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Abstract

The symmetries of the gravitational scattering are intimately tied to the symmetries which

preserve asymptotic flatness at null infinity. In Penrose’s definition of asymptotic flatness, a

central role is played by the notion of asymptotic simplicity and the ensuing peeling behavior

which dictates the decay rate of the Weyl tensor. However, there is now accumulating evidence

that in a generic gravitational scattering the peeling property is broken, so that the spacetime is

not asymptotically-flat in the usual sense. These obstructions to peeling can be traced back to

the existence of universal radiative low frequency observables called “tails to the displacement

memory”. As shown by Saha, Sahoo and Sen, these observables are uniquely fixed by the initial

and final momenta of the scattering objects, and are independent of the details of the scattering.

The universality of these tail modes is the statement of the classical logarithmic soft graviton

theorem. Four-dimensional gravitation scattering therefore exhibits a rich infrared interplay

between tail to the memory, loss of peeling, and universal logarithmic soft theorems.

In this paper we study the solution space and the asymptotic symmetries for logarithmically-

asymptotically-flat spacetimes. These are defined by a polyhomogeneous expansion of the Bondi

metric which gives rise to a loss of peeling, and represent the classical arena which can accom-

modate a generic gravitational scattering containing tails to the memory. We show that while

the codimension-two generalized BMS charges are sensitive to the loss of peeling at I+, the

flux is insensitive to the fate of peeling. Due to the tail to the memory, the soft superrotation

flux contains a logarithmic divergence whose coefficient is the quantity which is conserved in

the scattering by virtue of the logarithmic soft theorem. In our analysis we also exhibit new

logarithmic evolution equations and flux-balance laws, whose presence suggests the existence of

an infinite tower of subleading logarithmic soft graviton theorems.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2407.07978v1
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1 Introduction

The asymptotic structure of spacetime with vanishing cosmological constant, and in particular the

notion of asymptotic flatness, plays a central role in the analysis of gravitational radiation [1–6].

Since the pioneering work of Penrose and Geroch, asymptotic flatness is best understood in terms of

the conformal compactification of the spacetime [7–11], which enables in particular to characterize

the codimension-one asymptotic boundary known as (future and past) null infinity I±. This is

formalized in the notion of “asymptotic simplicity”, which also prescribes the decay rates of the

Weyl tensor as one approaches infinity along a radial direction at fixed retarded or advanced time.

This behavior is known as the “peeling” property [4, 7, 9, 10], and in the physical spacetime it

translates into fall-offs of the Weyl scalars given by (1.6).

Bondi, Metzner, Van der Burg and Sachs have famously shown that asymptotic flatness is

preserved by an infinite-dimensional group of symmetries in which the Abelian ideal of spacetime

translations in the Poincaré group is enhanced to so-called supertranslations [1–5]. This infinite-

dimensional group is known as the BMS group. Rather remarkably, in the past two decades there

have been major developments proposing extensions of the BMS group [12–22]. The reason for

this surge of interest in symmetries of asymptotically-flat spacetimes is due to the fact that they

appear to have an intricate relationship with the symmetries of the gravitational scattering [23–25].

This connection between asymptotic symmetries at null infinity and conservation laws of classical

scattering have motivated a closer inspection of the assumptions that went into the definition of

the BMS group, to see if those assumptions could be relaxed while still preserving the notion of

asymptotic flatness. Assuming the peeling behavior, several enhancements of the BMS group (in

particular the so-called extended eBMS and generalized gBMS groups) have therefore been proposed,

and their implications for the classical (and quantum) S-matrix [26–34] and for the memory effects

[35–37] have been analyzed.

In four spacetime dimensions and in the presence of massive sources, the radiative gravitational

field sourced by a matter stress tensor exhibits remarkable universal properties at early and late

retarded times at I±. These properties are quantified in terms of the well-known displacement

memory, as well as sub-leading tails to the memory whose universality was proven in a series of

seminal papers by Sahoo and Sen [38], and by Saha, Sahoo and Sen [39]. It turns out that these

tails directly influence the asymptotic structure and imply a failure of the peeling, as was already

pointed out in [40–42]. There is by now substantial evidence for the need to relax Penrose’s notion

of asymptotic flatness and the resulting peeling property [43–57]. This can be done by working

in the context of so-called polyhomogeneous expansions of the Bondi metric, or logarithmically-

asymptotically-flat spacetimes (LAF hereafter) [42, 58–61].

Since the definition of BMS asymptotic symmetries and their enhancement relies crucially on

asymptotic simplicity, one can wonder whether a qualitative change in the notion of asymptotic

flatness will impact the group of asymptotic symmetries. Two basic questions need to be answered

in this regard. First, what is the group of asymptotic symmetries at1 I+ for logarithmically-

1Throughout this paper we will assume that the spacetime is asymptotically-flat at I− as is the case with generic

scattering data with e.g. no incoming radiation.
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asymptotically-flat spacetimes as opposed to asymptotically-flat spacetimes? Second, given this

group of symmetries, what are the corresponding charges and fluxes? In the present work we

answer these two questions. First, we show that the codimension-two supertranslation charges are

insensitive to the fate of peeling, while the superrotation charges depend on the extra mode sourcing

the loss of peeling. Then we show that the supertranslation and superrotation fluxes, computed via

covariant phase space methods, are insensitive to the fate of peeling. These results imply that the

gravitational contribution to the gBMS fluxes, used in establishing the equivalence of the classical

soft theorems with the conservation laws, remains valid regardless of the fate of peeling at I+.

This result enables to put on a firmer footing earlier work on the relationship between classical

logarithmic soft theorems and conservation laws associated to asymptotic symmetries. In [62, 63],

the authors have derived the classical superrotation flux for a massive scalar field coupled to gravity

in D = 4 spacetime dimensions. The resulting conservation law was then shown to be equivalent to

the classical logarithmic soft theorem. In particular, this derivation was done in perturbative gravity

around a specific Minkowski background, in the harmonic gauge, and under the assumption that

the peeling was satisfied at I+. However, since the tail to the memory causes the loss of peeling,

one cannot simply assume the flux formula to be given by the standard gBMS expression. It is this

missing point in the analysis that our work aims at clarifying, and the result is precisely to show

why this assumption is indeed correct.

Although the present work is solely concerned with classical charges which then are used in

formulating conservation laws, we should note that in [64] the authors have quantized the superro-

tation charge obtained by assuming peeling, and then analyzed the corresponding Ward identities

and their relationship with the quantum logarithmic soft theorem2 of [38]. The gravitational con-

tribution to the superrotation flux used in [64] matches with the flux formula derived here in the

absence of peeling.

This paper is organized as follows. In sections 1.1 and 1.2 we review the relationship between late

time modes of the gravitational radiation in D = 4 spacetime dimensions and the peeling property

of the Weyl scalars at I+. We try to summarize our understanding regarding loss of peeling and

to contextualize this in light of the classical logarithmic soft theorems of Saha, Sahoo and Sen. In

section 2 we introduce a family of logarithmically-asymptotically-flat (LAF) spacetimes compatible

with the loss of peeling expected from the classical logarithmic soft theorems. We work out the

2Scattering amplitudes in gravity in D = 4 dimensions satisfy a hierarchy of universal factorisation theorems.

For example, given a scattering amplitude with incoming massive momenta p1, . . . , pn and outgoing massive mo-

menta p′1, . . . , p
′
m, and an outgoing graviton with momentum k, the soft expansion of the scattering amplitude

Mn+m+1

(

p1, . . . , pn → p′1, . . . , p
′
m, k = ω(1, k̂)

)

factorises as

Mn+1

Mn

=
S(0)

ω
+ (lnω)Sln +O(ω0). (1.1)

It was shown in [38] that S(0) and Sln are infrared finite. The term S(0) = S(0)(p1, . . . , pn, p
′
1, . . . , p

′
m, k̂) is the

Weinberg soft factor and Sln = Sln(p1, . . . , pn, p
′
1, . . . , p

′
m, k̂) is the quantum logarithmic soft factor. This quantum

logarithmic soft factor Sln differs from the formula for the tail to the memory (i.e. the classical logarithmic soft factor)

by additional terms, which arise from the fact that quantum amplitudes are computed using Feynman boundary

conditions, while retarded boundary conditions are used in classical scattering.
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solution space, the evolution equations, the Newman–Penrose formulation, and identity the loss of

peeling in the Weyl scalars. We also show that the Weyl–BMS (BMSW) group preserves the LAF

solution space. In section 3 we then compute the charges as well as the fluxes of all the gBMS

generators at I+ when peeling is lost. In particular, we carefully analyze the soft superrotation flux

and regularize its divergent contributions arising from the constant shear mode and the tail to the

memory. We also give a corrected formula (3.30) for the spin memory which takes into account the

constant shear mode (and an ambiguous regulator-dependent term) in the finite part of the soft

superrotation flux. The appendices contain details on the asymptotic expansion for the spacetime

metric and the Newman–Penrose formalism for LAF spacetimes. We also discuss there the issue of

symplectic regularization of the (linear and logarithmic) divergencies in the charges. For the sake

of completeness, we also present in appendix C the classical argument by Christodoulou connecting

the quadrupolar radiation due to massive sources in the past to the loss of peeling at I+.

1.1 Tail to the memory

One of the famous results in the theory of gravitational radiation is the discovery of the displacement

memory effect [65–71]. In any classical gravitational scattering involving m incoming objects with

momenta p′1, . . . , p
′
m and n outgoing objects with momenta p1, . . . , pn, the late time gravitational

radiation is dominated by a static mode which is completely fixed (up to an overall phase which can

be removed by changing the reference time at which the detector is switched on) by the incoming and

outgoing momenta of the scattered particles3. The displacement memory formula can be obtained

as follows. First, consider coordinates xµ = (t, ~x) and the retarded time4 u = t− r −O(G) where

r := |~x|. The radiative metric eµν is defined as

eµν(x) := hµν −
1

2
ηµνtr(h), hµν :=

1

2

(
gµν − ηµν

)
. (1.2)

Then, the displacement memory is the “zero frequency mode” of this radiative field, which can be

obtained as5

e0µν(x
a) := lim

r→∞
lim
u→∞

reµν(x) =
2G

c3




n∑

i=1

piµp
i
ν

pi · n
−

m∑

j=1

p′jµp
′j
ν

p′j · n


 , (1.3)

where nµ = (1, ~x/r) is the null vector that points to the celestial sphere, and where xa denote the

angular coordinates. Schematically, the displacement memory is the radiative field which “survives”

at null infinity as |u| → ∞. This radiative observable owes its universality to the fact that super-

translations are a symmetry of the classical gravitational scattering in four spacetime dimensions6.

3We allow the momenta to be massless, so that the displacement memory includes the null memory (also known

as Christoudolou’s non-linear memory) [72].
4The correction, which is typically in ln r, is due to drag terms arising from the scattered objects. See section 3.1

for a more detailed discussion of their role.
5We have here momentarily reintroduced the speed of light c.
6Universality here refers to the classical soft theorem, i.e. the displacement memory is independent of the details

of the scattering and is completely determined by the scattering data.
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More generally, if we now analyze the radiative field at late retarded time, i.e. for u large and

positive, we find when D = 4 the asymptotic behavior

lim
r→∞

reµν(x) = e0µν(x
a) +

1

u
e1µν(x

a) +O
(
lnu

u2

)
. (1.4)

Although the presence of a 1/u mode in the radiative field has been known for a long time [40],

it is only recently, in a seminal series of articles by Saha, Sahoo and Sen [38, 39], that the term

e1µν was shown to be universal, exactly as the displacement memory! More precisely, building up

on the factorisation theorem for the gravitational S-matrix given in [38] and on the observations

made in [73], Saha, Sahoo and Sen proved in [39] that e1µν is also given by a universal formula which

is completely determined by the asymptotic momenta and masses of the scattering objects. This

result is now known as the classical logarithmic soft graviton theorem, and can be written as

lim
r→∞

lim
u→±∞

∓ ru2∂ueµν(x) =: e
1±
µν (x

a). (1.5)

The analytic expressions for e1±µν (x
a) can be found e.g. in [39]. Without writing down the explicit

formula, let us now emphasize the key aspects of this result.

1. The expressions for e1±µν are uniquely determined by the set of incoming and outgoing momenta,

and in particular do not depend on the details of the scattering nor on the spin of the scattered

particles. This property is the same as for the displacement memory (1.3).

2. The expression for e1+µν depends on both the incoming and outgoing momenta involved in the

scattering (see equation (1.7) in [74]).

3. The expression for e1−µν depends only on the incoming momenta (see equation (1.8) in [74]).

The reason behind this universality of the formula for e1±µν lies in the universality of the long range

interaction between the scattering objects (which also causes the orbital angular momentum of

individual objects to diverge logarithmically at time-like infinity) and in the Coulombic drag that

the outgoing radiation experiences due to the spacetime curvature effects. Rather remarkably,

it was conjectured that among the subleading contributions in (1.4) there are terms of the form

(lnu)m/um+1 which are also universal and uniquely determined by the asymptotic momenta. A

proof of this conjecture was given by Sahoo and Sen for m = 1 in [74].

Let us now comment on the terminology, which refers to e1µν as “tail to the memory” [73]. In

the post-Newtonian literature, when radiation of binary systems is analyzed, the tail refers solely

to the drag which “slows down” the outgoing radiation and causes a phase shift in the radiative

field [75–78]. On the other hand, the tail to the memory as defined in [73] is a sum of this “drag

contribution” and the contribution due to the logarithmic divergence of angular momenta of the

scattering bodies. It is this sum which generates the 1/u mode as u → +∞, but only the latter

contribution which generates the 1/u mode as u → −∞ (since the drag term is actually vanishing

at I+
− ) [74].

The next important property deriving from the result (1.4) and playing a crucial role in the

present work is that the presence of the 1/u tail to the memory implies a failure of the peeling
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behavior in such radiative spacetimes. To the best of our knowledge, the direct connection between

the tail and the loss of peeling can be intuitively understood with an argument originally given

by Christodoulou in [41], in a form which we review in appendix C. This was then refined and

established rigorously by Kehrberger in a remarkable series of articles [50–54] (see also [55, 56]).

Let us now explain the issues pertaining to the peeling property.

1.2 Loss of peeling

Building up on the foundational work introducing the framework of asymptotic flatness at null

infinity [1–6], Penrose has proposed in [7] the notion of “asymptotic simplicity”, characterized by the

requirement of smoothness of the conformal structure across null infinity. It was then realized in [9]

(see also [10]) that the smoothness of the conformal fields is intimately related to the vanishing at I±

of the Weyl tensor of the conformal spacetime metric. In terms of the physical fields, this translates

into specific fall-off rates for the Weyl tensor. These rates, known as the “Sachs peeling” property,

were furthermore conjectured to be characteristic of the asymptotic radiation emitted by isolated

self-gravitating systems [4, 79]. Explicitly, denoting the Weyl scalars by Ψk for k ∈ {0, . . . , 4}, the

peeling property is characterized by the asymptotic behavior

Ψk

∣∣
r→∞

= Ψ0
k r

k−5 +O
(
rk−6

)
, (1.6)

which is here understood at I+.

Asymptotically-flat spacetimes satisfying the peeling property are the arena in which asymptotic

symmetries and the BMS group were discovered and extensively studied [1–3, 80]. There results

were then generalized to allow for more general boundary conditions, and there is by now substantial

evidence that the so-called generalized BMS group (gBMS hereafter) [12–18, 20, 81], which is the

semi-direct product of supertranslations with smooth diffeomorphisms of celestial sphere (or super-

rotations), is a symmetry of the classical gravitational scattering7. In particular, the conservation

law associated with the superrotations and the corresponding angular momentum charges produces

the formula for the so-called spin memory [35].

However, since the gBMS symmetries of the scattering have only been studied in the case of

spacetimes satisfying the peeling property, it is natural to ask what happens when this assumption

is dropped. This is a particularly important question given the fact that the fate of peeling remains

to this day a contentious point (see [82] for a detailed account of the issues and relevant references).

More precisely, the question is whether generic radiative spacetimes (e.g. arising from the scattering

of interacting massive sources in the far past) satisfy peeling in the future. There are indeed strong

indications that this is not the case [40–47] (more recently, see also [48–57]). In the typical study

of the gravitational radiation produced by binary systems, peeling is recovered as a consequence of

the assumption of past-stationarity of the metric [83, 84]. However, this is precisely the assumption

which fails in the presence of interacting and unbound particles in the far past (e.g. for hyperbolic

encounters [44, 45, 85–88]). Since the results of Saha, Sahoo and Sen [38, 39] describe a completely

7One can also consider simply the so-called extended BMS group eBMS, which is the semi-direct product of

supertranslations with the loop group generated by meromorphic vector fields.

6



general scattering situation, it should not come as a surprise that they also imply a failure of peeling.

More precisely, this can be traced back to the presence of the 1/u tail to the memory, as already

argued by Christodoulou [41]. We also note that Damour had reached the same conclusion by

working in a multipolar post-Minkowskian expansion in harmonic gauge [40].

In order to make things concrete, consider a state of initial massive particles with masses

m1, . . . ,mn and momenta p1, . . . , pn, and assume no incoming radiation at I−. This condition

implies that I− is smooth, with the usual 1/r expansion of the radiative metric and peeling of

the Weyl tensor at I−. In D = 4 spacetime dimensions, the asymptotic trajectory of the massive

particles as t → −∞ can be parametrized as

xµi (t) = bµi + vµi t+ cµi ln |t|, (1.7)

where bµi and vµi specify the initial configuration of the i-th particle, and cµi is the deviation of the

particle’s asymptotic trajectory from the free trajectory due to the gravitational interaction with all

the other particles. Note that the total relativistic angular momentum Mµν =
∑

i p
[µ
i x

ν]
i diverges

due to the presence of this logarithmic term. Using (1.7), which implies absence of stationarity in

the far past, and assuming smoothness of I− with no incoming radiation, Christodoulou argued

that the regularity of the metric at i0 implies that

1. The asymptotic fall-off of the shear Cab(u, x
a) as u → −∞ is O(u−1).

2. The presence of this 1/u mode in the shear implies the loss of peeling at I+.

The precise way in which the loss of peeling manifests itself is through modified fall-off rates for Ψ0

and Ψ1, which instead of (1.6) are given respectively by (2.13a) and (2.13b). The detailed steps of

the argument of Christodoulou are summarized in appendix C.

The present work aims at exploring asymptotic symmetries in the “worst case scenario”, i.e.

after accepting the results of Damour [40], Christodoulou [41] and Kehrberger [56] (among others),

which assert that radiative spacetimes obtained from the scattering of massive particles do not

satisfy peeling. This can be done by starting from a class of radiative spacetimes in Bondi gauge

which break peeling in a controlled manner compatible with the above-mentioned results. In such

spacetimes, the radial expansion near null infinity is called “polyhomogeneous” since it involves terms

in ln r [42, 58–60] (a polyhomogeneous expansion is also required in three-dimensional Einstein–

Maxwell theory [89, 90]). More precisely, we will focus on polyhomogeneous spacetimes which are

asymptotically-flat and where the logarithmic branches only impact the fall-offs of Ψ0 and Ψ1, and

we will refer to them as logarithmically-asymptotically-flat (LAF) spacetimes.

In these LAF spacetimes, we want to understand how the radiative phase space is modified

by the loss of peeling and what are the charges associated to the generators of gBMS symmetries.

Clearly, the asymptotic symmetries must contain the BMS supertranslations since the displacement

memory remains a well-defined observable even in the absence of peeling. Since we have argued

above that the tail to the memory is another universal radiative observable, it is natural to ask how

it interplays with the gBMS asymptotic symmetries. However, since the tail to the memory induces

a failure of peeling, this question must necessarily be phrased in the context of LAF spacetimes.
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As our starting point, we consider LAF spacetimes which break peeling in a way compatible with

the results of Christodoulou [41] and Kehrberger [50–54]. The polyhomogeneous ansatz for these

spacetimes in Bondi gauge is described in detail in section 2.1. Then we show that the gBMS charges

are sensitive to the fate of peeing, while on the other hand the soft superrotation flux is agnostic

to the loss of peeling in spite of containing the tail contribution responsible for the logarithmic soft

graviton theorem [62–64]. In summary, this result shows that gBMS8 is a symmetry of the classical

scattering even in the absence of peeling. Along the way, we also study the generic form of the new

logarithmic flux-balance laws which appear in the LAF spacetimes. This sets the stage for a future

study of the tower of subleading logarithmic soft theorems.

2 Logarithmically-asymptotically-flat spacetimes

In this section we study a class of logarithmically-asymptotically-flat (LAF) spacetimes near null

infinity in the Bondi gauge. For this, we first construct the solution space using a polyhomogeneous

expansion, and then derive the Einstein evolution equations along I+. We then compute the

Weyl scalars to identify the loss of peeling behavior. Finally, we analyze the BMSW asymptotic

symmetries and their action on the LAF solution space. These ingredients are then used in section

3 in order to compute the symplectic structure, the charges and the fluxes.

2.1 Solution space and flux-balance laws

We start with the line element in Bondi gauge

ds2 = e2B
V

r
du2 − 2e2Bdudr + γab(dx

a − Uadu)(dxb − U bdu). (2.1)

For the angular metric we then choose a polyhomogeneous expansion of the form

γab = r2qab

√
1 +

[CC]
2r2

+ rCab, rCab = rCab +Dab +
∞∑

n=1

n+1∑

m=0

En,m
ab (ln r)m

rn
, (2.2)

where all the tensors appearing in Cab are trace-free in qab and we denote [CC] = CabCab. This

expansion solves the Bondi–Sachs determinant condition
√
γ = r2

√
q, where γ := det(γab) and

similarly for q. In appendix A.1 we give the explicit expansion of this angular metric up to n = 3,

making in particular all the logarithmic terms explicit. It is important to stress at this point that we

have chosen the upper bound on the admissible logarithmic terms in (2.2) to be mmax = n+1 at every

order r−n. This choice, which defines in turn our class of LAF spacetimes, is motivated by the work

[54] (see also [91]), which shows that for infalling masses on hyperbolic orbits near i− a non-vanishing

8For the sake of generality, we are actually going to study the so-called BMS–Weyl (BMSW) group, which in

addition to gBMS also contains the freedom to perform conformal transformations of the codimension-2 boundary

volume
√
q.
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term E1,2
ab is produced9. Moreover we also argue in appendix C, along the lines of the argument made

by Christodoulou in [41], that if the u behavior of the shear is Cab = #u−1 +#(lnu)u−2 +O(u−3),

as indeed implied by the classical soft graviton theorem [38, 39], then the Weyl scalar Ψ0 must

contain terms in r−5(ln r)2. We will show in equation (2.13a) of section 2.3 that such terms in Ψ0

are indeed produced by E1,2
ab .

Starting with the line element (2.1) and the polyhomogeneous ansatz (2.2), we can now solve

the Einstein equations in a 1/r expansion. Note that here and in the rest of this work it is implicitly

understood that 1/r expansions also contain terms of the form (ln r)m. Assuming the boundary

conditions B = O(r−2), Ua = O(r−2), and ∂uqab = 0, the four hypersurface Einstein equations

Grr = Gra = Gru = 0 are solved by the expansions

B = − 1

32r2
[CC]− 1

12r3
[CD] +

∞∑

n=4

n−2∑

m=0

Bn,m(ln r)m

rn
, (2.3a)

Ua = − 1

2r2
DbC

ab +
1

r3
(
Na + Ua

3,1(ln r)
)
+

∞∑

n=4

n−2∑

m=0

Ua
n,m(ln r)m

rn
, (2.3b)

V = −R

2
r + 2M +

∞∑

n=1

n∑

m=0

Vn,m(ln r)m

rn
. (2.3c)

Here R denotes the Ricci scalar of the metric qab, and the integration constants M(u, x) and Na(u, x)

represent as usual the mass and angular momentum aspects. The first terms in the on-shell expan-

sions are gathered in appendix A.2. It is interesting to note that even in the absence of logarithmic

terms in the angular metric (2.2) (which we have introduced as a choice), the full spacetime metric

still develops logarithmic terms because Ua
3,1 6= 0 when Dab 6= 0. These are the logarithmic terms

which result in the loss of peeling in Ψ0 and Ψ1.

Having solved the hypersurface equations with the expansion (2.3), we are now left with evolution

equations. For the mass and angular momentum aspects, the latter are contained in the Einstein

equations

Guu

∣∣
O(r−2)

= −2∂uM+DaJ a +
1

2
CabN ab, (2.4a)

Gua

∣∣
O(r−2)

= −
(
Db∂uDab

)
(ln r)− ∂uPa + ∂aM+ ∂̃aM̃+ CabJ b − 1

2
Db∂uDab, (2.4b)

9The work [58] (see also section 6.10 of [92]) shows that an even more general polyhomogeneous expansion leads

to a well-defined solution space in Bondi gauge. This corresponds to an angular metric of the form

γab = r2qab + r
{

Cab + C1
ab(ln r)

}

+ r0
{

Dab +
1

4
qab[CC] +D1

ab(ln r) +D2
ab(ln r)

2

}

+O(r−1).

Logarithmic terms at the same order as the shear were also considered in [93]. When comparing with (2.2), the

time evolution of the new logarithmic terms is simply ∂uC
1
ab = ∂uD

1
ab = ∂uD

2
ab = 0. The evolution (A.19a) of Dab,

however, now gets replaced by 4∂uDab + 2D〈aD
cC1

b〉c − RC1
ab = 0. In this enlarge polyhomogeneous solution space

there are no additional asymptotic symmetries in Bondi gauge (see however [21, 22] for potentially new symmetries

in the partial Bondi gauge). More importantly, there is so far no physical motivation for studying such an enlarged

class of LAF spacetimes, which is why we stick to (2.2) in the present work.

9



where (M,Pa,Ja,Nab) are the quantities defined in (2.14) via the Weyl scalars. Using the fact that

∂uDab = 0, as shown below in (2.8), this can be rewritten more compactly as

∂uM =
1

2
DaJ a +

1

4
CabN ab, (2.5a)

∂uPa = ∂aM+ ∂̃aM̃+ CabJ b. (2.5b)

We therefore see that the functional form of the flux-balance laws for the mass and the angular

momentum is not modified by the presence of logarithmic terms, which only appear indirectly

through the contribution of Dab in (2.14b). However, this does not change the evolution equation

for the momentum Pa since Dab is conserved by virtue of (2.8).

2.2 Logarithmic flux-balance laws

We now study the remaining flux-balance laws, which are encoded in the trace-free angular Einstein

equations

GTF

ab := Gab −
1

2
(γcdGcd)γab = 0. (2.6)

Expanding these equations, we find that they are of the form

GTF

ab

∣∣
O(r−1)

= −∂uDab, GTF

ab

∣∣
O(r−n+1)

=

n+1∑

m=0

EOM
(
En,m

ab

)
(ln r)m, (2.7)

where EOM
(
En,m

ab

)
contains the evolution equation for En,m

ab . The explicit expressions for some of

these evolution equations up to n = 3 are given in appendix A.3. In particular, one can deduce that

the evolution equations ∂uE
n,m
ab exhibit a different pattern for m = n+ 1, m = n, and m < n.

At every order n the highest logarithmic term, which corresponds to m = n + 1, is always a

constant of the motion, i.e. we have

∂uDab = 0, ∂uE
n,n+1
ab = 0. (2.8)

One can see from (2.7) that Dab would be constant even in the presence of massless matter whose

stress tensor falls off as Tab = O(r−2). Similarly, the tensors En,n+1
ab would be conserved even if

the stress tensor had logarithmic contributions of the form Tab

∣∣
O(r−n+1)

= O
(
r−n(ln r)n

)
. Then the

second to highest logarithmic term, which corresponds to m = n, evolves for n = 1 and n ≥ 2 as

∂uE
1,1
ab =

1

6

(
∆−R

)
Dab, ∂uE

n,n
ab = − n

2(n+ 2)(n − 1)

(
∆+

1

2
(n2 + n− 4)R

)
En−1,n

ab , (2.9)

where En−1,n
ab is itself an absolutely conserved quantity by virtue of (2.8). The evolution equa-

tions (2.8) and (2.9) can therefore straightforwardly be integrated to obtain absolutely conserved

quantities, i.e. quantities which are conserved even in the presence of radiation.

For m = n− 1, we then see in (A.19f) that ∂uE
2,1
ab is sourced by the shear, while (A.19k) shows

that ∂uE
3,2
ab is sourced by the news. It is then reasonable to conjecture that all the remaining
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equations ∂uE
n,m<n
ab for n ≥ 3 are sourced by the news as well. The upshot of this analysis is that

the inclusion of logarithmic terms for m ≥ 1 in (2.2) gives rise to a new infinite tower of logarithmic

flux-balance laws. It will be interesting for future work to study which part of these flux-balance

laws is universal and which part is theory-dependent. Given that the tower of flux-balance laws

corresponding to En,0
ab is related to the (sub)n+1-leading soft graviton theorems and to a w1+∞

algebra of subleading symmetries [94–99], it will also be important to investigate whether a similar

algebraic structure arises from the logarithmic contributions in (2.2). We postpone this investigation

to future work.

2.3 Weyl scalars and absence of peeling

We now study the Weyl scalars and their Newman–Penrose evolution equations. Our goal is to

show how the presence of Dab leads to a loss of peeling in Ψ0 and Ψ1, and how the logarithmic

terms En,m6=0
ab in (2.2) enter Ψ0.

Let us consider the outgoing vector ℓ tangent to the null geodesics intersecting I+ along 2-

spheres at constant u, and the ingoing vector n tangent to I+ and transverse to ℓ. These are given

explicitly by

ℓµ∂µ := ∂r, nµ∂µ := e−2β

(
∂u +

V

2r
∂r + Ua∂a

)
= ∂u −

R

4
∂r +O(r−1), (2.10)

and are such that ℓµnµ = −1. Let us then consider the tetrad ei of null vectors

e1 := ℓ, e2 := n, e3 := m = ma∂a =

√
γθθ
2γ

(√
γ + iγθφ
γθθ

∂θ − i∂φ

)
, e4 := m̄. (2.11)

These are such that ℓµnµ = −1 = −mµm̄µ with all the other contractions vanishing. The metric is

gµν = eµi e
ν
j η

ij , where η12 = −1 and η34 = +1, and the angular metric is γab = 2m(am̄b). The radial

expansion of ma is10

ma =
ma

1

r
+

ma
2

r2
+O(r−3), ma

1 =

√
qθθ
2q

(√
q + iqθφ

qθθ
δaθ − iδaφ

)
, ma

2 = m̄a
1σ2 + 2ma

1ǫ2, (2.12)

where σ2 and ǫ2 are given in (A.21). Using this we can then compute and expand the Weyl scalars.

10As explained in [99], it is always possible to perform Lorentz transformations in order to set the spin coefficient

ǫ = 0, and therefore ǫ2 = 0. This has the advantage of simplifying the expansion of ma, and therefore of removing

some terms in the expansion of Ψ0, as can be seen in (2.13a). The disadvantage however is that in this case the

tetrad cannot be written in closed form as in (2.11). For the sake of simplicity we therefore stick to the Bondi tetrad

(2.11) in this work. Note however that this is a gauge freedom with no physical consequences.
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We find

Ψ0 := −Wℓmℓm =
1

r4
Dabm

a
1m

b
1 (2.13a)

+
1

r5

(
E1,0
ab + 4ǫ2Dab +

(
3E1,1

ab − 5E1,2
ab

)
(ln r) + 3E1,2

ab (ln r)
2
)
ma

1m
b
1 +O(r−6),

Ψ1 := −Wℓnℓm =
1

r4

(
DbDab(ln r) + Pa

)
ma

1 +O(r−5) =
1

r4

(
Ψ0,1

1 (ln r) + Ψ0
1

)
+O(r−5), (2.13b)

Ψ2 := −Wℓmm̄n = −1

2

(
Wℓnℓn −Wℓnmm̄

)
=

1

r3
(
M+ iM̃

)
+O(r−4) =

Ψ0
2

r3
+O(r−4), (2.13c)

Ψ3 := −Wnm̄nℓ =
1

r2
Jam̄

a
1 +O(r−3) =

Ψ0
3

r2
+O(r−3), (2.13d)

Ψ4 := −Wnm̄nm̄ =
1

r
Nabm̄

a
1m̄

b
1 +O(r−2) =

Ψ0
4

r1
+O(r−2), (2.13e)

where the so-called covariant functionals are given by

E1,0
ab

:= 3E1,0
ab − 3

16
[CC]Cab −

5

2
E1,1

ab + E1,2
ab , (2.14a)

Pa := −3

2
Na +

3

32
∂a[CC] +

3

4
CabDcC

bc − 4

3
DbDab, (2.14b)

M := M +
1

16
∂u[CC], (2.14c)

M̃ :=
1

4

(
DaDb −

1

2
Nab

)
C̃ab, (2.14d)

Ja :=
1

2
DbNab +

1

4
∂aR, (2.14e)

Nab :=
1

2
∂uNab. (2.14f)

First, one can see how the new terms Dab and En,m
ab in the metric (2.2) enter (2.14a) and (2.14b).

Second, and most importantly, one can see how these terms also cause the failure of peeling in Ψ0

and Ψ1. In particular, even when Dab = 0 we see that Ψ0 contains terms in r−5(ln r) and r−5(ln r)2

sourced by E1,1
ab and E1,2

ab . From the equations of motion (2.8) and (2.9), we also know that the

coefficients of these terms are respectively linear in u and constant.

In the Newman–Penrose formalism the flux-balance laws follow from the Bianchi identities, and

play a central role in Christodoulou’s argument relating the tail term in the shear to the loss of

peeling, as summarized in appendix C. These equations are

nµ∂µΨ2 = mµ∂µΨ3 + 2(τ − β)Ψ3 + 3µΨ2 − 2νΨ1 − σΨ4, (2.15a)

nµ∂µΨ1 = mµ∂µΨ2 + 3τΨ2 + 2(µ − γ)Ψ1 − νΨ0 − 2σΨ3, (2.15b)

nµ∂µΨ0 = mµ∂µΨ1 + 2(2τ + β)Ψ1 + (µ − 4γ)Ψ0 − 3σΨ2. (2.15c)

Expanding (2.15a) we find

∂uΨ
0
2 = ðΨ0

3 − σ2Ψ
0
4, (2.16)
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which is the same as the sum of (2.5a) and its dual. Expanding (2.15b) we get

∂uΨ
0,1
1 = 0, ∂uΨ

0
1 = ðΨ0

2 − 2σ2Ψ
0
3. (2.17)

The first equation is the contraction of the (ln r) term in (2.4b) with ma
1, and the second one is the

contraction of (2.5b) with ma
1. In both cases this follows from the fact that ∂um

a
1 = 0. Let us then

rewrite (2.13a) as

Ψ0 =
Ψ−1

0

r4
+

1

r5

(
Ψ0

0 +Ψ0,1
0 (ln r) + Ψ0,2

0 (ln r)2
)
+O(r−6). (2.18)

Expanding (2.15c) then leads to

∂uΨ
−1
0 = 0 = ∂uΨ

0,2
0 , ∂uΨ

0,1
0 = ðΨ0,1

1 , ∂uΨ
0
0 = ðΨ0

1 − 3σ2Ψ
0
2 +

(
4∂uǫ2 −

3

4
R

)
Ψ−1

0 . (2.19)

Using (2.13) and (2.14), one can show that these equations are equivalent to the contraction of

(A.19b), (A.19c) and (A.19d) with ma
1m

b
1.

2.4 Asymptotic symmetries

We now study the asymptotic symmetries of the class of LAF spacetimes defined by (2.2). As

expected, since here qab is completely arbitrary, these symmetries are given by the group BMSW

[20], which is gBMS with the additional freedom of performing Weyl rescalings of
√
q. It is important

to note that this result is obtained from a gauge-fixing approach in the physical spacetime, and

that it is therefore insensitive to the loss of peeling and the unavailability of a smooth conformal

compactification.

Preserving the Bondi gauge conditions (2.1) implies that the asymptotic Killing vector field

ξ = ξu∂u + ξr∂r + ξa∂a has temporal and angular components given by

ξu = f, ξa = Y a + Ia = Y a −
∫ ∞

r

dr′ e2Bγab∂bf = Y a − ∂af

r
+

Cab∂bf

2r2
+O(r−3), (2.20)

with ∂rf = 0 = ∂rY
a. In order to preserve the polyhomogeneous expansion (2.2) of the angular

metric, the radial part of the vector field has to be of the form

ξr = −rW + ζ0 +
ζ1
r

+
1

r2
(
ζ2 + ζ2,1(ln r)

)
+

1

r3
(
ζ3 + ζ3,1(ln r) + ζ3,2(ln r)

2
)
+O(r−4), (2.21)

where W parametrizes the Weyl transformations. The expansion of ξr can be determined in terms of

Ua and ξa using the differential determinant condition ∂r(£ξ ln γ) = 0, which implies with γ = r4q

and ∂uq = 0 that

ξr = −rW +
r

2
(Ua∂af −Daξ

a). (2.22)

In particular, we find

ζ0 =
1

2
∆f, ζ1 = −1

2
DbC

ab∂bf − 1

4
CabDa∂bf. (2.23)
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Finally, preserving the boundary conditions also imposes that ∂uf = W and ∂uY
A = 0 = ∂uW , so

that one can write

f(u, x) = T (x) + uW (x), (2.24)

where T is a pure supertranslation.

We then have all the necessary ingredients to compute the transformation laws of the various

fields appearing in the on-shell line element. Focusing on the transformations which are necessary

in order to compute the symplectic flux, we have

δξR = £YR+ 2(∆ +R)W, (2.25a)

δξ ln
√
q = DaY

a − 2W, (2.25b)

δξqab =
(
£Y − 2W

)
qab, (2.25c)

δξq
ab =

(
£Y + 2W

)
qab, (2.25d)

δξCab =
(
f∂u +£Y −W

)
Cab − 2D〈a∂b〉f, (2.25e)

δξC
ab =

(
f∂u +£Y + 3W

)
Cab − 2D〈a∂b〉f, (2.25f)

δξDab = (f∂u +£Y )Dab, (2.25g)

δξNab =
(
f∂u +£Y

)
Nab − 2D〈a∂b〉W, (2.25h)

δξM =
(
f∂u +£Y + 3W

)
M+ J a∂af. (2.25i)

One can note that the presence of Dab and the loss of peeling does not affect any of these transfor-

mation laws, and that Dab itself transforms homogeneously.

3 Symplectic structure, charges and fluxes

In the previous section we have defined and characterized a family of LAF spacetimes. We can now

study the associated radiative symplectic structure, the asymptotic charges, and the corresponding

fluxes. In particular, we are going to show that although (in the case of gBMS or BMSW) the

superrotation charges contain a divergent (ln r) term sourced by Dab, the integrated flux on I+ is

independent of Dab.

3.1 Symplectic structure

We start with the symplectic potential descending from the Einstein–Hilbert Lagrangian, whose

expression is

θµ =
√−g

(
gαβδΓµ

αβ − gµαδΓβ
αβ

)
. (3.1)

Computing the u and r components, we find

θu = rθudiv + θu0 +
θu1
r

+O(r−2), θr = rθrdiv + θr0 +O(r−1), (3.2)
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where

θudiv = 2δ
√
q, (3.3a)

θu0 =
1

2

√
q δqabCab, (3.3b)

θu1 =
√
q δqabDab, (3.3c)

θrdiv = −1

2

√
q δqabNab − δ

(√
q R

)
, (3.3d)

θr0 =
1

2

√
q NabδC

ab − 1

4

√
q δqab

(
RCab + 2∂uDab

)
− 1

2

√
q qabδ

(
DaD

cCbc

)

+ 2δ
√
q

(
M+

3

32
∂u[CC] +

1

4
DaDbC

ab

)

+ 2δ

(√
qM− 3

32

√
q ∂u[CC]

)
− 1

2

√
q Da

(
δ ln

√
q DbC

ab
)
. (3.3e)

It should be noted that in these expressions we have δ
√
q 6= 0 because for the sake of generality we

consider the context of BMSW. This is reflected in the fact that the asymptotic symmetries have a

free function W related to the transformation of the volume
√
q as in (2.25b).

To obtain from first principles a symplectic structure on I+ [100, 101], we compute the symplectic

structure on a constant Cauchy time slice Σt with t = u+ r, and then take the limit t → +∞ while

keeping u constant, or equivalently the limit r → +∞. For the symplectic potential we therefore

need to consider the component

θt = θu + θr

= rθtdiv + θt0 +O(r−1)

= tθtdiv +
(
θt0 − uθtdiv

)
+O(r−1). (3.4)

The t-divergent piece in this component is given by

θtdiv = θudiv + θrdiv =
1

2

√
q qabδNab + δ

(√
q (2−R)

)
, (3.5)

while the finite piece is

θtfinite = θt0 − uθtdiv

= θu0 + θr0 − u
(
θudiv + θrdiv

)

=
1

2

√
q NabδC

ab − 1

4

√
q δqabRCab −

1

2

√
q qabδ

(
DaD

cCbc

)

+ 2δ
√
q

(
M+

3

32
∂u[CC] +

1

4
DaDbC

ab

)
+

1

2
∂u

(√
q
(
uCab −Dab

)
δqab

)

+ δ

(
2
√
qM− 3

16

√
q ∂u[CC] + u

√
q (R − 2)

)
− 1

2

√
q Da

(
δ ln

√
q DbC

ab
)
. (3.6)

Denoting
∫

I+

:=

∮

S2

d2x

∫ +∞

−∞
du, (3.7)
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we finally find that the symplectic structure has a t-divergent piece given by

Ωdiv =

∫

I+

δθtdiv =
1

2

∫

I+

δ
(√

q qab
)
δNab, (3.8)

and a finite piece given by

Ω =

∫

I+

δθtfinite

=

∫

I+

1

2
δ
(√

q Nab

)
δCab − 1

4
δ
(√

q RCab

)
δqab − 1

2
δ
(√

q qab
)
δ
(
DaD

cCbc

)

− 2δ
√
q δ

(
M+

3

32
∂u[CC] +

1

4
DaDbC

ab

)
+

1

2
∂u

[
δ
(√

q
(
uCab −Dab

))
δqab

]
. (3.9)

Several comments are in order.

1. The finite radiative symplectic structure (3.9) is insensitive to the fate of the peeling at I+.

Indeed, one can see on the second line that the only contribution from Dab to Ω drops by

virtue of the equation of motion (2.8).

2. Because we have constructed Ω as the limit of a symplectic structure on a Cauchy slice

[100, 101], it agrees with the integral of δθr0 over I+ only in the case where δqab = 0. When

δqab 6= 0, we get instead that

Ω =

∫

I+

δθr0 −
1

2

∫

I+

∂u

[
δqabδ

(√
q uCab

)]
. (3.10)

3. The finite contribution Ω can be understood as a renormalized symplectic structure on I+.

Indeed, since ∂uqab = 0 we can write the divergent part Ωdiv as a corner term

Ωdiv =
1

2

∫

I+

∂u

[
δ
(√

q qab
)
δCab

]
. (3.11)

The corner ambiguities in the symplectic structure [102, 103] can then be exploited to subtract

this divergent contribution and isolate the finite part Ω.

4. This renormalization was not required in previous work such as [18], since there the symplectic

structure was restricted to a subspace of the radiative phase space where the shear has large

|u| fall-offs given by

Cab(u, x)
∣∣
|u|→∞

= O
(

1

|u|1+ǫ

)
, ǫ > 0. (3.12)

Clearly, with these fall-off conditions the contribution Ωdiv written as (3.11) vanishes.

5. Although the renormalized symplectic structure Ω has no linear divergence thanks to the

possibility of removing the corner term Ωdiv, in the presence of massive sources (i.e. when

the mass aspect at I+
+ does not vanish) Ω exhibits a logarithmic divergence which cannot be

cancelled by corner terms at I+. In a nutshell, this is due to the fact that when the mass aspect
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at i+ is non-zero, the “true” retarded coordinate u differs from the flat coordinate u = t− r.

For example, in the particular case of an isotropic mass aspect M(u = +∞, x) = M+, the

retarded coordinate is modified by a logarithmic term as

u = t− r − 2GM+ ln(r − 2M+). (3.13)

Therefore, as r → ∞ with (u, x) fixed, we get r → t − u − 2GM+(ln t) with t → ∞. As a

result θtfinite = θt0 − uθtdiv constructed in (3.6) is shifted by an additional term as

θtfinite → θtfinite − 2GM+θ
r
div(ln t). (3.14)

The detailed study of this mechanism depends on the matter sources and is performed in [63],

but we can already deduce the structural properties of such a divergent contribution from

our analysis. In particular, the gBMS flux at I+ is also modified by the presence of this

logarithmically-divergent contribution. For a generic scattering involving a massive scalar

field, this results in the presence of an additional “drag contribution” computed in [63]. Since

the divergent contribution depends on the matter fields at i+, it cannot be cancelled by a

purely gravitational counter-term on the celestial sphere at I+
+ , and most likely requires a

detailed analysis of the covariant phase space for the coupled gravity-matter system. In the

present work we consider for simplicity that the mass aspect at I+
+ vanishes, so that this

subtlety does not arise.

3.2 Asymptotic charges

We now compute the bare asymptotic charges on a constant u cut, i.e. the charges which follow

from a standard covariant phase space analysis without performing any symplectic renormalization

or adding corner terms. In terms of the Komar aspect11 Kµν
ξ

:= −√−g∇[µξν], these charges are

given by the (ur) component of the Iyer–Wald formula [104]

/δQµν
ξ = 2

(
δKµν

ξ −Kµν
δξ + ξ[µθν]

)

= 2
√−g

[
ξ[µ

(
∇ν]δg −∇αδg

ν]α
)
+ ξα∇[µδgν]α +

(
1

2
δgg[µα − δg[µα

)
∇αξ

ν]

]
, (3.15)

where the variations are δgµν = δ(gµν ) and δg = gµνδg
µν = −δ ln g. For the component of interest

we find the expansion

/δQur
ξ = r/δQdiv + (ln r)/δQln-div + /δQY + /δQW + /δQf +O(r−1), (3.16)

11We have P [µQν] = (PµQν − P νQµ)/2.
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with

/δQdiv =
1

2
f
(√

q Nabδqab − 2δ
(√

q R
))

−∆fδ
√
q − 1

2
W

√
q qabδCab + δ

(√
q Y aDbCab

)
, (3.17a)

/δQln-div = 2δ
(√

q Y aDbDab

)
, (3.17b)

/δQY = 2δ

(√
q Y a

[
Pa −

1

4
CabDcC

bc − 3

32
∂a[CC] +DbDab

])
, (3.17c)

/δQW = −1

8
δ
(√

qW [CC]
)
−W

√
q qabδDab, (3.17d)

/δQf = 4fδ
(√

qM
)
− 1

2
f
√
q CabδN

ab

+
√
q δqab

[
f

(
1

4
RCab − 1

2
DaDcC

cb +
1

2
∂uD

ab

)
− ∂afDcC

cb +
1

4
Cab∆f

]

+ δ
√
q

[
f

(
2M− 9

16
∂u[CC] +DaDbC

ab

)
+

3

4
CabDa∂bf + 2DbC

ab∂af

]

− 1

2

√
q Da

(
fδ

(
DbC

ab
)
+ 2fDbC

abδ ln
√
q
)
. (3.17e)

Several observations should be made about these charges.

1. We have written here the charge aspects, and not the integrated charges over the 2-sphere at

a constant u cut.

2. The tensor Dab responsible for the loss of peeling appears explicitly in the charges, and in

particular gives rise to a logarithmically-divergent term. Moreover, this divergent term is only

non-vanishing in the case of gBMS (or BMSW). Indeed, when fixing δqab = 0 we have to

impose 2D(aYb) = qab(DcY
c), which then implies the vanishing of (3.17b) after integration by

parts since Dab is trace-free.

3. The charges also contain a linearly-divergent contribution due to the fact that δqab 6= 0.

4. These two divergent contributions can be renormalized using the technique of symplectic renor-

malization [19, 61, 105–107]. This relies on the use of corner terms which can systematically

be identified from the symplectic potential. We demonstrate this explicitly in appendix B.

The interesting novelty of the present situation is due to the logarithmically-divergent term,

which can be renormalized using a corner term inferred from the 1/r component of θu.

5. The charges have been computed for the sake of generality in the framework of BMSW, which

explains the presence of a component associated with the symmetry parameter W . When

reducing BMSW to gBMS by fixing δ
√
q = 0, this parameter becomes 2W = DaY

a by virtue

of (2.25b), and therefore gives a new contribution to the superrotation charges.

3.3 Flux at I
+

We now study the flux associated with Diff(S2) superrotations at I+. In principle, we could compute

the full BMSW flux by contracting the symplectic structure (3.9) with the transformation generated
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by the asymptotic Killing vector ξ. This would require in particular to decompose the shear as

Cab = Ĉab + uρab, where ρab is the trace-free part of the Geroch tensor uniquely determined by

δY qab and such that N̂ab = ∂uĈab transforms homogeneously [10, 19, 108, 109]. This is what

was done in [64]. However, it will be sufficient for our purposes12 to initially allow for BMSW

transformations (so as to probe the effect of non-trivial superrotations), but then project the flux

onto a Bondi frame, defined by a choice qab = q◦ab of round sphere metric and by ρab = 0. The flux

projected to a Bondi frame is then13

/δFξ := (ξyyΩ)
∣∣
qab = q◦

ab

, (3.18)

where ξ is a generic linear combination of the asymptotic symmetry transformations. Using the

transformation laws (2.25), we find

/δFξ =

∫

I+

√
q ∂u

[
1

2
fNabδC

ab + δ
(
CabD

a∂bf +
(
uCab −Dab

)
DaY b

)]

− 1

2
δ
[√

q Nab

(
fNab +£Y C

ab + 3WCab
)]

+
1

2
δ
[√

q Cab

(
Da∆Y b +DaDcD

bY c −RDaY b − 3DaDbDcY
c
)]

− 2δ

[√
q
(
DaY

a − 2W
)(

M+
3

32
∂u[CC]− 1

4
DaDbC

ab

)]
. (3.19)

As a consistency check for this formula, we can verify with a lengthy calculation that this flux can

be rewritten as14

/δFξ =

∫

I+

∂u

[
/δQf + /δQW + /δQY

]∣∣∣
qab = q◦

ab

+

∫

I+

∂uδ
(√

q uCabD
aY b

)
. (3.21)

As expected, this relates the symplectic flux to the time evolution of the charges (3.17), and also

reflects the decomposition (3.10) of the symplectic structure, as the two terms in this rewriting of

the flux arise respectively from the two contributions in (3.10).

The flux formula (3.19) is one of the central results of the paper, so we now discuss its key

properties. First, one can note that the flux at I+ is independent of Dab by virtue of the first

equation of motion in (2.8). This means in particular that the flux is a priori insensitive to the fact

that we are considering a LAF solution space which does not satisfy peeling. However, as explained

12As shown in [108, 109], demanding that the charge algebra closes without a 2-cocycle requires a careful treatment

of corner terms involving the Geroch tensor ρab, and affecting the charges and the fluxes. We believe that the analysis

in these references will however not be impacted by the presence of Dab.
13Here ξyy is the contraction in field space between a variational vector field δξ and a variational 1-form. For

example ξyy (δθ[δ]) = δξθ[δ]− δθ[δξ ]. The notations ξyy and ξy are often denoted by Iξ and ιξ .
14For the divergent part of the symplectic structure one can also show that

ξyyΩdiv =
1

2

∫

I+

∂u

[

δξ
(√

q qab
)

δCab − δ
(√

q qab
)

δξCab

]

=

∫

I+

∂u

(

/δQdiv

)

. (3.20)

This follows immediately from the rewriting (3.11) of the divergent symplectic structure as a corner term, and from

the result (B.4) relating this corner term to the r-divergent part of the charges.
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in the introduction (and exemplified by Christodoulou’s argument in appendix C), one should recall

that here there is an important physical input which is motivating and sourcing the loss of peeling,

namely the 1/|u| tail to the memory term present in the shear. Although the flux does not depend

on Dab, it acquires an important logarithmically-divergent term due to this tail to the memory. We

discuss this term below in section 3.3.2.

Since we are in particular interested in superrotations in order to illustrate these features, let us

now reduce15 BMSW to gBMS by setting 2W = DaY
a, and then consider trivial supertranslations

T = 0. Recalling that the parameter f decomposes as (2.24) and using the equation of motion

∂uDab = 0, we find that the soft part of the superrotation flux is integrable and given by δFY,soft

with

FY,soft =
1

2

∫

I+

√
q
[
∂u

(
uCabM

ab[Y ]
)
+ CabO

ab[Y ]
]
, (3.22)

where we have introduced the two symmetric and trace-free tensors

Mab[Y ] := D〈aDb〉DcY
c + 2D〈aY b〉, (3.23a)

Oab[Y ] := D〈a∆Y b〉 +D〈aDcD
b〉Y c −RD〈aY b〉 − 3D〈aDb〉DcY

c. (3.23b)

Let us then consider the asymptotic parametrization of the shear towards the corners of future null

infinity, which is

Cab(u, x)
∣∣
u→±∞

= C0,±
ab (x) +

1

|u|C
1,±
ab (x) + Cab(u, x), Cab(u, x) = O

(
lnu

u2

)
. (3.24)

Here C0,±
ab gives rise to the displacement memory, C1,±

ab is the tail to the memory which is included for

consistency with the logarithmic soft graviton theorem, and Cab contains the rest of the expansion.

The combination C0,+
ab +C0,−

ab is the constant shear mode, while C0,+
ab −C0,−

ab is the soft news. Below

we will also denote the constant shear mode at I± by C0
ab

∣∣
I± .

Due to the presence of C0,±
ab and C1,±

ab in the asymptotic parametrization of the shear, it is clear

that the soft flux will contain linearly and logarithmically-divergent contributions in addition to its

finite part. Plugging (3.24) into (3.22), we can work out these various contributions and define a

regularized flux as

F reg
Y,soft(λ) := Ffinite

Y,soft(λ0) + F lin-div
Y,soft (λ) + F log-div

Y,soft (λ), (3.25)

where

Ffinite
Y,soft(λ0) =

1

2

∮

S2

√
q
(
C1,+
ab + C1,−

ab

)
Mab[Y ] +

1

2

∫

I+

√
q CabO

ab[Y ]−F log
Y,soft(λ0), (3.26a)

F log
Y,soft(λ0) =

1

2
(lnλ0)

∮

S2

√
q
(
C1,+
ab − C1,−

ab

)
Oab[Y ], (3.26b)

F log-div
Y,soft (λ) =

1

2
(lnλ)

∮

S2

√
q
(
C1,+
ab − C1,−

ab

)
Oab[Y ], (3.26c)

F lin-div
Y,soft (λ) =

λ

2

∮

S2

√
q
(
C0,+
ab + C0,−

ab

)(
Mab +Oab

)
[Y ] =:

λ

2

∮

S2

√
q C0

ab

∣∣
I+

(
Mab +Oab

)
[Y ]. (3.26d)

15Weyl transformations provide no new independent conservation laws in addition to the supertranslations, and

the flux of QW contains no soft contribution.
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The last two terms are respectively the logarithmically and linearly-divergent contributions in the

limit λ → ∞, and the finite scale λ0 appears because the logarithmic term must be of the form

ln(λ/λ0) for dimensional reasons.

3.3.1 Linearly-divergent flux

In the existing literature on superrotation charges, the linearly-divergent term (3.26d) is usually

absent because the flux is typically evaluated on a subspace of the radiative phase space where the

shear satisfies (3.12) [18]. However, these fall-off conditions are too restrictive to describe certain

important physical situations, and a static shear mode C0,±
ab is present in the generic shear data at

I+ obtained by gravitational scattering of massive sources16 [110]. By focusing solely on the flux at

I+, the linearly-divergent term (3.26d) must therefore be dealt with. One strategy to do so would

be to subtract a counter-term, which must be chosen such that the resulting finite charge generates

a closed gBMS charge algebra. Whether such a renormalization is achievable is an open question

which remains outside the scope of the paper.

On the other hand, as far as the conservation laws are concerned, the divergent term (3.26d)

on I+ is not problematic because it can be unambiguously cancelled against the analogous term on

I−. Indeed, at any finite cut-off λ the divergent contribution at I± is given by

F lin-div
Y,soft

∣∣
I±(λ) =

λ

2

∮

S2

√
q C0

ab

∣∣
I±

(
Mab +Oab

)
[Y ±], (3.27)

and assuming the antipodal identification of Y ± between I+ and I−, as argued in [24], these two

flux contributions match. More precisely, this follows from the fact that the constant shear modes

are given by17

C0
ab

∣∣
I± = D〈aDb〉T

±, (3.28)

where T± are supertranslation generators at I±. Since these generators T± are antipodally identified

in D = 4 dimensions [111, 112] (see also [113] for the analogous result in QED), we get an antipodal

identification of the constant shear modes at I+ and I−. This therefore implies that the difference

FY

∣∣
I+ −FY

∣∣
I− between the superrotation fluxes has no linear divergence. Since it is this difference

of fluxes which is relevant for the conservation laws associated to classical scattering, we can drop

the linearly-divergent contribution F lin-div
Y,soft .

3.3.2 Logarithmically-divergent flux

If the fall-offs of the shear include the tail to the memory contributions C1,±
ab , as is the case here with

our parametrization (3.24), the soft charge is logarithmically-divergent. We have here regulated this

16For example, if we consider n incoming particles at i− with momenta p1, . . . , pn, then as shown in [110] the static

mode at I+ is simply C0
ab(x) =

∑n

i=1

ǫ
µν
ab

p
µ
i
pνi

pi·n̂
, where n̂ := (1, x) and where the polarization tensor is indexed by two

helicity states which can be parametrized in terms of symmetric trace-free tensor on S2.
17This is also called the electricity condition, and it follows from the leading classical soft graviton theorem.
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divergence to obtain the logarithmic contributions (3.26b) and (3.26c). Important observations can

be made about these contributions.

1. The integral over u of the terms in 1/|u| in (3.24), i.e. the tail to the memory, has produced a

logarithmic contribution to the soft flux. This contribution is logarithmically-divergent, but

the coefficient of lnλ in F log-div
Y,soft is universal. It matches precisely the contribution found in

perturbative gravity in [62], with λ playing the role of an infrared scale in frequency space.

2. In addition to the divergent contribution, the logarithmic term also brings an ambiguity to

the finite part of the soft charge. This is clear from the presence of lnλ0, where λ0 is any

finite scale determined by the scattering configuration18 and cannot be specified a priori.

3. In the finite part (3.26a) of the soft charge, the piece arising from Cab is the “usual” contribution

present with the boundary conditions (3.12) (i.e. in the absence of the infrared tail to the

memory), which gives rise to the spin memory upon looking at the conservation laws. In

addition to the ambiguity brought by λ0, one can see here that the finite part also receives

a contribution from C1,±
ab , which therefore modifies the spin memory formula. The “usual”

spin memory formula [35], which is derived ignoring the tail terms in the shear and assuming

peeling, is given for a generic scattering by

F◦
Y,soft

∣∣
I− −F◦

Y,soft

∣∣
I+ =

(
FY,hard

∣∣
I+ +FY,matter

∣∣
i+

)
−

(
FY,hard

∣∣
I− + FY,matter

∣∣
i−

)
. (3.29)

Here, due to the presence of the tail terms, this formula is modified to

FY,soft

∣∣
I+ −FY,soft

∣∣
I− = F◦

Y,soft

∣∣
I+ −F◦

Y,soft

∣∣
I−

+
1

2

∮

S2

√
q△

(
C1,+
ab +C1,−

ab

)
Mab[Y ] +O(lnλ0), (3.30)

where

△C1,+
ab = C1,+

ab

∣∣
I+ − C1,+

ab

∣∣
I− . (3.31)

This therefore shows that the tail to the memory affects the spin memory formula in D = 4

dimensions, both by bringing a new finite contribution to the soft charge and by introducing

a regularization ambiguity due to the logarithmic term.

In summary, we have computed the soft superrotation flux for LAF spacetimes of the type

(2.2) and in the presence of the tail to the memory predicted by the classical soft theorem. Our

findings confirm the results of [62] (see equations (27) and (28) there). In this reference however, the

gravitational contribution to the flux was assumed to be of the same form as the gBMS flux derived

from the solution space satisfying peeling, i.e. with Dab = 0 = En,m>0
ab . Here we have justified why

this flux formula holds even with the loss of peeling caused by the tail to the memory. We have also

analyzed and regularized the different divergent contributions to the flux.

18In a typical scattering configuration involving two objects, λ0 ∼ |~b| where ~b is the impact parameter.
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Using an antipodal identification between I+
− and I−

+ , as well as the “logarithmically divergent”

matter symplectic structure at i±, the conservation law for the total (i.e. gravitational and matter

contribution) superrotation flux has been shown to be equivalent to the classical logarithmic soft

graviton theorem in [62, 63]. The relationship between quantum superrotation charges and the

so-called quantum logarithmic soft theorem derived by Sahoo and Sen has been analyzed in [64].

4 Outlook

Although the peeling property plays a central role in the notion of asymptotic flatness [4, 7, 9, 10],

there have been numerous indications over the years that this criterion might not be satisfied for

sufficiently physically-relevant situations [40–57]. Confirming earlier insights by e.g. Damour and

Christodoulou, the classical soft graviton theorem of Saha, Sahoo and Sen [38, 39] has recently

confirmed the ubiquitous presence of universal tail to the memory contributions in the radiative

metric for a generic gravitational scattering. The first of these contributions is the 1/|u| mode

related to the leading logarithmic soft graviton theorem, and the presence of this tail mode confirms

the systematic loss of peeling in a generic scattering.

In light of this observation, it is therefore clear that the standard Bondi–Sachs arena for de-

scribing asymptotic-flatness and asymptotic symmetries [1–6] must be extended. The way to do so

has been known for quite some time using the framework of polyhomogeneous expansions [42, 58–

60], although this had not been used to systematically analyse the asymptotic symmetries and the

charges. In the present paper we have closed this gap by studying the detailed asymptotic structure

of logarithmically-asymptotically-flat (LAF) spacetimes with line element given by (2.1) and (2.2).

In section 2 we have studied the solution space and the evolution equations on I+. This has in

particular revealed the structure of a new tower of evolution equations for the modes En,m>0
ab in

the expansion (2.2). We have then shown in section 2.4 that this LAF solution space is preserved

under the action of the whole BMSW group of asymptotic symmetries, just as in the presence of

peeling. In section 3 we have then computed the asymptotic codimension-two charges, and shown

that they are sensitive to the loss of peeling when the leading boundary metric is such that δqab 6= 0.

Using the symplectic structure constructed from first principles, we have then compute the flux of

the gBMS charges in a Bondi frame, and in particular studied the soft superrotation flux. This

flux has been shown to be divergent due to the tail mode, which upon regularization reproduces

the classical logarithmic soft graviton theorem as shown in [62, 63]. Our flux formula also justifies

consistently the flux used in [64], although in this reference the contribution of the Geroch tensor

was also included (while however still assuming peeling).

For future work, it would be interesting to investigate how the solution space which we have

constructed could be used to describe flux-balance laws and memory effects arising from e.g. hy-

perbolic encounters [44, 45, 85–88], which we expect to also lead to a loss of peeling. An important

(and somehow related) question concerns the role of the tower of subleading logarithmic evolution

equations studied in section 2.2, and whether they are related to subleading logarithmic soft gravi-

ton theorems. It is tantalizing to speculate that the presence of the first mode in this tower, namely

E1,2
ab , is tied to the subleading classical logarithmic soft theorem which was conjectured by Saha
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Sahoo and Sen in [39] and later proved by Sahoo in [114]. Looking even further ahead, it would be

incredibly interesting to see if the analysis of higher modes can shed light on the (subn≥3)-leading

logarithmic soft theorems which are conjectured to be universal. Finally, this then begs the ques-

tion of whether this also leads to a new symmetry structure as the w1+∞ symmetry found in the

“standard” peeling solution space from the evolution equation of En,0
ab [97, 99, 115, 116].
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A Details about the polyhomogeneous solution space

In this appendix we gather various lengthy expressions appearing in the radial expansion of the

polyhomogeneous solution space.
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A.1 Expansion of the angular metric

The explicit expansion of the angular metric (2.2) to order r−3 is given by

γab = r2qab + rCab + r

{
Dab +

1

4
qab[CC]

}

+
1

r

{
E1,0

ab +
1

2
qab[CD] + E1,1

ab (ln r) + E1,2
ab (ln r)

2

}

+
1

r2

{
E2,0

ab +
1

2
qab

(
[CE1,0] +

1

2
[DD]− 1

16
[CC]2

)

+

(
E2,1

ab +
1

2
qab[CE1,1]

)
(ln r)

+

(
E2,2

ab +
1

2
qab[CE1,2]

)
(ln r)2 + E2,3

ab (ln r)
3

}

+
1

r3

{
E3,0

ab +
1

2
qab

(
[CE2,0] + [DE1,0]− 1

4
[CC][CD]

)

+

(
E3,1

ab +
1

2
qab

(
[CE2,1] + [DE1,1]

))
(ln r)

+

(
E3,2

ab +
1

2
qab

(
[CE2,2] + [DE1,2]

))
(ln r)2

+

(
E3,3

ab +
1

2
qab[CE2,3]

)
(ln r)3 + E3,4

ab (ln r)
4

}

+O(r−4), (A.1)

where it is understood in the notation that O(r−4) contains also logarithmic terms.

A.2 Expansion of the spacetime metric

Here we gather the first few terms appearing in the on-shell expansion (2.3) of the metric functions

B, Ua and V . More precisely, we go to n = 4 for B, to n = 5 for Ua, and n = 2 for V , but omit to

write some lengthier expressions which are not needed for the flux-balance laws given in appendix
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A.3. Solving the hypersurface equations Grr = Gra = Gru = 0 with (2.3), we find

B4,0 =
1

128

(
[CC]2 − 12[CE1,0]− 8[DD] + [CE1,1] +

1

2
[CE1,2]

)
, (A.2)

B4,1 = − 3

32
[CE1,1] +

1

64
[CE1,2], (A.3)

B4,2 = − 3

32
[CE1,2], (A.4)

Ua
3,1 = −2

3
DbD

ab, (A.5)

Ua
4,0 = −3

4
CabNb −

1

16
Cab∂b[CC] +

1

64
[CC]DbC

ab +
5

24
CabDcDbc +

1

8
DbcDaCbc

− 1

24
∂a[CD] +

3

4
DbE

ab
1,0 +

11

16
DbE

ab
1,1 +

43

32
DbE

ab
1,2, (A.6)

Ua
4,1 =

1

2
CabDcDbc +

3

4
DbE

ab
1,1 +

11

8
DbE

ab
1,2, (A.7)

Ua
4,2 =

3

4
DbE

ab
1,2, (A.8)

Ua
5,0 = (lengthy), (A.9)

Ua
5,1 = (lengthy), (A.10)

Ua
5,2 =

27

50
DbE

ab
2,3 +

2

5
DbE

ab
2,2 −

2

5
CabDcE1,2

bc +
1

16
∂a[CE1,2]− 1

10
CbcDaE1,2

bc , (A.11)

Ua
5,3 =

2

5
DbE

ab
2,3, (A.12)

V1,0 =
1

2

(
DaN

a − 1

3
DaDbD

ab − (DaC
ab)(DcCcb)−

1

2
CabDaD

cCbc −
1

16
(∆ +R)[CC]

)
, (A.13)

V1,1 = −1

3
DaDbD

ab, (A.14)

V2,0 = (lengthy), (A.15)

V2,1 =
5

8
DaDbE

ab
1,2 +

1

4
DaDbE

ab
1,1 −

1

2
(DaC

ab)(DcDcb), (A.16)

V2,2 =
1

4
DaDbE

ab
1,2. (A.17)

With this expansion the order at which the Einstein equations are solved is

Grr = O(r−7), Gra = O(r−6), Gru = O(r−6), (A.18)

where we recall that O(r−n) also implicitly contains terms of the form r−n(ln r)m.
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A.3 Expansion of the angular equations

Here we give the explicit form of some of the evolution equations appearing in the expansion (2.7).

Up to n = 4 we find

∂uDab = 0, (A.19a)

∂uE
1,0
ab =

5

36

(
∆− 14

5
R

)
Dab +

1

3
D〈aPb〉 +

1

2

(
CabM+ C̃abM̃

)
+

1

16
∂u

(
[CC]Cab

)
, (A.19b)

∂uE
1,1
ab =

1

6

(
∆−R

)
Dab, (A.19c)

∂uE
1,2
ab = 0, (A.19d)

∂uE
2,0
ab = (lengthy), (A.19e)

∂uE
2,1
ab = −1

4

(
∆+R

)
E1,1

ab − 3

8

(
∆− 7

3
R

)
E1,2

ab

− 1

6
CabDcDdD

cd +
1

6
Ccd

(
D〈aDb〉Dcd −DcDdDab

)
− 1

3
DcC〈acD

dDb〉d, (A.19f)

∂uE
2,2
ab = −1

4

(
∆+R

)
E1,2

ab , (A.19g)

∂uE
2,3
ab = 0, (A.19h)

∂uE
3,0
ab = (lengthy), (A.19i)

∂uE
3,1
ab = (lengthy), (A.19j)

∂uE
3,2
ab = − 33

200

(
∆− 61

11
R

)
E2,3

ab − 3

20

(
∆+ 4R

)
E2,2

ab +
9

4

(
E1,2

ab M+ Ẽ1,2
ab M̃

)

− 1

2
DcD〈acD

dDb〉d +
3

10
DcC〈acD

dE1,2
b〉d +

9

20
DcC

cdDdE
1,2
ab

+
3

8
CcdDcDdE

1,2
ab − 3

10
CcdDcD〈aE

1,2
b〉d +

3

8
Ecd

1,2DcDdCab −
3

8
Ecd

1,2DcD〈aCb〉d

+
3

8
Nab[CE1,2]− 1

8
E1,2

ab ∂u[CC] +
3

16
E1,2

〈ac
N cdCdb〉, (A.19k)

∂uE
3,3
ab = − 3

20

(
∆+ 4R

)
E2,3

ab , (A.19l)

∂uE
3,4
ab = 0, (A.19m)

where the STF part is defined as 2D〈aPb〉 = 2D(aPb) − qab(DcPc) = DaPb +DbPa − qab(DcPc). In

the absence of logarithmic terms the evolution equations (A.19e) and (A.19i) can be found respec-

tively in equations (2.19) and (2.20) of [99]. Here these equations are corrected by the logarithmic

contributions Dab and En,m≥1
ab , but we do not write them down explicitly because they are not

necessary for our main message.
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A.4 Expansion of the spin coefficients

The spin coefficients are defined from the tetrad (2.11) as γijk := eµj e
ν
k∇νeiµ. Some of the coefficients

needed in the main text have the definition and expansion

α =
1

2
(γ124 − γ344) =

α1

r
+O(r−2), (A.20a)

β =
1

2
(γ123 − γ343) = − ᾱ1

r
+O(r−2), (A.20b)

γ =
1

2
(γ122 − γ342) = −∂uǫ2

r
+O(r−2), (A.20c)

ǫ =
1

2
(γ121 − γ341) =

ǫ2
r2

+O(r−3), (A.20d)

µ = γ423 =
R

4r
+O(r−2), (A.20e)

ν = γ422 = −ðR

4r
+O(r−2), (A.20f)

λ = γ424 =
∂uσ̄2
r

+O(r−2), (A.20g)

τ = γ132 =
ðσ2
r2

+O(r−3), (A.20h)

σ = γ133 =
σ2
r2

+O(r−3), (A.20i)

where we have denoted

α1 =
1

2
Dam̄

a
1, σ2 = −1

2
Cabm

a
1m

b
1, ǫ2 =

1

4
(σ2 − σ̄2). (A.21)

Furthermore, we have introduced the spin-weighted derivative acting as

ðFs :=
(
m̄a

1∂a + 2sα1

)
Fs (A.22)

on a functional Fs of spin s.

B Renormalization

The usual argument for symplectic renormalization via corner terms is to observe that the divergent

part of the radial potential can always be written as the sum of a corner term, a total variation,

and an angular boundary term [21, 22, 61, 105–107]. This comes from the fact that the on-shell

Lagrangian is

δL =̂ ∂µθ
µ = ∂uθ

u + ∂rθ
r + ∂aθ

a. (B.1)

Here one can indeed see from (3.3) that

θrdiv = −∂uθ
u
0 − δ

(√
q R

)
, (B.2)
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which shows that the r-divergent part of the radial potential is itself a corner term up to a total

variation. This corner term can then be used to renormalize the r-divergent part of the charges.

Dropping the irrelevant total variation, we choose this corner term in the form

ϑren := −θu0 =
1

2

√
q qabδCab. (B.3)

To see that this corner potential does indeed renormalize the charges (3.17), we compute

ξyy (δϑren) =
1

2
δξ
(√

q qab
)
δCab −

1

2
δ
(√

q qab
)
δξCab = /δQdiv +

√
q DaΥ

a, (B.4)

where the boundary term is

Υa = Y aCbcδqbc − qabδCbcY
c − 1

2
δqabCbcY

c − 1

2
CabδqbcY

c

− fDbδq
ab + δqab∂bf − 2f∂aδ ln

√
q + 2∂afδ ln

√
q. (B.5)

In order to derive this result we have used the identities

DaDbδq
ab = −δR−Rδ ln

√
q − 2∆δ ln

√
q, (B.6a)

√
q δqabD〈a∂b〉f = −fδ(

√
q R)−∆fδ

√
q

+
√
q Da

(
δqab∂bf −Dbδq

abf − 2fDaδ ln
√
q + 2∂afδ ln

√
q
)
. (B.6b)

Up to the irrelevant total derivative, (B.4) does indeed show that the divergent part (3.17a) is

controlled by the corner term ϑren.

The radial part of the potential θr has no logarithmically-divergent contribution. However,

in order to renormalize the logarithmic contribution to the charge we can use the θu1 part of the

temporal potential. Indeed, using the corner term

ϑln-ren := −θu1 =
√
q qabδDab, (B.7)

one can check that

ξyy (δϑln-ren) = δξ
(√

q qab
)
δDab − δ

(√
q qab

)
δξDab = /δQln-div +

√
q DaΥ

a, (B.8)

where the boundary term is

Υa = 2Y aDbcδqbc − 2qabδDbcY
c − δqabDbcY

c −DabδqbcY
c. (B.9)

This example illustrates the generality of symplectic renormalization even in the case where the

radial potential θr does not exhibit the same divergent structure as the bare charges.

C Christodoulou’s argument

In this appendix we briefly summarize Christodoulou’s argument relating the 1/u mode of the shear

to the loss of peeling [41]. For this, we first translate between our notations and conventions (which
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are commonly used in recent literature on asymptotic symmetries and soft theorems) and those

used in [41] (which are inherited from the magnum opus [117]). Part of this dictionary between

Christodoulou–Klainerman and Newman–Penrose can also be found in appendix A.3 of [54].

Let us first compute the shear of the outgoing and ingoing null vectors ℓ and n defined in (2.10).

For this we compute the extrinsic curvatures

Kab(ℓ) =
1

2
£ℓgab =

1

2
∂rγab, Kab(n) =

1

2
£ngab =

1

2
e−2β

(
∂uγab + 2γ(acDb)U

c +
V

2r
∂rγab

)
. (C.1)

These are called respectively χ and χ in [41]. Taking the trace-free parts in the transverse metric

r−2γab, we then obtain the shears

Sab(ℓ) = − 1

2r2
Cab +O(r−3), Sab(n) =

1

2r
Nab +O(r−2), (C.2)

which in [41] are respectively called χ̂ and χ̂. The rest of the dictionary between the notations is

gather in the following table.

Christodoulou [41] here

outgoing null normal L ℓ (2.10)

ingoing null normal L n (2.10)

normalisation L · L = −2 ℓ · n = −1

fundamental form χ K(ℓ) (C.1)

fundamental form χ K(n) (C.1)

trace-free part χ̂ =
Σ

r2
+O(r−3) S(ℓ) (C.2)

trace-free part χ̂ =
Ξ

r
+O(r−2) S(n) (C.2)

shear Σ Cab → σ2 = −1

2
Cabm

a
1m

b
1

news Ξ = −2∂uΣ Nab = ∂uCab → λ̄1 = ∂uσ2

Weyl scalar α =
A

r
+O(r−2) Ψ4 =

Ψ0
4

r
+O(r−2) (2.13e)

A = −2∂uΞ Ψ0
4 = Nabm̄

am̄b = −∂uλ1 (2.14f)

Weyl scalar β =
B

r2
+O(r−3) Ψ3 =

Ψ0
3

r2
+O(r−3) (2.13d)

B = ◦ /div Ξ Ψ0
3 = Jam̄

a = −ðλ1 +
1

4
ðR (2.14e)

Weyl scalar ρ+ iσ =
P + iQ

r3
+O(r−4) Ψ2 =

Ψ0
2

r3
+O(r−4) (2.13c)
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Ψ0
2 = M+ iM̃ (2.14c)(2.14d)

Weyl scalar β =
B∗

r4
(ln r) +

B

r4
+O(r−5) Ψ1 =

Ψ0,1
4

r4
(ln r) +

Ψ0
4

r4
+O(r−5) (2.13b)

B∗ = − ◦ /div A∗ Ψ0,1
1 = DbDabm

a Ψ0
1 = Pam

a (2.14b)

Weyl scalar α =
A∗

r4
+O(r−5) Ψ0 =

Ψ−1
0

r4
+O(r−5) (2.13a)

Bianchi identity equation (3) Dβ =
R

r4
+O(r−5) (2.15b)

EOM for Ψ0
1 equation (6) ∂uB =

1

2
R ∂uΨ

0
1 = ðΨ0

2 − 2σ2Ψ
0
3 =: R (2.17)

EOM for Ψ0,1
1 equation (6) ∂uB∗ = 0 ∂uΨ

0,1
1 = 0 (2.17)

EOM for Ψ0
2 equations (10) and (11) ∂uΨ

0
2 = ðΨ0

3 − σ2Ψ
0
4 (2.16)

limits for R equation (9) R± = lim
u→±∞

uR R± = lim
u→±∞

uR

spin coefficient χ̂− 1

2
trχ+ 2ω µ− γ (A.20c)(A.20e)

spin coefficient ξ ν (A.20f)

spin coefficient ζ τ (A.20h)

spin coefficient χ̂ σ (A.20i)

derivative D ℓµ∂µ

derivative D nµ∂µ

derivative /∇ mµ∂µ

One should note that Christodoulou works with the Riemann tensor instead of the Weyl tensor

(so that strictly speaking e.g. ᾱ above is not a Weyl scalar but a “Riemann scalar”), but in the

vacuum case on-shell the Riemann tensor is equivalent to the Weyl tensor.

With this dictionary at hand, we can now go through Christodoulou’s key argument relating

the 1/u mode of the shear (arising from massive particles at i− which radiate in accordance with

the quadrupole formula in post-Newtonian expansion) to the loss of peeling in Ψ1. Once again, we

stress that this argument has been analyzed much more meticulously by Kehrberger (see [53] and

section 1.2 of [50]). We want nonetheless to reproduce the steps of [41] because this construction

can also be used to argue why the subleading (ln u)/u2 terms in (1.4) are compatible with the

ln r terms appearing in (2.13a). Although heuristic, this argument serves to justify the choice of

polyhomogeneous expansion (2.2) (more precisely the fact that mmax = n + 1) from the results of

Saha, Sahoo and Sen [38, 39]. The steps of the argument are as follows:

1. Consider a fixed round sphere metric so that the Ricci scalar of qab is R = 2 (as listed in the

table above, this is not the R of [41], which we denote here by R instead) and Ψ0
3 = −ðλ1.
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2. Suppose that the shear and the news (by virtue of the definition λ1 = ∂uσ̄2) behave as19

lim
u→−∞

uσ2 =: C
1 6= 0, lim

u→−∞
u2λ1 = −C̄1. (C.3)

This input, which introduces precisely the 1/u tail to the memory in the shear as in (3.24),

is derived in [41] from the quadrupolar approximation applied to massive particles in the far

past.

3. Using the Bianchi identity (2.16), the evolution equation for Ψ0
2 takes the form

∂uΨ
0
2 = ðΨ0

3 − σ2Ψ
0
4 = −ð

2λ1 + σ2∂uλ1, (C.4)

and can be integrated to obtain

lim
u→−∞

uΨ0
2 = −ð

2C̄1. (C.5)

4. Using the Bianchi identity (2.17), the evolution equation for Ψ0
1 takes the form

∂uΨ
0
1 = ðΨ0

2 − 2σ2Ψ
0
3 =: R, (C.6)

with

lim
u→−∞

uR = R− = −ð
3C̄1, (C.7)

which in turn implies crucially that Ψ0
1 ∼ lnu+ (. . . ).

5. Then, we can integrate from u1 = t1 − r to u = t− r with t1 = 0 to finally obtain

r4
(
Ψ1(u)−Ψ1(u1)

)
∼ −

∫ u

u1

ð3C̄1

u′
du′ ∼ −ð

3C̄1
(
ln |u| − ln r

)
. (C.8)

This does indeed imply the loss of peeling since Ψ1 = Ψ0,1
1 (ln r)r−4 + O(r−4) instead of the

peeling behavior (1.6).

In the main text, working with the transverse metric (2.2) has enabled us to obtain the explicit

expansion (2.13b) which relates the symmetric trace-free tensor Dab to C̄1. We have also emphasized

that the polyhomogeneous expansion (2.2) has been chosen with mmax = n+ 1. This was done for

the sake of generality, in order to illustrate the structure of the logarithmic flux-balance laws, and

most importantly in order to accommodate the results of [54] which illustrate the appearance of

E1,2
ab . We can now also argue along the lines of [41] why the presence of such a term is compatible

with the subleading universal logarithmic contributions in (1.4) [38, 39].

19Here the subscript 2 on σ2 refers to the order of the radial expansion (A.20i), while the superscript 1 on C refers

to the order of the u expansion as in (3.24).
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Consider once again the steps described above, but now with the inclusion of the term (ln u)/u2

in the shear in accordance with Sahoo and Sen’s result (1.4) [74]. Let us therefore write

σ2 =
1

u
C1 +

1

u2
(
C2,0 + C2,1(lnu)

)
+O

(
u−3

)
. (C.9)

We can then integrate the expansion of the Bianchi identity (2.19) to find that

Ψ0
0 = uð4C̄1 + (lnu)ð4

(
C̄2,0 + C̄2,1 − uC̄1

)
+

1

2
(lnu)2ð4C̄2,1 +O

(
u−1

)
. (C.10)

To close the heuristic argument, we can appeal to the same reasoning as above to connect the

appearance of (lnu) to (ln r). This is because the logarithmic terms actually involve ln(u/u1), and

we are taking u1 = t1 − r with t1 = 0. If we now substitute

(lnu)ð4
(
C̄2,0 + C̄2,1 − uC̄1

)
+

1

2
(lnu)2ð4C̄2,1 → (ln r)ð4

(
C̄2,0 + C̄2,1 − uC̄1

)
+

1

2
(ln r)2ð4C̄2,1,

(C.11)

we can compare the right-hand side with (2.13a), and note that the logarithmic terms have the

same structure. More precisely, we know from the evolution equations (2.8) and (2.9) that E1,2
ab is

constant in u while E1,1
ab is linear in u, but this corresponds precisely to the result of the argument

(C.11). In summary, we have here extended the argument of Christodoulou to connect not only

the 1/u tail in the shear to the loss of peeling in Ψ1, but also the subleading structure of the shear

to the subleading logarithmic terms in Ψ0. This is an argument in favor of the ansatz (2.2) with

mmax = n+ 1 in order to describe the generic scattering situations as in [38, 39].
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