arXiv:2305.14411v2 [hep-th] 18 Dec 2023

CALT-TH 2023-013

From Shockwaves to the Gravitational Memory Effect

Temple He^1, Ana-Maria Raclariu^2, Kathryn M. Zurek^1

1Walter Burke Institute for Theoretical Physics California Institute of Technology, Pasadena, CA 91125 USA 2Institute for Theoretical Physics, University of Amsterdam, Science Park 904, Postbus 94485, 1090 GL Amsterdam, The Netherlands

Abstract

We study the relationship between shockwave geometries and the gravitational memory effect in four-dimensional asymptotically flat spacetime. In particular, we show the ’t Hooft commutation relations of shockwave operators are equivalent to the commutation relation between soft and Goldstone modes parametrizing a sector of the gravitational phase space. We demonstrate this equivalence via a diffeomorphism that takes a shockwave metric to a metric whose transverse traceless component is the gravitational memory. The shockwave momentum in ’t Hooft’s analysis is related to the soft graviton mode, which is responsible for the memory effect, while the shift in the shockwave position is related to the Goldstone mode. This equivalence opens new directions to utilize the gravitational memory effect to explore the observational implications of shockwave geometries in flat space.

Contents

1. Introduction 1

2. Preliminaries 5 2.1. Shockwaves and the ’t Hooft Commutation Relation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 2.2. Asymptotically Flat Metrics and Gravitational Memory . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 2.3. Relaxing the Boundary Conditions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13

3. Relating Shockwaves to Gravitational Memory 14 3.1. The Diffeomorphism . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 3.2. Modifying the Shockwave Metric . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17 3.3. From Soft to ’t Hooft Commutation Relations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18

4. Discussion 19

A. The ’t Hooft Black Hole S-Matrix 21

B. Diffeomorphism Transforming the Shockwave Metric 22

C. Symplectic Form of Transformed Metric 24

1 Introduction

The gravitational memory effect measures the net relative displacement between asymptotic detectors induced by the passage of gravitational waves [1–7]. More recently, in the context of high energy physics, it was shown that the memory effect can equivalently be understood as the leading soft graviton theorem in particle scattering amplitudes, as well as a vacuum transition between two inequivalent vacua in asymptotically flat spacetimes [8] (see [9] for a review).

In a complementary series of developments, ’t Hooft proposed that incoming and outgoing modes near black hole horizons obey a set of commutation relations [10] and used these to evaluate a universal contribution to the black hole S-matrix. This takes the simple form of a phase shift and is directly related to the time delay acquired by a particle crossing a shockwave. The same contribution was later shown to be reproduced by resumming an infinity of graviton exchanges in the eikonal/high-energy limit of any 2-to-2 gravitational scattering process [11–14]. These results triggered a fruitful, ongoing program of understanding black holes from shockwave dynamics [15–24]. More recently, the ’t Hooft commutation relations were utilized in a proposal for how quantum gravitational fluctuations could be observed in table-top interferometers [25–27].

A priori, the gravitational memory effect and the time delay experienced by a particle propagating in a shockwave background appear to be very different physical phenomena. Indeed, through its relation with the soft theorems, the gravitational memory qualifies as an infrared effect, while the time delay is revealed in the high-energy limit of scattering processes and therefore more naturally associated with the ultraviolet. The goal of this paper is to provide evidence that the two effects are nevertheless closely related. In particular, we find a diffeomorphism that relates a family of shockwave metrics to a family of Bondi metrics exhibiting a leading order memory effect. Restricting to the linearized theory is sufficient to establish this relation. This allows us to identify the shockwave variables appearing in the ’t Hooft commutation relations with the soft and Goldstone^1 variables [28] parametrizing the gravitational phase space of asymptotically flat spacetimes. We show that the ’t Hooft commutation relations then follow directly from the commutation relations of the soft modes.

More specifically we consider a shockwave background in four spacetime dimensions. Such shocks have been previously studied in a variety of contexts [10, 20, 29–32], and are solutions to the Einstein field equations with a delta function source. We will focus on the radial shock sourced by a radially expanding shell of massless particles.^2 The spherical shock reduces to the more familiar planar shock for two points with small transverse separation on the celestial sphere.

In the context of Schwarzschild horizons, ’t Hooft argued that quantum mechanically there is an inherent uncertainty between the locations of ingoing and outgoing modes of Hawking particles [10, 33]. Here the ingoing probe particle experiences a shift X^+ due to the shockwave generated by an outgoing particle with momentum P^+, while the outgoing shockwave similarly experiences a shift X^− due to the ingoing probe particle’s momentum P^−. This uncertainty is expressed by a nontrivial commutation relation between ingoing and outgoing modes, as shown in Figure 1, which takes the form

[P_−(z, z̄), X^−(z^′, z̄^′)] = −iγ^{zz̄}δ^{(2)}(z − z^′) . (1.1)

Note that, due to index raising and lowering conventions of lightcone coordinates, these commutation relations imply that P^+ is conjugate to X^−; the ingoing and outgoing conjugate

1In this paper, we will interchangeably refer to these jointly as soft variables, modes, or operators. 2As indicated in many places in the literature, e.g. [30], the spherical shock cannot be sourced by a single particle.

past horizon future horizon x^− = t − r x^+ = t + r X^− P^+ P^− P^− X^+

Figure 1: We depict the spherical shockwave spacetime in lightcone coordinates x^− = t − r = u and x^+ = t + r = u + 2r. The particle (or rather, shell of particles) generating the shockwave, depicted in red, is localized at x^− = x^−_0 and z = z_0 (the transverse directions are suppressed). The probe particle crossing the shockwave experiences a null shift X^+ that is related to the shockwave momentum P^+. The shockwave also experiences a X^− shift due to the momentum P^− of the probe.

pairs in Figure 1 are accordingly shown in colored pairs.

It has been previously suggested that the commutation relation (1.1) applies near generic horizons [13, 25, 26]. In this paper, we will show that (1.1) is equivalent to the canonical commutation relations of soft modes in four-dimensional asymptotically flat spacetimes. To establish this equivalence, we show that a linearized Bondi metric having a leading memory effect can be obtained by a diffeomorphism from a shockwave solution to the linearized Einstein’s equations sourced by T^M_{uu} ∝ δ(u − u_0). The equations of motion then imply a relation between the shockwave momentum P^+ and the soft graviton mode N, namely P_−(z, z̄) = 1 32πG_N □(□ + 2)N(z, z̄) , (1.2)

where □ is the transverse Laplacian (to be defined explicitly later). Physically, N measures the gravitational memory effect [8]. We therefore establish a relation between the time delay acquired by a probe propagating in the shockwave background and the gravitational memory effect encapsulated concretely in the memory mode N(z, z̄).^3 We also find that the shockwave metric enjoys a supertranslation symmetry, which allows for shifts in X^− to

3Note that our analysis focuses on a spherical shockwave background rather than a planar shockwave

be traded for shifts of the Goldstone mode C parametrizing the memory metric, thereby allowing us to identify X^− = −C(z, z̄) . (1.3) Given the identifications (1.2) and (1.3), we can immediately demonstrate that the commutation relation between soft and Goldstone operators, given by [28]

□_z(□_z + 2) [ C(z, z̄), N(z^′, z̄^′) ] = −32πiG_N γ^{zz̄}δ^{(2)}(z − z^′) , (1.4)

implies the ’t Hooft commutation relation (1.1) between P_− and X^−. Had we considered an ingoing shockwave instead of an outgoing one, we would have established the ’t Hooft commutation relation between P_+ and X^+.

This equivalence has far-reaching consequences. The ’t Hooft commutation relations in flat space were the foundation of a derivation in [26], which demonstrated that metric perturbations due to quantum effects are related to fluctuations of the modular Hamiltonian K in the vacuum state of an empty causal diamond, recovering the well-known area law ⟨K⟩ = ⟨ΔK^2⟩ =^A_{4GN} , where A is the area of the bifurcate horizon of the causal diamond. We view our results as evidence that such modular relations can indeed be applied to lightsheet horizons in flat space, and that modular fluctuations are related to soft effects in celestial holography (related directions were explored in [35]). These modular fluctuations, in turn, are at the center of a proposal of detectably large spacetime fluctuations in quantum gravity [25, 36, 37]. Thus, our work opens new directions in utilizing gravitational memory to study observational signatures of quantum gravity.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2.1, we give a quick overview of a spherical shockwave solution, and show how by taking an appropriate limit we recover the more familiar Aichelburg-Sexl planar shockwave solution. In Section (2.2), we review the derivation of the memory effect in asymptotically flat spacetimes and its relation to asymptotic symmetries. In Section (2.3), we discuss a class of Bondi metrics with relaxed falloff conditions in the large r limit. In Section 3, we demonstrate that under a diffeomorphism, the shockwave metric considered in Section 2.1 is transformed into a metric that agrees with the Bondi metric up to overleading contact terms. This allows us to determine in Section 3.2 that the standard asymptotically flat memory metric is obtained via the same diffeomorphism from a shockwave solution to the linearized Einstein equations with a delta function perturbation turned on. The symplectic form of this new shockwave metric agrees

background, and is therefore not in contradiction with the results of [34], where the “memory effect” for a planar shock is shown to vanish.

with that of the standard memory metric subject to an identification between the shockwave and memory variables. This allows us to determine in Section 3.3 how the soft graviton mode N and the Goldstone mode C are respectively related to the momentum P^+ and position X^− of the outgoing shockwave and establish the ’t Hooft commutation relations from the commutators of N(z, z̄) and C(z, z̄). Finally, we make some concluding remarks and speculate on future directions in Section 4.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we give a brief overview of the background material necessary for our analysis. We begin by discussing some basics of shockwave metrics and reviewing the ’t Hooft commutation relations in Section 2.1. In Section 2.2, we review the relation between supertranslations and the memory effect in the Bondi gauge. Finally, in Section 2.3, we introduce a class of metrics obeying slightly weaker boundary conditions compared to asymptotically flat metrics and hence containing the shockwave backgrounds.

2.1 Shockwaves and the ’t Hooft Commutation Relation

An energetic massless particle in Minkowski spacetime sources a gravitational field referred to as an impulsive wave or a shockwave.^4 Such solutions were first found by Aichelburg and Sexl [29] and later studied by Dray and ’t Hooft in the context of an ultra-boosted particle, e.g. one moving along the horizon of a black hole [30].

Here, we consider a shockwave metric in retarded spherical coordinates X^μ = (u, r, x^A), where u = t − r and x^A = (z, z̄) are the stereographic coordinates on the sphere. This describes an outward propagating spherical shock, and is given by ds^2 = −du^2 − 2du dr + 2r^2γ_{zz̄}dz dz̄ + α(z, z̄)δ(u − u_0) h_{uu} du^2 , (2.1)

where γ_{zz̄} =^2_{(1+zz̄)2} is the metric on the unit sphere, and D_A is the covariant derivative with respect to the transverse space metric γ_{AB}. Note that α(z, z̄) has dimensions of length. We will throughout this paper adopt the convention where lowercase Greek letters μ, ν, . . . are spacetime indices, and uppercase Latin letters A, B, . . . are transverse spatial indices. This metric describes a gravitational shockwave exiting future null infinity I^+ at retarded time u = u_0.

4Impulsive waves are different from shockwaves in that they do not require a non-vanishing energymomentum source, but the terminologies are often used interchangeably. See also [38, 39].

To ensure that the metric (2.1) obeys the Einstein equations, the function α(z, z̄) is necessarily constrained. The only non-vanishing components of the Ricci tensor are R_{uu} = − 1 2r^2 □h_{uu} − 1 r ∂_uh_{uu} , R_{zz̄} = R_{z̄z} = γ_{zz̄}h_{uu} , (2.2)

where □ ≡ D^AD_A is the transverse Laplacian, and the Ricci scalar is R = 2h_{uu} r^2

. (2.3)

Therefore, the Einstein equations, given by R_{μν} − 1 2 g_{μν} R = 8πG_N T^M_{μν} , (2.4)

have only two nonzero components, which are ( − 1 2r^2 □ − 1 r ∂_u + 1 r^2 ) h_{uu} − h^2_{uu} r^2 = 8πG_N T^M_{uu} , h_{uu} r^2 = 8πG_N T^M_{ur} . (2.5)

Writing

T^M_{μν} = ∞∑ n=2 T^{M(n)}_{μν} r^n , (2.6)

and substituting h_{uu} from (2.1) into (2.5), we conclude that the metric (2.1) is a solution to the Einstein equations with a matter source

(□ − 2) α(z, z̄)δ(u − u_0) + O(δ^′, δ^2) = −16πG_N T^{M(2)}_{uu} , α(z, z̄)δ(u − u_0) = 8πG_N T^{M(2)}_{ur} , (2.7)

where O(δ^′, δ^2) indicates terms that are proportional to δ(u − u_0)^2 and δ^′(u − u_0). We will be mainly interested in linearized solutions, in which case quadratic terms in the delta functions can be ignored.^5 As for δ^′(u − u_0), we argue that such terms integrate to zero on any definite u interval,^6 and hence will not contribute to the total energy given by the u integral of T^M_{uu} . It is straightforward to show that ∇^μT^M_{μν} = 0, so the stress tensor is conserved. In Section 3.2

5Alternatively, the quadratic terms correspond to a gravitational contribution to the stress tensor and may be accounted for by redefining the right-hand side of (2.7).

6There is a subtlety if the integration endpoint involves exactly u = u_0, but this is a set of measure zero and we will ignore it.

we will introduce a closely related shockwave solution to the linearized Einstein equations with vanishing T^{M(2)}_{ur} .

We now briefly discuss how to obtain the familiar Aichelburg-Sexl planar shock studied in [29] from the metric (2.1). To this end, we want to zoom into a particular patch of the celestial sphere by taking z, z̄ ≪ 1 (in this region γ_{zz̄} → 2). If we then introduce the lightcone coordinates (x^−, x^+) and transverse coordinate (x_1, x_2), related to the retarded coordinates in (2.1) via x^− = u , x^+ = u + 2r , x_1 = r(z + z̄) , x_2 = −ir(z − z̄) , (2.8) the metric becomes

ds^2 = −dx^−dx^+ + dx^2_1 + dx^2 + α ( x_1 r , x_2 r ) δ(x^− − x^−_0 )(dx^−)^2 + O(z, z̄) , (2.9)

where O(z, z̄) indicates terms that are higher order in z, z̄ and r =^1_2 (x^+ −x^−). We recognize (2.9) as the Aichelburg-Sexl planar shock, which satisfies the Einstein equation □_⊥α ( x_1 r , x_2 r ) δ(x^− − x^−_0 ) = −16πG_N T^M_{−−} , (2.10)

where □_⊥ is the transverse Laplacian in the x_1, x_2 coordinates.

We conclude this subsection with a brief review of the ’t Hooft commutation relations proposed to capture quantum dynamics of particles scattering near black hole horizons. We will largely follow the presentation given in Section 11 of [10]. Recall the lightcone coordinates (x^−, x^+), which are related to the retarded Bondi coordinates (u, r) in (2.1) by (2.8). In these coordinates, the shockwave metric (2.1) takes the form

ds^2 = −dx^−dx^+ +

(x^+ − x^−)^2 2 γ_{zz̄}dzdz̄ + α(z, z̄)δ(x^− − x^−_0 )(dx^−)^2 , (2.11) which falls into the class of metrics analyzed in [30]. However, whereas the analysis in [30] was done in a Schwarzschild black hole background, we emphasize that no black hole is present in our setup. We expect our analysis to apply to any sufficiently large causal diamonds with metrics that admit a large r expansion of the form (2.26) near the boundary [25, 26, 36, 37, 40–44]. Note that

x_± = − 1 2 x^∓ , p_± = − 1 2 p^∓ . (2.12)

Substituting (2.11) into the Einstein equations, we find the −− component to be^7 □α(z, z̄)δ(x^− − x^−_0 ) = −16πG_N T^{M(2)}_{−−} . (2.13)

7We have dropped terms ∼ δ^2, δ^′ as in (2.7). Notice also that (2.13) superficially resembles the planar Einstein equations (2.10), even though we are still in spherical coordinates. Indeed, comparing with (2.7), we see that the shift to the Laplacian drops out when we write the Einstein equations in lightcone coordinates.

To solve for α, let us define the Green’s function for the transverse Laplacian^8

□G(z − z^′) = 2γ^{zz̄}δ^{(2)}(z − z^′) =⇒ G(z − z^′) = 1 2π log |z − z^′|^2 . (2.14)

It is clear then from (2.13) that a generic matter distribution in the transverse directions with stress tensor

T^{M(2)}_{−−} (x^−, z, z̄) = p_−(z, z̄)δ(x^− − x^−_0 ) (2.15)

leads to a shockwave profile α(z, z̄) = −8πG_N ∫ d^2z^′ γ_z′_{z̄}′ G(z − z^′)p_−(z^′, z̄^′) = 4πG_N ∫ d^2z^′ γ_z′_{z̄}′ G(z − z^′)p^+(z^′, z̄^′) ,

(2.16)

where we used (2.12) to switch p_− to p^+. For a single source particle of constant outgoing momentum p_−, we have p_−(z, z̄) = p_−δ^{(2)}(z − z_0).

In the presence of the shock (2.16), a probe particle propagating along the future horizon (or equivalently along x^−) will acquire a time delay δx^+ for x^− > x^−_0 :

x^+ ( x^− > x^−_0 , z, z̄ ) = x^+ ( x^− < x^−_0 , z, z̄ ) + δx^+ . (2.17)

This setup is illustrated in Figure 1. The magnitude of the time delay is determined by the wave equation in the shockwave background (2.11), and is given by [11]

δx^+ = α(z, z̄) . (2.18)

The propagation of this particle in the shockwave background is therefore characterized by the phase shift

⟨out|in⟩ ∝ exp { i ∫ d^2z γ_{zz̄} δx^+(z, z̄)p_+(z, z̄) }

= exp { −2πiG_N ∫ d^2z γ_{zz̄} ∫ d^2z^′ γ_z′_{z̄}′ p^+(z^′, z̄^′)G(z − z^′)p^−(z, z̄) } , (2.19)

where in the second line we substituted δx^+ in terms of p^+(z, z̄) according to (2.16) and (2.18).

Thus far, all the equations we derived above follow from the classical equations of motion. By (2.18), we have a relation between δx^+ and p^+, and there is no classical shift of the

8We normalized the Green’s function so that in the planar limit □G(z − z^′) → δ^{(2)}(z − z^′) since γ_{zz̄} → 2.

shockwave position x^−. However, in the special case where the shockwave is sourced by a point particle, (2.19) may be regarded as the high-energy limit of a 2-to-2 scattering amplitude [11,45–47]. As such, it is clear that one would arrive at the same result (2.19) by changing reference frame, or equivalently, by exchanging the roles of the source and probe particles. The metric in this case takes the same form as in (2.11) with x^+ ↔ x^−, namely a shock located at x^+ = x^+_0 , and the propagating particle in this new background will acquire a shift δx^−(z) = 4πG_N ∫ d^2z^′ γ_z′_{z̄}′ G(z − z^′)p^−(z^′) , (2.20) paralleling (2.16).

This motivated ’t Hooft to promote p^±, δx^± to operators P^±, X^± and postulate the commutation relations

[P^±(z), X_±(z^′)] = −iγ^{zz̄}δ^{(2)}(z − z^′) , [P^±(z), P^±(z^′)] = [X_±(z), X_±(z^′)] = 0 , (2.21)

where we have suppressed the dependence of all operators on z̄ for clarity. These commutation relations can then be used to recover the phase shift (2.19), which we review in Appendix A. Remarkably, we will later show in Section 3.3 that P_− = −^1_2 P^+ is directly related to the leading gravitational memory operator [8, 48, 49], while X^− = −2X_+ will be identified with the Goldstone operator involved in discussions of infrared divergences [50–55].

2.2 Asymptotically Flat Metrics and Gravitational Memory

In this subsection, we review the standard framework used to describe gravitational radiation from isolated sources in spacetime [8]. We will assume that observers are located at a relative distance much larger than the extent of the sources, where spacetime is approximated by Minkowski space with metric g^{(0)}_{μν} . Gravitational radiation is characterized by linear perturbations h_{μν} around this flat background, so that

g_{μν} = g^{(0)}_{μν} + h_{μν} . (2.22)

As appropriate for the propagation of outgoing gravitational waves, we will as in the shockwave case adopt retarded spherical coordinates X^μ = (u, r, x^A). A convenient gauge that the metric can be expressed in is the Bondi gauge [56,57], which is defined to obey the condition

g^{μν} ∂_μu ∂_ν u = g^{μν} ∂_μu ∂_ν x^A = 0 =⇒ g_{rr} = g_{rA} = 0 , (2.23)

as well as the determinant condition [58]

∂_r det ( g_{AB} r^2 ) = 0 . (2.24)

Physically these correspond to requiring the normal vectors ∂_μu to be null and the angular coordinates to be constant along null rays, or equivalently that gravitational waves propagate along the radial direction and have spherical wavefronts.

At large r, the perturbations h_{μν} admit expansions of the form^9 h_{μν} = ∞∑ n=−1 h^{(n)}_{μν} r^n , (2.25)

with the fall-offs of each component determined by the choice of boundary conditions. Solving the asymptotic radial Einstein equations subject to the standard fall-offs proposed in [56,57] (for a review see [9] and references therein) leads to the metric for an asymptotically flat spacetime near future null infinity I^+ ds^2 = −du^2 − 2du dr + 2r^2γ_{zz̄}dz dz̄ + 2m_B (u, z, z̄) r du^2 + ( rC_{zz}(u, z, z̄)dz^2 + c.c. ) + ( D^zC_{zz}(u, z, z̄)du dz + c.c. ) + · · · . (2.26)

Here m_B is the Bondi mass aspect (note that, despite its label as a mass, it has dimensions of length, effectively having absorbed a factor of G_N ), and · · · denote subleading corrections in the large r expansion. The gravitational radiation is characterized by the news tensor, related to the shear C_{zz} by N_{zz}(u, z, z̄) = ∂_uC_{zz}(u, z, z̄) . (2.27) Therefore, spacetimes that can be written in the form of (2.26) are often referred to as radiative spacetimes, and if N_{zz} = 0 then the metric describes a vacuum spacetime. Note from (2.27) that N_{zz} = 0 does not imply the vanishing of C_{zz}. In particular, imposing N_{zz} = m_B = 0, we obtain from the uz component of the vacuum Einstein equations that

C^{vac}_{zz} = −2D^2_z C(z, z̄) . (2.28)

As such, vacuum spacetimes are parametrized by an arbitrary function C(z, z̄) on the sphere. This variable is known as the Goldstone mode canonically conjugate to the zero mode of the news tensor or the soft graviton mode [9], as we will review below. Moreover, these different vacua are related by large diffeomorphisms called supertranslations.

Further imposing the constraint equations, broadly defined to be all the remaining Einstein equations, order by order in a large r expansion provides relations between m_B and

9This expansion may include additional logarithmic terms [59–61], which will not play a role here.

C_{zz}, and also among further subleading metric components. For example, at O(r^{−2}) the uu component of the Einstein equations takes the form

∂_um_B = 1 4 ( D^2_z N^{zz} + D^2_{z̄} N^{z̄z̄} ) − T_{uu} , (2.29)

where the stress tensor T_{uu} (by convention dimensionless here) is defined to be T_{uu} ≡ 1 4 N_{zz}N^{zz} + 4πG_N T^{M(2)}_{uu} , (2.30)

with T^{M(2)}_{uu} being the coefficient of the r^{−2} component of the matter stress tensor defined in (2.6). Consider now the ℓ = 0, 1 spherical harmonic modes of N_{zz}. Recalling Y_{ℓ=0} ∝ 1 and Y_{ℓ=1} ∝ (_{z̄} 1+zz̄ , 1−zz̄ 1+zz̄ , z 1+zz̄ ) , it is easy to see that

D^2_AY_{ℓ=0,1} = 0 . (2.31)

Thus, the linear terms in N^{zz} and N^{z̄z̄} drop out for the ℓ = 0, 1 modes, which means ∂_um_B cannot generically vanish unless T^M_{uu} fails to satisfy positive energy conditions in the ℓ = 0, 1 modes. Nevertheless, we will henceforth assume this, and leave the inclusion of a nontrivial Bondi mass for future work.

The asymptotic symmetries of asymptotically flat spacetimes are the transformations that preserve the form of the metric (2.26) and are known as the BMS symmetries [56, 57]. A particular subset of BMS symmetries are the supertranslations, which are parametrized by a function f(z, z̄) on the celestial sphere and are generated by the vector fields ξ = f∂_u + D^zD_zf∂_r − 1 r D^Af∂_A . (2.32)

Under a diffeomorphism parametrized by vector ξ, the coordinates and metric transform according to

δx^μ = −ξ^μ , δg_{μν} = L_ξg_{μν} = 2∇_{(μ}ξ_{ν)} , (2.33)

where we are using ∇_μ as opposed to D_A for spacetime covariant derivatives, and symmetrizing indices by the convention v_{(a}w_{b)} =^1_2 (v_aw_b + v_bw_a). Explicitly, under a supertranslation the coordinates shift via u → u − f , r → r − D^zD_zf , x^A → x^A + 1 r D^Af , (2.34)

and the shear C_{zz} and news N_{zz} transform as [9, 62]

L_ξC_{zz} = fN_{zz} − 2D^2_z f , L_ξN_{zz} = f∂_uN_{zz} . (2.35)

The first equation in (2.35) implies that supertranslations act non-trivially on vacua parametrized by (2.28), namely C(z, z̄) → C(z, z̄) + f(z, z̄) . (2.36) Gravitational flux characterized by N_{zz} ≠ 0 for u ∈ [u_i, u_f ] generally induces transitions between the early and late vacua at u < u_i and u > u_f . In particular, because this is no longer a vacuum spacetime, we do not expect (2.28) to hold, and the shear C_{zz} is now a function of u. A sharp probe of this is the gravitational memory effect [1–8], where gravitational radiation induces a net relative transverse displacement in the trajectories of nearby detectors or probe particles. This displacement is directly related to the change in the shear between times u_i and u_f before and after the gravitational pulse, given by ΔC_{zz} ≡ C_{zz}(u_f = ∞, z, z̄) − C_{zz}(u_i = −∞, z, z̄) = ∫_∞ −∞ du N_{zz}(u, z, z̄) ≡ D^2_z N(z, z̄) , (2.37) where we can view the last equality as the definition of the field N(z, z̄). Note that N(z, z̄) is directly related to the zero mode of the news and can be shown to correspond to the leading soft graviton mode upon quantization [28]. We can determine N(z, z̄) by integrating the constraint (2.29), so that (γ^{zz̄})^2 4 ( D^2_z D^2_{z̄} + D^2_{z̄} D^2_z ) N(z, z̄) = Δm_B + ∫_∞ −∞ du T_{uu} . (2.38)

For the special case of a delta function localized stress tensor T_{uu} ∝ δ(u−u_0) and m_B = 0, we have N_{zz} ∝ δ(u − u_0) by (2.29), which in turn implies by applying (2.37) over an integration from −∞ to u that

C_{zz}(u, z, z̄) = D^2_z N(z, z̄)Θ(u − u_0) − 2D^2_z C(z, z̄) , (2.39)

where Θ(x) is the unit step function. Here N(z, z̄) is determined in terms of the flux by (2.38), and C(z, z̄) can be viewed as an initial condition, related to the vacuum C^{vac}_{zz} by (2.28). We emphasize that, according to (2.36), supertranslations induce shifts in C(z, z̄) while leaving N(z, z̄) invariant. On the other hand, the vacuum transition between early and late times induced by flux is itself parametrized by a supertranslation in the sense that C_{zz}(u_f , z, z̄) = C_{zz}(u_i, z, z̄) + D^2_z N(z, z̄) . (2.40) Consequently, one can regard supertranslations as relating physically inequivalent configurations [8].

Solutions analogous to (2.39) in QED were discussed in [63]. Choosing C(z, z̄) and N(z, z̄) such that they diagonalize boosts towards a point (z_0, z̄_0) on the celestial sphere yields solutions related to the conformally soft wavefunctions in celestial holography [51, 64, 65]. As argued in [28], the phase space of gravity in asymptotically flat spacetimes has to be augmented by N(z, z̄) and C(z, z̄). Upon quantization, the former correspond to insertions of soft gravitons while the latter are key constituents of the gravitational dressings [52–55]. As we review below, N(z, z̄) and C(z, z̄) are also canonically conjugate to one another [28,51]. Consequently, the role of the gravitational dressings is to supply the asymptotic states with the amount of soft charge (related to soft gravitons) necessary to ensure that the net large gauge charge is conserved in any scattering process [50, 63].

The commutator between the fields C(z, z̄) and N(z, z̄) was first worked out in [28] by starting from the canonical commutation relations in gravity given by (also see Appendix C) [66, 67] { C_{z̄z̄}(u, z, z̄), N_{ww}(u^′, w, w̄) } = 16πG_N γ_{zz̄}δ(u − u^′)δ^{(2)}(z − w) , (2.41) and then imposing suitable boundary conditions. Note that from (2.28) and (2.39), it is clear that lim u→−∞ C_{zz}(u, z, z̄) = −2D^2_z C(z, z̄) = C^{vac}_{zz} (z, z̄) . (2.42)

As a result (quantum commutators [·, ·] are identified with the Dirac brackets i{·, ·}), [N(w, w̄), C(z, z̄)] = 8iG_N S log |z − w|^2 , (2.43) where S =^{(z−w)(z̄−w̄)}

(1+zz̄)(1+ww̄) and we used the identities

D^2_w ( S log |z − w|^2 ) = S (z − w)^2 , D^2_{z̄} D^2_w ( S log |z − w|^2 ) = πγ_{zz̄}δ^2(z − w) . (2.44)

In the planar limit, the sphere is flattened to a plane (γ_{zz̄} → 2) and S → |z − w|^2. Consequently, (2.43) simply becomes [N(w, w̄), C(z, z̄)] = 8iG_N |z − w|^2 log |z − w|^2 . (2.45) 2.3 Relaxing the Boundary Conditions

In this short subsection, we introduce a class of metrics obeying (2.23) and (2.24), but with h_{uu} allowed to be finite in the large r limit. Notice that this class of metrics contains the shockwave metric (2.1), and it is more general than metrics obeying the fall-off conditions (2.26), where h_{uu} ∼ O(r^{−1}). These generalized boundary conditions, as well as a partial gauge fixing where (2.24) is not imposed and (2.25) is allowed to include logarithmic corrections, were extensively studied in [61].

Metrics obeying (2.23) take the form

ds^2 = e^{2β} V r du^2 − 2e^{2β}dudr + g_{AB} ( dx^A − U^Adu ) ( dx^B − U^B du ) , (2.46)

where in particular V, U^A and β are allowed to obey weaker fall-offs at large r than those specified by (2.26) in a way consistent with the Einstein equations. Before imposing the determinant condition (2.24), such metrics enjoy an enhanced diffeomorphism invariance parametrized by ξ = F ∂_u + ξ^r∂_r − 1 r D^AF ∂_A + · · · , (2.47) where F = F (u, z, z̄) and ξ^r is an arbitrary function of (u, r, z, z̄), and · · · indicate subleading terms in the large r expansion.

Imposing the determinant condition (2.24) fixes ξ^r in terms of F , namely

L_ξg_{zz̄} = 0 =⇒ r^2D_zξ_{z̄} + r^2D_{z̄}ξ_z + 2rγ_{zz̄}ξ^r = 0

=⇒ ξ^r = − r 2 D_Aξ^A = 1 2 □F . (2.48)

Substituting this back into (2.47), we see that a generic diffeomorphism preserving (2.46) is parametrized by a single function F , given by

ξ = F ∂_u + 1 2 □F ∂_r − 1 r D^AF ∂_A + · · · . (2.49)

Notice that we recover (2.34), but with f promoted to a function F that may depend on u, due to not having demanded the vanishing of O(r^0) component of h_{uu}. In this case, the vector fields (2.49) have non-vanishing divergence ∇ · ξ = ∂_uF ≠ 0, which implies that the associated diffeomorphisms will in general change the trace h = h_μ^μ. The diffeomorphism considered in the next section falls into this class.^{10}

3 Relating Shockwaves to Gravitational Memory

In this section we establish an equivalence on the future null horizon away from u = u_0 between a shockwave metric closely related to (2.1) and Bondi metrics of the form (2.26) with C_{zz} given by (2.39). In particular, we first demonstrate in Section 3.1 that there exists

10Alternatively, one can demand the trace to be preserved, and this forces one to relax the determinant condition (2.48), which was the route taken in [61].

a diffeomorphism parametrized by (2.49) that relates the shockwave metric (2.1) to a metric that resembles (2.26) up to contact terms. This diffeomorphism provides a relation between N(z, z̄) in (2.39) and the shock profile α(z, z̄). Both metrics are shown in Appendix C to have vanishing symplectic form, suggesting the diffemorphism is “small.” In Section 3.2, the same diffeomorphism is shown to relate another shockwave metric to the Bondi metric (2.26). Both metrics now have non-vanishing symplectic forms that agree, subject to the identification between the shockwave and memory variables α and N. In Section 3.3 we show that the canonical commutation relation between the Goldstone and soft graviton modes C and N implies the ’t Hooft commutation relation (2.21). This extends the analysis of ’t Hooft near a Schwarzschild horizon to null horizons at large r.

3.1 The Diffeomorphism

In this subsection, we show that (2.1) is diffeomorphic to a metric that satisfies the gauge conditions (2.23) and (2.24) and where the shear takes the form (2.39). Recall that under a diffeomorphism parametrized by vector field ξ, the metric transforms linearly via (2.33). Requiring that this transformation eliminates the h_{uu} component of the metric (2.1), we find

0 = h_{uu} + 2∇_uξ_u =⇒ ∂_uξ_u = − 1 2 α(z, z̄)δ(u − u_0) =⇒ ξ_u = − 1 2 α(z, z̄)Θ(u − u_0) + g(z, z̄) , (3.1)

where g(z, z̄) is an arbitrary function on the sphere. It is easy to see that

ξ_u = −ξ^u − ξ^r , ξ_r = −ξ^u , ξ_z = r^2γ_{zz̄}ξ^{z̄} . (3.2)

Together with the requirement (2.49) that Bondi gauge is preserved under the diffeomorphism, F (u, z, z̄) is determined in terms of the shock profile α(z, z̄) and g(z, z̄) to be − ξ^u − ξ^r = − 1 2 α(z, z̄)Θ(u − u_0) + g(z, z̄) =⇒ (□ + 2)F (u, z, z̄) = α(z, z̄)Θ(u − u_0) − 2g(z, z̄) . (3.3)

We show in Appendix B that diffeomorphisms parametrized by (2.49)

ξ = F ∂_u + 1 2 □F ∂_r − 1 r D^AF ∂_A , (3.4)

with F (u, z, z̄) defined by (3.3), transform the shockwave metric (2.1) to a form closely related to the Bondi metric introduced in (2.26), namely ds^2 = −du^2 − 2 du dr + 2r^2γ_{zz̄} dz dz̄ + ( rC_{zz}(u, z, z̄) dz^2 + D^zC_{zz}(u, z, z̄) du dz + c.c. ) + N(z, z̄)δ(u − u_0) du dr + ( r∂_zN(z, z̄)δ(u − u_0) du dz + c.c. ) . (3.5)

Here C_{zz} takes the form (2.39), and from (B.9) we see that N(z, z̄) is determined by the shockwave background to be − 1 2 (□ + 2)N(z, z̄) = α(z, z̄) , (3.6)

and C(z, z̄) is related to the integration constant g(z, z̄) of the vector field in (3.1) via − 1 2 (□ + 2)C(z, z̄) = g(z, z̄) . (3.7)

Notice that (3.5) differs from the usual Bondi metric (2.26) by terms proportional to delta functions, given in the last line of (3.5). As described in Section 2.3, (3.4) transforms the shockwave metric (2.1), which is traceless, to one with a nonzero trace, specifically h_{ur} ≠ 0. The O(r) component of h_{uz} is then necessarily nonzero to ensure that the Einstein equations are obeyed.

We conclude this subsection with a comment on the physical interpretation of diffeomorphisms parametrized by (3.4). Both the time-dependent and the time-independent components of the vector fields preserve the relaxed Bondi boundary conditions where h_{uu} = O(1). The time-independent component preserves the asymptotically flat large-r fall-offs in (2.26) while modifying the boundary value of the vacuum shear (2.28), and is considered a large gauge transformation. As such, for g ≠ 0, (2.1) and (3.5) describe different theories. One could arrive at (3.5) without performing a large gauge transformation (3.7) by considering a shockwave metric in an arbitrary Minkowski vacuum. This can be achieved by turning on C^{vac}_{zz} in (2.1), as we shall see in Section 3.2.

On the other hand, the time-dependent component violates the asymptotically flat boundary conditions at large r and is therefore not typically included in the asymptotic symmetry group of asymptotically flat spacetimes. Analogous gauge transformations are known to trade Coulombic for soft/memory degrees of freedom in gauge theories [68–70], where they were classified as residual gauge transformations. Indeed, we show in Appendix C that the symplectic form of (3.5) vanishes subject to (3.6), and hence remains invariant under such time-dependent diffeomorphisms. We leave a complete understanding of time-dependent diffeomorphisms and their associated charges (if any) to future work.

3.2 Modifying the Shockwave Metric

The analysis in the previous section allows us to easily connect the standard asymptotically flat memory metric (2.26) with m_B = 0 to a shockwave metric closely related to (2.1). This can be achieved by subtracting the delta function contact terms from (3.5), which leads us to consider a shockwave metric of the form ds^2 = −du^2 − 2 du dr + 2r^2γ_{zz̄} dz dz̄ + α(z, z̄)δ(u − u_0)du^2 − N(z, z̄)δ(u − u_0) du dr − ( r∂_zN(z, z̄)δ(u − u_0) du dz + c.c. ) + ( rC^{vac}_{zz} (z, z̄) dz^2 + D^zC^{vac}_{zz} (z, z̄) du dz + c.c. ) , (3.8)

where C^{vac}_{zz} = −2D^2_z C is defined in (2.28). The first line is precisely the spherical shockwave metric (2.1). Note that (3.8) differs from (2.1) both by the choice of Minkowski vacuum and by having a non-vanishing trace h_{ur} ≠ 0. Allowing the trace to be non-vanishing implies the Einstein’s equations are obeyed without a ur-component of the matter stress tensor (see (3.10) below). The trace will be removed by the diffeomorphism generated by (3.4) with F given by (3.3).

Indeed, because the diffeomorphism generated by the vector field ξ (3.4) is linear, the metric we obtain after applying the (linearized) diffeomorphism parametrized by ξ generating a small gauge transformation is precisely ds^2 = −du^2 − 2 du dr + 2r^2γ_{zz̄} dz dz̄ + ( rC_{zz}(u, z, z̄) dz^2 + D^zC_{zz}(u, z, z̄) du dz + c.c. ) , (3.9)

where C_{zz} is defined in (2.39), and we used the identifications (3.6) and (3.7) with g(z, z̄) = 0 to ensure that ξ is generating a small gauge transformation. We refer to this metric as a memory metric, which are Bondi metrics with nonzero memory mode N(z, z̄). It is clear this metric is exactly of the form (2.26), which means the commutation relation (2.43) holds.

Evaluating Einstein’s equations for (3.8) and using (3.6), the only nontrivial equations are □α(z, z̄)δ(u − u_0) + O(δ^′) = −16πG_N T^{M(2)}_{uu} , T^{M(2)}_{ur} = 0 . (3.10) Thus we see that as in ’t Hooft’s original planar shockwave analysis, the ur-component of Einstein’s equation vanishes. Furthermore, integrating the uu-component of Einstein’s equation yields P_−(z, z̄) ≡ ∫_u −∞ du^′ T^{M(2)}_{uu} (u^′, z, z̄) = − 1 16πG_N □α(z, z̄) , (3.11) for u > u_0. This is precisely the momentum operator defined in ’t Hooft’s original analysis, given in (A.3).

3.3 From Soft to ’t Hooft Commutation Relations

In this subsection, we demonstrate that (2.21) is in fact implied by the canonical commutation relations (2.43) obeyed by C(z, z̄) and N(z, z̄). Since the metric (3.8) is diffeomorphic to the Bondi metric (2.26), the canonical commutation relations (2.43) remain unchanged.

First, note that by substituting (3.6) into (3.11), we are able to immediately express P_− in terms of N(z, z̄) for x^− > x^−_0 , namely P_−(z, z̄) = 1 32πG_N □(□ + 2)N(z, z̄) . (3.12)

This result is not as surprising as it may seem. Under our diffeomorphism, the stress tensor T^M_{−−} remains the same to linear order, while the Coulombic degrees of freedom of the shockwave metric are effectively shifted into radiative ones, as one can see by comparing the −− components of the Einstein equations (2.13) and (2.38). As such, the relation between P_− and N in (3.12) could have been directly deduced from the equations of motion before and after the diffeomorphism. A completely analogous relation between the Coulombic and memory degrees of freedom in the high-energy limit of QCD was pointed out in [71].

To identify the shockwave variable associated to the Goldstone C(z, z̄), note that diffeomorphisms with non-vanishing g(z, z̄) in (3.7), and hence C(z, z̄), change the boundary vacuum configuration. The metric (3.8) generalizes the shockwave metrics considered by ’t Hooft by allowing for C^{vac}_{zz} ≠ 0. However, one can revert to the configuration originally considered by ’t Hooft with C^{vac}_{zz} = 0 by a supertranslation (2.47) with F = C(z, z̄) acting on coordinates while keeping the metric fixed.^{11} In particular, recalling from (2.8) that x^− = u, by (2.34) x^− transforms by the simple shift

x^− → x^− − C . (3.13)

Promoting this field-dependent coordinate shift to an operator, we are led to write δx^− = X^−, suggesting the identification of the ’t Hooft variable X^− with the Goldstone mode C via X^−(z, z̄) = −C(z, z̄) , (3.14) up to a field-independent variable. Note that the relative sign in this identification is consistent with the action of supertranslations (2.34) and (2.36) on X^− and C, respectively.

Finally, since N is proportional to the transverse momentum mode P_− via (3.12), we see that the commutator between C and N (2.43) implies a nontrivial commutation relation

11Note that the metric is left invariant by both shifts of coordinates and the metric according to (2.33).

between P_− and X^−, which for x^− > x^−_0 is given by

[P_−(z, z̄), X^−(z^′, z̄^′)] = − 1 32πG_N □_z(□_z + 2) [ N(z, z̄), C(z^′, z̄^′) ]

= − i 4π □_z(□_z + 2) ( S log |z − z^′|^2 ) = −iγ^{zz̄}δ^{(2)}(z − z^′) .

(3.15)

This exactly reproduces the ’t Hooft commutation relation (2.21). We could have obtained the ’t Hooft commutation relation involving P_+ and X^+ had we begun with an ingoing shockwave localized at x^+ = x^+_0 rather than an outgoing shockwave.

We can recast the commutation relation (3.15) into a more symmetric form. Recalling the classical equations of motion (2.16) and (2.18) and promoting them to operator equations, we have

X^+(z, z̄) = 4πG_N ∫ d^2z^′ γ_z′_{z̄}′ G(z − z^′)P^+(z^′, z̄^′) = −8πG_N ∫ d^2z^′ γ_z′_{z̄}′ G(z − z^′)P_−(z^′, z̄^′) ,

(3.16)

where G(z − z^′) is the Green’s function for the transverse Laplacian given in (2.14). Substituting this relation between X^+ and P_− in (3.15), we obtain

[X^+(z, z̄), X^−(z^′, z̄^′)] = 8πiG_N G(z − z^′) . (3.17)

This reflects an uncertainty in the X^−, X^+ coordinates of the shockwave and probe respectively in the quantum theory.

4 Discussion

In this paper, we established a relation between the time delay acquired by a particle propagating in a shockwave background and the gravitational memory effect. This implies that the memory mode, or equivalently the leading soft graviton mode, is related to the shockwave momentum introduced by ’t Hooft in the context of scattering near a black hole horizon. Moreover, the canonically conjugate operator he postulated to correspond to the location of the black hole horizon may be identified with the Goldstone mode. Therefore, we are able to reinterpret the ’t Hooft commutation relations as a simple consequence of the algebra of boundary operators derived from the covariant phase space formalism applied to asymptotically flat spacetimes. In particular, no black hole horizon needed to be present in our analysis. This was foreseen in [25,26] through the application of the ’t Hooft commutation relations to a generic horizon of a causal diamond in flat space.

It is interesting to interpret this result from the perspective of soft gravitons. It is wellknown that the memory effect can be thought of as a vacuum transition [8], and this is associated with the production of soft gravitons. Here we see that this effect is directly related to the classical time delay of a particle crossing a shock, which is constrained by causality to be positive [72, 73]. By (2.16), (2.18), and (3.12), this should translate directly into a constraint on the memory effect (see [74] for a statement along these lines), and it would be interesting to further explore the implications of this relation. Moreover, the uncertainty in the location of the shockwave is tied to the Goldstone mode canonically conjugate to the soft graviton. Goldstone modes have previously been shown to appear in gravitational dressings [50, 52–55], suggesting a relation between shocks and coherent clouds of gravitons. However, this relation remains quite mysterious to us, and we hope to return to it in future work.

Throughout this paper we restricted our analysis to the semiclassical regime: gravitational memory is a classical effect and we are only implementing canonical quantization. However, one can promote the stress tensor to a quantum operator. This implies that the matter stress tensor can have non-zero fluctuations even in the vacuum where the expectation value vanishes. That is, the two-point function of T^M_{μν} is nonzero while the one-point vanishes, and this may correspond to nontrivial two-point functions involving the soft graviton and Goldstone modes N and C, respectively [49, 52, 75, 76].

Our results suggest that we may be able to probe quantum gravity by measuring the memory effect sourced by quantum fluctuations of spacetime rather than classical gravitational waves. This is the essence of the proposal to detect observable effects in quantum gravity in [25–27, 36, 37, 44, 77, 78]. Of course, to have any observable effects from the quantum metric fluctuations, it is not enough for a single shockwave to be sourced by quantum fluctuations. Rather, the memory effect must accumulate sufficiently, over multiple quantum shocks, in order to be observable. Furthermore, to truly tie our results to an observational signature, we need to connect the time delay in the shockwave geometry and transverse displacement associated with the gravitational memory effect with a gauge invariant observable as measured by an interferometer. An idea for how this could happen was at the heart of the proposals in [25, 27]. Nevertheless, by treating shockwaves as a gravitational memory effect, we open up additional directions to understand the infrared behavior of shockwave geometries, and we leave this study for future work.

Acknowledgements

We thank Tim Adamo, Luis Apolo, Vincent Chen, Andrea Cristofoli, Laurent Freidel, Ben Freivogel, Vincent S. H. Lee, Prahar Mitra, Monica Pate, and Erik Verlinde for discussions, as well as Massimo Porrati and Andrew Strominger for useful feedback. We are supported by the Heising-Simons Foundation “Observational Signatures of Quantum Gravity” collaboration grant 2021-2817. The work of KZ is also supported by a Simons Investigator award and the U.S. Department of Energy, Office of Science, Office of High Energy Physics, under Award No. DE-SC0011632.

A The ’t Hooft Black Hole S-Matrix

In this appendix, we review ’t Hooft’s argument for obtaining the phase shift (2.19) given the commutation relations (2.21). For notational simplicity we label all fields by just z instead of z, z̄.

One can transition between eigenstates |P^+⟩, |X_+⟩ of canonically conjugate variables P^+ and X_+ via the Fourier transform |{X_+(z)}⟩ = N ∫ DP^+ exp { −i ∫ d^2z^′γ_z′_{z̄}′ P^+(z^′)X_+(z^′) } |{P^+(z)}⟩ , (A.1)

where {X_+(z)} is shorthand for the formal product of |X_+(z)⟩ for all z (and likewise for {P^+(z)}), N a normalization constant, and we have normalized the states |{P^+(z)}⟩ so that ⟨{P^+(z)}|{P^{′+}(z)}⟩ = N^′ ∏ z δ ( P^+(z) − P^{′+}(z) ) , (A.2)

where N^′ is another normalization constant. By (2.15) and (2.16), the momentum operator is related to the stress tensor via P_−(z) ≡ ∫_x− −∞ dy^− T^{M(2)}_{−−} (y^−, z) = − 1 16πG_N □α(z) , (A.3)

for x^− > x^−_0 . Therefore (A.1) and (A.2) imply that for some different normalization constant N^{′′} ⟨{X_+(z)}|{P^+(z)}⟩ = N^{′′} exp { i ∫ d^2z^′ γ_z′_{z̄}′ P^+(z^′)X_+(z^′) } . (A.4) Finally, comparing with (2.19), we see that we recover the phase shift (2.19) if we identify |in⟩ ∼ |{P^+(z)}⟩, |out⟩ ∼ |{X_+(z)}⟩, and X_+(z) = −2πG_N ∫ d^2z^′ γ_z′_{z̄}′ G(z − z^′)P^−(z^′)

=⇒ X^−(z) = 4πG_N ∫ d^2z^′ γ_z′_{z̄}′ G(z − z^′)P^−(z^′) ,

(A.5) which corresponds precisely to (2.20). This is the time delay acquired by the source when propagating in the background of the probe. As such the commutation relations (2.21) capture the quantum uncertainty in the positions of the source and probe introduced by their scattering [10].

B Diffeomorphism Transforming the Shockwave Metric

In this appendix, we apply the diffeomorphism generated by ξ from (2.49) with F given in (3.3) to the shockwave metric (2.1), and show that we recover the metric (3.5). For convenience, we record here that the vector generating the diffeomorphism is

ξ = F ∂_u + 1 2 □F ∂_r − 1 r D^AF ∂_A , (□ + 2)F (u, z, z̄) = α(z, z̄)Θ(u − u_0) − 2g(z, z̄) . (B.1)

Using (3.2), we get

ξ_u = − 1 2 (□ + 2)F , ξ_r = −F , ξ_z = −r∂_zF . (B.2)

Recall we chose F to obey (B.1) such that we eliminate the h_{uu} component in the shockwave metric (2.1). We now work out how the rest of the components transform. Recalling

δ_ξg_{μν} = ∇_μξ_ν + ∇_ν ξ_μ , (B.3)

and that the nonzero Christofel symbols of the unperturbed metric are

Γ^z_{rz} = 1 r , Γ^z_z = − 2z̄ 1 + zz̄

, Γ^u_{zz̄} = rγ_{zz̄} , Γ^r_{zz̄} = −rγ_{zz̄} , (B.4)

we get δ_ξg_{ur} = −∂_uF , δ_ξg_{uz} = −r∂_u∂_zF − 1 2 ∂_z (□ + 2)F , δ_ξg_{rz} = 0 , δ_ξg_{zz} = −2rD^2_z F , δ_ξg_{zz̄} = 0 .

(B.5)

In particular, after performing the diffeomorphism, we have

h_{zz} ≡ rC_{zz} = δg_{zz} = −2rD^2_z F =⇒ C_{zz} = −2D^2_z F . (B.6)

Comparing with (2.39) , which is C_{zz}(u, z, z̄) = D^2_z N(z, z̄)Θ(u − u_0) − 2D^2_z C(z, z̄) , (B.7) we can identify F (u, z, z̄) = − 1 2 N(z, z̄)Θ(u − u_0) + C(z, z̄) . (B.8) Acting on both sides of this expression with □ + 2, we can derive from (B.1) that α(z, z̄) = − 1 2 (□ + 2)N(z, z̄) , g(z, z̄) = − 1 2 (□ + 2)C(z, z̄) . (B.9) Finally, we observe that we can rewrite (B.5) in terms of C and N using (B.8), such that δ_ξg_{ur} = 1 2 N(z, z̄)δ(u − u_0) , δ_ξg_{uz} = r 2 ∂_z N(z, z̄)δ(u − u_0) + 1 4 ∂_z(□ + 2)N(z, z̄)Θ(u − u_0) − 1 2 ∂_z(□ + 2)C(z, z̄) = r 2 ∂_z N(z, z̄)δ(u − u_0) + 1 2 D^zC_{zz}(u, z, z̄) , δ_ξg_{rz} = 0 , δ_ξg_{zz} = rD^2_z ( N(z, z̄)Θ(u − u_0) − 2C(z, z̄) ) = rC_{zz}(u, z, z̄) , δ_ξg_{zz̄} = 0 .

(B.10)

In terms of these fields, the resulting metric is ds^2 = −du^2 − 2 du dr + 2r^2γ_{zz̄} dz dz̄ + ( rC_{zz}(u, z, z̄) dz^2 + c.c. ) + ( D^zC_{zz}(u, z, z̄) du dz + c.c. ) + N(z, z̄)δ(u − u_0) du dr + ( r∂_zN(z, z̄)δ(u − u_0) du dz + c.c. ) , (B.11)

which is precisely (3.5).

Finally, we briefly comment on another metric that is diffeomorphic to the shockwave metric (2.1). Consider a diffeomorphism generated by the vector χ = α(z, z̄) 2 Θ(u − u_0)∂_r . (B.12) Using (3.2), this means

χ_u = − α(z, z̄) 2 Θ(u − u_0) , χ_r = 0 , χ_z = 0 . (B.13) Performing the diffeomorphism on (2.1), we obtain the metric

ds^2 = −du^2 − 2du dr + 2r^2γ_{zz̄} ( 1 − 2 r χ_u(u, z, z̄) ) dz dz̄ + 2 ( ∂_zχ_u(u, z, z̄) du dz + c.c. ) . (B.14)

In the limit where r → ∞, this reduces precisely to the metric studied in [26].

C Symplectic Form of Transformed Metric

In this appendix, we compute the symplectic form of the transformed shockwave metric given in (B.11), namely ds^2 = −du^2 − 2 du dr + 2r^2γ_{zz̄} dz dz̄ + ( rC_{zz}(u, z, z̄) dz^2 + c.c. ) + ( D^zC_{zz}(u, z, z̄) du dz + c.c. ) + σ(u, z, z̄) du dr + ( r∂_zσ(u, z, z̄) du dz + c.c. ) , (C.1)

where σ(u, z, z̄) ≡ N(z, z̄)δ(u − u_0) . (C.2) Following [79–82], the symplectic form for a metric in linearized gravity is given by (we denote h ≡ h_μ^μ)

Ω_Σ[δ_1h, δ_2h] = 1 16πG_N ∫ Σ √ −gω^μ dΣ_μ , ω^μ = 1 2 δ_2h∇^μδ_1h + δ_2h_{νρ}∇^ν δ_1h^{μρ} − 1 2 δ_2h∇_ν δ_1h^{μν} − 1 2 δ_2h^{νρ}∇^μδ_1h_{νρ} − 1 2 δ_2h^{μρ}∇_ρδ_1h − (1 ↔ 2) ,

(C.3)

where ω^μ is the symplectic current, Σ a Cauchy slice, dΣ_μ the volume 3-form labeled by its orthogonal vector x^μ, and δh^{μν} ≡ g^{μσ}g^{νρ}δh_{σρ}. For the case we are interested in, we want to take the Cauchy slice Σ to be I^+, which is defined as the u + 2r = v_0 hyperplane with v_0 → ∞. This means that n_μ = (^1_2 , 1, 0, 0), or equivalently that the normal vector is n^μ = (−1,^1_2 , 0, 0). The relevant components of the symplectic current are therefore ω^u and ω^r. It is straightforward to show that ω^u = O(r^{−3}) and hence its contribution to the symplectic form vanishes in the limit r → ∞. We are left with evaluating ω^r.

To this end, we start by computing the nonzero components of the linearized metric h_{ur} = 1 2 σ , h_{zz} = rC_{zz} , h_{uz} = r 2 D_zσ + 1 2 D^zC_{zz} . (C.4)

Since √ −g = r^2γ_{zz̄}, we will be interested in the terms of ω^r that fall off slower than r^{−3}.

Keeping only terms quadratic in h, we first focus on the terms in ω^r that could lead to divergences when multiplying √ −g. We find lim_{r→∞} √ −gω^r | | |_{div terms} = −γ_{zz̄} [ r 4 D_Aδ_2σD^Aδ_1σ + r 4 δ_2σD_AD^Aδ_1σ + rδ_2σδ_1σ ] − (1 ↔ 2) .

(C.5)

Upon integration by parts over the z, z̄ coordinates and antisymmetrization, this term drops out.

We conclude that the divergent terms cancel out and the symplectic form in the large r limit reduces to lim_{r→∞} √ −gω^r = −γ_{zz̄} [ 1 2 D_Aδ_2σD_B δ_1C^{BA} + 1 2 δ_2C^{BA}D_B D_Aδ_1σ + 1 4 δ_2σD_AD_B δ_1C^{AB} + 1 4 D_Aδ_2C^{AB} D_Bδ_1σ − 1 2 δ_2C^{AB} ∂_uδ_1C_{AB} ] − (1 ↔ 2) .

(C.6)

Note that after integration by parts and dropping total derivatives on the sphere, the first four terms simplify and we are left with lim_{r→∞} √ −gω^r = − 1 2 γ^{zz̄} ( δ_1C_{zz}δ_2N_{z̄z̄} + δ_1C_{z̄z̄}δ_2N_{zz} ) + 1 2 γ^{zz̄} ( δ_1C_{zz}D^2_{z̄} δ_2σ + δ_1C_{z̄z̄}D^2_z δ_2σ ) − (1 ↔ 2) .

(C.7)

Defining N̂_{AB} ≡ N_{AB} − D_AD_Bσ , (C.8) the symplectic form becomes

Ω_I+ [δ_1h, δ_2h] = 1 16πG_N ∫ I^+ √ −gω^rn_r du dz dz̄ = − 1 32πG_N ∫ I^+ [ γ^{zz̄} ( δ_1C_{zz}δ_2N̂_{z̄z̄} + δ_1C_{z̄z̄}δ_2N̂_{zz}

− δ_1N̂_{z̄z̄}δ_2C_{zz} − δ_1N̂_{zz}δ_2C_{z̄z̄} )] du dz dz̄ = − 1 16πG_N ∫ I^+ [ γ^{zz̄} ( δ_1C_{zz}δ_2N̂_{z̄z̄} − δ_2C_{zz}δ_1N̂_{z̄z̄} )] du dz dz̄ + · · · ,

(C.9)

where we integrated by parts to obtain the last equality, and · · · denote additional boundary terms. From this we can immediately read off the Poisson bracket involving the bulk degrees of freedom to be { C_{z̄z̄}(u, z, z̄), N̂_{ww}(u^′, w, w̄) } = 16πG_N γ_{zz̄}δ(u − u^′)δ^{(2)}(z − w) . (C.10)

For σ = 0, this agrees with (2.41) as expected. For σ given in (C.2), which was obtained from the shockwave metric (2.1) via the diffeomorphism constructed in Section 3.1 and N_{AB} entirely “soft”, i.e. associated with the shear in (2.39), the symplectic form (C.9) vanishes. This is consistent with the vanishing of the symplectic form for shockwave metrics of the form (2.1), which can be straightforwardly verified.

References

[1] Y. B. Zel’dovich and A. G. Polnarev, “Radiation of gravitational waves by a cluster of superdense stars,” Sov. Astron. Lett. 18 (Aug., 1974) 17.

[2] V. B. Braginsky and L. P. Grishchuk, “Kinematic Resonance and Memory Effect in Free Mass Gravitational Antennas,” Sov. Phys. JETP 62 (1985) 427–430.

[3] V. B. Braginsky and K. S. Thorne, “Gravitational-wave bursts with memory and experimental prospects,” Nature 327 no. 6118, (1987) 123–125. https://doi.org/10.1038/327123a0.

[4] M. Ludvigsen, “Geodesic Deviation at Null Infinity and the Physical Effects of Very Long Wave Gravitational Radiation,” Gen. Rel. Grav. 21 (1989) 1205–1212.

[5] D. Christodoulou, “Nonlinear nature of gravitation and gravitational wave experiments,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 67 (1991) 1486–1489.

[6] A. G. Wiseman and C. M. Will, “Christodoulou’s nonlinear gravitational wave memory: Evaluation in the quadrupole approximation,” Phys. Rev. D 44 no. 10, (1991) R2945–R2949.

[7] K. S. Thorne, “Gravitational-wave bursts with memory: The christodoulou effect,” Phys. Rev. D 45 (Jan, 1992) 520–524.

[8] A. Strominger and A. Zhiboedov, “Gravitational Memory, BMS Supertranslations and Soft Theorems,” JHEP 01 (2016) 086, arXiv:1411.5745 [hep-th].

[9] A. Strominger, “Lectures on the Infrared Structure of Gravity and Gauge Theory,” arXiv:1703.05448 [hep-th].

[10] G. ’t Hooft, “The Scattering matrix approach for the quantum black hole: An Overview,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 11 (1996) 4623–4688, arXiv:gr-qc/9607022.

[11] G. ’t Hooft, “Graviton Dominance in Ultrahigh-Energy Scattering,” Phys. Lett. B 198 (1987) 61–63.

[12] D. Amati, M. Ciafaloni, and G. Veneziano, “Classical and Quantum Gravity Effects from Planckian Energy Superstring Collisions,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 3 (1988) 1615–1661.

[13] H. L. Verlinde and E. P. Verlinde, “Scattering at Planckian energies,” Nucl. Phys. B 371 (1992) 246–268, arXiv:hep-th/9110017.

[14] D. N. Kabat and M. Ortiz, “Eikonal quantum gravity and Planckian scattering,” Nucl. Phys. B 388 (1992) 570–592, arXiv:hep-th/9203082.

[15] Y. Kiem, H. L. Verlinde, and E. P. Verlinde, “Black hole horizons and complementarity,” Phys. Rev. D 52 (1995) 7053–7065, arXiv:hep-th/9502074.

[16] S. H. Shenker and D. Stanford, “Black holes and the butterfly effect,” JHEP 03 (2014) 067, arXiv:1306.0622 [hep-th].

[17] R. Akhoury, “Unitary S Matrices With Long-Range Correlations and the Quantum Black Hole,” JHEP 08 (2014) 169, arXiv:1311.5613 [hep-th].

[18] S. H. Shenker and D. Stanford, “Multiple Shocks,” JHEP 12 (2014) 046, arXiv:1312.3296 [hep-th].

[19] L. Cornalba, M. S. Costa, J. Penedones, and R. Schiappa, “Eikonal Approximation in AdS/CFT: From Shock Waves to Four-Point Functions,” JHEP 08 (2007) 019, arXiv:hep-th/0611122.

[20] J. Polchinski, “Chaos in the black hole S-matrix,” arXiv:1505.08108 [hep-th].

[21] Y. Ahn, V. Jahnke, H.-S. Jeong, and K.-Y. Kim, “Scrambling in Hyperbolic Black Holes: shock waves and pole-skipping,” JHEP 10 (2019) 257, arXiv:1907.08030 [hep-th].

[22] N. Gaddam and N. Groenenboom, “Soft graviton exchange and the information paradox,” arXiv:2012.02355 [hep-th].

[23] N. Gaddam and N. Groenenboom, “2 to 2N scattering: Eikonalisation and the Page curve,” JHEP 01 (2022) 146, arXiv:2110.14673 [hep-th].

[24] N. Gaddam and N. Groenenboom, “A toolbox for black hole scattering,” arXiv:2207.11277 [hep-th].

[25] E. P. Verlinde and K. M. Zurek, “Observational signatures of quantum gravity in interferometers,” Phys. Lett. B 822 (2021) 136663, arXiv:1902.08207 [gr-qc].

[26] E. Verlinde and K. M. Zurek, “Modular fluctuations from shockwave geometries,” Phys. Rev. D 106 no. 10, (2022) 106011, arXiv:2208.01059 [hep-th].

[27] Y. Zhang and K. M. Zurek, “Stochastic Description of Near-Horizon Fluctuations in Rindler-AdS,” arXiv:2304.12349 [hep-th].

[28] T. He, V. Lysov, P. Mitra, and A. Strominger, “BMS supertranslations and Weinbergs soft graviton theorem,” JHEP 05 (2015) 151, arXiv:1401.7026 [hep-th].

[29] P. C. Aichelburg and R. U. Sexl, “On the gravitational field of a massless particle,” General Relativity and Gravitation 2 no. 4, (1971) 303–312. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00758149.

[30] T. Dray and G. ’t Hooft, “The gravitational shock wave of a massless particle,” Nuclear Physics B 253 (1985) 173–188.

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0550321385905255.

[31] K. Sfetsos, “On gravitational shock waves in curved space-times,”

Nucl. Phys. B 436 (1995) 721–745, arXiv:hep-th/9408169.

[32] A. Cristofoli, “Gravitational shock waves and scattering amplitudes,” JHEP 11 (2020) 160, arXiv:2006.08283 [hep-th].

[33] G. ’t Hooft, “The black hole interpretation of string theory,”

Nucl. Phys. B 335 (1990) 138–154.

[34] A. Tolish and R. M. Wald, “Retarded Fields of Null Particles and the Memory Effect,” Phys. Rev. D 89 no. 6, (2014) 064008, arXiv:1401.5831 [gr-qc].

[35] D. Kapec, A.-M. Raclariu, and A. Strominger, “Area, Entanglement Entropy and Supertranslations at Null Infinity,” Class. Quant. Grav. 34 no. 16, (2017) 165007, arXiv:1603.07706 [hep-th].

[36] E. Verlinde and K. M. Zurek, “Spacetime Fluctuations in AdS/CFT,” JHEP 04 (2020) 209, arXiv:1911.02018 [hep-th].

[37] T. Banks and K. M. Zurek, “Conformal description of near-horizon vacuum states,” Phys. Rev. D 104 no. 12, (2021) 126026, arXiv:2108.04806 [hep-th].

[38] R. Penrose, The geometry of impulsive gravitational waves, pp. 101–115. 1972.

[39] L. Freidel and D. Pranzetti, “Gravity from symmetry: duality and impulsive waves,” Journal of High Energy Physics 2022 no. 4, (Apr., 2022) 125, arXiv:2109.06342 [hep-th].

[40] L. Freidel, M. Geiller, and D. Pranzetti, “Edge modes of gravity. Part I. Corner potentials and charges,” JHEP 11 (2020) 026, arXiv:2006.12527 [hep-th].

[41] L. Freidel, M. Geiller, and D. Pranzetti, “Edge modes of gravity. Part II. Corner metric and Lorentz charges,” JHEP 11 (2020) 027, arXiv:2007.03563 [hep-th].

[42] L. Freidel, M. Geiller, and D. Pranzetti, “Edge modes of gravity. Part III. Corner simplicity constraints,” JHEP 01 (2021) 100, arXiv:2007.12635 [hep-th].

[43] L. Freidel, R. Oliveri, D. Pranzetti, and S. Speziale, “Extended corner symmetry, charge bracket and Einstein’s equations,” JHEP 09 (2021) 083, arXiv:2104.12881 [hep-th].

[44] K. M. Zurek, “Snowmass 2021 White Paper: Observational Signatures of Quantum Gravity,” arXiv:2205.01799 [gr-qc].

[45] D. Amati, M. Ciafaloni, and G. Veneziano, “Planckian scattering beyond the semiclassical approximation,” Phys. Lett. B 289 (1992) 87–91.

[46] S. B. Giddings, D. J. Gross, and A. Maharana, “Gravitational effects in ultrahigh-energy string scattering,” Phys. Rev. D 77 (2008) 046001, arXiv:0705.1816 [hep-th].

[47] S. B. Giddings, “The gravitational S-matrix: Erice lectures,”

Subnucl. Ser. 48 (2013) 93–147, arXiv:1105.2036 [hep-th].

[48] G. Compère, “Infinite towers of supertranslation and superrotation memories,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 123 no. 2, (2019) 021101, arXiv:1904.00280 [gr-qc].

[49] L. Freidel, D. Pranzetti, and A.-M. Raclariu, “A discrete basis for celestial holography,” arXiv:2212.12469 [hep-th].

[50] S. Choi, U. Kol, and R. Akhoury, “Asymptotic Dynamics in Perturbative Quantum Gravity and BMS Supertranslations,” JHEP 01 (2018) 142, arXiv:1708.05717 [hep-th].

[51] L. Donnay, A. Puhm, and A. Strominger, “Conformally Soft Photons and Gravitons,” JHEP 01 (2019) 184, arXiv:1810.05219 [hep-th].

[52] N. Arkani-Hamed, M. Pate, A.-M. Raclariu, and A. Strominger, “Celestial amplitudes from UV to IR,” JHEP 08 (2021) 062, arXiv:2012.04208 [hep-th].

[53] K. Nguyen and J. Salzer, “Celestial IR divergences and the effective action of supertranslation modes,” JHEP 09 (2021) 144, arXiv:2105.10526 [hep-th].

[54] D. Kapec and P. Mitra, “Shadows and soft exchange in celestial CFT,” Phys. Rev. D 105 no. 2, (2022) 026009, arXiv:2109.00073 [hep-th].

[55] D. Kapec, “Soft Particles and Infinite-Dimensional Geometry,”

arXiv:2210.00606 [hep-th].

[56] H. Bondi, M. G. J. van der Burg, and A. W. K. Metzner, “Gravitational waves in general relativity. 7. Waves from axisymmetric isolated systems,” Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 269 (1962) 21–52.

[57] R. Sachs, “Asymptotic symmetries in gravitational theory,”

Phys. Rev. 128 (1962) 2851–2864.

[58] G. Barnich and C. Troessaert, “Aspects of the BMS/CFT correspondence,” JHEP 05 (2010) 062, arXiv:1001.1541 [hep-th].

[59] J. Winicour, “Logarithmic asymptotic flatness,”

Foundations of Physics 15 no. 5, (1985) 605–616. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01882485.

[60] P. T. Chrusciel, M. A. H. MacCallum, and D. B. Singleton, “Gravitational waves in general relativity: 14. Bondi expansions and the polyhomogeneity of Scri,” arXiv:gr-qc/9305021.

[61] M. Geiller and C. Zwikel, “The partial Bondi gauge: Further enlarging the asymptotic structure of gravity,” SciPost Phys. 13 (2022) 108, arXiv:2205.11401 [hep-th].

[62] G. Barnich and C. Troessaert, “BMS charge algebra,” JHEP 12 (2011) 105, arXiv:1106.0213 [hep-th].

[63] D. Kapec, M. Perry, A.-M. Raclariu, and A. Strominger, “Infrared Divergences in QED, Revisited,” Phys. Rev. D96 no. 8, (2017) 085002, arXiv:1705.04311 [hep-th].

[64] S. Pasterski, A. Puhm, and E. Trevisani, “Celestial diamonds: conformal multiplets in celestial CFT,” JHEP 11 (2021) 072, arXiv:2105.03516 [hep-th].

[65] S. Pasterski, A. Puhm, and E. Trevisani, “Revisiting the conformally soft sector with celestial diamonds,” JHEP 11 (2021) 143, arXiv:2105.09792 [hep-th].

[66] A. Ashtekar and R. O. Hansen, “A unified treatment of null and spatial infinity in general relativity. I - Universal structure, asymptotic symmetries, and conserved quantities at spatial infinity,” J. Math. Phys. 19 (1978) 1542–1566.

[67] A. Ashtekar, “Asymptotic Quantization of the Gravitational Field,”

Phys. Rev. Lett. 46 (1981) 573–576.

[68] H. L. Verlinde and E. P. Verlinde, “QCD at high-energies and two-dimensional field theory,” arXiv:hep-th/9302104.

[69] E. Iancu and R. Venugopalan, The Color glass condensate and high-energy scattering in QCD, pp. 249–3363. 3, 2003. arXiv:hep-ph/0303204.

[70] M. Pate, A.-M. Raclariu, and A. Strominger, “Conformally Soft Theorem in Gauge Theory,” Phys. Rev. D 100 no. 8, (2019) 085017, arXiv:1904.10831 [hep-th].

[71] A. Ball, M. Pate, A.-M. Raclariu, A. Strominger, and R. Venugopalan, “Measuring color memory in a color glass condensate at electron–ion colliders,” Annals Phys. 407 (2019) 15–28, arXiv:1805.12224 [hep-ph].

[72] I. I. Shapiro, “Fourth Test of General Relativity,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 13 (1964) 789–791.

[73] X. O. Camanho, J. D. Edelstein, J. Maldacena, and A. Zhiboedov, “Causality Constraints on Corrections to the Graviton Three-Point Coupling,” JHEP 02 (2016) 020, arXiv:1407.5597 [hep-th].

[74] G. Compère, J. Long, and M. Riegler, “Invariance of Unruh and Hawking radiation under matter-induced supertranslations,” JHEP 05 (2019) 053, arXiv:1903.01812 [hep-th].

[75] L. Donnay, S. Pasterski, and A. Puhm, “Asymptotic Symmetries and Celestial CFT,” JHEP 09 (2020) 176, arXiv:2005.08990 [hep-th].

[76] J. Cotler, N. Miller, and A. Strominger, “An Integer Basis for Celestial Amplitudes,” arXiv:2302.04905 [hep-th].

[77] K. M. Zurek, “On vacuum fluctuations in quantum gravity and interferometer arm fluctuations,” Phys. Lett. B 826 (2022) 136910, arXiv:2012.05870 [hep-th].

[78] S. Gukov, V. S. H. Lee, and K. M. Zurek, “Near-horizon quantum dynamics of 4D Einstein gravity from 2D Jackiw-Teitelboim gravity,” Phys. Rev. D 107 no. 1, (2023) 016004, arXiv:2205.02233 [hep-th].

[79] G. Barnich and G. Compere, “Surface charge algebra in gauge theories and thermodynamic integrability,” J. Math. Phys. 49 (2008) 042901, arXiv:0708.2378 [gr-qc].

[80] G. Compère and J. Long, “Vacua of the gravitational field,” JHEP 07 (2016) 137, arXiv:1601.04958 [hep-th].

[81] G. Compère, A. Fiorucci, and R. Ruzziconi, “Superboost transitions, refraction memory and super-Lorentz charge algebra,” JHEP 11 (2018) 200, arXiv:1810.00377 [hep-th]. [Erratum: JHEP 04, 172 (2020)].

[82] F. Alessio and M. Arzano, “Note on the symplectic structure of asymptotically flat gravity and BMS symmetries,” Phys. Rev. D 100 no. 4, (2019) 044028, arXiv:1906.05036 [gr-qc].