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Abstract

We compute the entanglement entropy of a massless spin 2 field in a sphere in flat
Minkowski space. We describe the theory with a linearized metric perturbation field
hyu and decompose it in tensor spherical harmonics. We fix the gauge such that a)
the two dynamical modes for each angular momentum decouple and have the dynamics
of scalar spherical modes, and b) the gauge-fixed field degrees of freedom inside the
sphere represent gauge invariant operators of the theory localized in the same region.
In this way the entanglement entropy turns out to be equivalent to the one of a pair of
free massless scalars where the contributions of the [ = 0 and [ = 1 modes have been
subtracted. The result for the coefficient of the universal logarithmic term is —61/45
and coincides with the one computed using the mutual information.
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1 Introduction

The entanglement entropy (EE) of vacuum fluctuations across a boundary in space has shown
to be an interesting theoretical quantity in quantum field theory (QFT). The study of EE was
originally motivated by the quest to understand black hole entropy and entropy in gravity,
but it turned out to have a more clear and natural formulation in QFT. Entropy in quantum
mechanics is by definition a quantity associated to a state in an algebra of operators, and
ordinary QFT naturally comes with a built in correspondence of algebras with regions of the
space.



The situation in gravity is less clear precisely because it is not completely understood how
“regions” in quantum gravity might be defined in terms of the operator content of the theory
(see for example [1}2]). Holographic theories give a simple, but perhaps only partial, answer,
to this question. By restricting the region to a boundary region, the associated algebra is
given by the one of the dual QFT in the boundary. Holographic EE [3,4] has shown there is
a correspondence, at least at the semi-classical level, of this QFT entropy to an entropy in
a gravity theory in the so called entanglement wedge [5-7].

In the study of EE it is important to establish a correspondence of the different terms
on the entropy with known physical quantities in the model. One such signature that allows
us to distinguish models form their EE is given by the coefficient of the logarithmic term.
In this sense there are in the literature several calculations of logarithmic corrections to the
black hole entropy formula due to the EE of quantum fields in the semiclassical background,
including gravitons (for a review see [8,9]). The graviton contribution may actually be of
relevance to distinguish the gravity theory [9]. Nevertheless, logarithmic terms are subtle
too. An example of the problems involved is the case of a Maxwell field. The logarithmic
term for a free Maxwell field does not coincide with the expected trace anomaly [10H12].
However, the presence of electric or magnetic charges can change this result, no matter the
mass of the charged particles [13,[14]. Without changing the theory to include charges this
issue has been discussed in the literature in an effective manner using the constructions of
edge modes or extended Hilbert space (see for example [15]16]).

In this paper we compute the EE of free gravitons in flat space by treating the theory
as a quantum field theory of helicity 2 particles. In this sense we do not have to deal with
the localization problems of a full quantum gravity theory. We show there are no conceptual
issues for these free fields per se as QFT. As in the case of the Maxwell field, it is important
in computing the EE to understand correctly what is the entropy one is computing, that
is, what is the algebra and the state, as well as the meaning of the result in terms of the
continuum theory. A natural way to do this is by interpreting the universal coefficients in
terms of the mutual information. This is transparent in the real time formulation that we use
in this paper where we have the quantum degrees of freedom always in sight. Computations
using the replica trick may actually hide the nature of the entropy one is computing in
the precise definition of the replica partition functions [13]. We treat the case of a sphere
computing the universal logarithmic term.

In order to compute the entanglement entropy we should consider the vacuum state in the
algebra of gauge invariant operators. This later is generated by the curvature tensor which
is gauge invariant at the linearized level. The vacuum is a Gaussian state in this algebra and
we could apply EE formulas for Gaussian states in terms of the correlation functions and
commutators of the Gaussian variables. However, due to the algebraic complexity of dealing
with the four index curvature tensor and its commutators we will follow a different route
which is physically equivalent and will allow us to simplify the computations considerably.
We will use the metric perturbation tensor h,, as a generator of the algebra. This is not a
physical variable and we need to fix the gauge. This is done taking into account the spherical
symmetry of the problem by choosing a gauge that allow us to decouple the two radial modes



for each angular momentum. However, as explained in [17], while fixing the gauge converts
a gauge field into a physical variable, the localization properties of these variables are very
much gauge dependent. Hence we need to fix the gauge such that the gauge fixed h,, can be
recovered from the curvature inside the region of interest for computing the EE. Otherwise,
selecting the field and momentum variables in a region may compute the EE of an algebra
unrelated to geometry.

Since this gauge fixing procedure adapted to the region of interest has not been explicitly
carried out in the literature before we find it instructive to see how this works in the simpler
case of a Maxwell field first. We will treat the case of a Maxwell field between parallel
planes in the next section and in a sphere in section [} The results agree with [10] where the
algebra was defined directly in terms of the electric and magnetic fields instead of the gauge
fixed vector potential A,. In section 4] we describe the theory of the linearized graviton and
compute the EE between parallel planes. The case of a sphere is treated in section [5| where
we compute the logarithmic coefficient. We end with a discussion in section [6] where we
briefly compare with other results in the literature.

2 Entanglement entropy of a Maxwell field between parallel planes

Before studding the problem of linearized gravitons, we consider the simpler case of a free
Maxwell field in (3 4 1) dimensions given by the Lagrangian

L— _}1 / P P — % / Pr (@) + VA@P - (Vx A@P] . (21

In this section we aim to obtain the EE associated with the region V between two par-
allel planes separated by a distance L (Figure [l] . For a Cartesian coordinate system
7 = (21, 22, 2%) the region V is given by V = {z = (2!, 22,2%),0 < 2! < L} . In this context,
it is partlcularly useful to write the field A, on a plane wave basis using the Fourier sum over
the directions parallel to the plates. Assuming that the directions z? y 2 are compactified

to large sizes Ry y R3 with periodic boundary conditions, we are able to obtain

Ay (2% 2 2? 2? ZN@’“A (2%, 2%, k), (2.2)
i

where it is valid that Af (2%, 2!, k) = A,(2°, 2", —k) and N is a constant that takes the value
[\/27TR2R3]71. Moreover, the vector k can be expressed for n?,n% =0,41,£2, ..., +00 as

B, omn? 2mn?
k;_(o,ﬂ W”). (2.3)

Ry ' Rj

The problem then decomposes into 1r1dependent (141)-dimensional fields in the directions
20, 2!, labeled by k. To study a fixed mode k: without loss of generality, we can simplify the
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Figure 1: Two parallel planes with a separation of distance L in the ' direction.

calculation by using a coordinate system adapted to k, where 22 = k and #° = #! X k. In
these coordinates, the expression of the each mode is

Ne 2 A (zg, 21, k) . (2.4)

Considering the gauge freedom of the Maxwell field given by A’, — A, + 0,x we also
decompose y in the plane wave basis. The mode corresponding to k writes

x(wo, 21, 2o, 23) = Ne*2x (29, 1, k) . (2.5)
Then, a gauge transformation of a fix mode yields

A (g, 21,09, 23) = Ne™2[(Ag(wo, 21, k) + X (20, 71, k))Eo+
+  (Ai(zo, 21, k) + O1x (w0, 21, k)21
+ (Ag(xo,xl,k') —|-7;kX(.’I?O,.'171,]€)).'i'2 +A3(.’170,.’E1,k)22’3] . (26)

In the light of (2.6)), it is clear that we can fix x in such a way that the field component
parallel to k vanishes, Ay = 0. With this choice we have

FQ,, == (92A,, - 8,,142 - ZkA,/ . (27)

In other words, in this gauge, and for each fixed mode k, A, can be expressed as a function
of the gauge invariant tensor F}, in a way local in the coordinates °, z'. This allows us to
identify the algebra of gauge invariant operators F},, in between the parallel planes with the
one of the quantized gauge fixed operators A,,.

To proceed we compute the Hamiltonian. We must rewrite the Lagrangian by using
the expansion under the proposed gauge condition. By doing so, we obtain for each



mode the Lagrangian
L, = 1/2|ATA, + ALA; — K2ATA; — K2ALA; — 0,AL0, Ay

— KA Ay — 91 Al9 Ay — Alo Ay — 91 AT A, (2.8)

The canonical momenta of the fields A; ,AI , As ,Ag are given by

At Al Al
poo Ol AL oA 0L Ay (2.9)
0A, 2 2 A 2
oLy, A 9,A oL, A
t Oy Ay 140 t+  OLp  As
7T——.——+ 777'_—__—, 210
The Hamiltonian of the mode is then given by the Legendre transform
. . . . L2
H, = mA + WIAJ{ + m3Asz + W;A; — L = 27TI7T1 + 27rg7r3 + ?AIAl +
K Lo at L to -t
+ ?A?)Ag ‘I— 58114381143 —I— ?A()AO —f- Aoaml + A0817r1 (211)
with the corresponding equal time commutation relations
[A1 (w0, 21, k), 7T1($0,33/1> k)] =i6(x1 — 95/1) )
[Ag(l’o, x1, k‘), 7'('3(.170, l'/l, ]{7)] = 25(1E1 - Ill) . (212)

It is clear from (2.11]) that the field Ay does not posses his own dynamic and thus it can be
treated as a Lagrange multiplier. Differentiating, in order to obtain its equations of motion,
we obtain the constraints

]f2 ; ; /{32
8171'1 = _EAO 5 617’(1 = —7140 . (213)
Replacement of (2.13)) in (2.11]) gives
i S TR, 1, 2 .
Hk = 27T17T1 -+ 27T37T3 -+ EAlAl + 3143143 —+ —|—561A381A3 + ﬁalﬂ'lalﬂ'l . (214)

Making the identifications

\/§7T1 P, — ‘k‘Al

7 1 — =7 = >
|| V2

b3 = A p V2 (2.16)
3 \/§ > 43 3 :

where ¢1, P; and ¢3, P3 are pairs of canonically conjugate variables, the Hamiltonian writes

¢ = (2.15)

Hyp = PP, + PIP; + 01010,¢1 + 01050103 + k¢l o1 + kdlds . (2.17)
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This is exactly the Hamiltonian for the modes of two independent scalar fields ¢, ¢3 upon
dimensional reduction (see for example [10]). As a result, the algebra of gauge invariant
operators for the gauge field and the vacuum expectation values inside the parallel planes
are identical to the algebras and expectation values corresponding to two massless scalar
fields inside the same region.

To sum up, we conclude the EE of the Maxwell field associated with a region V' enclosed
by two parallel planes is equivalent to the contribution of two independent scalar fields. In
this way, we recover the known result obtained in |10] by working with the gauge invariant
electric and magnetic fields directly. The entropy turns out to be [18]

A A
where A = Ry Rj3 is the area of the planes, € is a short distance cutoff, ¢ a non universal
constant, and k; is the universal coefficient corresponding to a scalar in this same geometry.
This later can be computed with high precision from the knowledge of the one dimensional

scalar entropy function [19]
ks = 0.0055351599... (2.19)

As we will now see, this exact identification of entropies between scalars and gauge fields
does not hold for other regions.

3 Entanglement entropy for a Maxwell field in the sphere

We consider now the problem of a Maxwell field in the sphere, which also can be easily
dimensionally reduced. Due to the spherical symmetry presented in this case we expand the
field in question using scalar spherical harmonics for the Ag component and vector spherical
harmonics for A = (A;, Ay, As). That is

Ay = DY A (tr)Wim(0,¢), 1=0,1,.,00, —l<m<l, (3.1)
Im

A = ZAfm(t,r)Yfm(Q,@, [=0,1,...,00, =l<m<Il, s=rem, (3.2)

slm

where Y, | are the vector spherical harmonics defined by

Vin(0,9) = Yim(@,0)F, 120, —l<m<l, (33)
Vi (6,9) w, [1>0, —-1<m<lI, (3.4)

(1+1)
" 0.p) = X Vml00) 1>0, —l<m<lI. (3.5)
lm ,90 l(l—l—l) ) )

Considering the gauge transformations, it is useful to expand the function y using scalar

spherical harmonics as

X = Xim(t,7)Yim (0, 0). (3.6)
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This gives the transformation law

A =5 (Ap, + 0xim) Vi + (A;m v 7’”) Yo ARy (3.7)

Ilm
We see it is possible to fix x;,, completely in such way that the coefficient A’} of the
“electric” vector spherical harmonics Y7, is identically zero for each angular momentum.
This particular choice of gauge is convenient because of other reasons too. It allow us to

write for each mode

F., = (¢",) Ay + (0ue”) A, (3.8)

where e* is the unit vector in the direction of Y7, , el A, represents the electric component of
the vector A, that vanishes under this particular choice of gauge, and €9, is the derivative
in such direction. The expression (3.8) shows that in this gauge we can recover A, on a
sphere by the knowledge of the components F,, of the gauge invariant field tensor in the
same sphere. This is because derivatives in (3.8)) are tangential to the sphere. Therefore, even
if the relation between the gauge fixed A, and F),, is non local in the angular directions,
it maps the variables A, at fixed r to physical variables with the same radius. This is a
particular case of the general situation studied in [17] where it was shown that a gauge fixing
that respects the localization of degrees of freedom in a region can be chosen such that A,
vanishes on the boundary of the region in a direction parallel to the boundary itself. In the
present example this direction is the one of the electric vector harmonics.

From this point, we proceed in the same way as in the case of parallel planes. In particular,
a useful writing of the Lagrangian can be obtained by means of replacing and
in , so as, by taking into consideration the orthonormality property of vector spherical

harmonics, we get
tm 70

The Lagrangian £, for [ > 1 follows from direct computation using the properties of vector
harmonics listed in appendix [A]

Lim = 1/2 P47, A7, + P2 A, A — U0+ DAL, A7

m*l,—m
UL+ VAR A AR 0 AT 20, AD 0, A L 1) AD LAY
— P A) O AT — P AY 0 AT L+ 2rA) AT+ 2rA) AT L (3.10)

m*H,m
The Lagrangian density is independent of m, and to simplify the notation in the following
we eliminate the index for m in the variables and consider the real m = 0 mode only, while
we have to keep in mind that we will have (2] + 1) identical contributions to the EE for each
angular momentum /.
The canonical conjugate momenta are defined by

oo
OAT

oL
DA

™

= 2 (A; n aTA?) R — P2 AT (3.11)



which can be substituted in the Legendre transform
Hy = mf AT + 7 A — L (3.12)

in order to obtain the Hamiltonian

_omm ot AT m gm
l(l+1
+ (A" 4+ rd, A — 779, AV — ( ; )A?A?. (3.13)

The non trivial canonical commutation relations are given by
[A](t,r), 7] (t,7")] = [A]* (¢, 7), 7" (¢, 7")] = id(r — 1) (3.14)

In addition, modes with different [ are independent to each other and their operators com-
mute.
Again, AY is a Lagrange multiplier, allowing the derivation of the constraint

o =11 +1)A7, (3.15)

which can be replaced in (3.13) yielding

1| 7jm  Opm[Opm]
- = I(1+ 1) AT A
1 m m
+ 5[7”7;” +2<Az“+rarA;”>2+Z<Z+1>A?Aﬂ- (3.16)

Lastly, the field and momentum variables can be rewritten as

o = ﬁ Pr=—/Il+1)4;, (3.17)

o = rA], P =— (3.18)

and by applying (3.17) and (3.18)) in (3.16) we reduce the Hamiltonian to the one of two
identical radial modes given by

o= g | oo+ o o
v 5| pree s aopaer + e (3.19)
with the standard commutation relations
07 (¢, 7), B/ (£, 7)) = [o1" (t,r), P (¢, 7)) = id(r —1'). (3.20)
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Each of these two identical modes has the same Hamiltonian as the one that results from
the spherial reduction of a free massless scalar field [10420].

Eq. does not apply to the zero angular momentum mode. This is simply because
the electric (3.4) and magnetic spherical harmonics do not exist for [ = 0. For [ = 0
we get the simpler expression

+ Ayo,m (3.21)

where by replacing the constraint d,m/_, = 0, obtained from the equations of motion of A9,
we get
7TT’7TT'
Ho = ﬁ : (3.22)
This means that the zero angular momentum mode does not have dynamics and thus gen-
erates no contributions to the entropy.

Therefore, the EE of the Maxwell field on the sphere is equivalent to the one of two scalar
fields where the [ = 0 mode has been subtraced. This result coincides with the one given
in [10]. The entanglement entropy of a scalar in a sphere has a universal logarithmic term
—1/901og(R/e€) [11,21}-24]. The mode [ = 0 for the scalar (see the Hamiltonian for
[ = 0) corresponds to a massless d = 2 field in the r > 0 half-line with Dirichlet boundary
condition at the origin, and its universal logarithmic entropy is 1/6log(R/¢) [10,25]. The
entropy of the Maxwell field in the sphere is then given by |10}/11]

A 16

where the coefficient of the logarithmic term follows from 16/45 =2 x 1/90 + 2 x 1/6.

Here we recover this result by working with the gauge variant field A, instead of using
directly the electric and magnetic gauge invariant fields as in [10]. It is important to remark
that another gauge choice which does not respect the locality on the sphere would have given
completely different incorrect results for the sphere EE.

4 Entanglement entropy of linearized gravitons between parallel
planes

The free theory of a massless helicity 2 particle can be described by a field A,,,. This field can
be thought as describing metric perturbations g, = 7, + h,, with respect to the Minkowski
metric 7,,. The field h,, obeys the linearized Einstein equations and the Lagrangian that
give these equations in absence of sources writes |26]

v [0 1 (0% 17 17 o 1 oV
L = —0,h"0,h*, + 5(9 Ry O M + 0,0 0, R, — §8ah“lﬂ h”,. (4.1)
The theory has a gauge invariance given by the transformation law
h:u/ = h;w + avgu + auﬁu ) (4.2)

9



for arbitrary vector field §,. This corresponds to the diffeomorphism invariance of the Ein-
stein theory of gravity at the linearized level.

The curvature is not gauge invariant in the non linear gravity theory but a gauge invariant
operator corresponds to the linearized curvature tensor [27]

1
Rul/po = 9 [avaph;w - auaphvo + aua(?hvp - aV&Th#P] . (4-3)

It is a simple exercise to show that it is indeed invariant under E| Therefore the theory
of a helicity 2 field in Minkowski space contains gauge invariant local operators, in contrast
to what is expected in full quantum gravity. In consequence the EE is well defined, except
for the usual issues about divergent terms. Let us study first the case of a region bounded
by two parallel planes.

4.1 Plane wave decomposition and gauge fixing

For the wall between parallel planes we resort to a plane wave decomposition of the fields
analogous to . Now we write for the field of a mode with k = ki,

hyw (To, T1, T2, T3) = Neikmhm,(xo, x1, k). (4.4)

The arbitrary gauge function £ can also be decomposed in modes. The mode with vector k
writes

£H<x07 Ty, T2, x3) = Neikwfu(xo, r1, k). (4.5)

Therefore, it can be easily observed that

hoo + 280 hor + & + 01§ hoz + & + k& hoz + &3
;o hot +& + 016 hi1 + 20,6 hig + 016 + tk&y  hiz + 013
W hog + & + th§o iz + 01& + k& hao + 2ik&s hos + k&g |
hos + &3 his + 01€3 has + ik&s hss

(4.6)

making it clear that the components h{,, hb,, hls, Ry, hhy, hhs, v hiy can be fixed to
zero if we use all the gauge freedom available. Now, all the components of hj,, that have

zero contractions in the direction of & are fixed to zero, allowing us to write the following
component of the Riemann tensor for each mode as

2Rou20 = hua iz Hhouow —hupoz —hoz,w = —huyoe = kKhy . (4.7)

That is, under this particular choice of gauge, it is possible to write the field h,,, in terms of
the Riemann tensor in a local way in the 2y and z; coordinates. This means that the algebra
of the gauge fixed degrees of freedom in h,,, is the same as the algebra of the curvature tensor
in between the planes.

I This corresponds to the fact that the curvature transforms linearly under changes of coordinates and it
is already of linear order in h,,. Then further factors of the infinitesimal coordinate transformation must
be second order.

10



4.2 Lagrangian for each momentum

The Lagrangian decomposes into independent modes for the different plane waves. Using the
expansion (4.4)) and the gauge condition presented in the previous section, the Lagrangian
density for the (1 4 1) dimensional theory of the mode k can be expressed as

.. 1. . .. k2
Ly = hlBhJ{g — §(h11h;t,3 + hzshil) — k2hyshys + 7(h11h33T + hashi ") (4.8)

]{;2 ]{;2 . . .
—?hoo(hnT + h33T) - E(hn + h33)h$0 - hOlalhg:,g — a1}133h(T)1 + h03ath{3

. 1 1
+ Oihashls + K*hoshls + E2horhl, + 01hosdihiy — ialhggalhgo — 581h0081h§3 .

This Lagrangian contains two sets of independent fields and the problem can be split
into two modes that will be treated separately. The first one contains the field hy3 and the
Lagrange multiplier hgs

L; = hyshly — E2hyshis’ — 81hoshly — husdihly + K2 hoshls + 01hosdihls,  (4.9)

and the second one containing the fields hi; y hss and the multipliers ho; v hoo

1. . . k2 . .
L = —§(hnh§3 + hashl,) + ?(hnhggT + hashiy ) 4 01hoyhlg + hasdi b, (4.10)
k2 k2

1 1
—?hoo(hnT + h33T) (hi1 + h33)hgo + k2h01h$1 — 5(91/13331}12)0 — 531}10081}1;3 .

2

Therefore, the total Lagrangian is given by sum over modes

4.3 Hamiltonian of the mode I
The momenta 73, 713 corresponding to the Lagrangian 1} are

L hh okl wl = L = iy — Oihes, 4.12
ahlg 13 17403 13 8h13 13 17403 ( )

T3 =

and the corresponding Hamiltonian is

= ’/T13’/Tig + k‘thghlgT — h[)gal?ﬁg — h83817'f13 — k2h03h$3 . (413)

A constraint equation can be derived by computing the equation of motion of hgs

h 817T13 T 817T13
03 — k)Q 9 03 — k2 )

(4.14)

11



which can be replaced in (4.13) to obtain

817'('138177'1[3
k2

In order to rewrite the Hamiltonian (4.15)) as the one associated with a complex scalar (for

HI = 71'1371'1[3 + ]{32h13h13T + (415)

each pair E, —/2) is convenient to define

i
¢ = ﬁ . Pr=—|klhis, (4.16)
i f f
¢I:W ) P[ :_|k‘h13- (4~17)
In this way (4.15)) gets
H] = PIPIT + k’2¢1¢1T —f- 81¢181¢J{ . (418)

Moreover, by canonical quantization of the field h3 in (4.13)), it is clear that the replacements
(4.16)) and (4.17)) give P, and ¢ as canonically conjugate variables.

4.4 Hamiltonian of the mode II

Analyzing the dynamic of the fields hgg y h(T)O in the Lagrangian 1} is evident that both

play the role of Lagrange multipliers, giving rise to the constraints
O101hss = k*(hyy + has),  O1O1hly = k2 (hyy! + hss?) . (4.19)

If we replace (4.19) in (4.11) it is possible to eliminate the field hy; from the Lagrangian,
obtaining

. O1hsz 01 hl
Ly = h33h;T33 — k?hazhast + %
— 13O hgst — ho181hls — 0yhashd, + k2hoyhd), . (4.20)

The substitution produced a higher derivative term k:*281h§,381h§,;. However, this problem
disappear when we use the constraint equation related to the equation for the fields hg; y
hgl that also work as Lagrange multipliers. Indeed, we obtain

81 h33 t 81 hg;:g
Applying (4.21)) in (4.20]) the Lagrangian gets reduced to
L = hashly — K2hgshss! — 01hgsdihss! . (4.22)
The canonical momenta associated to the complex field variables hz3 and has' are
oL ;4 + oL
33 = ——— = h , T = ——— = hs3z, 4.23
33 Do 33 G h;t,g 33 ( )

12



and the corresponding Hamiltonian gets the same form as (4.18)),
Hir = PP+ Eoron’ + obroidl; (4.24)
where we have introduced the trivial notation change

¢rr = hsz ,  Prp=ms, (4.25)
oty = hy' , Pl =nl;. (4.26)

These variables also obey canonical commutation relations.

4.5 Entanglement Entropy

The Hamiltonians for the two modes and are equivalent to the ones of a dimen-
sionally reduced scalar field, and to the two modes for the Maxwell field. Therefore, we
are allowed to conclude that the EE of linearized gravitons for the region enclosed between
two parallel planes is equivalent to the one of two scalar fields or one Maxwell field. The
universal coefficients will be the same in the three cases. We get again

A A

with k, given by (2.19) [1§].

5 Entanglement entropy of linearized gravitons in a sphere

In this section we treat the case of gravitons inside a sphere. We first introduce the ten-
sor spherical harmonics which we use to decompose h,, in spherical coordinates. We also
decompose the gauge transformations and choose a generic gauge adapted to the spherical
symmetry that depends on three arbitrary constants. Then we expand the Lagrangian in
terms of the gauge fixed field to get two independent radial modes for each [, m. The gauge
choice is further refined to allow the simplification of the the mode Hamiltonians and to
ensure locality in the radial direction in the relation between the gauge fixed field and the
curvature tensor. We get a system of modes that are equivalent to the scalar spherical modes
except that the [ = 0,1 modes are absent. Finally, we compute the entanglement entropy.

5.1 Tensor spherical harmonics

The tensor spherical harmonics are a further generalization of the concept of scalar and
vector spherical harmonics that can be used as a basis for the space of symmetric tensors (of
dimension six). An arbitrary symmetric tensor field X can be expanded in polar coordinates
as follows

X =Y XPrT0,6), 1=0,1,..,00, m=0,%1,...,£l, Js = 0L,0t e, 1m, 2, 2m,
Jslm

(5.1)
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where the tensor spherical harmonics T}/ are given by (see for example [28,29])

. 1 .
T = #® Y, Tl%zﬁ(é—'z“@'r’)lﬁm,
2
Tl — Yiml® Tim — FRT \ 5.2
im e reViel . T D reT X Viml” (5:2)
[ — 2)' STT (I - ) STT
e~ [o! r’VVY T =4 [2 Yi :

The spherical harmonics of spin J = 0 are defined for [ > 0, the ones related to spin J =1
for [ > 1 and the in the case of spin J = 2 for [ > 2. In the notation of the equations
the symbol § means the identity tensor d,;. Additionally, the superscript S means taking the
symmetric part, and 77" the traceless part transverse to 7. For an arbitrary tensor X;; this
later is given by the following expression

1 . L
— (51] — Tﬂ"j) [(5kn — T’k’f‘n) Xnk] . (53)

X5 = (6 — 7itr) (Ojn — j7n) Xin — 5

It will be useful to have a relation between tensor and vector spherical harmonics. This
relation can be expressed as

—r 1 —
O — reYr]l® . T = (§Y,, — Y, ),
lm [ lm} lm \/5 ( l lm)
T = V2[reY;)” . Tir=velreY))’
2 —e 15 1 l(l + 1)
T? = - Y —Tte A 5.4
Im (l—l)(l+2) {[Tv lm] +\/§ lm+ 2 lm} ) ( )
2 —m 1S 1
T2m s Y _Tlm )
R R ESR AR

Further properties of the tensor spherical harmonics are listed in appendix [B]

5.2 Decomposition of the spin 2 field in spherical harmonics

To make the process of computing the EE easier it will be useful to decompose the field
h,. and the gauge arbitrary function &, in different basis with spherical symmetry. For this
purpose we introduce the notation

h/ll hl? h13 hOl 51
hp = |ha1 haa hos| , hy = |hoa| , hs =hoo , &v = |&] , &5 =0 (5.5)
h31 h32 h33 h03 53
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Firstly, we will work with the space-like part of the problem by expanding hr in tensor
spherical harmonics and &y in vector spherical harmonics. Then we will study the time-like
part by using vector spherical harmonics for hy and scalar spherical harmonics for {5 and
hs

5.3 Gauge fixing for the space-like components

As we just mention, hy y & will be expanded using tensor and vector spherical harmonics
respectively in the following way

he =Y hin(t0)Ti(0,0) 0 & =) &6V 5,(0,0). (5.6)

Jslm slm

On the other hand, the gauge freedom of linear gravity can be expressed in this notation as

L= hp + Ve + Ve = hr +2[VE] . (5.7)
The combination of (5.6) and (5.7 gives
=N w2 (6,9, + Vi, ©0,6,7] . (5.8)
Jslm slm

By computing §me?fm + Yfm ® 0.}, 7 using the properties of vector and tensor spherical
harmonics (appendices [A| and , for s = r, e, m separately, and then adding up these
contributions we get

, . 2/2 201 +1
T = Z (h(l]rln + Qarflm) Ty, + (h + _5lm - (—)flm> Ty,

m

2000+ 1 2 2
+ (h}; + %&{m + 20,85, — gﬁfm> T + (h};? + V20,00, — %%) T

¥ (hii 20D 2>£fm) TE + <hi¢: 2D 2>§;;2> T (59)

This particular case differs from the ones studied earlier because there are many possible
reasonable choices of gauge fixing for the spherical waves, but, not all of them will allow us
to calculate the EE that corresponds to the spherical boundary or allow us to decouple the
two dynamical modes for each Im. More specifically, it can be seen that

e Fixing &, allows us to cancel the components that are parallel to T or T} or to a
linear combination of them.

e Fixing & allows us to cancel the components that are parallel to T or T2 or to a
linear combination of them.

e Fixing &, allows us to cancel the components that are parallel to T72".

2See [281}30] for a different but somewhat analogous treatment of gravitons in spherical coordinates.
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For now, we will use the freedom related to &, to cancel the ’electric-magnetic’ compo-

nents, meaning that we take h’/ 12,’:; = 0 for all [ y m. Understanding the gauge fixing of &, y

& that is the correct one for our purposes is not simple at this stage. Because of that we

choose to set to zero just some arbitrary linear combination of T3, Tjk¢ y T¢ to be further

determined in what follows. There is only one resulting degree of freedom that we call hl®
that is associated with a linear combination of these tensors given by some undetermined
coefficients. More formally, we fix the gauge such that

hy = Z WL T+ hie, (Tt + BT + yT2) + him T (5.10)
where «, [ and v are constants.

5.4 Gauge fixing for the time-like components
In order to fix the gauge of the time-like part we will write the vector hy and the scalar &g

as

slm
For each component of hy we have h'q; = hg; + 8052 + 0;& or more conveniently h'y
hy + &y + VEs. By replacing with - we get

h/V - Z <h0r + glm + a flm) Ylm (hOe + flm glm) Ylm <h?n7:b + SZL) ?ZLrL . (512)
im

Thus, in analogy with the case of the Maxwell field can fix & in such way that h’ is zero
for each [m, obtaining the expansion

hy = Z WY, + Ry (5.13)

5.5 Lagrangian for each angular momentum
The starting point is the Lagrangian (4.1). Using the decomposition of the field h,, given
in (5.5 in terms of spatial and temporal components we obtain
1 /. . . . 1
L= 3 (hT - (hT) Tr (hT)) + 5 (V*he - + VT (hy) - VTr (b))
+(V-hy) - [(V-hy)=VTr(hr)]+ Vhs [(V - hy) — VTr (hr)] (5.14)
—2hy - [(V - hy) = VTr (hy)] — (V- hy) - (V - hy) — V2hy - hy .

In this matricial notation a single dot means the contraction of a one index for each tensor
and two dots the contraction of the two sets of indices of the two symmetric tensors involved
in the product. The full Lagrangian is given by

:/ﬂ:d%,cz/ooodw? (/dQL‘,) . (5.15)



Replacing the expressions ((5.10) and (5.13) in (5.15) and taking into account the proper-
ties of spherical harmonics (appendices |Aland B)) it turns out we can rewrite the Lagrangian
for independent modes for each [ y m

L= Z/O dr (L}, +L[L) (5.16)
Im

where the £/ contains the variables h}™ and h{™ and LI involves the fields hY' and hl®
together with the Lagrange multipliers h" and hY°. The Lagrangians for the modes are
independent of m, and it is clear that we will have (2] + 1) equal contributions for each .
Accordingly we will suppress the index m. After a long but straightforward calculation using
the properties listed in appendices [A] and [B] the Lagrangian corresponding to the mode I

(and [ > 2) gets

2. I—1)(1+2
cf = D - CEDED gy 12 e, g
HU(L+ DRY™RI™ + V2™ (rh™ — r%0,h)™) (5.17)
and the one associated with mode I1 is
r2 . « g r2
£l = S (8= o +97) hithit = V2rtah'h® + - (o® = +*) 0,0, it

VII+1 V=11 +2
‘l‘ \/Eozrhfe@rh?l —|— h?lh?l —{— (52 — %aﬁ _ ( 2)( )ﬁ’7> h;ehfe

I(l+1 [=DII+1)(1+2
+ \/§<—( _2'— )oz— {1+ 1)+ vl ) (2 ) )7) RY'hte 4+ 1(1+ 1R )"
+ Ry [47%?1 — 2v2ar%0,hl* — /2 (Za + I+ 1)6) rhfe] + 1 [=2r0,h{"

— (1) + 2R+ V2ar20,0,hi + V2 (30 + VIT+ 1)B) ro,hie

1

= (~(= 1) +2)e+4/10+ 1B - V- DT+ DT +2)7) hfe] . (5.18)
In the same way as for the case of parallel planes, we will study the modes I and I separately
trying to reduce them to scalar fields for [ > 2. Then we will present the particular cases
l=0and [ =1.

+

5.6 Hamiltonian of mode I for [ > 2

From equation (5.17)) it can be seen clearly that A" has no dynamic, thus we get the following
constraint

— 2r20,0,h)™ — 470, h™ + 21(1 + 1)h™ + V/2r20,h}™ + 3v/2rh}™ = 0. (5.19)
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In an analogy with the parallel planes case in equation ([5.19)), this expression cannot be solved
algebraically but the constraint can be implemented by first computing the Hamiltonian. The
momenta are given by

_ oL
ohp

im

) =7 h™ + V2 (rh™ — r20,h™) . (5.20)

From equations ((5.17) and (5.20)) we compute
tmalm (1 — 1) (1 + 2)

H = wmhim - L, = Tl L S
— (=11 +2)hYmhIm — \/2h)m (a,«;g + @) : (5.21)
Now, by working with A{" as a Lagrange multiplier in the following constraint appears
—2(l = 1)1 +2)h)™ — V2 (am},:: + @) =0. (5.22)
Replacing in gives for [ > 2
g = W) _mtm™ L OmtOmT Ly gy, (5.23)

22 (I-1)(1+2) 2(1-1)(1+2) 2
and by redefining the variables

7.‘_lm
ol = L , Pl =—/{1-1({+2)h™, 5.24
N e S RNl (5:24
we reduce ((5.23)) to the Hamiltonian of a free scalar in the sphere
1 I(l+1
W=y (vt ootoel + 5 ool ) (5.25)
The canonical commutation relations
(B (t,r), o[ (t,7")] = id(r —1"), (5.26)
follow from
[ﬁllm(t, r), hy™ (t, 7”)} =id(r—1'). (5.27)

5.7 Hamiltonian of mode II for [ > 2

For the mode II we have the Lagrangian (5.18]), where working out the equations of motion
of h{° yields the constraint

20, % — (11 + 1) + 2)hY + V2 (3a I+ 1)ﬁ> rd,hie + V2ar?9,0, bt
+% (0~ )+ 20+ 4T 5 18— /T~ DI+ DT 27 biE = 0. (5.29)
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Taking into account that (5.28)) gives rise to non local terms (that can not be eliminated by
the same means used for mode I), we are led to propose a particular gauge fixing such that

R = ahi® + bro,hi¢, (5.29)

with a y b constants that will be fixed to satisfy ([5.28]). Indeed, by replacing (5.29)) in (5.28])
we get

ﬁ(a—ﬁb>r283hw+<3\/—a+\/21l+16 I(1+1) +4)b—2a>r8hte
( (1= D14 2)a+4/1(1+1)B — /(1 = DI+ 1) (1 4 2)y
—aV23(L+1) + 2)) he=0.  (5.30)

%I

It is possible to solve for a, b and « in terms of § and « in such a way that all the terms

vanish separately. We get
/ (I — 1 (1 + 2)
— 31
= / 5.32
\/ I —1)I l + 1)1+ 2) ( )

RV l+1 \/5—1 )(l+2)7 (5.33)

Eq. (5.33) then selects a particular gauge choice for achieving this simplification.
Replacing (5.29), (5.31)), (5.32) y (5.33) in (5.18) and working with h{" as Lagrange
multiplier allow us to obtain the following simple Lagrangian

2
Cir— % [h;fehfe — O htd R — (1 + 1)h;6hﬂ . (5.34)
The corresponding Hamiltonian is
II tej te II 1 ﬂ-;eﬂ-fe 2,..2 te te tey te
H," =mh) — L =3 + 4220, 0, hi¢ + 421(L + 1)hiRle| | (5.35)
VA

with the canonical commutation relations
(7o (t,r), b (t, 7)) = id(r — ') . (5.36)
Finally, by making the identifications

te
1= yrpte | Pl = W_l’ (5.37)
ry
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the Hamiltonian of the scalar field modes is recovered in the form

1 I(l+1
HZHZE lIIPlII+8r¢lI[ar lII+ (7«2 ) lH lH ’ (5.38)

associated with the commutation relations
(B (t,r), ¢ (8, 1")] = id(r — 7). (5.39)

5.8 Analysis of the mode [ =0

For the case [ = 0 the tensor spherical harmonics of spin J =1y J = 2 do not exist and the
Lagrangian (|5.15)) reduces to

Lio=L o+ L, = —ga%gehge — V2r2ahi Rl + §a28rh6€8rh6€
+V2arhted.hY + hYhY + 2205 |V2rh — ar?o,.hie — ozr/iff] (5.40)
FVIR [~ V200,100 — VIRY + ar0,0,hif + Bard,h + ahif]
The equation of motion of h)" produces the constraint
—V2r0,hY — V2R + ar?8,0,hl¢ + 3ard,h + ahlt = 0. (5.41)

By proposing the equivalent of ((5.29)) and replacing (5.41)) we get that the constants a y
b must be a = b = a/+/2 without the need of fixing «, in other words
a

V2

On the other hand, taking h)" as Lagrange multiplier gives

hy' = —= (R +rd.hf)  Va. (5.42)

V2rhd — ar?d.hte — arhl = 0. (5.43)

The equations (5.42)) and (5.43)) are clearly consistent with each other. Replacing both of
them in (5.40) yields £,—g = 0, allowing us to conclude that the [ = 0 mode makes no
contribution to the EE for any choice of gauge.

5.9 Analysis of the mode [ =1

For the case | = 1 the tensor spherical harmonics of spin J =0y J = 1 are well defined but
the ones corresponding to J = 2 do not exist. Hence the Lagrangian for the mode I now
writes

2
.
ol =T

o = 5 " RO O+ 2B 2 (rh™ = 0,0 L (5.44)
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In an analogous way to the case [ > 2, we obtain 7{™ = 7’271%7” + /2 (rh — 129,09 and
the Hamiltonian can be expressed as

Im, 1m 1m
HE, = ”12;1 —V/2h0m (aﬂr{m + 7%) : (5.45)
Working with k™ as a multiplier gives
I " 1 1
Hl:l = 2—72 5 7Tlm = r@rwlm s (546)

which implies that the mode I will not contribute to the EE for [ = 1.
Moreover, the Lagrangian of mode /1 can be given for [ = 1 from ([5.18) as

7“2

. . . . 2
Ll = 5 (8 = a?) hirhe = Vartah{hi + %Mamgeamge
+ V2arh{0,hY + h'RY + (52 - f‘/—g) hiehe + (\/ia - 25) h'hte
+ 2h0ThY" 4 2h0" [QTil(l)l —V2ar?0,ht* — (\/Eoz + 5) rhﬂ

R [—%@h?f — AR 4 V20r20,0,hte + (3¢§a + 25) r,hie + 45hﬂ (5.47)
so, h{? yields the constraint
— 29, B8 — 4hY + V/2ar20,0,hl¢ + (3\/§a - 2/3) ro. b + 48R = 0. (5.48)

In this calculation, we also propose the locality relation (5.29) and by replacing it in ([5.48))
we obtain that for every choice of gauge it is valid that

=

Finally, using (5.49) in (5.47) produces £/£, = 0. Thus, there is no contribution of the mode
Il for | =1.

WO = _hle 4 rBO,HE Ya, . (5.49)

5.10 Analysis of the gauge fixing

We have already restricted the gauge choice with the relation that allow us to write
the dynamics of the two modes in the same fashion as the one of the scalar modes. Now
we analyze if the field h,, or, more conveniently, the resulting degrees of freedom associated
with each mode h/™ and h!® can be written in terms of gauge invariant operators inside the
sphere. For this purpose, we appeal to the expression of the gauge invariant curvature
tensor.
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Using a computer based algebraic manipulation we obtain that the mode I field given
by h{™ can be rewritten in terms of the "electric-radial-electric-magnetic" contraction of the
Riemann tensor

m v o plm h1m<t’ T)
Rfirem = e'"r’em RLVPO' = ﬂm(e, QO)ZT , (550)

where F},,(6, ) is a function of the angles 6 and ¢ for each [ and m. Specifically, for m =0
it is valid that

m3ly/T3(1 + 1)I(1)

Fio(0) = 16T2( + 2)

PP (cos )P} (cos0)]* (4P} (cos 0) cot 0 4+ P(cos)) ,  (5.51)

where P/™(cosf) are the associated Legendre polynomials. The important point in this
expression is that the relation between h;™(¢,r) and the curvature does not involve radial
derivatives. That would make the algebra generated by this field non local with respect to
the one of gauge invariant operators in the sphere.

For the mode II, under the partial gauge choice , we can further set a = 0 or
equivalently 5

T Vi hi+o)

to obtain locality with respect to the curvature tensor. With this choice (5.29)) reduces to
an algebraic relation (without any derivatives) between the fields hY' y hl® given by

(5.52)

(-1 +2)

hOl —
! 2

Bhle. (5.53)
From this relation it follows that the remaining field h{® can be computed from the "electric-

magnetic-electric-magnetic" contraction of the Riemann tensor in a local way in ¢, r as

hte(t, ’f’)

r2

, (5.54)

RleTrLem = eumyemeRan}pg = Glm (‘97 90)
where Gy,,,(0, ¢) is another function of the angles 6, ¢ for each [ and m. For m = 0 it writes

G(0) = ;g&ivll)(j Tgff;) [P (cos )] (41(1 + 1) PY(cos )
+2(1(1 + 1) + 2) P (cos 8) cot 8 + (I(1 + 1) + 2) P (cos b)) . (5.55)

Therefore, we conclude that, by taking a = 0, and eq. for the gauge fixing, the
gauge fixed field h,, inside the sphere generates the same algebra as the gauge invariant
operators. This algebra is equivalent to the one of the modes of two scalar fields except for
the [ = 0,1 modes which are absent for the helicity 2 theory.
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5.11 Entanglement entropy and logarithmic coefficient

To sum up, the EE associated with linearized gravitons in a sphere of radius R is equivalent
to the one corresponding to two scalar fields without contributions of the [ = 0 and [ = 1
angular momentum modes (or a Maxwell field without the [ = 1 modes).

As we recall in section [3] the entanglement entropy of a scalar in a sphere has a universal
logarithmic term —1/901og(R/¢) and the mode | = 0 for the scalar corresponds to a massless
d = 2 scalar field in the r > 0 half-line with entropy given by 1/6log(R/¢). To obtain the
universal logarithmic term for gravitons we just need the logarithmic contribution of the
[ = 1 mode for the scalar.

This mode is a d = 2 field in the half-line » > 0 with Hamiltonian

H = % P+ (0,0)* + f—2¢2 . (5.56)
This model is scale invariant, but in contrast with the d = 2 scalar field it contains a potential
term 2/r?¢*. We have to compute the entanglement entropy in an interval r € (0, R). The
ultraviolet divergent piece of the EE comes from entanglement in high energy fluctuations
around the boundary r = R. For these high energy fluctuations the effect of the potential
can be neglected and then we must have a divergent piece that is the same as for the usual
scalar field S ~ —1/6 log(e). As the model does not contain any dimensionfull scales by
dimensional reasons we obtain

1
S = 8 log(R/€) + cons. (5.57)

We have check this numerically in the lattice to an excellent (five digits) precision.

Hence, as for the [ = 0 mode, we get a 1/6 coefficient for the logarithmic term of the
[ =1 modes. Consequently, summing up, we get a logarithmic coefficient for the graviton in
the sphere given by twice the coefficient of the scalar subtracting two times the [ = 0 mode
and 2(20 + 1) = 6 times the { = 1 mode, obtaining

1 1 1 61
Ix [———>—3x =) =——. :
x( %0 " & 3><6> T (5.58)

As it seems to be the rule, the value of the logarithmic coefficient increases with spin, being
higher for helicity 2 than for Maxwell and scalar fields. The entropy on the sphere then
writes

S = cé — — log(R/e) . (5.59)
€
6 Discussion

We have computed the EE for free gravitons in flat space for a region between parallel planes
and for the sphere. For the wall we find a universal coefficient that coincides with the one of
two scalar fields. For the sphere the logarithmic term is given by —61/45, that is equivalent
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to two scalar fields where the [ = 0 and [ = 1 modes are missing. These results refer to clear
physical quantities. First, our real time approach allow us to clarify that these are entropies
of gauge invariant operator algebras of the theory inside the regions. Second, the meaning of
these universal terms for the continuum model follows from the fact that they coincide with
the ones obtained using the mutual information. We can write a regularized entropy as [31],

S(A) == I(A, A ). (6.1)

N | —

In this formula one computes the mutual information between two regions A, and A_ cover-
ing most of the inside and outside parts of the boundary of A respectively, but symmetrically
separated from the boundary by a distance €¢/2. This can be thought a form of point split-
ting regularization of the entropy. The mutual information for disjoint regions is completely
unambiguos in QFT and thus is S.(A). In particular, mutual information is unaffected by
details of the algebra definition such as center terms (or edge modes). In the present case our
results for the entropy are indeed equivalent to S¢(A). This is the case of the full scalar field
EE |10] and this identification also holds for the [ = 0,1 modes. These later one dimensional
fields have mutual information that diverge as —1/3log(¢) as the boundaries of A, and A_
approach each other. This holds for the free scalar and this UV result cannot change due to
the potential or the boundary condition at the origin [

There are other results in the literature concerning the logarithmic coefficient due to
gravitons, specially in black hole backgrounds (see for example [8}|9,[33,[34]; see also [36] and
references therein for gravitons in de Sitter space). There is the general expectation that the
logarithmic coefficient for the sphere should be proportional to the A anomalyﬁ [21,23]. The
free graviton does not have a symmetric gauge invariant stress tensor due to the Weinberg
Witten theorem [35], and then the definition of the A anomaly is uncertainf] For a Maxwell
field there is a mismatch of the logarithmic term in the entanglement entropy and the A
anomaly which is solved by coupling the theory to (heavy) charges. In the present case
a clarification of what is the right coefficient for interacting gravity seems to be further
away since any interactions would take us away from the QFT setting, and thus rising the
problems of operator algebra localization. Eternal black holes seem to be a more natural
setup in gravity than the sphere since they are related to a partition of the asymptotic
space in two. In this same sense, there are also indications that in full quantum gravity
a boundary separating localized degrees of freedom should be an extremal surfaces [1,37].
This is of course the case of the entanglement wedge in holographic EE but not the sphere
is Minkowski space.

A natural conjecture that suggest itself from our results for the Maxwell field and the
graviton is that on the sphere the EE of higher helicity h > 2 fields should be equivalent to

3There is however a subleading —1/2log(log(R/e€)) term in the mutual information for the [ = 0 mode
that is not present in the entropy (with the usual lattice regularization) [10]. This cames from superselection
sectors for the d = 2 scalar [13]/32].

4For black hole backgrounds another contribution is expected proportional to the ¢ anomaly coefficient.

®We thank a communication by Sergey Solodukhin regarding anomalies for the graviton.
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the one of two scalar fields where the [ = 0,--- ;h — 1 modes are subtracted. By the same
reasons discussed in the previous section these modes have a EE given by

S= é log(R/€) + (1) . (6.2)

where f(l) is a function of the angular momentum. Hence, we would have a logarithmic

coefficientff] -
1 1 «— 1+ 15h2
— 2| =+= 204+ | = ——r-r—. 6.3
(90 + 6 12(;( * )> 45 (6.3)

Another interesting problem is how to fix the gauge for the graviton in order that h*”
inside a region of arbitrary shape is given in terms of the gauge invariant operators localized
in the same region. We hope to come back to these problems in the future.
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A Properties of vector spherical harmonics

In this appendix we list some useful properties of vector spherical harmonics, some of then
may also be found in [10}28}[29]. The vector spherical harmonics are defined by 3.5)).
They satisfy the orthogonality relations

/?fm?;r:dﬂ = 585/6”/5777,171/ ) (Al)
where Y is the complex conjugate of Y, | that is also given by
The vector spherical harmonics can be used to expand and arbitrary three component vector

V as
V=3 > > VaYm.9) (A.3)

=0 m=—1s=r,em

where the functions V;? (r) are fixed by the Fourier coefficient expression

S () = / V.V 0. (A4)

6 After this paper appeared in the arXiv database Dowker noted this same result would follow from
thermodynamics in de Sitter space [38]. He also obtains the result for fermion fields of different helicity.
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The vector spherical harmonics posses the following directional properties

P Yy =Y, 7Y, =0, 7Y, =0. (A.5)
and their divergences are given by
—r 2
V.Y, = ;YZm, (A.6)
e l(l+1
V.Y, = —¥Yzm, (A.7)
V.Y, = 0. (A.8)
The curls can be written as
—r {14+ 1)=m
vxv, = YDy (A.9)
3-€ 1—m
r
—m (l+1)— J—
r r
Finally, the Laplancians can be computed to be
— (+1)4+2 2/l + 1)
VYo, = w2 Ymt 5 Y (A.12)
— 2VIl+1) o Il +1)e
2 _
\ Ylm - Tylm - r2 Ylm7 (A13)
vy, = - ( J; )Ylm. (A.14)
r

B Properties of tensor spherical harmonics

In this appendix we list some properties of tensor spherical harmonics, some of then may
also be found in [28,29]. They are given by egs. or alternatively by the expressions
(5.4). Their most useful characteristic is that they can be used as a basis for the space
of symmetric tensors fields at a fixed radius. The tensor spherical harmonics satisfy the
orthogonality relation

[ (T ) 40 = Byt (B.1)

where T*l‘]nf is the complex conjugate of T,/ given by

T = ()", (B.2)
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The traces of the tensor spherical harmonics are
Tr(Toh) = Yim, — Tr (Tih) = V2V,
Tr (Tl;],f) =0, Js =1le,1m,2e,2m. (B.3)
They further satisfy

P =Y., T =Y., P-TE=0,
im im Im \/i lm im
1 —m
T =0, PeoTi = Y, FeTPm =0, B.4
lm Ilm \/5 lm lm ( )
The divergences of tensor spherical harmonics can be written as
2—r
VTS = SV, (B.5)
2 1 Jl(l4+1)=e
VT = Yt 5 Yim: (B.6)
1 I(l4+1)—r 13 —
T = = Y -—Y B.7
\Y lm r 2 lm + r \/i Ilm > ( )
v-Thm = li?;” (B.8)
m r \/§ m?
1 [(I—=1){+2)=e
vope — L JU=D0F)ge (B.9)
T 2
1 (=D +2)=m
v.pen = _L fU=DUFYem (B.10)
r 2
and the Laplacians are the following
I(l+1)+4 2v/2 2+4/2U(1 + 1
r r r
2v/2 l(l+1)+2 24/l +1
very - 22ga WD * 2w 2V D (B.12)
verle - 2 2l(£+1)j}%_2 l(l2+ 1)Tl?£
r r
I(l+1)+4 24/ —=1)(1+2
- ( i 2)+ T‘llrrel—i_ ( 2>( i )Tﬁvi7 <B13)
r r
l(l+1)+4 2/ —=1)(1+2
veryy = M) 2V DU 2 e, (B.14)
r r
. 2/ (-1)(1+2),,. ((=1)(1+2), 4
VQJ}Zm = r2 T‘llm - r2 Tfm ) (B15)
2/ —=1)(1+2 I—1)(1+2
vergp = WAV D (D022 o, (B.16)
r r
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