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Abstract

Asymptotic symmetries, such as the BMS group for asymptotically flat spacetimes, provide
a natural framework for describing particles in quantum gravity where spacetimes highly
fluctuate. Similar techniques have also been applied to systems with boundaries at finite
distances. In this work, we investigate three-dimensional quantum gravity on a finite-radius
twisted thermal flat background with a conical defect, representing a test point particle.
By computing the one-loop partition function in both discrete and continuum geometry
settings, we recover the massive BMS3 character. The additional modes, compared to the
vacuum case, arise from broken diffeomorphism symmetry due to the conical defect.
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1 Introduction

What describes a particle in quantum gravity (QG)? In quantum field theory (QFT), a particle
is characterized by the irreducible unitary representations of the Poincaré group, leading to
particles being labeled by spin and mass. However, in quantum gravity, where the structure of
spacetime highly fluctuates, fundamental questions such as: How do we label a particle, and
what do mass and spin signify in such scenarios? arise.

A partial answer emerges when, even though spacetime can fluctuate, its asymptotic struc-
ture remains fixed. For instance, for D-dimensional asymptotically anti-de Sitter (aAdS) space-
times, the asymptotic symmetry group is SO(2, D−1). This group is composed of two copies of
the Virasoro group [1], and its irreducible unitary representations are labeled by their highest
weight and central charges [2]. These serve to build the invariant labels of mass and spin. In
this framework, the notion of surface charges from General Relativity (GR) [3] corresponds to
the Noether charges associated with conformal transformations labeled by the Virasoro cen-
tral charges. This forms one of the foundations of the AdS/CFT correspondence, where a
D-dimensional aAdS gravitational system can be studied via its holographic conformal field
theory (CFT) living on its (D − 1)-dimensional asymptotic boundary.

For asymptotically flat spacetimes, the symmetry group is an extension of the Poincaré
group, known as the BMS group [4, 5]. This symmetry group consists of the transformations that
preserve the asymptotic structure of the metric at null infinity and includes supertranslations
and superrotations. In particular, in three dimensions, BMS3 can be expressed as

BMS3 ≡ Diff+(S1)⋉Vect(S1),

where Diff+(S1) denotes the group of orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms of the circle (su-
perrotations), while Vect(S1) is the abelian additive group of vector fields on the circle (super-
translations).

Despite its long history, the irreducible unitary representations of the BMS group in three
dimensions were constructed only a decade ago [6]. In particular, the characters of these unitary
representations are given by

χ0,j = eiα
0(−c/24)

∞∏
n=2

1

|1− qn|2
, (1)

for the so-called vacuum character, while the massive character is given by

χm,j = eiα
0(m−c/24)

∞∏
n=1

1

|1− qn|2
, (2)

where q = exp (iθ), m is the BMS mass, c is the central charge and α0 denotes the zeroth
Fourier mode of a supertranslation. As asymptotically flat spacetimes are thought to provide
a more realistic model of our universe, these results offer a promising framework for addressing
the foundational questions in quantum gravity posed at the beginning of this paper. In partic-
ular, they have inspired efforts to adapt holography techniques, originally developed for AdS
spacetimes, to the asymptotically flat case.

Holography plays a key role in three-dimensional quantum gravity. Since 3D pure gravity
has no local degrees of freedom, physical information can only be stored in a quasi-local or global
manner. This is a defining feature of Topological Field Theories (TFTs) [7, 8]. In TFTs, bulk
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physics can be encoded almost trivially in a boundary action. This follows from the structure
of the Hamilton-Jacobi function, which receives contributions only from boundary terms [9].
Notably, in this setting, the bulk need not have a fixed geometry (e.g., AdS), and the boundary
does not have to be asymptotic.

In fact, finite-distance boundaries have proven to be essential for capturing the full informa-
tion of 3D quantum gravity, including contributions that vanish asymptotically [10, 11, 12, 13].
In particular, in [12, 13], finite-boundaries were used in the construction of a quantum symmetry
algebra for 3D quantum gravity. Along these finite-distance boundaries, the presence of corners
motivated a discretized geometry picture of spacetime.

In the quantum gravity landscape, discrete geometry approaches, where spacetime is built
from elementary building blocks, are particularly useful because the presence of a coordinate-
independent UV cutoff makes them intrinsically non-perturbative. Furthermore, the discrete-
ness of spacetime provides both a numerical and combinatorial framework for computing the
quantum gravity path integral [14]. For instance, numerical studies in 3D Causal Dynamical
Triangulations have found evidence of a ground state for the gravitational Hamiltonian [15]. In
Loop Quantum Gravity, the Ponzano-Regge spin foam model [16] provides a state sum formu-
lation of the gravity path integral over discretized geometries. More recently, discrete geometry
techniques have also been applied to AdS3/CFT2 [17], where the discrete building blocks emerge
from the boundary theory data of Liouville CFT. A central framework in these approaches is
Regge gravity [18], which discretizes general relativity using piecewise flat geometries. In three
dimensions, the topological nature of gravity ensures discretization invariance, meaning that the
partition function remains unchanged under refinements of the discretization (coarse-graining)
[19].

The role of finite-distance boundaries in 3D Regge quantum gravity was initially explored
in [20], where the partition function was expressed in terms of quantum length fluctuations
in a solid torus geometry. The one-loop partition function was computed, resulting in the
vacuum BMS3 character in the continuum limit. This work also computed the Hamilton-Jacobi
function, revealing a dual boundary field theory with a Liouville-type coupling to the boundary
metric. The results were later confirmed in the continuum setting [21], where metric fluctuations
were expressed as non-local geodesic lengths from the center of the solid torus to the finite-
distance boundary. Furthermore, the radial geodesic length was identified as the scalar field
in the boundary field theory. These studies extended previous results on the 3D QG one-loop
partition function with asymptotic boundaries, both in flat spacetime [22] and AdS3 [23, 24]
in vacuum. However, in AdS3/CFT2, introducing point particles has proven essential, as they
represent additional saddle points to the partition function. These saddles correspond to BTZ
black holes [25] and they are realized as conical defect geometries [26, 27]. Conical defects were
later incorporated in [28], leading to a one-loop partition function that reproduces the massive
Virasoro character.

Building on these developments, a natural question arises: can a simple model in flat space-
time, computable in both discrete and continuous geometry settings, reproduce the massive
BMS character and extend previous results beyond the vacuum case? To explore this, we ex-
tend [20, 21] to flat spacetimes with a conical deficit representing a massive point particle. A
point particle coupled to 3D quantum gravity provides the simplest non-trivial test case while
preserving the theory’s topological nature. This allows us to use the same discretization and
techniques of these works.

This paper begins by reviewing classical solutions of 3D Einstein gravity with a massive point
particle. In Section 3, we compute the partition function of 3D gravity with a point particle in
the discrete Regge gravity framework, demonstrating how the massive BMS3 character emerges
and highlighting the role of diffeomorphism symmetry breaking compared to the vacuum case.
In Section 3.11, we compare these results with the vacuum case. Section 4 presents a direct
computation of the partition function in continuum field theory. In particular, we explain the
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continuum geometry perspective highlights the non-local nature of the boundary field theory.
We then compare the boundary field theories obtained in both the discrete and continuum
approaches. Finally, in Section 6, we relate our results to current research and outline future
directions.

2 Classical theory: A point particle in 3D flat gravity

We begin with a brief summary of the classical solution for a massive point particle coupled to
Einstein’s gravity. The classical action is given by

Sp = − 1

16πG

(∫
M

d3x
√
gR+ 2

∫
∂M

d2y
√
hK

)
−M

∫
WL

dτ
√

ẋµẋνgµν(x). (3)

The first term corresponds to Einstein-Hilbert’s action for Λ = 0 pure gravity and the second
term corresponds to the Gibbons-Hawking-York boundary term. The third term corresponds
to the worldline (WL) of a point particle with rest mass M in a gravitational background. In
this work, we consider M to be an Euclidean torus (See Fig. 1).

The equations of motion of (3) are

Rµν −
1

2
Rgµν = 8πGTµν , (4)

where Tµν is the energy-momentum tensor describing a classical massive particle in its rest
frame. In cylindrical coordinates, this is

T00 = Mδ(2)(r̄), Ti0 = 0 = Tij . (5)

The solution for the metric reads

ds2 = (1− 4GM)2dt2 + (1− 4GM)2dr2 + r2dθ2. (6)

Rescaling the radial and time directions by (1− 4GM), this results in the following spacetime
metric [29]

ds2 = dt2 + dr2 + r2dθ2, (7)

with 0 ⩽ θ ⩽ 2π(1 − 4GM) and 0 ⩽ t ⩽ β. For any fixed time, this metric describes a cone
with deficit angle 8πGM (see Fig. 1). Additionally, we will consider a more general periodic
identification (r, t, θ) ∼ (r, t + β, θ + γ) for γ > 0. This geometry is called the twisted thermal
flat space with inverse temperature β.

a) b)

Figure 1: a) Cone geometry with deficit angle 8πGM . b) Twisted thermal flat space with inverse
temperature β. The point particle’s worldline is shown in orange.
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3 Partition function in the discrete

Our first goal is to compute the one-loop partition function for Regge gravity coupled to a
massive point particle and verify its consistency with the massive BMS3 character. In this
section, we outline the steps taken to achieve this, following the procedure described in [20],
which focused on the vacuum case. Notably, the presence of the particle does not affect the
topological nature of the theory, allowing us to apply the same approach.

3.1 Regge action for a point particle

The Einstein-Hilbert action can be reformulated in terms of simplicial geometry, which repre-
sents spacetime as a piecewise flat discrete manifold, leading to the well-known Regge action
[18] with boundaries [30]. In three dimensions, the Regge action takes the following form

SR = − 1

8πG

∑
e⊂T

ϵe(le′)le −
1

8πG

∑
e⊂∂T

ωe(le′)le (8)

where le represents the lengths of the edges e in a simplicial complex. In this work, we use
triangulations T composed of tetrahedra. This choice is made for computational convenience,
as the final result should be independent of the specific triangulation due to the topological
nature of the theory. The quantities ϵe and ωe denote the deficit angles in the bulk and on the
boundary, respectively (see Figs. 3 and 2). They are expressed as follows

ϵe(le′) = 2π −
∑
e⊂σ

θσe (le′), (9)

ωe(le′) = π −
∑
e⊂σ

θσe (le′), (10)

where θσe denotes the interior dihedral angle along the egde e in the tetrahedron σ. The deficit
angles encode bulk and extrinsic curvatures, respectively.

a) b)

Figure 2: a) Spatial slices of the discretized torus. The orange dotted line represents the worldline
of the point particle. b) A single tetrahedron σ and the interior dihedral angle localized on the
edge e.

Building on the classical solution for a point particle in a 3D geometry (7), we derive its
corresponding Regge action. We consider a massive particle at rest, located at the center of a
torus (see Fig. 2 a)), and represent its discretized worldline as the sum of the lengths of the
edges along its trajectory. This reads

Sp = − 1

8πG

∑
e⊂T ≀

ϵe(le′)le +
∑
e⊂∂T

ωe(le′)le +
∑

e⊂WL
8πGM le

 , (11)
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where the last term corresponds to the discretized worldline of a massive point particle in its
rest frame. The equations of motion are obtained by varying the action (11) with respect to
the lengths le and imposing δleSp = 0. These are{

ϵe = 0, e ⊈ WL
ϵe = −8πGM, e ⊂ WL

(12)

They correspond to a discrete geometry with a conical deficit angle 8πGM along the worldline
at r = 0 and flat everywhere else. This is consistent with the continuum result (7).

3.2 Linearized theory

To compute the partition function of this system, we must account for quantum fluctuations of
the metric. In Regge gravity, these correspond to fluctuations in the lengths of the triangulation
T [31]. For this, we use linearized Regge calculus, derived by expanding (11) to quadratic order
in length perturbations around the solution to the equation of motion (12). Specifically, we
write le = Le+λe, where Le represents the lengths of the triangulation that solves (12), and λe

denotes the length fluctuations. The linearized Regge action, coupled to a point particle and
expanded up to second order, is given by

SLR
p = S(0)

p + S(1)
p + S(2)

p . (13)

The zeroth and first-order terms are given by the Hamilton-Jacobi function. These terms
vanish in the bulk of the discretized torus because they are proportional to the equations of
motion, but not at the boundary. The second-order term is given by the Hessian of the action
[32],

S(2)
p =

1

2

∑
e,e′

∂2Sp

∂le∂le′
λeλe′ =

1

16πG

∑
e,e′

λeHee′λe′ . (14)

The Hessian Hee′ will be a key object in this work since it is the only term in (13) that depends
on bulk degrees of freedom. Since the massive part of the action (11) is linear in length variables,
the Hessian does not change its form compared to the vacuum case. This will allow us to use
some of the results of [20].

3.3 Symmetry and diffeomorphisms

When considering the measure of the partition function in terms of discrete geometry variables,
the challenge of translating diffeomorphism invariance from the continuum to the discrete setting
arises. This difficulty, tied to the measure of integration over geometries, persists in both
frameworks. In particular, in 3D Regge gravity, diffeomorphism invariance is closely related to
the triangulation independence of the Regge action.

Linearized Regge calculus provides a significant advantage in this context, offering a well-
established discrete analogue of diffeomorphism invariance [33]. Moreover, it enables the con-
struction of an invariant measure, as demonstrated in [19]. This is

Dµ(l) =
∏
σ

1√
12πVσ

∏
e∈bulk

ledle√
8πGℏ

∏
e∈bdry

√
le√
8πGℏ

, (15)

where Vσ is the volume of a tetrahedron. As expected, this measure is invariant under refinement
refinements of the triangulation.

This gauge symmetry shows on the null vectors of the Hessian (14). The number of null
vectors is associated with the independent directions in which the bulk vertices can be moved
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without changing the boundary triangulation and the volume of the Regge action. As found in
[20], given n null vectors, we want to remove the factor

1

2π

∏
a=1,2,3

1√
8πGℏ

dxap, (16)

per bulk vertex. Here xap are the Euclidean coordinates of the vertex p in R3. This measure
represents the measure over the gauge orbits.

Even though we have seen that the form of the Hessian remains unchanged with respect to
the vacuum case, its number of eigenvectors will change. This is a signal of broken diffeomor-
phisms.

3.4 Triangulation

To begin, we select a background triangulation for the torus. This triangulation represents
a configuration with edge lengths that satisfy the equations of motion (12). For simplicity,
we use a modified version of the triangulation introduced in [20]. The construction consists
of horizontal slices along the time direction, corresponding to the non-contractible cycle of the
torus. Each slice is divided into six building blocks, as depicted in Fig. 3, and each building block
is further subdivided into three tetrahedra, as shown in Fig. 4. The background triangulation,
characterized by edge lengths A, R and T , and the corresponding spatial slices are illustrated
in Fig. 3.

a) b)

Figure 3: a) Spatial slice of the triangulation. b) Background triangulation for the torus with
NA prisms in the angular direction and NT slices in the time direction.

Note that the deficit angle appears along the central axis. It will be useful to express the
trigonometric relation between A and R in terms of the deficit angle. For this purpose, we
define the quantity

x :=
A2

2R2
= 1− cos

(
2πµ

NA

)
(17)

where µ = (1 − 4GM). This variable is a modified version of the one defined in [20] for
the vacuum case, and it matches that value when µ = 1. Additionally, imposing the flatness
condition on each triangle in a spatial slice reflects the deficit angle in the boundary deficit
angle θb (see Fig. 3), which is given by

θb = π − 2πµ

NA
. (18)
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After establishing the background triangulation, we now turn to studying the linearized quantum
theory. To this end, we introduce length fluctuations of the edges of the triangulation, denoted
by

λ(s, n) = (t(n), r(s, n), d(s, n), τ(s, n), α(s, n), η(s, n)). (19)

The pair (s, n) denotes coordinates in this triangulation corresponding to angular and temporal
directions as shown in Fig. 4. In these variables, we can write the partition function of the

Figure 4: Subdivision of each prism in three tetrahedrons and the bulk (left) and boundary
(right) fluctuations of its lengths [20].

linearized action (13) in the following way

Z({τ(s, n), α(s, n), η(s, n)}) =
∫ ∏

n

dt(n)
∏
s,n

dd(s, n)dr(s, n)µ(l)exp

(
−
SLR
p

ℏ

)
, (20)

where µ(l) is the density of the measure (15). This density evaluated in this background
triangulation takes the form

µ(l) =
RNANT TNT (R2 + T 2)NANT

(8πGℏ)NT (2NA+1)/2

1

(12πVσ)3NANT /2

√
ANANT

TNANT (A2 + T 2)NANT /2

(8πGℏ)3NANT /2
, (21)

where background tetrahedron volume is given by

Vσ =
1

12
ATR

√
4− 2x. (22)

Using the linearization of the action (13), the partition function can be written as

Z({τ(s, n), α(s, n), η(s, n)}) = e−
1
ℏS

(0)
p D e−F ({τ(s,n),α(s,n),η(s,n)}), (23)

where S
(0)
p is the action (11) on-shell, D is proportional to the one-loop determinant and F is

the part of the Hamilton-Jacobi function linear and quadratic in boundary length fluctuations.
It is worth mentioning that we expect this form for the partition function since in the vacuum
case it has this structure, both in the continuum and in the discrete. In this work, we show that
(23) gives the correct massive BMS3 character both in the discrete and continuum formulations.
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3.5 Hamilton-Jacobi function

Having established the structure of the partition function in terms of length fluctuations in the
previous section, we now focus on computing the first two terms in the linearized Regge action
(13). These terms are derived from the Hamilton-Jacobi function at zeroth and linear order
in boundary fluctuations. We begin by evaluating (11) in its background solution (12). The
bulk term is trivially zero for all edges of the triangulation except along the worldline WL. On
WL, the Einstein-Hilbert term cancels the massive worldline term in (11). Consequently, at
zeroth order, only the boundary term survives. This simplifies to a boundary term involving
the boundary deficit angle ωe. Recalling its definition (10) and using (18), we find

ωe =
2πµ

NA
. (24)

Substituting this value in the boundary term of the Regge action (11), and noting that NT×T =
β we get

S(0)
p = − β

4G
µ. (25)

For the first-order term, we need to take the first variation of the action, δleSp, and evaluate
it in the background solution. By definition, the solution to the equations of motion satisfies
δleSp

∣∣
sol

= 0. This yields the Hamilton-Jacobi function at linear order in boundary length
fluctuations,

S(1)
p = − 1

8πG

2πµ

NA

∑
s,n

τ(s, n). (26)

Now that we have derived the Hamilton-Jacobi function, we can proceed to analyze the second-
order part of the action and the corresponding Hessian. This analysis will be crucial for under-
standing the role of diffeomorphism invariance discussed earlier

3.6 Hessian and null vectors

As discussed before, the second-order order contribution to the linearized Regge action is the
Hessian (14), which we compute in this section. Given its scaling dimensions, it will be useful
to define the dimensionless hessian matrix Mee′ in the following form

Hee′ =
LeLe′

6Vσ
Mee′ , (27)

where Le and Le′ are the background lengths of the edges e and e′ and Vσ is the background
volume of a tetrahedron (22). Additionally, we introduce the rescaled fluctuation variables

λ̂e :=
Le√
6Vσ

λe, (28)

where λe denotes the length fluctuations (19). Given the setup of the twisted thermal torus, it
is convenient to Fourier transform the fluctuation variables (28) in both temporal and angular
directions. These are given by

λ̂(k, n) =
1√
NA

∑
s

e
−i 2π

NA
k·s

λ̂(s, n), (29)

λ̂(k, ν) =
1√
NT

∑
n

e
−i 2π

NT
(ν− γ

2π
k)·n

λ̂(k, n), (30)
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where k ∈ {0, 1, ..., NA − 1} and ν ∈ {0, 1, ..., NT − 1}. The parameter γ in (30) is called the
twist angle and it measures the angular rotation made before identifying t ∼ t+ β. It is given
by

γ = 2π
NA

NT
. (31)

Now, we can write the second order term in (13) in terms of these variables

S(2)
p =

1

16πG

∑
k,ν

(λ̂(k, ν))t · M̃(k, ν) · (λ̂(−k,−ν)), (32)

with
(λ̂(k, ν))t = (t̂(ν), r̂(k, ν), d̂(k, ν), τ̂(k, ν), α̂(k, ν), η̂(k, ν)) (33)

the Fourier transform of the rescaled length fluctuations. As mentioned earlier, the form of the
Hessian matrix remains unchanged compared with the vacuum case because the worldline part
of (11) is linear in the length variables. This was computed in [20] and is given by

M̃(k, ν) =


0 −2x

√
NAδk,0 0 0

√
NAδk,0 0

−2x
√
NAδk,0 ∆k 2x (1− ωv)−∆k (ωk − 1 + 2x)ωv ωkωv − 1 ωv − ωkωv

0 2x
(
1− 1

ωv

)
−∆k ∆k

1
ωk

− 1 1
ωv

− ωk ωk − 1

0 1
ωv

(
1
ωk

− 1 + 2x
)

ωk − 1 1 ωk
2 − 1

2ωv
−ωk√

NAδk,0
1

ωkωv
− 1 ωv − 1

ωk

1
2ωk

− ωv
2 1 −ωv

2 − 1
2

0 1
ωv

− 1
ωkωv

1
ωk

− 1 − 1
ωk

− 1
2ωv

− 1
2 1

,


(34)

where

ωk := e
i 2π
NA

k
, ∆k := 2− ωk − ω−1

k ,

ωv := e
i 2π
NT

v
, ∆v := 2− ωv − ω−1

v .
(35)

and v := ν − γ
2πk. As discussed in [20], ∆k and ∆v are the eigenvalues of the Laplacians in the

angular and temporal directions, respectively.
In order to identify the symmetries of the action, we need to compute the null eigenvectors

of the matrix (34). To begin, we find that

(nτ )
t(k ̸= 0, ν) = (0, 0, 1, 1− ωv, 0, 1− ωvωk), (36)

is a null vector that corresponds to the rescaling of time slices in triangulation. This is making
the n-th time slice larger and compensating this by making the (n− 1)-th slice smaller. Addi-
tionally, there is a null vector that captures the global rescaling symmetry of the Hessian (14).
This is given by

(nsc)
t(k = 0, ν = 0) =

(
T 2

√
NA

, R2, R2 + T 2, T 2, A2, A2 + T 2

)
. (37)

It is important to emphasize that these null vectors do not correspond to gauge symmetries of
the bulk part of the path integral (23). This distinction arises because the degrees of freedom
we aim to integrate explicitly are those in the bulk. The two null vectors identified here are
associated with boundary vertex displacements and global rescaling of the triangulation. In
other words, these two null vectors do not affect the one-loop determinant of the bulk Hessian.
Null vectors that reside entirely in the bulk will be analyzed in the next section.
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3.7 Gauge modes

Since the one-loop determinant is proportional to the inverse of the product of eigenvalues of
the bulk Hessian, it is crucial to identify its null vectors. To identify these gauge modes, we
analyze the bulk part of the Hessian, which is the upper-left 3×3 sub-matrix of (34). For k = 0,
this matrix is given by

M̃bulk(0, ν) :=

 0 −2x
√
NA 0

−2x
√
NA 0 2x(1− ωv)

0 2x(1− ω−1
v ) 0

 , (38)

which has a null vector given by

nt(k = 0, ν) =

(
(1− ωv)√

NA
, 0,−ωv, 0, 0, 0

)
. (39)

This corresponds to variations of the lengths in the temporal (t) and diagonal (d) directions.
With the bulk Hessian and its null vector identified, we can now substitute these into (32)

to compute their contribution to the partition function. This involves integrating out the bulk
variables (r̂, d̂) by diagonalizing (38) and performing the Gaussian integral∫

dr̂(ν)dd̂(ν)dr̂(−ν)dd̂(−ν) exp

(
−1

2
(t̂, r̂, d̂) · M̃bulk(0, ν) · (t̂, r̂, d̂)t

)
=

4π2

4x2∆v
. (40)

Since (38) has a null vector, we have to take it into account in the gauge measure (16). Doing so
and taking the product over all the values of ν we get the following contribution to the one-loop
partition function

(8πGℏ)
3
2
NT

(
2π

2x

)NT (6Vσ)
3
2
NT

R2NT TNT
. (41)

Geometrically, this null vector corresponds to invariance under displacements of the bulk vertices
in the time direction. This symmetry extends to the point particle term of the action, as it
reflects the parametrization invariance of the worldline.

For k ̸= 0, the bulk Hessian does not have any null vectors. This stands in contrast to the
vacuum case [20], where the k = ±1 modes also correspond to gauge modes. In the vacuum
case, the k = ±1 null vectors reflected the invariance of the partition function under vertex
displacements at the center of the torus triangulation. However, in the massive case, the center
of the torus is no longer a gauge choice but represents the physical trajectory of a point particle.
Geometrically, this corresponds to the particle’s trajectory breaking a diffeomorphism symmetry
that existed in the vacuum case. These remaining degrees of freedom, which are not associated
with gauge symmetries, are referred to as physical modes.

3.8 Physical modes

Now, to compute the partition function contribution from the physical modes, we need to
consider the full Hessian (34). First, we integrate out the d̂ variables by solving the equations

δS
δd̂(k,ν)

= 0 and δS
δd̂(−k,−ν)

= 0 for d̂(k, ν) and d̂(−k,−ν). After finding these solutions, we

substitute them into (34) and extract the coefficients of the resulting matrix

M̃r(k, ν) =


2x∆v

(
1− 2x

∆k

) (∆k−2x)
(

1
ωk

−ωv

)
1− 1

ωk

(
1− 1

ωv

)
(ωvωk − 1)

(
1− 2x

∆k

)
(∆k−2x)(ωv−1)

1− 1
ωk

(∆k−2x)
(
ωk− 1

ωv

)
1−ωk

0 − (ωk+1)(ωkωv−1)
2(ωk−1)ωv

0

(1− ωv)
(

1
ωvωk

− 1
)(

1− 2x
∆k

)
− (ωk+1)(ωkωv−1)

2(ωk−1)ωk

ωvωk−ωk+
1

ωkωv
− 1

ωk
∆k

(ωk+1)(ωv−1)
2(ωk−1)

(∆k−2x)
(

1
ωv

−1
)

1−ωk
0 (ωk+1)(ωv−1)

2(ωk−1)ωv
0

 . (42)
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Recall that in this step we are computing Gaussian integrals and summing over all the modes
(k, ν) with |k| > 0. The factor we get from integrating out the d̂ variables is

NA−1∏
k=1

NT−1∏
ν=1

∫
dd̂(k, ν)dd̂(−k,−ν) exp

(
− 1

2× 8πGℏ
d̂(k, ν) ·∆k · d̂(−k,−ν)

)
= (8πGℏ)

NT (NA−1)

2 (2π)
NT (NA−1)

2 N−NT
A .

(43)

3.9 One-loop determinant

The one-loop determinant, by definition, is the determinant of the Hessian restricted to the
bulk variables. Since there are no zero eigenvalues for k ̸= 0, we consider the upper-left part of
(34)

M̃bulk(k ̸= 0, ν) :=

(
∆k 2x (1− ωv)−∆k

2x
(
1− ω−1

v

)
−∆k ∆k

)
. (44)

From (42), we observe that integrating out the r̂ variables corresponds to a Gaussian integral
with the following exponent

2x∆v

(
1− 2x

∆k

)
. (45)

Next, by taking the product over all the modes (k ̸= 0, ν), we obtain

(2x)NT (NA−1)

(
NA−1∏
k=1

(
1− 2x

∆k

)NT
)(

NA−1∏
k=1

NT−1∏
ν=0

∆v

)
. (46)

Using the definition of ∆v and adding the corresponding factors of π and Gℏ from the action,
we arrive to the following expression

(8πGℏ)
NT (NA−1)

2 (2π)
NT (NA−1)

2 (2x)
−NT (NA−1)

2 f(x,NA)
−NT

2

[
NA−1∏
k=1

(2− 2 cos(γk))

]− 1
2

, (47)

where

f(x,NA) :=

NA−1∏
k=1

(
1− 2x

∆k

)
=

(
1

1−x+
√

(x−2)x
; e

i2πi
NA

)
NA

(
− 1

x−1+
√

(x−2)x
; e

i2πi
NA

)
NA

2
((

e
i2πi
NA ; e

i2πi
NA

)
NA−1

)2 , (48)

and (·; ·)N is the q-Pochhammer symbol.
We combine the integration contributions from the gauge modes (41), the measure, and

the physical modes (43) along with the one-loop determinant D (47) in (23). The resulting
expression is

D = 2−NT (2π)−
NTNA

2

(
R

A

)NT (NA−1)

(ART )−
NTNA

2 (A2T )NT

(
4− A2

R2

)−NT

(
NA
4

+1
)

(
N2

A

2NA−2
f(x,NA)

)−NT
2

 ∏
e∈bdry

L
1/2
e

(8πGℏ)1/4

(NA−1)/2∏
k=1

1

|1− qk|2


:= D̃

(NA−1)/2∏
k=1

1

|1− qk|2
,

(49)

where we denote q = exp(iγ). Notably, γ plays a role analogue to the modular parameter in
the AdS3 case.
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Using this result and the zeroth and first order parts of the action, (25) and (26) respectively,
we can write the resulting partition function

Z({τ(s, n), α(s, n), η(s, n)}) = exp

(
1

ℏ
β

4G
µ

)
D̃

(NA−1)/2∏
k=1

1

|1− qk|2
e−F ({τ(s,n),α(s,n),η(s,n)}).

(50)
Let us analyze each component of this expression in detail.

1. The constant D̃: This term depends on the background triangulation through the
lengths of the building blocks and the number of segments along the radial and time
directions. While it also depends on G and ℏ, these dependencies are only through power-
law factors, which do not contribute to the BMS3 character. As a result, D̃ is inherently
discretization-dependent. Importantly, we expect it to approach a constant value in the
continuum limit, which has been confirmed through numerical checks.

2. The product |1 − qk|−2: Similar to the vacuum case [20], this factor becomes singular
when γ×k is an integer multiple of 2π. In the discrete geometry case, this is not problem-
atic because γ takes rational values and k is an integer. However, in the continuum limit,
these singularities can arise in general. To address this, one would need to regularize by
taking γ → γ+ϵ. We will further comment on this issue when performing the computation
directly in the continuum.

3. Agreement with the massive BMS3 character: In the refinement limit, NA →
∞, (50) matches the character of a massive BMS3 particle (2). By comparing the two
expressions and setting α0 = iβ, we identify the following relations

m =
M

ℏ
, c =

6

Gℏ
. (51)

These relations establish a correspondence between the geometrical massM and the BMS3
mass m, as well as between Newton’s constant and the central charge c. The latter is
consistent with the value reported in the literature [34].

This result provides a clear geometric understanding of the difference between the vacuum and
massive cases. The distinction, characterized by the value of k at which the product expansion
begins (k = 1 for massive and k = 2 for vacuum), is beautifully realized in the discrete geometry
framework. This framework enables us to track the underlying geometrical degrees of freedom
that differentiate the two scenarios. Specifically, this difference is reflected in the number of
diffeomorphisms on which the action (3) is invariant. Physically, this means that in the massive
case, the center of the torus is no longer a gauge choice, as it is in the vacuum case, but is
instead defined by the particle’s trajectory.

Now that we have integrated the bulk degrees of freedom of the system, we turn our attention
to the analysis of the resulting boundary degrees of freedom contained in the effective boundary
action F in (50).

3.10 Effective boundary action

The resulting effective boundary action F in (50) corresponds to the linear and quadratic parts
in boundary fluctuations of (13). The linear contribution is given by (26), while the quadratic
part is obtained by integrating out the bulk fluctuations of the Hessian (34). For k ̸= 0, this
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integration involves the variables d̂ and r̂ from (34). The resulting boundary matrix is

M̃b(k, ν) =
1

2x

 −∆k∆kv
∆v

−∆kv(1−ωk)
(1−ωv)

−∆k(ωk−ω−1
v )

(1−ω−1
v )

. . . −∆kv (1− ω−1
k )(1− ωkωv)

. . . . . . −∆k


+

 ∆kv
∆v

−(1+ωv)(ω
−1
v −ωk)

2(1−ωv)
− (ωk−ω−1

v )

(1−ω−1
v )

. . . 1 −1
2(1 + ωv)

. . . . . . 1

 ,

(52)

where the missing entries are such that the matrix is hermitian and we define

∆kv = 2− ωkωv − (ωkωv)
−1. (53)

Note that, while the coefficients are identical to those in the vacuum case [20], the presence of
the mass is implicitly encoded in the definition of x as given in (17). This matrix makes up for
the second-order contribution to the action that has the following form

8πGS
(2)
b = −1

2

∑
k,ν

(λ̂b(k, ν))
t · M̃b(k, ν) · (λ̂b(k, ν)), (54)

where λ̂b(k, ν) = (τ̂(k, ν), α̂(k, ν), η̂(k, ν)).
In order to facilitate comparison with the continuum case, is it useful to change variables

from length fluctuations to metric fluctuations. By following the procedure outlined in [20], we
find

(hab + δhab)e
a
τe

b
τ = (T + τ)2 = T 2 + 2Tτ +O(τ2),

(hab + δhab)e
a
αe

b
α = (A+ α)2 = A2 + 2Aα+O(α2),

(hab + δhab)(e
a
τ + eaα)(e

b
τ + ebα) = (

√
A2 + T 2 + η2)2

= A2 + T 2 + 2
√
A2 + T 2η +O(η2),

(55)

where hab and δhab are the background boundary metric and its fluctuation respectively, and
ea = (eaτ , e

a
α) is a unit vector in the tangent space of the boundary of the twisted thermal torus.

These equations fix the background boundary metric to be hab = diag(T 2, A2). Incorporating
the definition (28), we have δhττ

δhαα
δhτα

 =
√
6Vσ

 2 0 0
0 2 0
−1 −1 1

 τ̂
α̂
η̂

+O(λ2
b), (56)

where O(λ2
b) denotes higher order terms in boundary length fluctuations. The linear order

boundary length fluctuations are useful for writing the second-order part of the boundary action
(54). However, there is the first-order part of the action, (26), which is linear in boundary length
fluctuations, τ . To obtain the quadratic order contribution from the first-order action, we must
also express τ in terms of metric variables up to second order. This is given by

τ =
1

2T
δhττ −

1

8T 3
(δhττ )

2 +O((δhττ )
3). (57)

Finally, by combining the second-order action up to linear order and the first-order action up
to quadratic order, we obtain the following matrix

M̃h
b (k, ν) = − 1

8(6Vσ)

1

x

 −∆2
k

∆v
∆k 2∆k(1−ωk)

(1−ω−1
v )

. . . ∆v 2(1− ωk)(1− ωv)

. . . . . . 4∆k

−

 2∆k
∆v

(1− ωk) 4 (1−ωk)

(1−ω−1
v )

. . . ∆v 2(1− ωv)

. . . . . . 8


+

πµ

8NAT 3

(
1 0 0
. . . 0 0
. . . . . . 0

)
.

(58)
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The effective boundary action in metric fluctuations is

Sh
p
(2)

= − 1

16πG

∑
k,ν

(δh(k, ν))t · M̃h
b (k, ν) · (δh(k, ν)). (59)

which incorporates both the boundary Hessian after integrating bulk degrees of freedom as well
as the first order part (26).

We will come back to this effective boundary action to take the continuum limit of the
discrete geometry model. This step is essential for comparing the outcomes of the Regge gravity
computations with the results of the continuum theory in Section 4.

3.11 Comparison with the vacuum case

In this section, we compare our results with those of the vacuum case reported in [20]. This serves
as both a valuable consistency check and a means to identify the remnants of diffeomorphism
breaking introduced by the presence of the massive particle.

In the pure gravity case, the k = ±1 modes were identified as gauge modes. However, in
the presence of a massive particle at the center of the torus, these modes become physical.
This change is directly linked to the breaking of radial diffeomorphism invariance caused by the
particle’s worldline. As a consistency check, we track the deformation of the eigenvalues of (44)
in the limit M ≪ 1 (or equivalently in the vanishing deficit angle limit µ ∼ 1) and prove that
the k = ±1 eigenvalue vanishes for M = 0. We begin by expanding x, given by (17), around
M = 0 in the following way

x = 1− cos

(
2π

NA

)
− 8πGM

NA
sin

(
2π

NA

)
+O(M2). (60)

This implies
∆k=±1 = 2(x+ aM) +O(M2), (61)

where a = 8πG
NA

sin
(

2π
NA

)
. With this expansion, we can rewrite (44) in a more explicit form,

which facilitates the comparison between the massive and vacuum cases

M̃bulk(±1, ν) ≈
(

x+ aM −aM − xωv

−aM − xω−1
v x+ aM

)
. (62)

Next, we compute the eigenvalues of this bulk Hessian, which are given by

λ1
± = (x+ aM)±

√
(x+ aM)2 − a∆vMx. (63)

Expanding these expressions around M = 0, we find

λ1
± ≈

{
a∆vM,

2x− a∆vM.
(64)

These eigenvalues reduce to those reported in the vacuum case [20] when M = 0. Furthermore,
the eigenvalue λ1

+ = a∆vM , which corresponds vanishes in the vacuum case, is associated with
the eigenvector

nr(k = ±1, ν) ≈ (0, ωv, 1, 0, 0, 0) +
aM

2x
(1− ω2

v) (0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0) . (65)

This eigenvector also reduces to the vacuum case null eigenvector in the M → 0 limit, providing
a consistent result.
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4 Partition function in the continuum

In this section, we extend the discrete geometry computations to the continuum setting, focusing
on how the mass modifies the boundary action (127) and its relation to the massive BMS3
character. Following the methods in [21], we introduce a massive point particle at the center of
the twisted thermal flat torus and derive the corresponding dual boundary field action.

We begin by setting up the geometric framework using Gaussian coordinates. This choice
naturally foliates the bulk into constant-radius surfaces, simplifying the integration over bulk
variables. Within this setup, we parametrize metric perturbations in terms of diffeomorphism-
generating vector fields. The Hamilton-Jacobi functional can then be conveniently expressed in
terms of these vector fields, which generate on-shell metric perturbations. Since these vector
fields are non-local on the boundary metric, this suggests the existence of a quasi-local dual
boundary field theory.

Similarly to the vacuum case, we propose a Liouville-like boundary theory that reproduces
the Hamilton-Jacobi functional for 3D gravity. We can do this because the presence of a
test particle introduces a conical defect that modifies the spacetime globally, while the local
structure remains identical to the vacuum case. Consequently, the Hamilton-Jacobi functional
for the action (3) coincides with that of vacuum gravity. Moreover, the equations of motion
impose a key condition: the scalar field must correspond to the geodesic length from the center
of the torus to its boundary.

However, as noted in [21], the geodesic length alone is a degenerate observable, meaning that
multiple Liouville-like boundary theories can yield the same scalar field. To resolve this, [21]
introduced a smoothness condition at the central axis of the torus, ensuring that the spacetime
remains free of singularities at r = 0. In the massive case, the central axis coincides with the
worldline of the point particle, making it a physical feature rather than a gauge choice. We
adopt the same method and impose smoothness conditions at the central axis.

Unlike in vacuum 3D gravity, where diffeomorphism invariance holds in all directions, the
presence of a point particle explicitly breaks diffeomorphism invariance in the radial direction.
As in the discrete case, these additional Fourier modes are crucial for obtaining the massive
BMS3 character.

4.1 Background metric and perturbations

We begin with the same background geometry as in the discrete case: the twisted thermal flat
torus. To express its metric, we introduce Gaussian coordinates, writing it as

gabdx
adxb = dr2 + hABdy

AdyB, (66)

where a, b, . . . denote spacetime indices, and A,B, . . . label spatial coordinates on constant-r
surfaces. In these coordinates, the extrinsic curvature KAB = 1

2∂⊥hAB for a constant-r surface
reads

KAB =rδθAδ
θ
B. (67)

To account for metric fluctuations γab around this background geometry, we write the full metric
as

gfullab = gab + γab. (68)

For convenience, we denote the components of the metric perturbation at constant background
radii surfaces as γ⊥⊥, γ⊥A, and γAB.

Since we aim to replicate the results obtained in the discrete setting, our goal is to com-
pute the Hamilton-Jacobi functional for linearized gravity coupled to a point particle in the
continuum. However, introducing a point particle creates a conical defect in the background
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a) b)

Figure 5: a) Diffeomorphism-generating vector fields on the Gaussian surfaces of constant radii.
b) A constant time slice and the geodesic length ℓ from the center of the torus to the boundary.
The point particle’s worldline is shown in orange.

spacetime, making it homogeneous everywhere except at the center of the torus. This is re-
flected in the equations of motion (4), which require the Ricci scalar to be nonzero at the center.
Consequently, the equations of motion are not diffeomorphism equivalent to a homogeneously
curved spacetime.

Despite this, the discrete geometry computations provide a key guiding principle: the only
way in which the point particle affects the theory’s diffeomorphisms is by breaking invariance
in the radial direction. To verify whether this remains true in the continuum setting, we follow
[21] and use diffeomorphism-generating vector fields to check whether the solutions display
diffeomorphism invariance in the radial direction.

The relations between spacetime covariant derivatives and spatial covariant derivatives for
a diffeomorphism-generating vector ξ are

∇AξB = DAξB +KABξ⊥, (69)

∇Aξ⊥ = DA(ξ⊥) +KB
A ξB. (70)

Here, ∇ denotes the covariant derivative with respect to metric g, D is the covariant derivative
with respect to h,

DAB =− 2

r
hAB∂

2
t . (71)

Since ξ⊥ is a vector perpendicular to the boundary surface, it is treated as a scalar with respect
to the boundary coordinate system. This implies that DAξ⊥ = ∂Aξ⊥.

The metric γAB can be parametrized using the vector components ξ⊥ and ξA in the following
way

γAB = [Lξg]AB = ∇AξB +∇BξA = 2ξ⊥KAB + [Lξ||h]AB. (72)

We assume the relation between the boundary metric perturbations and the diffeomorphism-
generating vector fields is invertible. Using this, the vector components ξ⊥ and ξA are deter-
mined by

∆ξ⊥ =ΠABγAB,

DA
Bξ

B =2(KBC −KhBC)δ
2
ΓA
BC

(73)
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where
∆ =2(KCD −KhCD)DCDD − 2RK = −2r−1∂2

t ,

DA
B =2(KBC −KhCD)DCDDh

A
B − 2RKA

B,

ΠAB =DADB − hABDCD
C − 1

2
2RhAB,

δ
2
ΓA
BC =

1

2
hAD(DBγAC +DCγBA −DAγBC).

(74)

As mentioned in [21], this implies that in order to solve for ξ⊥ and ξA, the operators ∆ and
DA

B need to be inverted. Thus, these fields are non-local functionals of the boundary metric.
Furthermore, the previous expressions suggest a relationship between ΠABγAB and the first
variation of the boundary Ricci scalar δ(2R) given by,

ΠABγAB =δ(2R) (75)

This relation arises due to the invariance of ξ⊥ under linearized boundary tangential diffeomor-
phisms, which leads to the vanishing of ΠAB on perturbations induced by tangential diffeomor-
phisms.

To finish, we write the lapse γ⊥⊥ and shift γ⊥A of the metric perturbations as functions of
the generating vector fields (ξ⊥, ξA) in the following way

γ⊥⊥ =2∂⊥ξ
⊥,

γ⊥A =∇⊥ξA +∇Aξr = DAξ
⊥ + hAB∂⊥ξ

B.
(76)

4.2 Hamilton-Jacobi functional

In this section, we examine the first- and second-order variations of the Hamilton-Jacobi func-
tional for the action (3). We treat the point particle as a test particle and focus solely on
variations with respect to the metric, neglecting variations with respect to the particle’s degrees
of freedom. Since the point particle only introduces a conical defect, we take an alternative
approach by considering a partition function over a flat spacetime with this defect. This follows
the same procedure as in the vacuum case, with the crucial distinction that we will carefully ac-
count for the angular identification at a later stage. As we will see, this is sufficient to reproduce
the massive BMS3 character.

The first-order variation of the gravitational action (3) is given by

δS =− 1

16πG

∫
M

d3x
√
g

(
1

2
Rgab −Rab

)
δgab −

1

16πG

∫
∂M

d2y
√
h(KhAB −KAB)δgAB

(77)
We use the first-order variation of the action to determine the first-order on-shell action, the
equations of motion evaluated on the background, and the momentum conjugated to the metric
πAB =

√
h(KAB −KhAB). We use the parametrization δgab = γab = Lξgab and the fact that,

in Gaussian coordinates, the extrinsic curvature is given by KAB = 1
2∂⊥hAB. Since hAB only

varies for the boundary metric fluctuations, the first-order of the on-shell action evaluates to,

S
(1)
HJ = − 1

16πG

∫
∂M

d2y
√
h(2R) (78)

This corresponds to the first-order Hamilton-Jacobi functional in the massless case [21], where
the boundary Ricci scalar comes from the Gauss-Codazzi relations

K2 −KABK
AB = 2R, DAK

A
B −DBK = 0. (79)

The presence of first-order terms of ξ will lead to higher-order terms necessary to make the
effective action invariant under boundary tangential diffeomorphisms.
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The second-order part of the Hamilton–Jacobi functional in ξ⊥ evaluates to

S
(2)
HJ =− 1

32πG

∫
∂M

d2y
√
h(ξ⊥∆ξ⊥ − ξADABξ

B) (80)

This means that the form of the second-order Hamilton-Jacobi functional unchanged with re-
spect to the vacuum case [21]1.

4.3 Geodesic length and boundary field

Since the form of the dual boundary field theory is not immediately evident from the form of
(80), in [21], the authors sought a boundary field action that satisfies the following criteria:

• It reproduces the equations of motion for the geodesic length.

• It captures the boundary diffeomorphism-invariant part of the Hamilton-Jacobi functional.

• Its one-loop determinant yields the vacuum BMS3 character.

Their approach identifies the geodesic length spanning from the boundary to the central axis
as the relevant boundary field. As noted in [21], this geodesic length serves as an observable
characterizing the embedding of the boundary in the bulk solution. Moreover, in the discrete
case, the triangulation structure closely resembles that of the vacuum case [20], as illustrated
in Figures 3 and 4, where edge lengths extend from the boundary to a central point or axis in
the bulk. Motivated by this similarity, we adopt the same procedure in the continuum case.

We consider a geodesic from a point on the boundary (rb, y
A) to the central axis (rb = 0, yA).

A geodesic affinely parametrized with respect to a background metric of the Gaussian form
satisfies the geodesic equation

dxa

dτ
∇a

dxa

dτ
= Γb

⊥⊥(r2 − r1)
2 = 0, (81)

where τ is the affine parameter and r2, r1 are fixed endpoints. Its length is given by

ℓ =
1

2

∫ r2

r1

dr γ⊥⊥ (82)

at first order in metric perturbations. Using (76), we have that

ℓ = ξ⊥(r2)− ξ⊥(r1). (83)

This establishes the relation between the geodesic length, metric perturbations, and ξ⊥.
In order to obtain the effective action for geodesic length that displays the same diffeomor-

phism and gauge symmetries as in [21], we introduce a Lagrange multiplier λ in the following
form

−8πGS
(2)
λ =

1

4

∫
M

d3x
√
gγab(V

abcdγcd +
1

2
Gabcdef∇c∇dγef )+

1

4

∫
∂M

d2y
√
hγab((B1)

abcdγcd + (B2)
abcde∇cγde)+

1

4

∫
(∂M)out

d2yλ(y)(ρ(y)− ℓ[γ⊥⊥]).

(84)

1Another way of seeing this is by taking the variations of the full action (3) with respect to the metric and
noting that, since the worldline of the point particle is parametrization invariant in the time direction and the
particle is spinless, the second-order part of the Hamilton-Jacobi functional quadratic in ξ⊥ is proportional to
Ktt which vanishes.
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The first two terms correspond to the bulk and boundary contributions to the gravitational
action, respectively. These terms are not uniquely determined, as their form can be modified
through integration by parts. We choose them such that the bulk term vanishes on-shell (see
Appendix A). The parameter λ is treated as a first-order variable in the boundary metric
perturbation and it is a scalar density with respect to the boundary metric. The field ρ is a
scalar defined on the boundary.

Notably, there is no explicit particle term in (84). This is because adding such a term is
unnecessary: in the equations of motion derived from the action (3), the mass term (or the
energy-momentum tensor) remains invariant under metric variations. Furthermore, the metric
solution to (4) corresponds to a twisted flat spacetime, similar to the vacuum case in [21], but
rescaled in θ. Thus, the mass dependence only becomes explicit when solving the equations of
motion for the metric perturbations.

The equations of motion for λ evaluated on background solutions yield the geodesic length,

ℓ =
1

2

∫ rout

rin

dr γ⊥⊥. (85)

This expression describes two possible scenarios. In the first, both an outer and an inner
boundary exist, with geodesics spanning from a point on the outer boundary (rout, y) to the
inner boundary point (rin, y). In the second scenario, only an outer boundary is present, and
geodesics extend from a boundary point to a point in the bulk at the center (r = 0, Pr→0(y))
where Pr→0(y) is a projection of the y boundary point to a set of points described by r = 0.

In order to solve for the metric perturbations and the Lagrange multiplier, we consider the
equations of motion by varying the action (84) with respect to the metric components,

Ĝab := V abcdγcd +
1

2
Gabcdef∇c∇dγef =

1

4

λ(y)√
h
δa⊥δ

b
⊥. (86)

Since we used Gaussian coordinates, we can write
√
g =

√
h. The contracted Bianchi identities,

as calculated in [21] for (86), guarantee three redundancies for the vacuum Einstein equations.
This will allow us to solve for the three metric components γ⊥⊥ and γ⊥A in terms of γAB and
λ. In the next section, we will derive the effective action for a surface given by the boundary of
the solid torus.

4.4 Solving for the metric perturbations

To solve the equations of motion (86), we Fourier transform the metric perturbations,

γab(r, t, θ) =
1√
2πβµ

∑
k′t,k

′
θ

γab(r, kt, kθ)e
i( θ

µ
)k′θeitkt , (87)

with

γab(r, k
′
t, k

′
θ) =

1√
2πβµ

∫ β/2

−β/2
dt

∫ πµ

−πµ
dθ γab(r, t, θ)e

−i( θ
µ
)k′θe−itkt . (88)

Here, the range for θ is −πµ ≤ θ ≤ πµ, which makes the conical deficit explicit. We use the
abbreviations kt =

2π
β (k′t −

γ
2πk

′
θ), and k′θ, k

′
t ∈ Z.

Taking the Fourier transform of the equations of motion (86), we solve for the lapse and
shift components, γ⊥⊥ and γ⊥A, of the metric perturbations. This results in

γ⊥⊥ =2∂⊥

(
1

2r

(
γθθ +

k′2θ
µ2k2t

γtt − 2
k′θ
µkt

γθt

))
(89)

=2∂⊥ξ
⊥,
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γ⊥θ =ik′θ
1

2rµ

(
γθθ +

k′2θ
µ2k2t

γtt − 2
k′θ
µkt

γθt

)
+ r2∂⊥

(
i

r2

(
k′θ

2µk2t
γtt −

1

kt
γθt

))
− ik′θλ

1

4µk2t
(90)

= i
k′θ
µ
ξ⊥ + r2∂⊥ξ

θ − ik′θλ
1

4µk2t
,

γ⊥t =ikt
1

2r

(
γθθ +

k′2θ
µ2k2t

γtt − 2
k′θ
µkt

γθt

)
+ ∂⊥

(
− i

2kt
γtt

)
− iktλ

1

4k2t
(91)

= iktξ
⊥ + ∂⊥ξ

t − iktλ
1

4k2t
.

These expressions reduce to (76) when λ = 0. Moreover, they match the vacuum solution
reported in [21], with k′θ replaced by k′θ/µ, as expected, since the only difference between the
geometries is the modified angular periodicity introduced by the conical defect. As we will see,
this modification introduces an additional broken diffeomorphism, ultimately leading to the
expected result for the massive BMS3 character.

The solution for the diffeomorphism generating vector field (ξ⊥, ξA) is

ξ⊥ =
1

2r

(
γθθ +

k′2θ
µ2k2t

γtt − 2
k′θ
µkt

γθt

)
, (92)

ξθ =
i

r2

(
k′θ

2µk2t
γtt −

1

kt
γθt

)
, (93)

ξt = − i

2kt
γtt. (94)

Taking the variation of the Lagrange multiplier of action (84), we obtain

ρ =
1

2

∫ r2

r1

drγ⊥⊥ = ξ̂⊥(r2)− ξ̂⊥(r1), (95)

where

ξ̂⊥ = ξ⊥ − 1

2∆

λ√
h
= ξ⊥ − 1

4k2t
λ. (96)

We note that in the case of a solid torus, (92) diverges at r = 0. Furthermore, as seen in (96),
the λ term is independent of r, which implies that for nonzero radius, the scalar field ρ also
becomes independent of λ. Consequently, λ remains a free parameter, leaving no additional
constraint to determine ρ. As argued in [21], this prevents the formulation of a well-defined
dual boundary field theory for gravity since the λ-dependent terms cancel between the bulk and
boundary contributions.

This issue is resolved by imposing smoothness conditions at the central axis of the twisted
thermal flat spacetime. In the vacuum case, choosing the center of the torus is a gauge choice.
In the massive case, however, this only holds partially. While there is still a symmetry in the
time direction due to reparametrizations of the worldline, the radial position of the center is
now fixed by the presence of the point particle. As we will see, this has direct implications for
the smoothness conditions at r = 0.

4.5 Implementing smoothness conditions for the metric at r = 0

To impose smoothness conditions, we Taylor expand the metric perturbations around r = 0
following [21],

γab = a
(0)
ab + a

(1)
ab r + a

(2)
ab r

2 +O(r3) for ab =⊥⊥, tt, ⊥ t;

γab = a
(1)
ab r + a

(2)
ab r

2 +O(r3) for ab =⊥ θ, θt;

γθθ = a
(2)
θθ r

2 +O(r3).

(97)

21



To ensure finiteness at r = 0 the following conditions need to be met: a
(n)
ab = 0 for n < 0,

a
(0)
aθ = 0 and a

(0)
θθ , a

(1)
θθ = 0. By matching these expressions with the Taylor expansion of (89),

(90) and (91), we obtain
k′2θ
µ2k2t

a
(0)
tt = 0, (98)(

1− µ2

k′2θ

)(
k′2θ
µ2k2t

a
(1)
tt − 2

k′θ
µkt

a
(1)
θt

)
=

λ

2k2t
. (99)

Equation (98) ensures that a
(−1)
rθ and a

(−1)
rt vanish while imposing the additional condition that

a
(0)
tt = 0 for k′θ ̸= 0. On the other hand, (99) is well-defined for all k′θ ̸= 0, in contrast to

[21], where k′θ = ±1 are problematic and they represent gauge modes. This demonstrates that
k′θ = ±1 are no longer gauge modes but instead correspond to physical modes, representing
broken diffeomorphisms caused by the presence of the point particle. This result aligns with
the findings from the discrete setting, as discussed in Section 3.7.

Imposing the condition a
(0)
tt = 0, we find that at r = 0,

ξ⊥(0) = lim
r→0

1

2r

(
γθθ +

k′2θ
k2t

γtt − 2
k′θ
kt

γθt

)
=
1

2

(
k′2θ
k2t

a
(1)
tt − 2

k′θ
kt

a
(1)
θt

)
=
1

4

k′2θ
(k′2θ − µ2)

λ

k2t
.

(100)

We use this to solve the equation of motion for the Lagrange multiplier λ,

ρ =
1

2

∫ rout

0
dr γ⊥⊥ = ξ⊥(rout)− ξ⊥(0), (101)

where

ξ⊥(rout) =
1

2rout

(
γθθ(rout) +

k′2θ
µ2k2t

γtt(rout)− 2
k′θ
µkt

γθt(rout)

)
. (102)

Using these expressions, we find a solution for the Lagrange multiplier

λ = 4k2t

(
1− µ2

k′2θ

)(
ξ⊥(rout)− ρ

)
. (103)

In order to deduce the dual boundary action, we evaluate the action (84) on this solution.

4.6 Dual boundary action

Evaluating the bulk term of the action (84) on the solutions to the equations of motion, we find

−8πGS
(2)
bulk =

1

4

∫
M

d3x
√
gγabĜ

ab

=
1

16

∫
M

d2ydrγ⊥⊥(r, y)λ(y)

=
1

8

∫
∂M

d2yλ(y)(ξ⊥(rout, y)− ξ⊥(0, y)).

(104)

The boundary part of (84) consists of two parts: the boundary solution without λ which is

essentially S
(2)
HJ , and the boundary contribution proportional to the Lagrange multiplier λ [21].

This reads,

−8πGS
(2)
bdry = −8πGS

(2)
HJ − 1

8

∫
∂M

d2yλ(y)ξ⊥(rout, y). (105)
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However, the second term vanishes on the solution to the equations of motion (101). Therefore,
the action (84) on-shell reduces to

−8πGS
(2)
λ |sol =− 8πGS

(2)
HJ(rout)−

1

8

∫
∂M

d2yλ(y)(ξ⊥(0, y)). (106)

We note that the terms proportional to ξ⊥(rout, y) cancel out. Substituting the solutions for λ
and ξ⊥(0, y) to the above expression, we obtain

−8πGS
(2)
λ |sol =− 8πGS

(2)
HJ(rout)−

1

2

∫
∂M

d2y

[
(ξ⊥(rout)− ρ)k2t

(
1− µ2

k′2θ

)
(ξ⊥(rout)− ρ)

]
(107)

Taking the inverse Fourier transform and using (103), we obtain

−8πGS
(2)
λ |sol =− 8πGS

(2)
HJ(rout) +

1

2

∫
∂M

d2y

[
(ξ⊥(rout)− ρ)∂2

t

(
1 +

1

∂2
θ

)
(ξ⊥(rout)− ρ)

]
=− 8πGS

(2)
HJ(rout) +

1

2

∫
∂M

d2yξ⊥(rout)∂
2
t

(
1 +

1

∂2
θ

)
ξ⊥(rout)

+
1

2

∫
∂M

d2y

[
ρ∂2

t

(
1 +

1

∂2
θ

)
ρ− 2ρ∂2

t

(
1 +

1

∂2
θ

)
ξ⊥(rout)

]
.

(108)
Even though the above expression is the same as in the massless case as studied in [21], the
mass-dependence is implicit in the field ρ and the operator 1/∂2

θ . Using (80), this expression
reduces to

−8πGS
(2)
λ |solu =− 1

4

∫
∂M

d2y
√
h

(
ρ∆

(
1 +

1

∂2
θ

)
ρ− 2ρ

(
1 +

1

∂2
θ

)
δ (2R)

)
+

1

4

∫
∂M

d2y
√
h

(
ξ⊥∆

1

∂2
θ

ξ⊥ − ξADABξ
B

)
,

(109)

where ξ⊥ = ∆−1δ (2R) = −2−1r∂−2
t δ (2R) accounts for the equations of motion for the field ρ.

The action (109) defines a boundary field theory for the field ρ. In particular, its on-shell

action reproduces S
(2)
HJ for a twisted thermal flat space. The first term of (109),

8πGS′
ρ :=

1

4

∫
∂M

d2y
√
h

(
ρ∆

(
1 +

1

∂2
θ

)
ρ− 2ρ

(
1 +

1

∂2
θ

)
δ (2R)

)
, (110)

is a non-local Liouville-type action and takes the exact same form as the effective dual boundary
field action found in the massless case [21]. This aligns with results obtained by taking the flat
limit of Liouville theory [35].

Moreover, (120) satisfies the conditions outlined in Section 4.3 for a well-defined dual bound-
ary field theory. However, in contrast to the massless case, ρ and the non-local operator (1+∂−2)
have a µ-dependence. Furthermore, the modes k′θ = 0 of the non-local operator in (120) remain
gauge modes, while for |k′θ| ≥ 1, they correspond to physical degrees of freedom in the massive
case. This is the key feature that will be reflected in the one-loop determinant and ultimately
reproduce the massive BMS3 character.

4.7 One-loop determinant

We proceed to compute the one-loop determinant of (120), which by construction corresponds to
the one-loop determinant of the gravitational action (3). To start, we take the second derivative
of (120) with respect to ρ and consider its Fourier transform to obtain the Hessian,
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8πGS′(2)
ρ =

∞∏
k′θ=1

∞∏
kt=0

k2t

(
1− µ2

k′2θ

)
. (111)

Note that we have already taken k′θ ≥ 1 to account for gauge modes. Following [21], we use
a lattice regularization of the Laplace operator to compute (111). As extensively discussed
in section 3, we have a well-defined Regge discretization for the twisted thermal flat space.
Therefore, we discretize the Laplacian using (35) to re-express k2t and k′2θ in the discrete as
follows,

k′2θ → ∆θ = 2− 2 cos

(
2π

Nθ
κθ

)
, (112)

k2t → ∆t = 2− 2 cos

(
2π

NT
(κt −

γ

2π
κθ)

)
, (113)

where κθ = 0, ...., NA − 1 and κt = 0, ..., NT − 1 with the same NA and NT used in the discrete
case, and taking the limit NT , NA → ∞ removes the regularization. Normalizing these, we
obtain

k′2θ →
(
2− 2 cos

(
2π

NA

))−1(
2− 2 cos

(
2π

NA
κθ

))
, (114)

k2t →
N2

T

β2

(
2− 2 cos

(
2π

NT
(κt −

γ

2π
κθ)

))
. (115)

Substituting in (111) and computing the product over the κθ modes of the term in brackets, we
obtain

NA−1∏
κθ=1

1− 2

µ2 − µ2 cos
(

2π
NA

)
2− 2 cos

(
2π
NA

κθ

)
 =

NA−1∏
κθ=1

[
1− 2X

∆θ

]
= f(X,Nθ). (116)

The expression f(X,Nθ) is the same as in the discrete case (48) with X = µ2 − µ2 cos
(

2π
Nθ

)
.

We further compute the product over κt and κθ modes for k2t ,

NA−1∏
κθ=1

NT−1∏
κt=0

N2
T

β2

(
2− 2 cos

(
2π

NT
(κt −

γ

2π
κθ)

))
=

N2
T

β2

NA−1∏
κθ=1

2− 2 cos(γκθ). (117)

As the final step in computing the full one-loop partition function, we evaluate the on-shell
zeroth-order contribution to the gravitational action (3), which is given by

S(0)
p =− β

4G
µ. (118)

Here, we have used the fact that the solution to the equations of motion is R = −16GπMδ(r⃗).
This result is consistent with the one obtained in the discrete setting (25).

Putting together the zeroth-order contribution (118) and the one-loop determinant of the
Hessian given by (116) and (117), the resulting expression for the one-loop partition function is

Z1−loop ∼ exp

(
1

ℏ
β

4G
µ

) (Nθ−1)/2∏
κθ=1

1

|1− qκθ |2
, (119)

where q = exp(iγ), and we have omitted lattice discretization constants and the boundary
partition function, leaving only the essential contributions to the BMS3 character.
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This result matches the one-loop partition function obtained from Regge gravity (47). More
importantly, in the limit NT , NA → ∞, the one-loop determinant correctly reproduces the
massive BMS3 character. Similarly to the Regge gravity case, we have to take care of removing
the lattice discretization since the product |1− qκθ |−2 is singular for γ × k an integer multiple
of 2π. Additionally, we recover the mass and central charge identification given by (51), further
confirming that S′

ρ is a dual boundary field action for 3D quantum gravity in a twisted thermal
flat background with a conical defect.

5 Discrete vs. continuum

Besides the consistency checks we have made during the last section, we perform a consistency
check by comparing the dual boundary action obtained directly in the continuum (120) with
the continuum limit of the action derived in the discrete case (58) building on the results of
Sections 3 and 4. To facilitate this comparison, we rewrite (120) here

8πGS′
ρ =

1

4

∫
∂M

d2y
√
h

(
ρ∆

(
1 +

1

∂2
θ

)
ρ− 2ρ

(
1 +

1

∂2
θ

)
δ (2R)

)
. (120)

This effective boundary action has the same form as the one in the vacuum case reported in
[21], the only difference being that if we express it in Fourier space, k′θ ≥ 1 instead of the
k′θ ≥ 2 result without a point particle. This is consistent with the fact that, in the vacuum
case, diffeomorphism invariance in the radial direction is restored and the k′θ ± 1 modes become
gauge modes. Therefore, we can expect the resulting effective boundary action in the Regge
gravity case to preserve the same form as in the vacuum case [20].

In Section 3, we employed 3D Regge gravity as a tool to study the gravitational one-loop
partition function by explicitly integrating over geometric fluctuations. However, translating
physical quantities between discrete and continuum formulations in quantum gravity presents
a significant challenge. To facilitate a direct comparison with continuum computations, we now
analyze the continuum limit of various key quantities. We begin by considering

A = εA0µ , T = εT0, (121)

where A0 and T0 are fixed and µ appears in the expression for A to account for the conical deficit
induced by the point particle. Using geometrical relations and definitions given in Section 3,
we can derive the ε dependence of the following quantities

x = ε2
A2

0

2R2
µ

NT = ε−1 β

T0

NA = ε−1 2πR

A0
+O(ε0)

ωv = 1 + εiv̂ − ε2
v̂2

2
+O(ε3)

∆v = ε2v̂2 +O(ε3)

ωk = 1 + εik̂ − ε2
k̂2

2
+O(ε3)

∆k = ε2k̂2 +O(ε3)

6Vσ = ε2A0T0R µ+O(ε3),

(122)

with v̂ = 2πT0
β v and k̂ = A0

R k. Thus, the continuum limit is achieved as taking ε → 0. Geo-
metrically, this corresponds to the limit when the size of the tetrahedra decreases while their
number increases, leaving the volume of the twisted thermal torus fixed.
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The boundary hessian (58) takes the form

M̃h
b (k, ν) = − ε−2R

4A3
0T0µ2

 k̂4

v̂2
k̂2 −2 k̂3

v̂

. . . v̂2 −2k̂v̂

. . . . . . 4k̂2

+
ε−2

4A0T0µ

(
k̂2

v̂2
0 −2 k̂

v̂
. . . 0 0
. . . . . . 4

)

+ε−2 A0 µ

16RT 3
0

(
1 0 0
. . . 0 0
. . . . . . 0

)
+O(ε−1).

(123)

From the continuum geometry computations, we know that the boundary field is equivalent
to radial fluctuations of the diffeomorphism-generating vector field. Therefore, translating this
into the discrete geometry setting, we focus on analyzing the radial displacements of vertices
at the boundary. For a vertex (s, n), such a displacement affects the length of the edges (s, n)
to (s− 1, n) in the angular direction and (s, n) to (s− 1, n− 1) in the diagonal direction. The
deformation vector is given by

(nb,r)
t(k, ν) =

A√
6Vσ

sin

(
π

NA
µ

)
(0, 1 + ωk, 1 + ωvωk)Xr(k, ν), (124)

where Xr is the radial component of a diffeomorphism-generating one-form (See Appendix B of
[20]). Using (56), we can express this in terms of metric perturbations. This results in

(nh
b,r)

t(k, ν) = A sin

(
π

NA
µ

)
(0, 2(1 + ωk), (1− ω−1

v )ωvωk)Xr(k, ν). (125)

Finally, incorporating the scaling (122), this becomes

(nh
b,r)

t(k, ν) = ε2
A2

0

R
µ(0, 2, 0)Xr(k, ν) +O(ε3). (126)

Therefore, the quadratic part of the effective boundary action in radial displacements in the
continuum limit is given by

8πGS(2)
p [nh

b,⊥] =− 1

2

∑
k≥1,ν≥0

ε2
A0

RT0
v̂2Xr(k, ν)Xr(−k,−ν) +O(ε3) (127)

We conclude that, in the continuum limit, the only way in which the effective boundary action
of 3D gravity with a point particle differs from the vacuum case is through the k = ±1 modes.
However, the functional form of these actions remains the same. This is consistent with the
continuum geometry result (120).

6 Conclusions and outlook

In this work, we derived the one-loop partition function for 3D quantum gravity in a finite-
radius thermal twisted flat space with a conical defect at its center. Its one-loop determinant
reproduced the massive BMS3 character found in [6]. The key difference from the vacuum case,
where no conical defect is present, is that the k = ±1 modes of the gravitational action’s Hes-
sian transition from gauge modes to physical ones both in the discrete and continuum geometry
settings. As gauge modes correspond to null eigenvectors of the bulk Hessian associated with
diffeomorphism invariance, this result clarifies that the extra mode in the massive BMS3 char-
acter can be understood as a broken diffeomorphism in the radial direction due to the presence
of a spinless particle.

In the discrete case, we obtained the Regge action for an inertial massive point particle in a
3D background and integrated out the bulk degrees of freedom, deriving an effective boundary
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action. The continuum limit was studied by taking the length of the temporal and angular
edges to zero and the number of building blocks to infinity while keeping a finite-fixed-distance
boundary. Additionally, as a consistency check, we expanded the massive case around the
massless limit and confirmed that the result smoothly reduces to the known massless case [20]
in the limit M → 0.

In the continuum case, we constructed a dual boundary field theory following the path of [21],
where the boundary field is precisely given by the length of geodesics starting at the worldline of
the point particle and ending at the finite-distance boundary. The dual field theory turned out
to be non-local and has exactly the same form as in the vacuum case. This demonstrates that
the effect of a test particle does not introduce new local physical degrees of freedom but instead
modifies the global properties of spacetime. This is consistent with the results obtained in the
discrete formulation and highlights the topological nature of the gravitational theory in both
cases. Moreover, we confirmed the hypothesis stated in [21] that introducing a point particle
would break radial diffeomorphisms and modify the smoothness conditions imposed at r = 0.

In both the discrete and continuum formulations of 3D gravity, studying the fluctuations
of geodesic lengths anchored to the particle’s worldline was essential for distinguishing between
gauge and physical modes, ultimately leading to the recovery of the massive BMS3 character.
This gives further evidence that a BMS3 particle can be understood as a classical point particle
dressed with gravitational degrees of freedom encoded in diffeomorphism-invariant metric fluc-
tuations. In three-dimensional gravity, where there are no propagating gravitons, this dressing
arises purely from bulk length fluctuations. In four dimensions, one would expect additional
contributions from gravitons. Furthermore, since our results hold for finite-distance boundaries,
this aligns with the edge mode interpretation proposed in [13]. Investigating whether our find-
ings contribute to a formulation of edge modes from a path integral perspective remains an
intriguing direction for future work.

A natural next step is to further analyze the dual boundary field theory associated with
our effective boundary action. In AdS, dual theories for bulk conical defects have been studied
[26], and it has been suggested that conical defects are related to conformal anomalies in the
boundary theory [36]. Understanding whether a similar phenomenon occurs in flat spacetimes
would clarify the connection between bulk defects and boundary symmetries.

Another natural extension of this work is to generalize the discrete geometry computations
to backgrounds with nonzero cosmological constant, particularly de Sitter (dS) and AdS spaces.
Various discrete models in 3D homogeneously curved spacetimes provide tools for such an ex-
tension, such as deformed spinor networks [37, 38], the Turaev-Viro state sum [39], and discrete
hypersurface deformation algebras [40]. These results could be compared with one-loop com-
putations with matter in dS [41] and AdS [28]. Exploring connections with factorization and
quantum deformation studies similarly to [42] would also be valuable in this context. Addition-
ally, for Λ < 0, there exist black hole solutions [25], and a discrete geometry analysis of black
hole thermodynamics, similar to [43], could help clarify the microscopic structure of black hole
entropy from a quantum gravity perspective.

Further comparisons with the results of [44] would also help assess the robustness of our
approach and help to confirm the role of gravitational dressings in the asymptotic regime.

Finally, since 3D Regge gravity is known to be the semiclassical limit of the Ponzano-Regge
spinfoam model, an important direction for future research would be to compare our results
with the ones obtained in the full quantum model [11]. Additionally, generalizing our study to
four dimensions is a crucial step, especially given that the vacuum case in 4D has already been
investigated [45, 46].
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Appendix A: Second-order action with Lagrange multiplier

The second-order action with Lagrange multiplier term is given by,

−8πGS
(2)
λ =

1

4

∫
M

d3x
√
gγab(V

abcdγcd +
1

2
Gabcdef∇c∇dγef )+

1

4

∫
∂M

d2y
√
hγab((B1)

abcdγcd + (B2)
abcde∇cγde)+

1

4

∫
(∂M)out

d2yλ(y)(ρ(y)− ℓ[γ⊥⊥])

(128)

where

V abcd =
1

2

[
1

2
(R− 2Λ)(gabgcd − 2gacgbd)−Rabgcd − gabRcd + 2(gacRbd + gbcRad)

]
(129)

Gabefcd =gabgecgfd + gacgbdgef + gaegbfgcd − gabgefgcd − gafgbdgec − gacgbfged (130)

Babcd
1 =

1

2
(Khab −Kab)gcd − hachbdK − habKcd + hacKbd + hbcKad (131)

Babecd
2 =

1

2
((haehbd − habhed)nc + (hachbe − habhce)nd − (hachbd − habhcd)ne. (132)

and na = (−1, 0, 0) is an outward-pointing normal vector associated to the outer boundary.
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