of the dynamical fields- in
Einstein gravity, both with and without a cosmological constant, for both asymptotically flat
and AdS spacetimes. A good conserved charge definition requires at least one timelike Killing
vector, a background spacetime of which all charges are assumed to be zero, and a solution
that asymptotically approaches the background geometry. Of course, in principle, GR is
a theory without an absolute structure, and no coordinates are privileged, and therefore,
the charge definitions should not depend on the coordinates used. For example, and this
is probably the most crucial point here, the assignment of zero conserved charges to the
background should be a coordinate-invariant statement. This quite natural expectation
turns out to be not realized: we know that large gauge transformations can change the zero
charge of the background to any desired value, as can be seen from (29)). We must recall that
all the metrics in that equation are exactly flat in the sense of the Riemann curvature tensor
being identically zero. Yet, as far as the ADM mass is concerned, there are 3 distinct super-
selection sectors of flat spacetime: the infinite-mass, finite-mass and zero-mass spacetimes.
In fact, the finite mass is a one-parameter family as the number ¢ can take any real value.
One way to read all of this is to restrict the possible large-gauge transformations to the sector
that leaves the mass of the vacuum to be zero. This was already noted by Bartnik [20] who
showed that the ADM mass is a geometric invariant of a 3-manifold that is asymptotically
flat and the metric decays as hy; = 8;; + O(r~Y/%*¢) with ¢ > 0. Observe that this decay
is much weaker than, say, the decay of the Schwarzschild metric in isotropic coordinates.
So, from this point of view, coordinates are restricted in GR: one must use coordinates that
give the ADM mass of the flat spacetime to be zero. From another point of view, one might
try to answer the following question: can one write down conserved charge formulas that
involve gauge-invariant integrands? This was answered affirmatively for AdS backgrounds
in |24, 25] and we studied this above.

The problem of assigning zero conserved charges to the vacuum of the theory we dis-
cussed above acquires another, rather non-trivial complication in higher curvature theories
of gravity. For the sake of brevity, let us consider a purely geometric theory without addi-
tional fields, such as non-minimally coupled scalar fields. Such a theory can be schematically
described by the action

1 s P
S = / &' /=g (E (R—2M0) + 3 ay <Riem, Ric, R, VRiem, .. ) ) (80)

p=2

whose origin we are not interested in, but it can represent a low-energy theory of a more fun-
damental theory such as string theory for which we would know how to compute coefficients
a, in principle in perturbation theory. One might employ the Killing charge construction
here and quite easily see that all the terms in the action generically will contribute to the
conserved charges. In fact, as a concrete example, let us consider quadratic gravity [10, [11]

1
S = /d"fb’ V=g [E (R —2Mg) + aR? + BR"™ R, + v (R“”””RW,,J — ARM™ R, + RQ)] .
(81)

The theory has generically 2 different maximally symmetric vacua given by the quadratic
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equation
A —Ag
2K

(n—4) (n—3)(n—4)
(n —2)? 7(n—1)(n—2)
Let us now assume that, we consider one of these two vacua as the background spacetime

(that is globally AdS) with zero conserved charges. Then, for any other solution that is
asymptotically AdS, the conserved charges are given as [10, [11]

+[ma+6) ]A%:Q (82)

Quuarasldl = (1 4 200 Mg OI 0

K n-—2 n—2

7) QEinstein; [é] (83)

so the conserved charges in this theory of any solution that is asymptotically AdS is given by
the front factor multiplied with the charge of that solution computed in Einstein’s theory.
One might realize that the parameter space could be in such a way that the front factor
vanishes identically, namely

4An 4A 4N (n —3) (n —4)

1
;+n—2a+n—26Jr (n—1)(n—2)

v =0, (84)

which leads to the following conundrum: the conserved charges of this quadratic theory
for any asymptotically AdS spacetime is exactly zero just like the globally AdS spacetime.
In fact, such a theory was studied and dubbed "Critical Gravity" in |30, 31]. Non-vacuum
solutions having all the charges of the vacuum are rather hard to understand. Such a
phenomenon was noted in a four dimensional purely quadratic gravity for asymptotically
flat spacetimes in [32] and was interpreted as confinement of energy in gravity. In [11]
a section is devoted to zero energy models for asymptotically AdS spacetimes. Particle
spectrum of these theories at the critical point suggest that a new branch of solutions arise
(which are usually logarithmic in the usual coordinates) that have lower energy than the
vacuum [33]. Therefore, it is highly likely that these theories in which the vacuum and
non-vacuum solutions are degenerate as far as their charges are concerned do not have a
stable vacuum.
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