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Abstract: A tensor calculus adapted to the Anti-Newtonian limit of Einstein gravity is developed.
The limit is defined in terms of a global conformal rescaling of the spatial metric. This enhances
spacelike distances compared to timelike ones and in the limit effectively squeezes the lightcones to
lines. Conventional tensors admit an analogous Anti-Newtonian limit, which however transforms
according to a non-standard realization of the spacetime Diffeomorphism group. In addition to the
type of the tensor the transformation law depends on, a set of integer-valued weights is needed
to ensure the existence of a nontrivial limit. Examples are limiting counterparts of the metric,
Einstein, and Riemann tensors. An adapted purely temporal notion of parallel transport is presented.
By introducing a generalized Ehresmann connection and an associated orthonormal frame compatible
with an invertible Carroll metric, the weight-dependent transformation laws can be mapped into
a universal one that can be read off from the index structure. Utilizing this ‘decoupling map” and
a realization of the generalized Ehresmann connection in terms of scalar field, the limiting gravity
theory can be endowed with an intrinsic Levi-Civita type notion of spatio-temporal parallel transport.

Keywords: strong coupling gravity; Carroll geometry; diffeomorphisms

1. Introduction

In a 1+d formulation where the geometry of a foliated manifold M is specified by a lapse-like
field v, a shift-like field v, and a spatial metric q,;, with inverse g°¢, consider the following action

t
solag) = % Ji/at fydvy/a{ deolam) (g™ — 4%a)eo (qca)

. ) )
+ leo(g)? —2v[U(g) + A}
Here ¢y = d; — Ly, with L the d-dimensional Lie derivative, and ¢ is a minimally coupled scalar
field made dimensionless by multiplying with the square root of the gravitational constant. Its potential
U(¢) is real valued and has a constant term A taken out. The action (1) has a sound motivation as
the Anti-Newtonian limit of Einstein gravity minimally coupled to a scalar field ¢. In 1+d form the
gravitational action S is a functional of the lapse N, shift N?, spatial metric g,;, with inverse g“b , and the
scalar ¢. The essential part of the scale transformation is g,;, — A?g,, for real A. For large A spacelike
distances are relatively enhanced and the lightcones appear to be squeezed to almost lines, thereby
implementing an Anti-Newtonian limit. Applied to the gravitational action S the Ricci scalar R(g) of
the spatial metric g,; and spatial gradient term g*9,¢d;¢ of the scalar field drop out for A — oo, and
one is left with (1) (where the subscript 0 refers to A~! — 0). A more detailed motivation for this limit
and the associated Anti-Newtonian expansion is presented in Section 2.1. For short, we shall refer to
the gravity theory described by (1) as Sgravity. Here ‘S’ is a mnemonic used alternatively for ‘scaling’
or ‘strong coupling’.
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The subject of this article are the symmetries of the action (1) and the development of a
tensor calculus adapted to them. Since the Einstein—Hilbert action is usually motivated as the
unique ‘generally covariant’ action ‘second order’ in derivatives, one might expect (1) to be
invariant at best under a subclass of diffeomorphisms. Remarkably, (1) is invariant under the full
spacetime Diffeomorphism group Diff( M), which acts however in a non-standard way on the fields
v,V 4oy, 9™, @ [1]. One may think of this as a realization 7t5 of the abstract Diffeomorphism group
different from the familiar tensorial one. We write

SDiff(M) := 75 (Diff(M)) @)

and refer to Sy’s invariance as one with respect to the SDiff(M) realization. For the concatenation
of two diffeomorphisms x1, x» € Diff(M), the realization 71g meets the basic requirement 7tg(x2 o
x1) = ms(x2)7s(x1) when acting on v, 1, g5, %%, 9. We shall not pursue topological aspects of the
Diffeomorphism group or the concomitant functional analytical aspects needed to turn 7g into a
bona-fide representation. In fact, there are more pressing questions to be answered first.

One is that 715 is grossly under-determined by knowing only its action on v,v?,q., 4%, ¢.
The standard tensor calculus is designed such that the generalized pull-back x. and push-forward
X" of a diffeomorphism x € Diff(M) are automorphisms of the tensor algebra that commute with
contractions. In particular, the pseudo-Riemannian metric g, entering the Einstein-Hilbert action
is of course a second rank tensor and the push-forward defines a left action 7r(x)g = x*(g)
on it, mr(x2)mr(x1)g = (x3x71)§ = (X2 °x1)'§ = 7r(x20x1)g- In a 1+d formulation the
metric is parameterized in terms of lapse N, shift N, and spatial metric g, via g, (y)dy"dy" =
€gN2dt? + gy, (Ndt + dx*) (NPdt 4 dx"). Here y# are local spacetime coordinates and (¢, x*) are local
1+4d coordinates; we allow both signatures throughout, €g = £1. On the constituent fields N, N%, g,
the tensorial realization 77 acts in a nonlinear and unfamiliar way, recorded here (for the first time,
we believe) in Equation (A33). By construction, the 1+d form of the matter coupled Einstein-Hilbert
action is invariant under 7r7(Diff(M)) acting on N, N*, g,;,, g%, . Of course 7r7(x) differs from 7r5(x)
for generic x. Denoting the scale transformation by s, (N, N*, g, g”h, ¢$) = (N, N, /\zgab, A’zg”b, ¢),
one finds that

mts(x)(u) = AIEI;OSANT(X)M/ u=N,N¢, ms(x)(gw) = AIEIQOA_ZSA”T(X)gabr 3)

for all x € Diff(M). After renaming the fields this produces the 7rs(x) realization on v, v, 4,5, ¢. The
additional A2 in s 717 (x)ga’s asymptotics is crucial and the integer w(g,;) = 2 will be referred to
as g,,’'s weight. A natural extension of this procedure to generic type (}) tensors U is to search for
weighted limits of the scaled tensorial realization

s()U = Alijlgo[”A(w)SAﬂT(X)]U- 4)

Here U refers to the tuple uy, A = 1,...,|U| <25, of U’s 1+d block components defined with
respect to the frame set by the N, N* foliation; each component may have to be rescaled by some A ~%4,
wa € Z, in order to obtain a finite nonzero limit. Each 715(x) transformed block is a linear combination
of the other blocks with coefficients that may depend nonlinearly on v, v%, q,;,. Scaling limits of part of
a direct sum metric are known in Differential Geometry as “adiabatic limits”. They have been used
to study connections, curvatures, and the spectra of covariant Laplacians [2-4], but to the best of our
knowledge have not been applied to Einstein gravity itself. Since the term “adiabatic limit” is already
taken in physics, we shall refer to (4) alternatively as “Anti-Newtonian limit” or simply as “A-scaling
limit”. The resulting transformation law 7tg(x)U will for generic x € Diff(M) differ from 7t (x)U and
will be taken as the defining characteristic of an Stensor of type (;) and weight tuple w.



Symmetry 2020, 12, 752 3 of 63

A nontrivial example is the counterpart of the Einstein tensor in Sgravity. With Sy from (1)

we define

N

grav’ 0T VA ya

2 45

Goap = —€g——=—+

0,ab &y Va qab

where |gray indicates that the ¢-dependent terms are omitted (which are attributed to an analogously

defined energy—momentum tensor for Sgravity). Then (Go, Go,a, Go 4) turns out to be an Stensor in the

above sense of type (%) and weight (0,0,2). Concretely, this amounts to a specific transformation law
which we note here in linearized form:

GO =

grav ’
\ e 1350 ©
grav gflab \/ﬁ v

grav

=}

820Gy = <eo(Go) + LzGo,

620Gy, = %ffo(Go,a) + LzGoq + v0a (%) Go — €4V Go ap 470c (%0) , (6)
0
8Goay = Seo(Goap) + LeGoab -
Suitably interpreted &2 is the linearized version of 7t5(x), where the descriptors (&°,&7) of
the infinitesimal diffeomorphisms t' = t — &0(t,x), ¥’ = x* — &(t,x) have been traded for
€)' = v, e =" +17¢0. These still comprise 1+d unconstrained functions of (t,x). For the

1+d block components (G, Gg, G,p) of the Einstein tensor proper, Gy = Ryy — (1/2)guw(R — 2A),
the corresponding gauge transformations differ from (6). This marks on the linearized level the
difference between the universal tensorial realization 711 and the weight-dependent scaling realization
7ts.

The limit construction (3) successfully defines the nonstandard realization 7t for tensors of all
types. It is however not an autonomous formalism in that it is rooted in the tensorial realization 7rt.
On a foliated pseudo-Riemannian manifold one will naturally require the limits to be compatible
with moving indices with the spacetime metric g, ¢"". This turns out to restrict the allowed weights
and also allows one to define and to compute the transformation law autonomously, using the g
realization only.

An elegant way to code the same information is via decoupling map: for a given weight there
are polynomial redefinitions of the Stensor’s blocks that transform multilinearly among themselves.
For example in (6) the redefined blocks transform without the mixing terms in the middle equation.
Generally, the redefined blocks satisfy decoupled transformation laws that can be read off from the
index structure alone. The non-universal, weight-dependent aspects are coded by the redefinition,
i.e., by the decoupling map.

The key ingredient in this construction is an auxiliary structure ,, transforming under generic
diffeomorphisms as follows

oxt ot ot ot ot'

r_ (90 90 e o2 d )
B = (5o + 5o ) (57— 5”) P+ 3| @)
For v = 0 this is the transformation law of an Ehresmann connection. In fact, v* = 0 is an
admissible gauge [1] in which the covariance group reduces to the group ' = x°(t, x), x’* = x(x),
dubbed Carroll diffeomorphisms [5,6]. The generalized Ehresmann connection (7) allows one to

maintain covariance under the full Diffeomorphism group. In terms of B, and v, one can introduce an
orthonormal frame, which we call the SDiff frame,

9
o — V9, = mt —, Eq = 9y + Baco = Ef =—,
a ay" a a a ﬂay” (8)

E0 = dt— Bee® = tudy”, et = dx" +vidt = ejdyt.

€0
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It transforms without mixing under all of SDiff(M): e6 o ¢, E' 0 EY, while El, ¢ * are linear

combinations of Ej, e?, respectively. The SDiff frame has several other noteworthy properties. First,

it is metric compatible with respect to the following invertible, 8,-dependent metric
2 b v -2 brH

Sy 1= €V tuty + qapeliey gt = equ i m!'m" + " ELE} . 9)

That is, egut, = g v~ lmP and g% E, = g’ €p hold. The more familiar degenerate Carroll

metric [5-8] is given by Q,, = qabeg,e,lﬂgzo, with pseudo-inverse Q¥ = q“b EY E}|y—o. Second,

the nonstandard SDiff(M) action on v,v?,q, q“h, Ba induces a standard tensorial transformation

for the v—1m#, E and €qVty, e‘;{ coordinate components of the frame (8). As a consequence the same

holds for the g7, gt"; mathematically they intertwine the 7rg with the 7ty realization of Diff(M). Third,

note that the spatial block of g7, and the temporal part of gk" are B,-independent. The non-mixing
transformation laws of the SDiff frame (8) thereby entail

b -1 _
gpet e’ =quet e, vV eh=vle. (10)

The spatial block of the metric and the temporal part of the contra-metric are separately fully
diffeomorphism invariant! This can be seen as the characteristic feature of the Sgravity geometry
compatible with the invariance of (1). These three properties conspire constructively to allow for the
above decoupling maps. Utilizing them a fully SDiff(M) covariant SCarroll-Levi-Civita connection can
be defined, generalizing the one in [9]. Since B, can be realized in terms of a scalar as B, = —da¢/eo(¢),
Sgravity coupled to a scalar with can be endowed with an intrinsic Levi-Civita type notion of
spatio-temporal parallel transport.

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2 we motivate the Sgravity action (1) in more
detail and derive the transformation law (3) that ensures its invariance. In Section 3 we introduce the
generalized Ehresmann connection (7) and discuss its ramifications: the existence of the SDiff frame (8)
compatible with the invertible Carroll metric (9), whose coordinate components intertwine the g
with the 77 realization. In Section 4.1 the limit construction (4) of Stensors is elucidated. Examples of
Stensors and their linearized transformation laws are presented in Section 4.2. Section 4.3 constructs
the decoupling maps. Different notations of SDiff(M) covariant parallel transport are discussed in
Section 5. Brief conclusions and an outlook are offered in Section 6. Appendix A revisits the 1+d tensor
calculus of (pseudo-)Riemannian geometry with a focus on (occasionally new) results needed in the
bulk of the paper.

2. Sgravity and Its Diffeomorphism Invariance

Written in 1+d form one can separate the kinematical from the dynamical spatial gradients
in Einstein gravity. Then Sgravity describes the temporal dynamics of the gravitational degrees of
freedom in a ‘generally covariant’ way. The number of physical degrees of freedom is the same [10] and
so is the abstract invariance group Diff( M), which however acts in a non-standard way on the fields.

2.1. Kinematical versus Dynamical Gravitational Gradients

Sgravity is best introduced starting from the 1+d form of the gravitational action. It is instructive
to include some minimal coupling to matter, for which we take a self-interacting scalar field ¢4im.
We retain the parameterization of the line element ds?> = —NZ2dt? + g, (N*dt + dx®)(NVdt + dxb).
The generalization of (A43) then reads.

Stg, 9™ = Solg, VAgU] + Vg ViG], an
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where

Sola.g] = 3 i/t fydx{ dheo(qa)G(a) ™ en(gea) + Leo(g)? — 2nq[U() + Al
Vig el = 3 J;/dt fudxng{R(g) -~ g™dugdnp}

In addition to the propagating fields the densitized lapse n = N/,/g and the shift N” enter,
the latter only through ey := d¢ — L, the derivation transversal to the leaves of the foliation. The deWitt
metric is 2G4 (g) = g%q" + g%gbc — 2q%0g°?. The rescaled scalar field ¢ = /k¢d™ is dimensionless
and the potential U(¢) in (12) has already been viewed as a function of it. Finally, x = c¢;Gy, c3 = 87,
is the d-dimensional Newton constant. Next, we subject (11) to the following scale transformation s,
A>0:

(12)

k — My, gap(t,x) — Azgab(f,x)

(13)
N—=-N, N'—=N' ¢—=¢ A—=A.

Note that s, refers to a fiducial foliation but by (A42) is insensitive to foliation-preserving
diffeomorphisms. After the rescaling we set x = 1 and rename ¥ = A~2. This gives

Slg ¢l = Solg, ¢] +&V[g, ] . (14)

The decomposition (14) separates kinematical spatial gradients carried by ey from dynamical
gradients carried by R(g), 9,¢g™9;¢, and can serve as the starting point for an Anti-Newtonian
expansion: the Sy term can be viewed as the A — co limit of the rescaled original action. By (13) a large
A > 1 emulates a large Newton constant and also enhances spacelike distances compared to timelike
ones. Neighboring world lines are harder to communicate with and the lightcone structure appears
Anti-Newtonian. It is instructive to absorb « into a dimensionful spatial metric g%m =K%/
all fields N, ndim = 55, N?, ¢, gg;m are invariant under the scale transformation and the action (11) reads

gap- Then

. 1 .
Solg™™ @]+ 7 VIg™™ ¢]. (15)
In this scale invariant field basis the role of ¥ is thus played by x2/¢, and an expansion in powers
of & is literally a strong coupling expansion. The limiting gravity theory with action Sy|g, ¢] is referred
to as strong coupling gravity or Sgravity, for short. For clarity’s sake we use different symbols

g qw, N—v, N —V', ¢— o, (16)

for its fields and refer to them as Sfields. The densitized Slapse will occur infrequently, we then write
directly n — v/ /3.

The limiting gravity theory described by S¢ has originally been suggested in Hamiltonian form by
Isham [11] and was subsequently studied in [1,10,12,13]. In vacuum and without cosmological constant
it is equivalent to the “zero-signature” limit of Einstein gravity formulated by Henneaux [7]. In related
developments, first order forms of “Carroll gravity” theories have been introduced [14,15], so far of
uncertain relation to Henneaux’s version. In a mathematical relativity context the field equations
of Sy are known as the “velocity dominated” system. They describe the limiting behavior of a class
of “asymptotically velocity dominated” solutions of the Einstein field equations [16,17]. Conversely,
“Fuchsian techniques” [18,19] allow for the rigorous construction of relativistic spacetimes from “seed”
solutions of the velocity dominated fields equations.

The relativistic gradient expansion similarly takes seed solutions of the velocity dominated
system as the starting point but aims initially only at formal series solutions in powers of some control
parameter €. Since its early beginnings in the context of the BKL scenario [20-23] it has been recast
as an alternative to (resummed) cosmological perturbation theory, deemed valid on “superhorizon”
scales [24-28]. There is also a streamlined version of the expansion employing the Hamilton-Jacobi
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method [29,30]. These are all on-shell techniques, in practice limited to seed solutions of the factorized
form g, (t, x) = a(t)?4,(x). In the present setting A =2 plays the role of the control parameter €.

Using a suitable ansatz the Einstein-Hilbert action itself can be expanded in powers of A2,
but for off-shell seeds the variational field equations fail to preserve the constraints. An off-shell
Anti-Newtonian expansion that avoids issues with constraint non-propagation has been developed
in [31]. An iteratively constructed canonical transformation (“Trivialization map”) exists that maps the
full 1+d action S* into its strong coupling limit Sy, while intertwining with the constraints. An outlook
on its relevance for the quantum theory can be found in [32].

2.2. Transformation of v, v*, qap, 4°°

Since the very definition of the Sgravity action Sy refers to a foliation one might expect it to be
invariant only under the foliation-preserving subgroup Diff({X}) of Diff(M). In fact, Sy is (even for
generic parameter in the deWitt metric) invariant under the full 144 dimensional diffeomorphism
group, which acts however non-tensorially according to [1]

’ 1%

T
— ——v
ot  odx¢
ox'*  o9x'” b
- —
o ot dxb
S A T 17
Jt  oJx¢
ox° ot x4 ot
/ _ g 9 c gr 9 d
Qab = (ax’” oY ) (ax/b + ax/hy )qu'

The scalar field in the matter extended action transforms as usual, ¢’ = ¢. The primed fields
are evaluated at (#,x’). The transformations (17) form a realization 75(x), x € Diff(M), of the
Diffeomorphism group, partially defined by its action on v, v%, q,p, ¢. By direct computation one can
verify that they form a group compatible with concatenation of the diffeomorphisms, 7tg(x2) s (x1)u =
7ts(x20 x1)u, 4 = v,v?, 44, ¢- The counterparts in pseudo-Riemannian geometry are the relations (A33)
which are induced by the familiar tensorial realization via push-forward (77(x)8)uw = (X*&)uvs
x € Diff(M). We anticipate in the notation 7t that (17) can be extended to generic tensors to form a
bona-fide ‘scaling realization” of the Diffeomorphism group for which we write

SDiff(M) = 715 (Diff(M)) . (18)

The invariance of Sy will be shown below.

The transformation law (17) is related to its counterpart (A33) in pseudo-Riemannian geometry by
the limit (3) of the scale transformation (13). With the replacement (16) understood the transformation
laws (A33) and (17) coincide precisely on the subgroup Diff({¥}) of foliation-preserving
diffeomorphisms in (A3).

The relations (17) can be linearized straightforwardly. With &0, as in (A44) and &0 = €Y /v,
€? = & +1°¢" in parallel to the combinations in (A45) one finds

v = e(€2) + €d,v,
eg(e?

o = ),
0 el (19)
‘5eqﬂb = 730(‘71117) + ‘Céqab .

€

Qe = Seo(@) +€%0q9.

=]
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Throughout we retain the notation ey = 9y — Ly for the derivation transversal to the leaves of the
foliation set by v, see (A18).

The need for a novel tensor calculus adapted to (17) can be seen in several ways, most obviously
by studying the metric itself. Consider the decomposition (A27) of the spacetime metric into temporal
and spatial blocks. Under the usual tensorial action of diffeomorphisms the blocks of the (co-and
contravariant) metric (A27) will mix, unless the diffeomorphism is foliation-preserving. The sum
however is invariant. Direct counterparts of co- and contravariant metric arise from the substitution (16)
(The right hand sides also coincide with g7, | B:Odyy dy’, gt | Fo (0/9y")(9/9dy"), from (74), hinting at
Ba’s role later on.)

Sudytdy’ — evdt® + qpee”, (20a)
J 9 _ J 0
A A P 200)

where on the right hand side ey = 9y — v79,, e* = dx* + v*dt. Using (17) the transformation of the right
hand side under SDiff(M) can be computed. One finds

242 — 2482 0t dteb + ohd Lot ot 4 .
v t'e = vedt +D ﬁ< te” +e t)"‘D ﬁﬁe , (213)
roga b ab
Jap€ € = qap€ €,
vV leh = v e, (21b)
P SR N TNEY VA B BRSNS ' 1)

ax'" xrt 957 oxd ox¢ (eo axd | 9xd 60) D 9x¢ oxa’

where we use the shorthand D := 9t' /9t — v°dt’ /9x°. Notably, the sums in (20) are no longer invariant.
Instead, the spatial part of the metric and the temporal part of the contra-metric are separately invariant
under the full SDiff(M) action!

We briefly comment on the derivation. The first equation in (21a) is just the chain rule, rewritten
as in (A32c). For the second equation in (21a) the transformation law of 4°° is needed. By taking the A
scaling limit of (A38) one finds

q/ﬂb — X;ch ch ,
(22)

a

Lo oxt oy
b b oxt\ ot ox¢ /'’
where no confusion with the X! in (A47) should arise. As a check one may verify qgcq’d] = acq® =
oL, using

ox”? ot ox°© ot
(G + V') X = b, (g +v ) X0 =40, 23)
on account of (A7). Often also the relations Xgat/ax’” = —D19t'/9x? and (9x°/0x'" +
vt/ 9x'")at' /ax° = —Dot' /dx'" are useful. For the linearized version of (22) one finds 62¢% =

(€2/v)en(g™) 4 Lzg", consistent with (19). In order to obtain the transformation law of e?, we start
from (A32d) which is merely a rewriting of the chain rule. By inserting N’ ~ v'?, N* s 14,
from (17) specifics about Sgravity enter and the result can be written as ¢’* = Xzeb . The invariance

q.,ee b= qapee’ then follows by combining (17), ¢ = Xfe’, and (23).
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The first relation in (21b) can be obtained as follows: starting from (A32a) and (A32b) one replaces
again N'* — v, N? — v*, via its SDiff(M) transformation law. Repeated application of (A7) then

gives v/ 1e) = v~ le). Finally, the second relation in (21b) arises from

NI TN

Froi e )

Invariance of S). As stressed at the beginning the unusual geometry described by (21) is
motivated by the invariance of Sy under the action (17). This invariance is plausible by the very
origin of (17) as a limit under the scaling transformation (13). Its direct verification highlights the
consistent interplay of the various non-standard transformation formulas and may be worth presenting
in detail. It is convenient to introduce the notion of an SDiff(M) scalar ¢ (Sscalar for short) as a function
on M that transforms like a conventional scalar ¢’ = ¢, with respect to (17). Metric-independent
conventional scalars are thus examples of Sscalars. Further, the first relation in (21b) can be rephrased
by saying that v~ 'ey maps Sscalars into Sscalars. The matter part of the action Sy[g, ¢] in (12) is
therefore a sum of two Sscalars, v—2eg(¢)? and U(¢) + A. The gravity part in So[g, ¢] can likewise be
written as a sum of SDiff(M) scalars. In order to see this, we note first

-1 ox¢ ot ox? ot N
V' e () = (W + ch) (m o’ )V e0(9ea) - (25)
Infinitesimally, this can be verified straightforwardly. One way of establishing (25) for finite
transformations is as follows: as a real, symmetric, and positive definite matrix 4,, admits a spectral
decomposition of the form
d N
a = Y- Aod o)) (26)
i=1
where the eigenvalues are positive though not necessarily distinct, and the eigenvectors Ufzi), i,=1...,d,
can be chosen mutually orthogonal. The transformation law of the eigenvectors follows from (17).
(In the terminology of Section 4 v, is the spatial part of a Scovector (v,v,) of weight (0,0) with v = 0.)
It remains to show the implication

ox°¢ ot 1 /0x° ot
/ﬂ (ax/[l + axlﬂvc)vc = e(l)(vlﬂ) = B(ax/a + ax/uvc)eo(vﬁ) * (27)

This can be obtained directly along similar lines as (65b) later on. Alternatively, one can combine
66 = D¢y with the fact that v,” is an Sscalar to derive (27) from (65b). Either way, one obtains (25).
Combined with (22) and (23) it follows that

ch (axd ot

v e(gh)g = ) v eo(gae) g X2 (28)

ox’* + ox’

Hence
v tr[eg(q)g 7], v‘ztr[(eo(q)q_l)z] are SDiff(M) scalars. (29)

Clearly, the invariance of Sy is thereby equivalent to
(dtdx)"v'\/q' = (dtdx)v\/q. (30)

In the tensorial realization, this is of course the familiar invariance of the metric induced volume
form dy,/e;detg(y) = dtdxN,/g. Importantly, here it must hold with respect to the SDiff(M)
action (17) not with respect to the tensorially induced one (A33). In order to avoid slipping back
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into “tensorial patters’, we present the derivation in some detail. First, the Jacobian of the change of
variables dy’ = (detdy’/dy)dy, is as in (A8)

oy’ soty-1 . o9x

Note that 9t /0t occurs which in general not the inverse of 9’ /dt. Second, by (17)

oxb ot
The invariance (30) is therefore equivalent to
ox'" oxt ot ot sot' ot
det (57) det (5 + 5o’ = 3w (57 ~ 5¥") (33)

In order to verify this, one interprets the left hand side as the determinant of the product matrix.
Using the chain rule identities (A7) once more the product matrix simplifies to 6¢ — (9t /9x?) (9x¢ /9t' +
v°ot/ot’). This is a rank one perturbation of an invertible matrix to which the general formula
det(A + uv’) = (1 +0TA1u)det A, for vectors u,v, is applicable. Using (9t /9x?)(dx?/dt') =
1 — (at'/ot)(9t/at') in the result, one arrives at (33). This completes the proof of Sy’s invariance
under (A33).

Asnoted, the transformations (17) form a group with respect to the concatenation of unconstrained
diffeomorphisms, # = x°(t,x) and x’* = x*(t, x) are generic and of the same type that one chooses to
work with in the tensorially induced realization (A33). One noteworthy property of (17) is that the
Sshift 1* does not mix with the other components. As a consequence, the v = 0 gauge can always
be attained by a merely v*-dependent diffeomorphism that is independent of v, g, [1]. The residual
gauge group of the Sshift zero gauge is

x € Stabo(M|7) iff t' = x°(t,x), " =x"(x). (34)

The zero shift gauge is also attainable (on all globally hyperbolic spacetimes) with respect to
the tensorially induced action of the Diffeomorphism group [33]. The stabilizer subgroup then
is smaller, Stab(M|N) = Diff[t;, ts] x Diff(X), where Diff[t;, ts] comprises endpoint-preserving
time reparameterizations, ' = x°(t), xX°(t;)) = t;, )(O(tf) = tr. Nevertheless, the residual gauge
transformations turn out to act identically on the gauge transformed fields. In Einstein gravity
N,N? =0, Sab,s 43, transform according to

N'=gpNo 8w = ggny ke =0, (35)

for all x € Stab(M|N). In Sgravity the counterpart is (55) below, for all x € Staby(M|V).
The subgroup (34) can of course also act tensorially on conventional tensors and is then dubbed
the group of Carroll diffeomorphisms [5]. It will reoccur later on.

3. Carroll Structure and 7rg vs. 7t Intertwining

The ‘speed of light to zero” limit is often placed in the context of a ‘Carroll structure” covariant
only under a subgroup of diffeomorphisms dubbed the Carroll group, t' = x°(t, x), x'* = x*(x) [5,6,8].
Here we show that the covariance group can be enhanced to the full Diffeomorphism group in its
s (Diff(M)) realization by introducing a generalized Ehresmann connection f,. In terms of it one
can define an orthonormal frame which transforms without mixing of the spatio-temporal blocks
under all of 7rg(Diff(M)) and whose coordinate components intertwine with the original 77 (Diff(M))
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realization. Further, B, allows one to restore the invariance of the sums (20) to obtain a nondegenerate
fully covariant Carroll metric.

3.1. A Fully Covariant Carroll Structure for Sgravity

A natural counterpart of the metric frame (A22) of pseudo-Riemannian geometry is obtained by
simply replacing N” with v*. This results in an orthonormal frame which we call Sframe:

Sframe: (eg =0; —179,,0/0x"), (dt,e" =dx" +v'dt). (36)

By construction, it transforms without mixing under the Diff({£}) subgroup of SDiff(M). Indeed,
when restricted to foliation-preserving diffeomorphisms, 9t /0x* = 0 = 9t/dx'", the transformation
law (17) coincides with the tensorially induced one (A42). In particular, the shift transforms according
to (A17), so (A19) carries over. Under the action of all of SDiff(M) the blocks mix, however. By direct
computation one finds

, 1 o _coxt L0t 0 | ot
o0 % - %Vbem ax't (ax’“ v ax’”)axb T a0
t ox
ot ot’ ot/
!/ _ b b a __ b
dt-(E—v ﬁ)dt—i_Te’ e’ = Xpe’,

(37)

with X! as in (23).

We now seek to identify a minimal additional structure that allows one to introduce an
orthonormal frame transforming without mixing under all of SDiff(M). The appropriate structure
turns out to be a connection transforming according to

C ! / /
B = (3 2v) [(% - v)Be+ 3]
(38)
e = (%—tt — %vb>(ﬁue") + %e“.
In terms of this we introduce the
SDiff frame : (o, Eq := 9, + Paco) , (EO = dt — Bae”,e"). (39)

It has the desired property of transforming without mixing of the blocks under all of SDiff(M):

1 b
o N ) ot b
% = w_ar i Ey = ($om + 53" o,
ot oxb (40)
0 — (iﬂ_iﬂ b)EO 18 _ xga,b
R T A A
Orthonormality holds in the sense
E%ep) =1, E°(E;)=0, ¢(e) =0, ¢"(Ey) =2}, (41)

and is preserved under the action of SDiff(M) on account of (23). For later use we note the
coordinate expansions
— 9 _rh o 0 _ —
ep = m”w, E, = an, EY =tdyt, e =edyt,

mhit, = 1, m”e‘;: , E,’;tyzo, Ef;ei’l:ég.

(42)
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Completeness can be expressed as ej, Ej = J), — t,m". In adapted coordinates

mh = G-, Bl = o+ pam, o
ty = (52 — ﬁaeﬁ , e;ﬁ = (5,@ + 1/”52.
In particular, tg = 1 —v°B., t, = —B,, so that t,, itself can be viewed as defining the connection.

Of course t, will have nonzero vorticity in general, dE® £0,1i.e., dyty — duty # 0. In addition to the
given foliated manifold M only the co-connection v* (transforming as in (17)) and the connection j,
(transforming as in (38)) are needed. The following definition has become standard [5,7,8]:

Definition 1. (Carroll structure). A Carroll structure consists of a 1 + d dimensional manifold equipped with
a degenerate metric Q. dy"dy" of rank d and a vector field m*d/dy", such that Q,ym" = 0. An Ehresmann
connection for the Carroll structure is a one form t,dy! dual to m*d /oy, i.e., m"t, = 1. In terms of t,;, m! the
Carrollian contra-metric QM is defined as the unique solution of Q"'t, = 0, Q¥ Qpy = o — mht,.

As suggested by the notation, the above frame realizes the vector field m"d/dy" and its dual
tydy! in Sgravity. We now augment the Smetric g,, and its inverse °t and define

Qu = ehelqam, QM = EfEpq™. (44)
Combined with m#, t, they define a Carroll structure in Sgravity:
vamu =0, Q"t, =0, QHPQ,OV = 55 —mhty, (45)

which we shall refer to as the SCarroll structure. In particular, B, from (38) is its Ehresmann connection,
whence called the SEhresmann connection.

Since q,p, 9" are positive definite by assumption, the Carroll counterparts are positive semidefinite,
QuVH*VY >0, Q"V,V, > 0, for all V¥, V). To guide the eye we also note the matrix forms in a
coordinate basis

d
1/chd v qbcvc
(va)y,v:o,l,...,d = ’

GacV* Yab
B ( ﬁcqaiﬁd qbcﬁc—vbﬁcqc‘iﬁd )
qacﬁc*Uu,chCd,Bd q“b*qacﬁcvb*qbcﬁcvﬂ +Vu1/b,3cqaiﬁd ’

While Qv matches the leading term in the A scaling of the metric (A27), gy — /\ZQW +0(1),
this is not the case for the contra-metric. In fact, the leading term in ¢*” under the A scaling is
a rank one matrix, whose components have very different transformation properties than those
of Q#. The SEhresmann connection is an independent structure indispensable for defining a

(46)

(Q")uv=0,1,...d

Carrollian contra-metric.

The relations (45) already appear in Henneaux [7], Equations (2.4) and (2.7). The identification of
t, as a generalized Ehresmann connection with transformation law (38) seems to be new. In Henneaux’s
exposition Q" is used to raise indices, in particular in the second fundamental form. Nevertheless, in
the final zero-signature gravity action the SEhresmann connection drops out, see his (6.1) vs. (6.17).
This highlights that the invariance of Sy cannot hinge on the ‘covariantization” allowed by introducing
the SEhresmann connection; it must reside in the transformation properties of v, v%, q,;,, ¢ alone. Here,
these unusual transformation properties (17) were taken as the starting point.
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In Section 4 we shall develop a tensor calculus adapted to (17). A special case will be the notion of
an Scovector (v, v,) of weight (0,0). The transformation properties turn out to be such that

Uq

— , 47
fu=—t @)
transforms according to (38). Of course this begs the question as to the origin of such an Scovector.
The simplest explicit construction is in terms of a scalar ¢, for example the one in the action Sp,
see (12). Then v = v~ leg(¢@), v, = 9, @ turn out to be an Scovector of weight (0,0); whence (47) applies.
The Ehresmann covector ¢, for this choice equals

(48)

It may be recognized as the A scaling limit, 1, = N~'t, + O(A~2), of a covector u, defining a
fluid foliation,

)
P uguy = e, (49)

VEsDp P8 0
with nonzero vorticity. We shall see in Section 3.2 that the E; form an integrable distribution iff
T = 0, where

Tab = 9aPy — By + Baco(Pv) — Bueo(Ba) (50)
plays the role of a torsion for the SEhresmann connection. Here e acts by d; — L on general Diff({%})
tensors, where L is the Lie derivative. One may check that B, = —9,¢/ey(¢) has vanishing torsion

on account of ey(9,¢) — dzeg(9) = 0. By Frobenius theorem there must exist level surfaces of some
scalar field annihilated by the E,’s. Indeed, E;(¢) = 0, for B, = —0a¢/eo(¢).

Fibre bundle Carroll structure via gauge fixing. The above definition of a Carroll structure does
not explicitly refer to a foliation and does not specify the class of diffeomorphisms that is meant
to preserve it. One usually interprets a Carroll structure as a fibre bundle [5,6], 7 : C — X, with
one-dimensional fibres and d-dimensional base ¥. The differential dr : TC — TX then defines a
surjective map between the corresponding tangent bundles, with a one-dimensional kernel, called the
vertical subbundle. In local coordinates (t,x%),a = 1,...,d, on C, the projection is just 7t(f, x?) = x?,
and the vertical subspace at (¢, x) is of the form Vo (¢, x)0¢, for some smooth Vo (¢, x). Without additional
structure there is no preferred way of identifying the complement of the vertical subbundle, i.e.,
the horizonal subbundle, with TX. An Ehresmann connection is a one-form b,dx” transforming

according to
ot ot ox‘ rot’ '
/g0 a c = | ot
b = Sobudat + Sodxe, by = = [Sobe+ 3,

' =xtx), x"=x"x), x € Carroll(M) C Diff(M).

(51)

These diffeomorphisms form a group under concatenation which has been dubbed the group of
Carroll diffeomorphisms [6]. The differential (A6) of such a diffeomorphism is lower triangular, dx* /ot =
0 =0x'"/at, (at' /at)(at/ot') =1, (3x"/dx') (9x'° /9xP) = 6L. The transformation law (51) is designed
such that dt' + b,dx'" = (9t'/dt)(dt + bdx*) and 9/9x"" + b,9/9t = (9x°)/9x')(d/9x + bed/0t).
In other words, there is an orthonormal frame, the

Carroll frame :  (0¢,9, + b,9;), (dt + bydx”,dx"), (52)

that transforms without mixing (‘reduced’) under Carroll diffeomorphisms. Let (V°, V) be the 1+d
components of a conventional vector. Then V99; and V2(d, + b,0;), are invariant under Carroll
diffeomorphisms, and the latter defines the desired one-to-one correspondence between the horizontal
subspace of TC and TX.
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By augmenting an invertible ‘Carroll tensor’ q;’b with inverse qff’ one can define a Carroll structure
in the above sense:
Qb dytdy’ = gbdx"dx",

(53)
Qb orar = 4230+ badr) (D + bydr) -

The Carroll metric QEU has rank d with null vector m# = (56‘; similarly Qﬁv has rank d
with null space spanned by t, = & — b,0j. Further, if g = (axC/ax’”)(axd/ax'b)qu and

q t”)b = (3x""/9x) (3x'"/ 9x?)g¢® under Carroll diffeomorphisms, both sides of (53) are invariant. For
contradistinction we shall refer to (51) and (53) as the fibre bundle Carroll structure, with ‘b’ mnemonic
for bundle.

The Carroll structure in Sgravity identified above generalizes the one in (52) and (53). This
can be seen by revisiting the earlier construction in v* = 0 gauge. As noted in (34), the latter is a
nonlinearly admissible gauge in Sgravity. The stability group of this gauge consists of generic temporal
diffeomorphisms, t = xo(t, x), combined with time-independent spatial ones, ¥t = x"(x). Here these
act in the nonstandard way inherited from (17), so we write

SCarroll(M) := 7rg(Carroll(M)) := Stabo(M|V) C mg(Diff(M)) = SDiff(M). (54)

Moreover, there is an explicitly constructible map that assigns to every field a ‘checked’
counterpart with the following properties. The ‘checked’” Sgravity fields are invariant under
diffeomorphisms with dx’ ?/0t # 0, and they transform under (17) as if v* = 0 [1]. Explicitly,
the transformation laws for the ‘checked’ Sgravity fields read:

Vo= %v, P=¢, V'=v"=0,
55
gl e o, )
ab ox'® ax,b car ox¢ Jxd /
and the frame fields reduce to &, = 9, é* = dx”. Further,

o oxbrary o

r_ o9 ot s
ﬁ“‘axm[atﬁ”axﬂ' (56)

and E0 = dt — Eﬂdx”, E, =9, + Buat. Note that, despite their familiarity, the transformations (55)
are not the tensorially induced transformation laws (A33) specialized to the Carroll subgroup.
The underlying nonstandard action of the Diffeomorphism group remains crucial for the construction.
Based on it, there is an isometric embedding of the fibre bundle Carroll structure (51) and (53) into the
Sgravity one (44) via

(31,00 + bad1) = (20, Ea),  (dt + bodx®, dx?) = (EO,8%), -
= qab ’

by = Ba ’ qsb Qﬁb = qvﬂb-

In particular Q. |y—g = QBV’ QM |p—o = Q};V. Although the Sshift no longer explicitly occurs
in the transformation law, the ‘checked’ fields implicitly refer to it, so we maintain the distinction
between the 715 and the 7r7 actions.

In the above fibre bundle construction ‘space” was regarded as the base manifold and ‘time” as
the fibre. In the situation at hand the 14d manifold M always comes with a non-metric foliation as
described in Appendix A.1. This can be recast formally as a fibre bundle as well, with ‘time” as base
manifold and ‘space’ as fibres. The projection of the bundle y° : M — [t;, f ¢] can be identified with the
scalar field setting the (pre-metric) temporal function; in local coordinates y°(t, x*) = t. Its differential
dy® defines a surjective linear map dy° : TM — T[t, tr], with a d-dimensional kernel, defining
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the vertical subbundle. At (t x%) the vertical subspace is spanned by V*(t,x)d,. The one-to-one
correspondence between the horizontal subbundle and T[t;, t¢] is now furnished by the (renamed)
co-connection v* from (A17). It allows one to introduce ¢y = 9; — 1?9, and e? = dx* 4+ v*dt and
the associated orthonormal frame (dt,e?), (eg,0/0x"). The diffeomorphisms preserving this bundle
structure are the foliation-preserving ones, under which the orthonormal frame transforms without
mixing, see (A19). The SEhresmann connection does not enter and is in fact not needed. This is because
it transforms linearly itself under foliation-preserving diffeomorphisms, g}, = (9x¢/9x'")B.. Without
further restricting Diff({Z}) one can set 8, = 0, which maps (ey, E,), (E°, ¢") into (ey,d/9x%), (dt,e").
The frame (40) then reduces to (A19).

In summary, if the 1+d manifold M underlying the Carroll structure comes equipped with a
foliation, there are two complementary fibre bundle constructions. One takes ‘space’ as the base
manifold via the Ehresmann connection b, and implements non-mixing transformation laws under
the subgroup of Carroll diffeomorphisms Carroll(M). The other takes ‘time” as the base manifold
and via the co-connection v* arranges for non-mixing transformation laws under the subgroup of
foliation-preserving diffeomorphisms Diff({Z}).

Neither of the fibre bundle constructions transforms without mixing with respect to the
complementary subgroup: (0¢,0; + b,9;) and (dt + bydx”,dx?) mix under Diff({£}). Likewise
(dt,e" = dx® +vdt) and (eyg = 0y — 179y, d;) mix under Carroll(M). It is not hard to see that the
concatenation of a Carroll- with a foliation-preserving diffeomorphisms (in either order) gives rise to
a generic diffeomorphism. This suggests to search for a framework where both an Ehresmann-type
connection and a shift-type co-connection are present and non-mixing transformation laws under
the full Diffeomorphism group can be arranged. This is precisely what the SDiff frame (40)
and the concomitant SCarroll structure (38) and (44) accomplishes. The nonstandard action of
diffeomorphisms (17) on v, 1%, q,3, g% is crucial for this to work. The interrelations among the three
orthonormal frames are summarized in Table 1.

Table 1. Interrelation among orthonormal frames and the (sub-)groups with respect to which they
transform without mixing of frame blocks.

line Carroll frame SDiff frame Sframe
= =0 ..
non-mixing wrt = non-mixing wrt ﬁ—) non-mixing wrt
SCarroll(M) SDiff(M) Diff({Z})
line

3.2. Structure Functions of the SDiff Frame

Any orthonormal frame of vector fields ¢; and one forms 0',i =0,...,d, has a set of structure
constants associated with it, alternatively defined by [e;, ¢;] = ’Ejek ordf = — % f i].kef A 6K In order to
compute the structure constants for the frame (eg, E,), (E% e") in (39) and (41) a small preparation is
needed. The domain of the vectors fields must be extended from Diff({%}) scalars to other tensors.
For ey this is done simply by interpreting it as Ey = 0 — Ly, where Lj is the Lie derivative of Diff({L})
tensors. For E; we contract with a generic Diff({£}) vector V? to form V?E, and interpret the result as

EV = [:‘7+Va‘B,J ep. (58)
This is a linear derivation on Diff({£}) tensors for which one can consider the torsion T
T(V,W) = [Ey, Eg] — E

7 (59)

When acting on Scalars one finds

T(V,W) = V' W'Se0+Eg, U= ByVleg(W?) — BWleo(V?), (60)
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with T, from (50). It satisfies the key property of a torsion tensor: the Ej; form an integrable
distribution iff ¥, = 0. A similar computation gives

[EV’ eo] + E W) = _eO(IBﬂ)Va €o - (61)

€

These results can again be specialized to V* +— &7 , W* — J; , and give

[Ea, Eb] = %Tpeo+ (ﬁuabl/c — 5b8avc)EC ,

2
leo,Ea] = eo(Ba)eo+0av°Ee, (62)

with E; interpreted as in (58). From here the structure constants in vector field form can be read off.
Consistency requires that the same structure constants enter the exterior derivatives of the one forms
EY, ¢, By direct computation one finds

de® = et NEO — 1 (Bpocv® — Bdyr)el A, @)
dEY = —ep(Ba)EONe" — 1T e Nl
The structure constants indeed match those in (62).
Next, we consider the transformation properties of ¥,;. The result is
o ot ox° | ot ox? ot
1o (2P e c\ (94 Y 4
ab (at axe” ) (ax’“ ax’ ) (ax’b * axlbv )Sc'i’ (64)

under the action of SDiff(M). The derivation proceeds by breaking up the defining relation (59)
and (60) into several separately invariant pieces. To this end, we denote by o = e}, V¥, 0" = ¢; W/ the
spatially projected components of two (metric-independent) vectors V¥, W¥. They transform under
SDiff(M) according to (In the terminology of Section 4 ¢%, " are the spatial parts of Svectors of weight
(0,0).) 7" = ng?b, W' = ngbb, with X{ from (22). Then #°E, will map Sscalars into Sscalars. Hence
also the commutator [°E,, W"E,| will produce an Sscalar when acting on one. On the other hand,
this commutator equals ([, )" + U®)E, + 3*@0'T,; e, by (60). A quick inspection shows that (64)
is equivalent to the assertion that 7 WP T e maps Sscalars to Sscalars. On account of the previous
argument this will be the case iff ([0, @]* + U?)E; maps Sscalars to Sscalars. With a neat Stensor
calculus yet to be developed the latter has to be verified by direct computation. We first present the
relevant partial results:

/!
[, @] =x3{ [, 0]" + D*l% (e (") — o eo@")) |, (65a)
eh(7")=D"1X8 ey (37), (65b)
U/H_Xa ub Dfl at/ ¥ C ~b ~C v b 65
= b{ - @(weo(v)—veo(w ))}, (65¢)

where we write again D = (9t' /9t — v°dt’' /9x®) for readability’s sake. Clearly, (65a) and (65¢) imply
that ([0, w]” + U")E, maps Sscalars to Sscalars and hence (64). Further, (65¢) is a straightforward
consequence of (65a) and (65b) and B,¥'" = (DB, + dt' /9x*)v". It remains to establish (65a) and (65b).
In both computations one needs

ot
(SXZ - D X? (Svc 7
oxPb
d ot’ (66)
b _ -1
Xp—Z5 = =D 3o —vd).
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The first relation applies to any linear derivation ¢ in the original coordinates (like d, or 9; — v*9;)
and can be obtained by operating on (23). The second relation restates (24). This suffices for (65a).
For (65b) one also needs v/“9} and 9} 1", for which the following mixed evaluations are useful

0 _ 0
a 5 = _—_p-1 (0 —v79,) + 57 -
M — _D72<axm _Vdaxla)ait/% Dfl axlu e
ox? B ot ox4 /) 9x€ gyt 9xC gyt

Operating with z?dXZ on the second equation in (67) and using (66) one obtains (65b). This
concludes the derivation of (64).

3.3. rtg vs. mrr Intertwining and an Invertible Carroll Metric

The coordinate components of the SDiff frame transform under SDiff(M) as follows

1 oy oxt ot oy'"
[/ - v E'F — b\ pv
S Ty T = (G + e ) Bi g (68)
o' ot ayY ay
r /a__ b
o, = (g—ﬁw) Sy e’ = Xjel s
Using also the Slapse v, the combinations n* := v~!m" and n, = egvty will transform as

conventional vectors and covectors (For reoccurring symbols we use a right sub- or superscript ‘c’ to
indicate a ‘Carroll’ variant that depends on §,.)
ay " v € ay " [«

mo_ _
n _ay'/n’ ny——aymny,

(69)

under the action of SDiff(M), with n* nﬁ =¢€g invariant. So far only v, v?, B, entered. Adjoining also

qabs L]“b one can form Q,,, Q*” and finds from (68) the standard transformation law

_ oy” 9y’

" ay'"
Q= gymgyw Qo QM= T e (70)

~oyP 9yY

In summary, the induced transformation law for the quantities (69) and (70) is that of the tensorial
77 realization. The underlying constituent fields v, v?, 4, 9" (and indirectly B,) however transform
according 7tg, not according to the tensorially induced realization (A33) and (A38). This means the
components (m!, E}) and (tu, eﬁ) of the SDiff frame can be regarded as intertwiners between the 7t
and the 7t realization of Diff(M).

In pseudo-Riemannian metric geometry the nondegenerate metric of course transforms according
to (70). The standard foliation fields are 1, = €;Ndt, and n" = ¢g'’n,, for a temporal function T = ¢,
see (A29). Suitably interpreted they also transform tensorially. Crucially, the temporal function
must be held fixed to this end. For example 9t/9y’" then are the components of dt, after a Diff(M)
transformation. Further, N then is a scalar, so that 1, transforms like a covector. This is to be contrasted
with (A33) where N transforms nontrivially. In fact, the N’ on the left hand side refers to a changed
temporal function ', namely the one would naturally use in adapted ‘primed’ coordinates. In this
interpretation €, Ndt, does not transform like a covector. Similarly, n* = e;Ng""dt,, in the second
interpretation does not transform like a vector. Correspondingly Nn#d/dy* = 0; — N9, = ¢g has
been found to transform according to (A46). In particular, e is not proportional to ¢y, unless the
diffeomorphism is foliation-preserving. This is to be contrasted with ¢, e ¢y from (21) when computed
with the SDiff(M) realization acting on the constituent fields.
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We now return to (69) and claim that the SDiff(M) transformation laws of the constituent fields
v,v*, B, can be uniquely recovered from it:

(69) holdsiff v,v% B, transformasin (17)and (38). (71)

It suffices to verify this in adapted coordinates. Then n* = v=1(8) — 6}v*) and ny = egvég (1-
Bav") — €gvPady,. Reversing the computation underlying the first equation (69) one finds that n't =
(9y'"/ay") n* holds iff v,v* transform as in (17). With this in place n';, = (dy"/ay"")n<, is found to
imply (38), with the consistency condition on v*, satisfied identically.

So far q,p, q“b did not enter. Augmenting them one can form Q,,, Q*" as in (46). One then finds
that the tensorial transformation law (70) uniquely imprints all of the SDiff(M) transformation laws of
the constituent fields:

(70) and (46) holdiff v,v”,q.p,q"", Ba transformasin (17), (22) and (38). (72)

In brief, this holds because in the Q,, relation the d (d+1)/2 equations arising from the lower
d x d block fix the g, transformation law. Then the d relations from the off-diagonal blocks fix the
v? transformation law. The remaining relation is satisfied identically. With this in place, the Q"
relation similarly determines the g and B, transformations laws. In summary, the 7ty (Diff(M))
transformations (69) and (70) in combination with the defining relations in terms of v, 1%, g, q”b , Ba
uniquely characterize the nonstandard transformation laws of the latter.

This holds for the full Diffeomorphism group acting in two different ways. As before, one can now
specialize to the zero Sshift gauge and transition to the ‘checked’ fields as in (55)-(57). Then SDiff(M)
is reduced to SCarroll(M) by (54). As noted after (34) the stabilizer subgroup of the zero-shift gauge
with respect to the tensorial Diff(M) action is smaller than Carroll(M). Relevant in the present context
is however the specialization of the transformation laws (68)—(70) induced by the SCarroll(M) action.
This is readily seen to be the Carroll(M) subgroup of Diff(M), acting tensorially. The intertwining
relations (68) specialize to

n\;l/.u — iay/}l mY E/ " _ axb vzay/]/l
o Jyv ’ a 9x'® b gyv
ar Y oo (73)
g ot oYY, ga  0xX'" 4 oy’
t, = g—aym ty, ey = Fy e”ay’V .
Evaluating these in adapted coordinates with m* = (55' JEN = o + ,Baég St = 59, e‘;, = 5;1,, one

finds that dy'" /9y¥ and dy'" /dy", necessarily have to be of Carroll type: dx?/dt = 0 = 9x'*/at,
(ot' /at) (ot /ot') = 1, (9x*/3x' ) (dx'  /dx?) = &L. The previous characterization of the nonstandard
transformation laws in terms of the standard ones therefore carries over upon restriction to the Carroll
subgroup: the checked versions of (69) and (70) intertwine the 7rg(Carroll(M)) realization (55) and (56)
and the 71 (Carroll(M)) realization of the Carroll group.

Invertible Carroll metric. One might be tempted to view the degeneracy of the Carroll metric
in (44) and (45) as the hallmark of the 8, augmented Sgeometry. However, with the same data one can
define an invertible metric. Consider

Sy 1= €gnyny + qabe‘;ef} , gt = egnn’ + q""ELEY, (74)
with nf,,n” from (69). Both are invertible, gfl 0 gﬁv = (5;, and the induced transformation law is

C ayp aya uv aylﬂ aylﬂ oo
glw - ay'" oy’ 8o ge = Ay oy 8c -

(75)
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Hence, an SCarroll structure on a manifold can be used to endow the same manifold also with a
pseudo-Riemannian metric. Moreover,

MY a

n; = g:w”vr qabEZ =8&c ty, (76)

holds, making the SDiff frame a metric frame with respect to g7, gt’. Indeed, the structure of (74)
mirrors that of g,y = €gnyny + gapeyey, and g = egnt'n” + gl 858‘5 in pseudo-Riemannian geometry,
see (A28) and (A29). Similarly, (76) is parallel to (A26) and (A50).

In order to explore the parallelism further let us try to equate

! [
S = 8w, 8" =gk . (77)

This gives rise to an overdetermined system of equations that allows one to express the metric
data in terms of the Carroll data. Explicitly

N — 1
Vvt €gBcq™Ba
N* = 17— —egqac’BC
V=2 + egPeqPa (78)
gab = fab+ €gV*PaPp,
gt = g _ egqacﬁcqbdﬁd

V2t egBeqBa

Consistency requires that the Sgravity transformation laws (17) and (22) combined with that of the
SEhresmann connection (38) imply the tensorially induced ones for N, N%, g, g”b in (A33) and (A38).
This is indeed the case, as can be verified by straightforward computations. Recall from (48)
that the SEhresmann connection can be realized in terms of a scalar field, B, = —dsp/eo(¢).
The correspondence (77) and (78) then defines an intriguing notion of a ‘composite metric’.

The map (v, v?, g, Ba) — (N, N?, g,) cannot be invertible, as the B, degrees of freedom have
no counterpart. A trivial one-to-one correspondence can be set up in 8, = 0 gauge. This reduces the
Diff(M) group to its foliation-preserving subgroup Diff({X}), and both sets of fields simply coincide:
N =v, N =", g = qu, ¥ = ¢°*. A more interesting one-to-one correspondence arises in
v* = 0 gauge. As seen earlier, this reduces SDiff(M) to SCarroll(M) and the induced action is via the
rir(Carroll(M)) subgroup of rrr(Diff(M)). Denoting again the Sfields in the v? = 0 gauge by a check

one finds )
« N
ﬁa _ Sab

Vo= \/N2+egNCgchd,

(79)
o gacN ¢ ZpaN' d

Qab = 8ab — €g N2 + GgNCgchd ’
N°NP
N2

By construction the SCarroll(M) action on the Sfields induces the 7rr(Carroll(M)) specialization
of (A33) and (A38) for N, N“, g,;, . Conversely, given N, N“, g,;, g* carrying the tensorially induced
transformation law 7t (Carroll(M)), one can view (79) as the definition of certain composite fields.
The assertion then is that the composite fields have the simple transformation laws (55) and (56). In this
reading the relations (79) are implicit in [5,6] when the Randers-Papapetrou form of the line element is
matched to the ADM form. The interpretation as a gauge fixing of (77) and (78) with the underlying
fully diffeomorphism covariant invertible gfw, gg " is new.

q’ﬂb — gﬂb + eg
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First order frames. All frames considered so far block diagonalize the respective metric. In first
order formulations typically ‘Vielbeins” are used which diagonalize the underlying metric, see [14,15]
in the present context. Such frames can be obtained from the ones considered simply by diagonalizing
qap- We return to (26) and rewrite it in terms of gl = \//T,'v[(li). The reasoning leading to (26) also applies
to ¢°? and gives rise to its normalized, mutually orthogonal eigenvectors ¢,,i = 1,...,d. Together

Gap = sfzs]béi]-, gt = £?£?(5ij, ehel =4, 828? = 5]’ (80)

The spatial parts of the frames considered can then be redefined

e;, = eflefz, 8? = BZs’f, Ef‘ = Effs‘f, (81)
and give rise to an SVielbein, an SDiff Vielbein, and (by setting v* = 0) a Carroll Vielbein. Orthogonality
and completeness holds in the form

EfeL = (55 = 8?654 , e;E}’ = 5;’1 —tymt, e;;a}’ = 5;’1 —dt,m", (82)
while orthogonality with the respective temporal parts is preserved. Both the degenerate and the
nondegenerate Carroll metric are diagonalized

Qu = eeid, Q" = E['E}d'l, )
. y v .o
S = egnpng+eyedy, gc = egntn' +EJE/SY.

4. Stensor Calculus

We now aim at developing a tensor calculus which bears to Sgravity and its diffeomorphism
invariance an analogous relation as Einstein gravity in 1+d form has to its non-manifest
diffeomorphism invariance. For example, the standard tensor calculus is designed such that the
Einstein tensor is a symmetric type (g) tensor, although less manifestly so in 14-d form. The counterpart
of the Einstein tensor in Sgravity does not transform like a conventional tensor. Yet, on account of the
full diffeomorphism invariance of the underlying action some adapted notion of an ‘Stensor’ ought
to exist.

Our basic approach is via the limit construction (4) outlined in the introduction. We elaborate
on it in Section 4.1, proposing a broad but implicit and a narrower but more intrinsic notion of an
Stensor. In Section 4.2 we consider the linearized transformation laws of Stensors and exemplify the
concept with the counterparts of the metric, the Einstein, and the energy—momentum tensor in Sgravity.
In Section 4.3 we show that the weight-dependent transformation laws can always be brought into a
simple standard form (in which the 14-d blocks do not mix) by means of a ‘decoupling transformation’.
The latter makes crucial use of the SCarroll structure introduced in Section 3.1.

The scale transformation s, in (4) refers to a choice of foliation but is insensitive to
foliation-preserving diffeomorphisms Diff({£}). We thus fix a fiducial foliation and choose some
orthonormal frame (17, é,), (f,&") adapted to it. We will frequently encounter tuples of Diff({£})
tensors that arise as the components with respect to some such frame, regardless of its transformation
properties under foliation changing diffeomorphisms. A convenient definition is:

Definition 2. (1+d tuple). On a foliated manifold M let (171,&,), (,&") be an orthonormal frame transforming
covariantly under Diff({Z}),

m=m, & =="1120, F=F, ea:Téb. (84)
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No transformation properties of the frame under foliation changing diffeomorphisms are assumed. Let Uy},

be the coordinate components of a conventional type (3) tensor and consider (in some lexicographic ordering)

the set of all ﬁZl::Zi', obtained by contracting with r' copies of &;, r — ' copies of ", and s' copies of &b,
s — s’ copies of i, A 14d tuple is a tuple up, A = 1,...,|U| < 2"5, of Diff({£}) tensors with the
Diff({X}) index structure implied by the above contractions. The convention for the labeling is such that

up = mh U E,

Since for each lower u and upper v index there are two choices at most 2""*-independent
Diff({X}) tensors arise. If U has symmetries the number of independent blocks |U| could be smaller.
By construction

/bl... o axdl ax/bl Cl...

a3 yer Hdyer W up, A #1, wrt Diff({Z}). (85)

Wy =uy, u

One could easily spell out for each type (}) the Diff({X}) index structure of the 1 + d tuples

explicitly. Then reference to an underlying conventional tensor could be avoided. In the following

we consider the 1+d tuples obtained by taking as the frame one of the previously studied frames: the
metric frame, the Sframe, and the SDiff frame. We begin with the metric frame.

4.1. Limit Construction of Stensors

We return to the intertwining relations (A48) of the metric frame. As exemplified in (A52)
and (A53) one can use them to determine the nonlinear transformation law of tensor components with
respect to the (eg, d4), (dt,e?) orthonormal frame. We now consider the A — co scaling limit of this
construction.

Stensors of weight zero. On a foliated pseudo-Riemannian manifold consider the 1+d tuple
ua, A =1,...,|U|, obtained by taking the metric frame components of a conventional type (}) tensor
U and assume the u 4 to be invariant under s, from (13). The limit (4) then always exists with zero
weights, 11, (0) = 1. The 1+d tuple with the transformation law 7tg(x)ua, A = 1,...,|U|, imprinted
by the limit is called an Stensor of type (}) and weight zero.

In pseudo-Riemannian geometry conventional tensors that are independent of the spacetime
metric give rise to Stensors of zero weight. However the metric-independence is not a necessary
condition, only the s,-invariance of the 15 with respect to the fiducial foliation matters. Under these
conditions the existence of a limit with 1,(0) = 1 in (4) can easily be seen from the intertwining
relations (A48) of the metric frame. As long as the metric frame components 1, of the conventional
tensor considered are s, invariant, the only nontrivial response in 7t7(x)ua to the scaling (13) is
the replacement of g? with A=2g“’ in the intertwining relations (A48). In the limit A — oo the
g"-dependent terms in (A48) drop out, resulting in the intertwining relations of the Sframe

1
m’“z%mv %yyv , (86a)
P 2 S LI WO L S I
(9g) :{(axﬁ +5aY ) b5 } "’ (86b)
ot/ Y
v
¢/ =X{e} %y (86d)

v ay/y .
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In the limit the metric shift N* should be replaced with v* and the components in (86) can be
viewed as referring to the Sframe expanded in a generic coordinate basis: eg = d;—v*d, = m* d/dy",
0q = 0 9/3yH, dt = dt,dy", e = dx"+vdt = ey dy". The relations (86) can then also be computed
directly from (17) without referring to (A48) and its scaling limit. The invariance of the orthonormality
relations (A49) carries over to the Sframe. The relations (86) witness again two remarkable properties:
the m" and ¢j;, components do not mix with the other frame components under the SDiff(M) action,
and the transformation pattern is independent of the spatial metric q,, and its inverse. The intertwining
relations (86) can be used to compute the transformation law for any weight zero Stensor, without
reference to the limit construction.

For the sake of illustration we consider vectors and covectors here; the extension to tensors of
arbitrary rank and type is straightforward. Consider first the s,-invariant Sframe components (%, ")
of a vector field V#9/dy". Then

V=04 €g= 0", ¥ = Xgot,
D 9x* b (87)

0= VE =V, 3= VI = VI 4 V0,

Similarly, the s,-invariant Sframe components (v, v,) of a covector V,,dy* transform according to

, soxt ot ot
= (G + 3t Vg (88)

v:i=ntV, = vfl(Vo —Vav?), vg:= Vyag =V,.

v =v,

The same transformations arise by taking the scaling limit of (A52) and (A53). Expressed in terms
of the Sframe components the vectors fields and one-forms read

<

=

o
I

€0V leg + 979,
(89)
Vidyt = vodt+4vze”.

This highlights again the intertwining character of the construction: the left hand sides are
invariant under the standard tensorial action 7t of diffeomorphisms while the right hand sides are
invariant under the SDiff(M) action.

A type (8) Stensor of weight zero is called an Sscalar, and examples have already been encountered
in the verification of Sy’s SDiff(M) invariance. A simple example of an Scovector arises from the
gradient of a metric-independent Sscalar like ¢. In adapted coordinates the components are Vy = 0;¢,

1

Vi = 9,¢; hence v = v ey (), vs = d,¢ are its Sframe components. By direct computation one finds

this pair to transform according to (88). Hence, (v'ey(¢), d,¢) is an Scovector of weight (0,0).
Other Stensors of zero weight can be formed by taking tensor products. In addition, Stensors of
zero weight admit a trace operation inherited from conventional tensors that commutes with taking
tensor products. Both aspects will be detailed below.
Stensors of integer weight. Often the existence of a nontrivial limit in (4) requires nonzero

weights, 1, (w) # 1. We begin with a broad but somewhat implicit definition

Definition 3. (Stensors as Limits). On a foliated pseudo-Riemannian manifold, a 14-d tuple Sup, A =
. . . u . . .

1,...,|U|, of Diff({Z}) tensors is called an Stensor of type (°) and weight w € ZIUl, if it arises from the

metric frame components un of a conventional type (3) tensor U, as the finite nonzero limit Sup =

limy oo A™%As up. Then

s (x) Sup = )}grc}o A" mr(x)ua, (90)
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defines its transformation law, which depends only on the type and the weights. In the limits the substitution

N+ v, N 5 1%, g v qap, 8%+ g0 is understood. Whenever unambiguous the “s” left superscript will
be omitted.

Several features are implicit in this ‘Limit Definition”: first, nonzero weights arise only if the
conventional tensor U is metric-dependent. Second, the mixing pattern of the components 1 can
be computed from the intertwining relations (A48) by keeping only the leading terms in a large
A expansion and it is uniquely determined by the type and the weights w,. The discussion after
Equation (A53) implies that each 7t (x) Sua is a linear function of the *ug, B =1,..., |U|, while v, 7, q”b
may enter nonlinearly. Third, for a fixed type only a finite number of consistent weight assignments
exist, see Section 4.2.

While the Limit Definition successfully defines the realization 7rg for generic tensors it does so
non-autonomously in terms of 7rt. For most purposes the Limit Definition is also too broad. In order
to motivate a narrower but more intrinsic notion we begin with the following observation: the metric
frame components u of a conventional tensor U some of whose indices have been moved with g, ¢""
will differ from those v5 of an underlying tensor V with scale invariant metric frame components
solely by having some of the Diff({Z}) indices moved with g,;, g?. This covers most of the situations
occurring in gravitational fields theories. The s,-invariant combinations may include derivatives of
g like g%eo(gep) or 799,48, etc., but terms with nonzero scaling weight then normally arise from
moving indices with the undifferentiated spatial metric. In the following we restrict attention to ‘metric
compatible” Stensors arising as the weighted limits of conventional gravitational tensors of this form.
In this situation the weights are always even integers and the Sframe components 1 are related to
those v of an underlying Stensor of zero weight by moving Diff({2}) indices with g,;, %.

Definition 4. (Metric compatible Stensors). Let M be a manifold foliated by the fields entering the Sframe
(36) and equipped with q,,q"° transforming according to (17) and (22). A 1+d tuple upx, A = 1,...,|U|, of
Diff({X}) tensors is called a metric compatible Stensor of type (}) and weight w € (27) UL, if it arises from an
Stensor va, A =1 ...,|V| = |U|, of the same rank but zero weight by moving indices with q,p,q*’. Metric
compatible Stensors arising from variations of the Sgravity action So will be denoted by a subscript ‘0.

This is an intrinsic notion in that no reference to the A scaling is made. A minor indirect reference
to conventional tensors is made through the notion of a 1+d tuple. The latter also entails that the
Gab, 4" occur coordinated in different blocks in a way compatible with moving spacetime indices with
Suv, 8"". As a consequence the g, q°* always originate from the scaling limit of g,,, "’ at the same
position in the tuple which ensures consistency with the Limit Definition. As in the definition of an
144 tuple, the reference to conventional tensors could be avoided by listing the possible patterns
that can arise. In any case, the resulting 1, are constructed from v, v%, q,, q’”’, suitable derivatives,
and the underlying v4 components. The scaling degree of some such u can be read off simply from
that of the constituent fields: w(v) = w(v?) = 0, w(gy) = 2, w(g?) = —2, w(va) = 0. Further,
the transformation law of the u s can be computed intrinsically from the 7t realization alone, and thus
does not have to be part of the definition.

As an illustration, consider again the case of a vector V#d/dy" and a covector V,dy" with
s)-invariant metric frame components. Then W, := g, V" defines a covector, whose metric frame
components w := n'W,, w, := ) W,, are related to those of V¥ by w = 0, w, = g9, The components
(w, w,) will transform according to (A53). However, w, now transforms nontrivially w, A2w, under
the scale transformation (13). As a consequence the A — oo scaling limit of (A53) is not given by (88)
but rather by (92) below. Similarly, W¥ := ¢#"V,, defines a vector whose metric frame components
W = n,WH, i = e;'lWV, are related to those of V, by @ = v, @ = g“bvb. Before scaling (w, w")
transform according to (A52). However, since @* +— A 22" under (13) this will again affect the A — co
scaling limit. Instead of (87) the limit of (A52) is now given by (93) below.
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The interrelations of the Sframe components will be the same, just with g5, 9% replacing g, ™.

By Definition, the tuple (w, w,) is a metric compatible Scovector of weight (0,2) and (w0, @”) is a metric
compatible Svector of weight (0, —2). The relations to the underlying weight zero Svector (9, 9?) and
Scovector (v,v,) are given by

(9, qabﬁh) ,  Scovector of weight (0,2),

(w, wa)
Y, ab ; 1)
(w,@") = (v,q"vp), Svector of weight (0,—2).

The transformation laws can be computed using only the 7g realization, i.e., (17), (22), (87)
and (88), and coincide with the ones obtained via the limit construction:
Scovector of weight (0,2):

;o v ot 4. ;o dx? p Ot
W = wtepagtwe v = (G g o (2)
Svector of weight (0,—2):
ol a4 v b Vb ot .
W' =, ' —XZ(w L C@w). (93)

One may verify that the inner product, e;w + w;’ b, is invariant. Note that the transformation

pattern (92) and (93) clearly differ from those of the weight (0,0) counterparts in (88) and (87),
respectively.

Tensor product. A basic operation for conventional tensors is the tensor product. In view
of (90) one may ask whether the A scaling limit of a tensor product coincides with the tensor product
of the limits and defines again a weighted Stensor. This is indeed the case and can be seen as
follows. Let U be a conventional type (}) tensor which factorizes into a tensor product U = P ® Q,
Le, Ul = P;ﬁ::;j’, Q;‘y’,ﬁfﬁr, in terms of coordinate components, for 1 <’ <r,1 <’ <s. Its metric
frame components are obtained by contracting with n*,n, 9, el in all possible ways and therefore
factorize as well: up = par @ gar, A = A’ U A”, where we now interpret the indices as abstract ones
and correspondingly include the tensor product symbol. The weights are additive, wa = wpr + war,
and we may assume them to be such that the limits lim)_,oo A 7%A's)pas, My 0o A™VA" 5541, €xist
separately, i.e., there are no spurious A - A~! cancellations in the product. The standard realization
it of the diffeomorphism group is such that 7 (x)ua = 7 (x)par ® r(x)gar, for all x € Diff(M),
whence named ‘tensorial realization’. It follows that

lim) o A YAsytr(X)ua = (lim/\ﬁoo /\_Z"A’s,\nT(X)pA/> ® (hm)Hoo )\_wA“sAnT(X)un>

ie. 7mg(x)Sua = ms(x)°par @ ms(x)qar -

(94)

The same holds for the linear hull of expressions of the form P @ Q, which concludes the argument.
The weighted Stensors of a given type (}) obviously form a linear space. The above result shows
that they can also be endowed with a tensor product under which the weight is additive

20X () - 0 o
(pa,wa) x (g8, wp) —  (pa ©qp,wa +wg).

The resulting tensor algebra STensor;, (M) has SDiff(M) as its automorphism group. Symbolically,

ns(x) € Aut STensor, (M), forall x € Diff(M), (96)

in analogy to the standard case (A15).
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We add some comments: (i) Importantly, the weighted Stensors do not in general admit a
well defined trace operation. In particular, STensory, (M) is not equipped with a trace operation.
The qualified existence of a trace operation and the circumstances under which it commutes with
taking tensor product will be discussed below. (ii) It is not automatic that all weighted Stensors can
be obtained by taking the linear hull of tensor products of Svectors and Scovectors. Examples will be
discussed later on. However the transformation laws of generic weighted Stensors can be obtained
from (87) and (88) alone by taking tensor products. (iii) An exception to (i) and (ii) are Stensors of
weight zero. These always admit a well-defined trace operation that commutes with taking tensor
products. Moreover, for weight zero all higher rank Stensors can be obtained by taking tensor products
of rank one Stensors. Both properties follow from the Sframe intertwining relations (86).

Trace operation. The tensor product (95) applies to all weighted Stensors, in particular to metric
compatible ones. One will naturally want a trace operation to be compatible with moving indices; so
we restrict attention to metric compatible Stensors. Then only trace operations contracting a covariant
with a contravariant index need to be considered. To motivate the definition we return to conventional
tensors and their metric frame components. Before taking the metric frame components contraction
with &}, effects the trace over a lower u index and an upper v index. The completeness relation for the
metric frame reads

8l = egnt'ny, +ejdl, (97)

see (A25) and (A26). It can be used to expand any type (}) conventional tensor U in terms of its metric
frame components ua,, A =1,..., |U| < 2"*%, see (A54). The trace will likewise be governed by (97)
and produce the expansion of a type (jj) tensor. The coefficients vg, B = 1,..., |trU| < 2/7572 of
the latter will be linear combinations of spatial traces of a subset of the original coefficients u. We
write (tr u)p for the coefficients vp, assuming that it is clear from the context over which pair of indices
the trace is taken. For example, a type (%) tensor with without symmetries and components Uy, will
expand into 8 terms, while the trace Uﬁv expands into 2 terms with coefficients that involve spatial
traces of only 4 of the original 8 coefficients. Explicitly

1
ULV = egny(u+equl) + eb(equp + ut,),
/ ! ! ! ! !
u = ntn’ n(,/llg,v/ , uy :=ntey ng/ll"j,v/ , (98)
o / ) ’
ug = ef; nv 8§,UZ,V, , Uy = eg ey 83, ;'[,V,.

The Stensor of weight wp associated with U has components *u 5 = lim)_,oo A~ A5 ua. Whenever
well-defined we define its trace by the same spatially contracted linear combinations (tru)p as the
original tensor. In the above example, the trace of the type (;) Stensor us, A = 1,...,8, has the
2 coefficients *u + €g°ug, €°up + *ul,, where *u, Suy, *ug, uf,;, are the limiting counterparts of the
coefficients in (98). A necessary condition for this to make sense is that all terms in a linear combination
have the same weight. In the example °*uf; must have weight 0 since *u has, and *u; and *u{, must have
the same weight. Generally, in each linear combination (tru)p all terms must have a fixed weight,
for which we write wg, B = 1,..., |trtU| < 272, If the original Stensor 1, has weight zero this is
automatically satisfied, otherwise this condition restricts the class of weighted Stensors which allow
for a well-defined trace. Whenever this condition is met, one will want the tuple (tr5u)p to transform
as an Stensor of type (ij) and weight wg. This will normally be the case automatically but is best
verified on a case-by-case basis.

In summary, for any Stensor *ua, A =1,...,|U| < 2" of type (}) and weight w one can (for a
pair of indices understood) introduce the tracial coefficients (tru)g, B = 1,..., |trtU| < 2rt5-2 aga
linear combination of spatial contractions of the original coefficients u. Assume that the terms in
each linear combination carry the same weight wg and that the set (trSu)g, B=1,..., [trU| < 27572
transforms like an Stensor of type (ij) and weight wg. Then the latter Stensor is called the Strace of
Sua, A=1,...,|U| <278,
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A relevant example is the SRiemann tensor (124) below, which can be modeled as an Stensor
of type (3) and weight (0,0, —2,0). Its Strace then is a type (}) Stensor of weight (0,0, —2,0), which
coincides with the independently defined SRicci tensor.

Generally, Stensors of weight zero admit a trace. The condition on the weights is trivially
satisfies so that only the transformation law needs to be checked. As far as the transformation law
is concerned we can model the Stensors in question as a tensor product of Svectors and Scovectors
of zero weight. Since all indices are on the same footing it suffices to verify that the type (%) Stensor
(v,0,) @ (W, D) = (v, vD?, Va1, V") admits a trace. The trace is given by e, vt + v,®" and ought
to transform as an Sscalar, based on (87) and (88). This is indeed the case. It follows that for zero
weight the tensor algebra STensor;,—o(M) can be equipped with a trace operation that commutes with
taking tensor products, in exact analogy to the standard case.

4.2. Examples of Stensors and Their Gauge Variations

In the second half of this section we present prime examples of Stensors relevant in a gravitational
context. Among them are Sgravity counterparts of the metric, the Einstein- and energy—-momentum
tensor, as well as the Riemann tensor. All of them are metric compatible Stensors in the sense defined
and are subject to a specific weight-dependent transformation law. Those related to variations of the
Sgravity action S will be denoted by a subscript ‘0’ rather than a left superscript ‘s’.

For many purposes the linearization of transformation laws under generic diffeomorphisms
suffice. For standard tensors on some smooth manifold M this is implemented by the (generally
covariant) Lie derivative. If M is a foliated pseudo-Riemannian manifold the latter induces 1+d
gauge variations on the metric frame components that are discussed in Appendix A.3. Here we aim at
counterparts of these gauge variations for Stensors.

A convenient starting point is the linearized version of the Limit Definition. Consider the 144
tuple up, A =1,...,|U|, of Diff({£}) tensors obtained by taking the metric frame components of a
conventional tensor. The tuple transforms under infinitesimal diffeomorphisms according to the gauge
variations induced by the spacetime Lie derivative. We write Jcu,, for these gauge variations and
take their A — oo scaling limit. By assumption each u, scales according to us — A“A Sy + O(AVA~2)
and the right hand side of deu5 may also explicitly depend on A?g,,, A2g™. As a results there
are for each type (i) only a finite number of weight assignments wy, A = 1,...,|U|, that lead to
a consistent nontrivial A — oo limit. These can readily be classified and lead to a list of possible
linearized transformation laws for Stensors in the sense of the Limit Definition. We write 62 Su for
these Stensor gauge variations and label them by the weight tuple wa, A = 1,..., |U|. Whenever
unambiguous the “s”

Not all of these cases are compatible with moving spacetime indices as required for metric
compatible Stensors. In a second step one can screen the previous list for compatibility with these
criteria to obtain a subset of possible weights and linearized transformation laws metric compatible
Stensors. We illustrate the construction for rank r +s < 2.

For rank 0 there is only one possibility: rank 0 tensors are scalars and their SDiff(M) counterpart
has already been introduced. Infinitesimally

left superscript will be omitted.

0
€
5o = —eo(p) +v"0ug, (99)

characterizes Sscalars.
For rank 1 there are four consistent limits:
Scovector, weight w(v) = 0, w(v,) = 0:

v = %eo(v)—l—ﬁgv,
i . (100)
o0i = Seo(ve) + Leva+ 3 )0
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Scovector, weight w(v) = 0, w(v,) = 2:

800 = o ()+£~U—6gva( )q vy,

v

(101)
0
vy = Seg(va) + Levg.
Svector, weight w(9) = 0, w (") = 0:
0y = %eo(ﬁ) + L0 — €41y (%0)27b ,
(102)
5227’1 = %eo(zﬁ") + ﬁgﬁa ,
Svector, weight w () = 0, w(d9"?) = —2:
80 = eg(d) + Lev
(103)
0 = %m@%+cﬁhmﬁ(§ﬁma

These are precisely the linearized versions of (129), (130), (92) and (93). On account of (91) all four

cases are also metric compatible.
The list of transformation laws for rank two Stensors arising as weighted limits can similarly be
generated by inspection of (A62), (A65) and (A68). The results are collected in Table 2.

Table 2. Possible scaling weights for rank 2 Stensors. The type ((2)), (5) tensors are assumed to

be symmetric.

Type Sframe Components Possible Weights
(2) (T, Tar) (0,0,0);(0,0,2)
(0,2,2);(0,2,4)
) (1, b0, £2) (0,0,0,0); (0,0,2,0)

(0,-2,0,0);(0,0,2,2)
(0,-2,0,-2); (0, —2,2;0)
@) (1,3, 1) (0,0,0); (0,0, -2)
(0,-2,-2), (o, —2,—4)

Most of these are not metric compatible. In the following we focus on three cases directly
relevant for Sgravity: covariant symmetric rank two tensors (7, 7, T, ) of weight (0,0, 2); contravariant
symmetric rank two tensors (%, %, %) of weight (0, —2, —2); and the interpolating case of a mixed
rank two tensor (t,,t,,t0) of weight zero. We first note the transformation laws, which can be
obtained, for example, from (A68), (A65) and (A62).

Type (g), weight w(7) =0, w(7) =0, w(ty) = 2:

Nt = %eO(T)ﬁ-ﬁgT,
o, = eo(Ta) + LaTa + Vg ( )T—egvrubq €o. ( ), (104)

0 _ 0
0ty = Seo(Tap) + LeTap -
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Type (1), weight w(t) =
50t
50
5ta

5ty

Type (é), weight w(¥) =

50t
50t

62l

27 of 63

0, w(t) = =

=0, w(ty) =0, w(t) = 0:

617060“) + Lgt — Ggl/ab (%) i,

%f,’o(fb) + £§Eb p

i i . (105)
Leota) + Leta+v94($ )t — egvdy (S )1,

Leo(th) + Lath + v0, (%)Eb.

0, w (")

(106)

We yet have to show that the two symmetric Stensors are indeed metric compatible in the sense
defined. In order to do so, we note that the transformation law (105) is consistent with the following

reduction conditions

The reduced transformation law reads

50t
50t,

5ty

=0, tg—quq" t! = 0. (107)
&0
= Jeo(t) + Let,
= Zey(te) + Leta +uau(§)t—eguab(§)tg, (108)

0
Ceo(th) + Leth,

with tZ = qadqb"t’g . In terms of the reduced weight zero Stensor (t,t,, tZ ) we define T := ¢, 7, 1= t,,
Tap = Gactf; = Gpcty. Then (7,74, Typ) transforms according to (104). By Definition it is a symmetric,
metric-compatible Stensor of type (%) and weight (0,0,2). For the contravariant case one proceeds
similarly. In terms of the reduced weight zero Stensor (t, t,, tfl’) one defines T := t, 7 := q“btb,
b = goctt = g"t?. Then (108) implies that (¥, %%, ¥"’) transforms according to (106) and hence
defines a symmetric, metric-compatible Stensor of type ((2]) and weight (0, -2, —2).

Another aspect of the metric compatibility of (7,1, 7;) and (T, ‘f‘z,f”b) is the existence of a
well-defined trace operation inherited from the underlying mixed weight zero Stensor. For the latter
the trace operation is a special case of the one described after (97). Explicitly, tr(t, o t,, tZ) = €gt + 17,
which transforms like an Sscalar. Using the above construction one obtains the induced trace operations

(109)

These expressions adhere to what one would expect from the completeness relations (A61)
and (A67) and are Sscalars on account of (104) and (106). These mathematically preferred cases turns
out to be also the ones for which Sgravity provides constructible examples.

Sgravity metric as an Stensor. The projected components of the pseudo-Riemannian metric g,
are T = €g, T, = 0, Ty, = gup, and the transformation law (A68) specializes consistently. The Sgravity
metric will naturally be assigned projected components T = €g, 7, = 0, T, = g, and as such should
be a type (%) Stensor of weight (0,0, 2). The transformation law (104) indeed specializes consistently.
Moreover, the nontrivial variation, 62q,, = (€°/v)eo(qap) + Lzqap, coincides with the one in (19). Note
that the nontrivial weight assignment is essential for this to work. The strong coupling contra-metric
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will similarly be assigned projected components T = €g, T = 0, #10 = g% As such it should be an
Stensor of type (g) with weight (0,0, —2) or (0, —2, —2). On account of the preceeding discussion
we take the weight to be (0, —2, —2). The transformation law (106) indeed specializes consistently
and the nontrivial variation, 629%° = (€°/v)eg(q*) + Lg%, matches the linearized form of (22). Both
(€4,0,945) and (eg,0,4") have a well defined trace (109) which equals 1+4.

Energy-momentum Stensor. Next, consider the energy-momentum tensor of the scalar
field (A69). In order to take the A — oo scaling limit we interpret the scalar field as dimensionless and
scale invariant as in (13). For the limit of the energy—-momentum tensor’s 1 + d components E, Py, T,
one then finds

)}g{}o (52E,52Pa, A 250 Top) | e = (o Poas Toan)

4
Py, = O((P)aafpf To,ab = 9aPo (110)

Ey = —€gp0, "

o= 2 Seo(p) FUlp), Poi= —ben(p) ~ Ulg).

Here ‘subst’ refers to the substitution (16) and the limits are viewed as functions of v, V%, 4,3, ¢.

In parallel to (112) below the limiting expressions can alternatively be obtained as variations of the

matter part of the action Sy in (1); keeping to our notational conventions we therefore denote them

with a subscript ‘0’. Along different lines this matter action also arises in a first order formulation [15].
Based on the previously defined transformation laws 62 one finds by direct computation

0

8Ey = Seo(Eo) + LzEo,
0 0 0

0Py = Seo(Poa) + LePoy +vda (7) Eo — €gvTy1q"c (7) ) (111)
0

Ty = Seo(Tom) + LeToan -

This agrees with the transformation law (104) of a type (g) Stensor of weight (0,0,2). Since Tp 5, =
gapPo the last equation in (111) is equivalent to 62Py = (€°/v)eo(Po) + L&Po. This pairs with the first
equation, as Eg = —egpo. It also ensures that the scaling limit —pg + dPy of the trace T[,’ =€gE+ g Ty,
in (A69) transforms like a Sscalar under 62.

Field equations Stensor. The gauge variations of the purely gravitational part of the strong
coupling field equations must be compatible with (111). In general relativity this is ensured by
the transformation properties of the projected components (A72) of the Einstein tensor. In Sgravity
we define

o 185, 1
0= NZi ov grav, Oa = \/ﬁév“ graV’ 112
2 65y 1 6Sp (112)

€gab—=——|
grav+ gqabﬂ v grav

RN
with Sy from (1). This parallels (A72), but since Sy is regarded as a functional of v (not n = v/, /) the
sign in the second term of G, is flipped. Taking this into account, the expressions (112) turn out to be
the weighted scaling limits of the Einstein tensor’s components in the metric frame:

subst

)}E;I;lo (s/\Gl S/\Gar Aizs)\GIlb) | = (GO/ GO,a/ GO,{Zb) . (113)
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As a consequence (Go, G, Goqp) should transform as an Stensor of type (g) with weight
(0,0,2). Explicitly,

0
820Gy = <eo(Go) + LzGo,
02Goa = Seo(Goa) + LeGoa+ (S ) Go — egvGoan 10 (5 ), (114)
0
RGoaw = Seo(Goap) + LeGoap -

It is a nontrivial consistency check that this comes out correctly, based solely on the 62 variations
of the basic Sgravity fields and the definition (112). Before turning to this check, observe the difference
to the transformation law (A68) satisfied by the projected components of the Einstein tensor: in contrast
to (A68) the mixing only occurs in the Gy, variation. Importantly, (114) matches (111) in the matter
sector which renders the Sgravity field equations

Go=Eo, Gou=DPoa, Goa = Toap (115)

foliation-independent.

We now turn to the direct verification of (114). A bonus feature is that the result turns out to
be valid for arbitrary parameter c in the DeWitt metric, i.e.,, when 2G(g)*“? in (12) is replaced with
2G™ed(g) = g*qb + qgb + cq?qce. The limit of Einstein gravity corresponds to ¢ = —2. In order to
facilitate comparison with (A72) and [1,10] we regard S} as a functional of g,;, v* and the densitized
Slapse n = v/ /7 instead of v. We write S§ = Sp|grav for the resulting c-dependent purely gravitational
part of the Sgravity action (12), with ‘L’ indicating that the Lagrangian not the Hamiltonian version
enters. For simplicity we also omit the cosmological constant term, which can be restored from the
previously treated matter sector by shifting the potential, U(¢) — U(¢) + A. In this setting the
independent variations are: —6S}/6n =: H} (the Lagrangian form of the Hamiltonian constraint),
—3Sk /v =: ’Hé,ﬂ (the Lagrangian form of the Diffeomorphism constraint), and 65} /8. We first
note the explicit forms of

oSk
o= -Hf= _SlW(eO(Qub)qﬂdqbceO(ch) + %eo(lnq)2> ,
(116)
sSk
o = eo(Feo(qm)) + S0 (Fheo(lng) ) — Freo(qac)aeo(qa)

Since 62eq(qq5) = eo(Seo(gap)) + Lzqap, all constituent quantities transform according to their Lie
derivatives under purely spatial gauge transformations. Hence also 65§ /én and 6S} /5g®, transform
according to their spatial tensor type (a 4-2 scalar density and a +1 cotensor density, respectively) under
time-dependent spatial gauge transformations. For the temporal part of the gauge transformations we
use € = €/, /7 as the descriptor, matching n = v/,/7. A lengthy direct computation then shows

SHE = eo(HE) + LM,

L3Sk ¢ oSk ssk (117)

egqub - eo<n5qab) ééqab'

Unlike in general relativity, the evolution equations do not mix with the constraints and thus
could be imposed separately. The gauge variation of H{ , requires variation of the Christoffel symbols.
A slightly more efficient route is to start from the averaged form

dx c
Jaxnth, = [T{~Lqa"e0law) + 5 (Lyinaeo(ing }, (118)



Symmetry 2020, 12, 752 30 of 63

for a non-dynamical spatial vector #”. In the gauge variation of (118) one finds that the ey(e) terms
cancel and that modulo total time derivatives the result can be written as the spatial average of
—eLi M — (e/n) (Cﬁq“b )08k /89 Stripping off the #* auxiliary vector one obtains

_ € 0SE
SOHE , = e 10a(2HY) +2qﬂcvb(mng) + LeHG, (119)

It is instructive to compare this with the Diffeomorphism Ward identity for pure Sgravity

OSE SSE
3§w$n+gﬁ~ﬂﬂ+

65k
5%1!1

024, =0, (120)

where the - indicates a dtdx integration. Stripping off the gauge descriptors €, €” yields

sSL
eo(%b>5q0 +neg(H) =0,
;bsL (121)
244V (M(;) — 60(7‘[(%,[1) +n19,(n®HE) = 0.
C

Specializing (119) to € = 0,€” = v* thus mirrors the time evolution of 1}, as expected on general
grounds. The second equation in (121) can also be used to rewrite (120) in a more suggestive form

L
O0H, = —eo(Hh) + LMy + 203, (- ) M+ ZqM(f;;Cab (5). (122)
Using H§ = —qGo, H, = —+/7Go,a, 265§ /69" = —v\/q(€3Goap + 4asGo), in (117) and (122) one
arrives at (114).
SRiemann tensor. Rank four Stensors warrant a systematic discussion, omitted here. Mostly
in order to highlight the difference to other notions of curvature we present the scaling limit of the
Riemann tensor. We begin with noting the metric frame components of the type (2) Riemann tensor

11,/

OV 4 2
SIS RIS Rugs = Riphy+ Ry = Bawsw 74

= €4(KyaKpe — KacKpg) + R(8)aped »

’ 4 ! / 2 /4! !
Za‘x ZC7 Zd(s Ra/ﬁ/y(ynﬁ = RL(ZO)Cd = 8cc'8dd! 1’2 d =!8’ T’gd
= vcha - chda ’ (123)
/ / ’oost 2 0 /
EYEY Rygrysnfn® = RE 4+ RO = g

= N ley(Kac) + KpaK? — egN7'V,V(N.

Here the superscripts refer to the scaling weight of the homogeneous parts under the scaling
transformation (13). As before, K;, = —(2N)lep(g,p) is the extrinsic curvature. Since all blocks are
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built solely from N, N, g, g% there is no freedom to choose weight assignments. A nontrivial limit
for the blocks arises only for the case

. (2 _
s = limy 5,79 = g™ Rr(i’(;ao = v ley(K?) — KUK¢,
SI’ZC = lim/\_)oo )\ZSAT’ZC = qdd/qCC,Ri(z)L/c/ = —VdK; + chg P
(124)
. (2
Srgb = limy_q sAer = qdd Rfi’(%ab = —V,ZKg + Vng,
. 1 el (4
SPIe = limy 0 sy7d° = g9 gc Rr(i’gfab = e, (KSK? — KIKY) .

In line with the general conventions we changed the notation in the limiting quantities and regard
them as functions of v, v%, ,,. Note that the dependence on the Riemann tensor of the spatial metric
has dropped out. The Riemann type symmetries are preserved in the limit and imply

! ! ! / ! ! !
o= ™y, =0 Sy, S = — A
(125)
s,cd s,a'b’ dd' cc s,cd _ dd s,.cb’ s.ca
= Qaa Qe ST 97 4, e = g™ [qpy % = Qaa rbd’] .

Together with the transformation law (127) below the weights in (124) identify the quadtuple
(50, 5rde,sp,,5r9) as a (specific) Stensor of type (%) and weight (0, —2,0,0). We shall refer to it as the
SRiemann tensor.

The SRicci tensor is defined analogously, starting from the contractions of (123). Its transformation
law is that of a type (%) Stensor (%0, %", %4, %0%) of weight (0, —2,0,0), which can be obtained by taking

the weighted limit of (A65). On the other hand, one can take the trace of the limits (124) and finds

srg = v le(K) — K;Kf =%,

SI”ZC _ —VdK; 1L VK = sgc,
(126)
spd, = —ViKi+ VK=",
€41y, + srgi = e leg(KS) — egKKE = 5.

These coincide with the indicated coefficients of the SRicci tensor, rendering the transition
from (126) to (126) an example of an Strace, as previously discussed.

The transformation law under infinitesimal SDiff(M) transformations for type (%) Stensors of
weight (0, —2,0,0) and with Riemann-like symmetries are as follows

Rty = Teolty) + Let]

O = () + Letde +vd () [g°1 — g0t — egqls], W)
604, = Seo(th,) + Leth, —vdo (5 )t + vy ()t — equac (),

Qe = g1y 4 Lot

The Riemann-like symmetries (125) are compatible with the transformation law (127). Subject to
them, one has in particular t%, = g% g, g% . This allows one to express %, in terms of t3%; so one
of the middle two relations in (127) is then redundant.

4.3. Decoupling Maps

So far the covariant Carroll structure of Section 3.1 did not enter. Making use of it,
the transformation law of metric compatible Stensors can be coded in a more concise way.
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Weight zero. Stensors of weight zero can be viewed as arising from some conventional tensor by
taking components with respect to the Sframe, written as 15, which turn out to be s, invariant. This
leads to a characteristic mixing pattern for the blocks that can be inferred from the Sframe intertwining
relations (86). On the other hand, one can consider the components of the same conventional tensor
with respect to the (v-rescaled) SDiff frame, (v’leo, E,), (vEY, e"). Concretely, for a type (i) tensor with
coordinate components Um'.'j.]ﬁr the components “u, arise by contracting in all possible ways with
nt = v-tmt, El, nj, = €guty, e;. For clarity’s sake we denote the components with respect to the SDiff

frame systematically by a left superscript, Cugijj. In particular, a left superscript does not necessarily
signal a B, dependence as before.

On account of (68) the multiplets s do not mix under arbitrary SDiff(M) transformations.
The 1+ d tuples up and “us, A = 1,...,|U| < 25, can be related by expressing one set of frame
coordinate components in terms of the other. Using the v rescaled variants and (39) and (42) the
nontrivial conversion formulas are

ny, = ny, — €gvpPaey, Ef =9} +vBan. (128)
For example, in the case of a vector field V#9/dy* with s)-invariant Sframe components (9, 9”)
one has
Ui=npVl =0 —€gufet?, 0" =e VI =7",
(129)
<y =<y, eyl — XZ cgb .
For a one-form V), dy" with s,-invariant Sframe components (v, v;) one finds similarly
cvi=ntV, =0, Cv,:= VyEff =0, +VB,0.
(130)

9x? ot c
b) Op .

c,/ _C Coy/ _—
v=* = (5o 5

Compared to (87) and (88) the mixing terms have disappeared. For later reference we also note
the transition formulas for a weight zero Stensor (t,, t,,t2) of type (%)

°t = t—euBal”,

cpp — b ,

o ) " (131)
ta = ta+vBat —€qVPpt; — €qVBaVPyt”,

b = th 4Bl

Again, the affine v, transformation law precisely cancels the mixing terms of the original Stensor
blocks. This holds generally:

Consider the 1+d tuple “up, A = 1,...,|U|, obtained by taking the SDiff frame components
of a conventional type (}) tensor U, and assume them to be s,-invariant (treating vf, as invariant).

. bi...b o . .
Each of these SDiff frame components Cua;"aj: transforms multilinearly among itself for fixed 1/, s/,

with (9x'/9x'" 4 9t/dx'"v") for each lower a index, and with X? for each upper b index, while n*, ny,

contractions do not affect the transformation law. Further, each CuZliIZii can be expanded in terms of
the Sframe components uZi:jZi, for varying 5, 7, with vB,-dependent coefficients. As a consequence the
decoupled transformation laws for the SDiff frame components are in one-to-one correspondence with
the mixing transformation law of the Sframe components.

Nonzero weight. Next, we seek to generalize this correspondence to Stensors of nonzero weight.
The 1+d tuple “up, A =1,...,|U|, obtained by taking the SDiff frame components of a conventional
type (}) tensor U, will then no no longer be s)-invariant. One may be tempted to simply take the
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weighted limit limy_,o, A 725, 1, to obtain the nonmixing multiplets. Some experimentation shows
that this does not work; the limits in general do mix under SDiff(M) transformations.

Instead, we proceed as follows. Restricting attention to metric compatible Stensors the idea is
simply to apply the decoupling map of the underlying Stensor of zero weight and rewrite it to obtain a
decoupling map for the weighted Stensor. We first illustrate the procedure with several examples.

Consider a weight zero Scovector (v,v,) and define @ := v, W := q“h vp. As seen before, then
(W, w") transforms as an Svector of weight (0, —2). Applying the decoupling map (130) to (v, v,),
ie, “v =, ‘v, = v, + vB,v, and rewriting it suggests

W=, =" +vgvp,. (132)

By direct computation one can verify that (132) indeed decouples the weight (0, —2)
transformation law (93). Similarly, starting with a weight zero Svector (7, ") one can define w := 9,
W, = qu?°. Then (w,w,) is an Scovector of weight (0,2). Applying the decoupling map (129),
ie., U= 10— euf, 0", 0" = 0", gives

‘w=w-— egvﬁﬂq“bwb , Cw,=w,. (133)

These can be checked to decouple the (0,2) transformation law (92). In fact, the original and the
decoupled transformation laws are in one-to-one correspondence.

We remark that both maps (132), (133) can alternatively be obtained by moving the spacetime
index with the invertible Carroll metric (74) to get W; := g7, V" and WE := ¢t"V,, in a first step. The
SDiff frame components of Wy; are given by “w = 0, “w, = gap?®. Utilizing the weight zero map (129)
and inserting the definitions reproduces (132). Similarly, the SDiff frame components of W{ are @ = v,
we = g v}, Utilizing the weight zero map (130) and inserting the definitions reproduces (133).

Next we consider rank 2 metric compatible Stensors and focus again on the two cases from
Section 4.2. We first present the decoupling maps in both cases and then comment on the derivation:

Type (9) weight (0,0,2):

“T=1, ‘“u=T+ TV — egrabqbcv/ﬂc , o ST = T - (134)

Type (3) weight (0, -2, —2):
t=7%, =1+ 1B, — egtvpy,, =37, (135)

In Section 4.2 we noted explicitly the linearized form of the transformation law for each of these
weighted Stensors. It may suffice here to verify the decoupling property also at the linearized level.
The additional variation needed is the linearized form of (38) which comes out as

el

0
‘52(1/,351) = %EO(V,Ba) + Le(vBa) — Vaa(;) . (136)

Using (104)—(106) and (136) one can verify that the given combinations indeed decouple the
linearized transformation laws, that is, (138) below holds.

In order to derive (134) we return to the realization of (7, 7, T;) in terms of the reduced type (%)
Stensor (t, t,,t2) of weight (0,0,0), with th = qﬂdqbct?. One has 7 :=t, 7; := tg, Tpp = Gact], = pcty-
Next, we recall from (131) the decoupling map for a weight zero type (%) tensor. Specializing to
i =0,t% — g.4q"t? = 0, and inserting the defining relations for (7,7, 7,;) one obtains (134). The
derivation of (135) proceeds similarly. In term of the reduced weight zero Stensor (t, t,, t2) one realizes
(£,%%,¥"0) as ¥ = t, t* := q"t,, ¥ = ¢°t! = gPt%. The decoupling map (131) specialized to
i =0,t8 — q,49"t? = 0 implies (135).

The construction principle generalizes and yields the following result and definition:
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Definition 5. (Decoupling map and SCarroll tensor). Let up, A = 1,...,|U|, be a metric compatible
Stensor of type (7) and weight wa. Then there exists a homogeneous polynomial fa of degree wa in vBa, Gap, 7,
up, B # A, and possibly preexisting Stensors such that

CuA = UA +fA(V,B/ q, q_ll M) s (137)

decouples the transformation law. The map up +— “up is called the decoupling map and the resulting 14-d tuple
Cua,A=1,...,|U|, is called an SCarroll tensor of weight w .

We add several explanations. (i) The degree is defined by w(vB,) = 0, w(qp) = 2, w(q®) = -2,
w(ug) = wp. (ii) By a decoupled transformation law we mean that each “up = Cua}::a‘:; transforms
multilinearly among itself under generic (foliation-changing as well as non-Carroll) diffeomorphisms
in the 715 realization, where an X? occurs for each upper and a (9x'/9x'" 4 v'9t/dx'") occurs for each
lower index. The u] component is always invariant. Upon linearization this amounts to

82 Cup = %EO(CMA) + L& ua, (138)

where Lz is the d-dimensional Lie derivative acting on CuZ%i:Z‘:i according to its Diff({X}) tensor type.
(iii) The term SCarroll tensor is modeled after that of Carroll tensors [5,9] which transform covariantly
and without mixing under the Carroll subgroup of diffeomorphisms. SCarroll tensors have the same
feature but with respect to the 7rg realization of the full diffeomorphism group. In fact, an SCarroll
tensor gives rise to a 1+d tuple of Carroll tensors by fixing the v* = 0 gauge. For SCarroll tensors of
weight zero this is clear from the reduction of the corresponding frames, see (57). In particular, each
upper index transforms with ox’ ?/9x and each lower index with dx/9x"". The same holds if indices
are subsequently moved with g, or g% as they transform correspondingly under the Carroll subgroup.
(iv) The SCarroll tensors are a convenient arena on which an adapted Levi-Civita type connection can
be defined, see Section 5.3.

5. Sconnections

The nonstandard transformation laws (21) of the Sgravity metric blocks does not allow for an
interesting notion of spatio-temporal parallel transport. A purely temporal partial connection exists
however which has a transparent relation to the scaling limit and a symmetrized Bott connection.
By utilizing the SEhresmann connection and the decoupling map also a fully SDiff(M) covariant
SCarroll-Levi—Civita connection can be introduced.

5.1. Connections in Orthonormal Frames

For convenience we collect here the main formulas for the connection formalism in orthonormal
frames. Initially we take M to be a D = 1+d-dimensional differentiable manifold equipped only with
an orthonormal frame and consider the frame components of tensors. Next we augment a generic
affine connection which we later specialize to be metric and torsion-free. Finally, we illustrate the use
by application to the Levi—Civita connection in the metric frame, as needed later on.

Lete;, i = 0,...,d, be a “frame”, i.e., a basis of in general non-commuting vector fields on
M, [e;, ej] = fkijek, and let #/,i = 0,...,d, be the dual 1-forms, (¢;,0/) = (5{. Using dO(V, W) =
VO(W) — WO(V) — 0([V, W]) for the differential of a one-form one has

) 1 ..
leir €] = flex iff dG’:—EfljkGJ/\Gk. (139)
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Expansion in a local coordinate basis {y#} gives the “vielbeins” €; = ef‘ a/dyt, 0" = GLdyV, with

el GL =4, €l'0!, = 4};. Coordinate components of a tensor U can be converted into frame components
Ul']t.'“ = (6;9}’ Lour

Generic affine connection: An affine connection V assigns to every vector field V a derivation
Vy that preserves the tensor type, obeys Vy f = X(f), Vs U = fVyU for scalars f, and commutes
with contracted multiplication. The coefficients of an affine connection V with respect to a frame are

introduced by '
Viej = e, Vit = —o 0%, (140)

with V; = V. On the frame components of a tensor U = U € ® ...0/ ® ..., the covariant

jo.
derivative then acts by

(Vil)'; = (U )+ o qU' 4= Uy = (141)

The torsion and curvature of V are defined by T(V,W) = VyW — ViV — [V, W], and
R(V,W)U = Vy(VwlU) — Vi (VyU) — VywU, respectively, for vectors fields V,W,U. The
definitions imply the Cartan structure equations

s N8 = do'+ ' Al
, . . (142)
%leklek NGl = dw'; + Wiy A w’? ,

i
j : : ) )
of the frame components T*,; := (6", T (e, €;)), R k= (6, R(ex, €1)€j). Explicit expressions for them

can be obtained either directly or from the structure equations, with the result

where W', := 7/ jk()k is the connection one-form and the two-forms on the lhs were expanded in terms

S S S
Ty = Yu="Yu—fu

. . . . . (143)
Ry = e ) = el i) + 7 ™ =V 1Y = Y g

Detailed derivations can be found, e.g., in [34], Sections 13.5-13.8. The structure equations imply
the Bianchi identities which in turn project onto component identities

YR =Y (VT =TT,
(jkI) (jkI)

Y. VR =Y TR, (144a)
(mkl) (mkl)

(ViVi = ViV f =Ty Vif,

(ViVi = ViVQV =R v =T vV, (144b)

where the sums are over the cyclic permutations (ijk) of the indices.
Next, consider a change of frame basis

&= Ble, 8= (B0, (145)

for some function B : M — GL(1+d, R). In the ‘hatted” frame the connection components are defined
by Wiéj = ’ﬂ-‘jék, with V; = V Ble," Relating this to the original defining relation (140) one finds

5 = (B*l)ﬁfoBj Yoo + (BBl ey(BY) . (146)
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This alone implies that the covariant derivative’s frame components (141) transform covariantly

(Vi)™ = BBl (B~ (V,U) ™. (147)

Since the torsion and the curvature are defined in terms of VW only, their frame components
will transform covariantly as well under a change of basis.

Torsion-free metric connection: So far no metric entered. If M is in addition a
pseudo-Riemannian manifold with metric g and V is a metric compatible connection, i.e., Vg = 0,
one has explicit expressions for the connection coefficients in terms of € (g;), Tki ir ki i The metric
compatibility translates via Vg(U, W) = g(VyU, W) + ¢g(U, VyW) and g;; = g(e;, €;) into

ex(8ij) = 7 k8l T 0a kj8lis (148)

which combined with ! T v w=1r i T T! i also fixes the symmetric part of v - Together

o= 28" ei(gn) +ei(gn) — enlgy)]

1okl m m k1 k k (149)
- j[g Sim( il +T jz) +8 gjm(fmil + Tmil) +f]‘i +T j,’] .

Next, we specialize to a torsionfree metric connection, which is unique and called the Levi—Civita
connection. Then (149) holds with Tik = 0. More directly one can obtain this from the solution
of Vg(U,W) = ¢(VyU W)+ ¢(U,VyW). and 0 = VyW — ViV — [V, W], in terms of the
Koszul formula

23(VwV,¢) = —8g(V,W)+Vg(W,&) +Wg(¢, V)

(150)
- g(w,¢l,v) —g(lv.w],¢) +g(&, V], W),

see, e.g., [34], p. 590. It can be evaluated in any basis of vector fields €;, i = 0,...,d, using only
the defining relations [e;, ej] = flgjek, Viej = 'ykijek, where V; := V¢,. The result is again (149) with
T]?k = 0. In a coordinate basis €, = d/dy", 0" = dy¥, the connection coefficients (149) then reduce to

the Christoffel symbols r* = % 8”7 [0v8 o + 918ve — 9o8uv]. The relation to the connection coefficients
in a generic frame is given by

ko — Tk 4 lgk 2 M\ 4 1 gk
v o= TN+ a0ulee]) +eie)]+ 35, 151)

k - k M. vP
Fij = ()peiejfw,.

This is such that (Vkll)i"'].m = ekpeiye;(vpu)”'“,,__.

Levi-Civita connection in metric frame. In order to apply this to the metric frame we identify
ei = (N"1%,9,), 60 = (Ndte"), i=0,...,d, (152)

where we momentarily use a breve * to distinguish &y = 9; — N9, acting on scalars from the general
ep = d; — L acting on arbitrary Diff(X) tensors. The dual one-forms 6" are normalized according to
0/(e;) = 6. The frame components of the metric are g(e;, €j) = g;j = diag(€g, 8,p)- The nonvanishing
commutator coefficients are

foo = NN, f5, = N"19,N°. (153)
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The torsion vanishes by definition, T]ik = 0. For the connection coefficients one finds from (149)
initially expressions where time derivatives enter through &,(g,,) = 0:g. — N0cgap. Rewritten in
terms of eg(g,5) = €0(gap) — 0N gep — I N gy, One obtains

To = NT'%N, 999=0, 13 =0,

€
,Yz(z)b = _?gN_leO(gub)/
Yoo = _egngNfladN,
1 (154)
Yoo = ENfleo(gad)gdC
1. _
Yoo = 3N Leo(gpa)g™c + N 719, N°

1
Yoo = Eng [0a8ab + 08ad — 0a8ab] = Vi -

The general formula (141) then determines the metric frame components of VU in terms of U’s
metric frame components, for any (directional) vector W. The covariance under the standard tensorial
action of diffeomorphism is accounted for by the general transformation formulas (146) and (147). The
relevant B matrix corresponds to the diffeomorphism induced reorganization of the metric frame and
can be read off from (A46) and (A33a) and the 0/, transformation formula in (37) (which applies to the
metric frame as well, up to a change in notation). The B matrix has no zero entries and the component
instances of (146) are unenlightening. The component form of (147) is best elucidated in the scalar and
rank one case.

In fact, a covariant (directional) derivative Viy can be introduced axiomatically as a derivation of
the tensor algebra, see, e.g., [34], Section 13.4. As such it is uniquely determined by its action on scalars
and (co-)vectors. In this approach we seek to characterize Vyy by its action on scalars and (co-)vectors.
The direction is normally described in terms of a vector (Viy = WYV ,); for later use we also prepare a
covector version (Viy = W,¢"”V,). In both cases the metric frame components are used, (@, @") for
WH and (w, w,) for W,. Acting on a scalar ¢ one then has

Vivg = eg®N Teg(¢) + '9yg.

(155)
Vw¢ = eqwN leg(d) +wag™oyg.

By construction, (N~leq(¢), d,¢) are the frame components of a covector which implies that V¢
transforms like ¢.

The corresponding relations for vectors with metric frame components (%, 9*) and covectors with
metric frame components (v, v,) read

Vino=€,@N Leg(d) + N1 Nt + w"9,0 + Koo,
Vit =eg0N " leg(97) + W V" — egK3 (w0t + w¥0) — e,g™ N 1o Nwd, (156a)
va:eng_leo(v) + N_laang”bvb + wag”babv + K%w,v,,

vaa:eng_leo(vu) - egN_laanv + wchbevg + egKg(wvb — wpv). (156b)

By common abuse of notation we write Viyv := eg(VWV)iZO, as Vi=0 = €47, and similarly for
the other components. Further, K, := —(2N) ley(g,) is the extrinsic curvature, and indices are
moved with g, g”b. In the derivation, one starts from the vector and covector version of (141) and
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inserts (154). Initially again the scalar derivative &y enters, which has been converted into the proper
Lie derivative action of ¢y in order to arrive at (156).

We add several remarks: (i) The characteristic properties of an affine connection manifestly hold:
directional linearity V sV = fViy'V and the Leibniz rule Viy (fV) = fVyV + (Wf)V, for all scalar
functions f. (i) As a check one may verify that Viy (upon conversion @ = w, @’ = g'w,) acts on
€400 + 00, like a scalar, see (155). (iii) The vector and covector versions are related by moving indices,

Vwd = Vo, levla = gabVwa ’ (157)

subject to the identifications @ = w, wb = gbawa, 0=uv,0" = gbava. The relations (157) in turn are
consistent with (Viyg)i—sj—p = @Vcgs = 0. The latter is a special case of Viy's action on a rank
two tensor. (iv) Generally, the action of Vyy on the metric frame blocks of some type () tensor can
be computed either from (141) or by considering tensor products of the (co-)vector actions (156). (v)
The (w, w,) = (v,v,) specialization of (156b) leads to a 1+d form of the geodesic congruence equation.
Explicitly, V, VYV, = 0 iff

€4ve0(v) + 80,0 (Nv) + NK%0,0y,,

(158)
veg(va) — v?9,N + €gNv, VP, = 0.

This agrees with Equation (3.6) of [35]. The present co-vector version is in turn equivalent to
the 1+d form of the vector version, see Equations (18) and (19) in [36]. The conservation VyE = 0
of E := V, gV, = egvz + 0,g"%v;, amounts to engfleo(E) + vg"9,E = 0, which can also be
verified directly.

5.2. Temporal SDiff(M) Covariant Derivative from Scaling Limit

Since a covariant derivative maps tensors to tensors, the limit construction (90) can be applied
before and after taking the covariant derivative. We wish to study the induced relation of the limits.

We recall from Section 4.1 that for a vector V¥ there exist two consistent weight assignments for
its metric frame components (%, "), namely (0,0) or (0, —2). Similarly, for a covector V}, only two
weight assignments for its metric frame components (v, v,) lead to a finite nonzero limit, namely (0, 0)
and (0,2). As before, both versions related by & = v, 3" = g"v, and the zero components always have
weight zero. On account of (157) we may therefore restrict attention to the limits of (156b). In line with
the general convention, we attribute to Viyv scaling weight zero; deviating from it would remove the
temporal transport term, at odds with the interpretation of Viy as a derivation. By inspection of (156b)
one sees that only two weight assignments for the covector pairs lead to finite nonzero limits. For
convenient reference we also note the limits of the conjugate vector versions. Case one is:

w(a®) = -2=w(?"): (159a)
lim s, Viyd = eg®N ey (9),
A—o0
lim A28\ Viyt" = eq0N leg(57) — eoKf (" + @'0) — e,g" N™19.Nwo.
— 00
w(wg) =0=w(v,) : (159b)

lim s, Vo = engfleo(v) ,
A—o0

/\lim sA Vv, = eng_leo(vﬂ) - egN_laanv + eng(wvb — wyv).
—00
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Case two is:

w(@") = —2, w(t") =0 (160a)

lim s, Vio" = €,@[N~leg(9") — Kio'] .
A—r00

w(w,) =0, w(vy) =2 (160b)

Alim s Vo = eng_leo(v) + N719,Nwgv;, + K%w,v,,,
—» 00

lim A 25, Viyv, = eqwN eg(v,) + egKSwoy, .
A—yoc0
In both cases the “directional” covector (w,w,) has weight zero and the image has the same
weight as (v,v,). Only (159) admits a (w, w,) = (v,v,) specialization, which produces the geodesic
congruence equations of strong coupling gravity [35]. In line with the conventions of Section 4.1 we
shall replace N, N*, g, gah with their Sgravity counterparts v, v*, 4,5, q”b, after the scaling limit has
been taken. In particular, K& := —(2v)leq(gsc)q" with ey = 9; — Ly after the substitution.
In order to interpret the limits of sy Viy in (159) and (160) as connections directional linearity and
the Leibniz rule should hold. While directional linearity is valid for all (w, w;,) the Leibniz property
works only if w, = 0 or the scalar f is a function of t only. We adopt the first restriction and note

ViwV = ViV, Va(fV) = fVV+ WV, W, =w, =0, (161)

valid for all (v, v,). This suggests to interpret the limits of s, Vi (159) and (160) as partial connections.
These can be defined for any vector bundle and distribution over a manifold, see, e.g., [37] in a
related context. Here we consider directly the tangent bundle TM and an integrable subbundle V.
The annihilator V* of V is the subbundle of the cotangent bundle T*M consisting of one forms that
vanish on V. Then V : V x V+ — V1 is a partial connection in V* along V if VwV = fVyV, and
Vw(fV) = fViyV + (Wf)V hold for all scalars f and W € V, V € V*.

Identifying ) with the temporal subbundle T[t;, t] of TM generated by v~leg and V! with the
spatial one forms V = v,dx® in T*Y, this concept applies to the situation at hand and we write V* for
the resulting partial connection. The directional vector just occurs as a prefactor V?,v = engUVS, for
W = eqvvley € T[t;, t 7]. The “temporal’ directional derivative V7 itself corresponds to W = v leg.
Its defining relations can be read off from (159) and (160) and read

V(S) : T[ti, tf} x T*Yy — T*%, (162)
(vleg, V=14¢") —  (V§V)a=v"leg(va) +Kivp,

where ¢y = 9y — Ly and (161) ensures the defining properties for both weight assignments (159)
and (160). Similarly, one can define a partial connection acting on vectors

Va : T[t,‘, tf] X th — TX,

(163)
(vlep, V=09,) —  (V§V)T=v"leg(s") — Kitt,

again for both weight assignments. The vector and the covector version are related by moving indices

8 V3’ = Voa. (164)
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Equivalently, V{ is metric compatible in the following sense
gap (V50" it + (V§i")3'] = v e (gapil*d") . (165)

Another natural partial connection on the (co-)tangent bundle is the Bott connection, see,
e.g., [4,37,38]. In the above notation the defining relations are

(VRV)(U) = W-v(u)-Vv(wuj),

(166)
V(VEU) = v(wU]), WeV, VeVt UeTM.

The covector version is related to the vector version by the usual formula; both enter in the
following. In order to evaluate (166) with the previous identifications, we prepare the metric frame
components of the commutator

(W, U]’ = Wie;(U') — Wej(W') + flwWiu*. (167)

For the metric frame components this gives explicitly

nu[W,UJF = egN~aveg(it) — ileg(®)] + 0 (9a11— N 19, Ni) — 11 (9,0— N~ 19,Nw) . 168)
AW, UK = egN~ ey (i1) — iteg(")] + WP0y1l" — 11" w" .
After renaming of N, N? the Bott connection thus evaluates to

Ve = engvfleo(zF”) , Vv, = egzbvfleo(vﬂ) , (169)

with W = e v ~1ey. Again, the directional vector only occurs as a prefactor and it suffices to consider
the case W = v~1ej for which we write V5. The Bott connection is not compatible with moving ‘spatial’
indices, rather there is an induced action of the covector version on vectors and of the vector version
on covectors given by

VB = g"VB(gao') = v leg(v7) — 2KiP . 170)
VB0, = gacVE(g%v;) = v leg(va) +2KS0y.
Comparing with (163) and (166) one sees
Vi = %vg + %vg*, (171)

on spatial vectors and covectors; see also [38]. The symmetrization accounts for the metric
compatibility (165) of V{ noted before.

Next we verify the covariance properties of V*. Since the directional vector transforms as well we
consider Vy, = €,@V{. On account of the definitions (162), (163) the image of a spatial (co-)Svector
should transform again as a spatial (co-)Svector of the same weight. Since (@, 0") always has weight
(0,0) and @" = 0 its transformation law is imply @ = @. For the (co-)vector V3, acts on there
are two cases to consider: (v,v,) can have weight (0,0) or (0,2); similarly (7, 7") can have weight
(0,0) or (0, —2). The transformation laws in general mix the spatial with the temporal component,
see Section 4.1. In precisely those cases where the spatial component mixes on can, however, set
the temporal component to zero consistently, thereby obtaining a non-mixing transformation law.
Specifically, the pattern is as follows:

oxb ot . v=0 for weight (0,0),
v, = <8x’” ax’”Vh)vb with { (172)

v generic for weight (0,2).
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Similarly,
U generic for weight (0,0),
9" = X80 with 8 8 (173)
=0  forweight (0,-2).
Here XU is defined in (22) of and obeys (23) as well as (9t/dx'")Xf = —D~'ot'/ox’.

The transformation laws of the v~ley images of various quantities have been prepared in (28) for
KE; (27) for vley(v,); (65b) for v—leg(9"). These imply the desired results:

ox°© ot

-1 b
et [V ep(vy) + K'gvp] = (W Pl

C) et [vleo(0) + Kboy] (174)
where in order to be consistent with (172) one should define

0 for (v=10,v,) of weight (0,0),
(Vi V)imo = (173
unspecified  for (v,v,)  of weight (0,2).

Similarly
€gzb/ [V/_leé(ljm) . K/sz)/b] — Xg€gﬁ) [V—leo(5C) o Kzﬁb} , (176)

where in order to be consistent with (172) one should define

o o .
(5, V)=0 = unspecified for (v,9")  of weight (0,0), ar
0 for (0 =0,9") of weight (0,-2).

In summary, the definitions (162) and (163) provide for rank one Stensors an intrinsically defined
partial connection for Sgravity which is covariant with respect to SDiff(M) and related to the limit of
the Levi—Civita connection by (159) and (160) as well to the Bott connection by (171).

It remains to extend the definition of V{ to Stensors of higher rank. The obvious formula is

(V(SJT)%Z;; = v‘leo(Tf}fjjj) + K4 Tf}ff:' +...—Kh The (178)

Here only one of the blocks of an Stensor enters. However, in general any one block will mix
with the other blocks under the full SDiff(M) action. What is needed is a generalization of the
conditions (172) and (173) that ensure that one of the blocks (like v,, 7* in (172), (173)) does not mix.
That is, (168) applies to Stensors of arbitrary type and weight with the property that one of the blocks
transforms according to

dy dy
il L (aa;,ul + aj,tal v ( g;,az + aift“z vR) L XBXE TR (179)
under the action of all of SDiff(M). A straightforward extension of the previous computation shows
that ( ?NT)Z}% then transforms in the same way. One way to obtain Stensors with the property
(179) is by taking tensor products of the rank one Stensors (172) and (173). The tensor product will
in general have nonzero spatio-temporal blocks, for example (v,v?) ® (0, ") = (v ® W, v ® W, v, @
W,0, ® d)b), in abstract index notation. Moreover, in general the purely spatial block v, ® Y will mix
with v ® @, v ® @’,v; ® @ under the action of SDiff(M). The assertion is that, if (v!,v}), (v?,02),...
satisfy (172) and (w1, w]), (w2, @5), . . . satisfy (173) then Tfll,% = U}Zl vgzzb;i] wgz ... will not mix with the
other blocks and transform like (179). This can easily be shown by induction on the rank. The linear
hull of such factorized tensor products then produces a large class of instances of (179).

In addition, there are Stensors which satisfy (179) but are not manifestly tensor products of the
above form. Important examples are the metric compatible rank two tensors that model Sgravity’s
metric, Einstein-, and Energy—momentum tensors. Applied to the metric. The definition (178) implies
Viqar = 0, recasting the earlier form (164) and (165) of metric compatibility. A class of rank four



Symmetry 2020, 12, 752 42 of 63

tensors that satisfy (178) are the Sgravity counterparts of the type (%) forms of the Riemann tensor and
the Weyl tensor.

We add a few comments on the literature. The ‘adiabatic limit" of the Levi—Civita connection
for vectors and covectors and its relation to the Bott connection was found in [4,38]. The covariance
properties of V3, under a nonstandard realization of the diffeomorphism group are however not
discussed in [4,38]. In Equations (A.68) ff of Ciambelli et al. [9] a temporal covariant derivative B2
acting on Carroll tensors is introduced by the condition 9;4,, = 0. It it shown to be covariant under
the Carroll subgroup of the diffeomorphism group, i.e., to map Carroll tensors onto Carroll tensors of
the same type. In the present setting this corresponds to the zero Sshift specialization of the above
result. An early version of a related construction appears in [7]. A temporal covariant derivative V, is
introduced by V,,Q,y = 0 for a degenerate Carroll metric Q,, and shown to map ‘transversal” lower
index tensors onto themselves. By evaluating this construction in the metric frame (A22) one finds it
to correspond to the V3 T;,4,... case of (178). The transversal tensors correspond to our spatial blocks.
As stressed before, transversality alone is however not sufficient to ensure a closed transformation
law under the full diffeomorphism group. The above construction identifies both the class of Stensors
on which V§ can act consistently and the precise realization 7r5(Diff(M)) with respect to which it
is covariant.

The temporal covariant derivative V§ captures the intuition that in Sgravity only temporal
gradients are dynamical. From this viewpoint a spatial counterpart is of secondary importance. By
augmenting the generalized Ehresmann connection and utilizing the decoupling map from Section 4.3
a spatio-temporal covariant derivative can be introduced.

5.3. A Fully Covariant SCarroll-Levi—Civita Connection

In the previous section the SEhresmann connection 8, did not enter. As seen in Section 4.3 it
can be used to decouple the SDiff(M) transformation law of metric compatible Stensors. For short,
the 1+d tuples “up, A =1,..., |U|, arising in this way have been called SCarroll tensors. As usual, A
is a multi-index and “uy is short for some multiplet CuZiiiij’, which under the action of SDiff(M) does
not mix with other multiplets. In the following we aim at defining a connection with the properties:

(@) it maps SCarroll tensors onto SCarroll tensors and hence is fully SDiff(M) covariant.
(b) itis compatible with the non-degenerate Carroll metric g7,

(c) for any one multiplet the image only depends on the same multiplet.

An obvious candidate is the Levi—-Civita connection associated with gﬁv. It satisfies (a), (b) but
turns out to fail (c). For readability’s sake we repeat the defining relations

5w = EgnSnS + qapenel, gt = egn'n’ +q"ENEY, (180)

with gﬁpg’cw = 0}, Here nfdy" = egu(dt — Boe”) =: egvE, EL9/dy* = 9, + Baco, where B,
is a generalized Ehresmann connection. Together with n* and ¢; from the metric frame the
pair (njdy*, egdy"), (n*o/ oy, ELa/oy") forms an orthonormal frame, dubbed the SDiff frame.
The terminology reflects the fact that the frame components intertwine the nonstandard Sgravity
realization of the Diffeomorphism group with the familiar tensorial one. As a consequence the
quantities (180) transform as conventional rank two tensors, see (75). Moreover, n]ﬁ = glcwnv,
q° E; = gE"e?, holds, making the SDiff frame a metric frame with respect to S gF’. In summary, given
the Sgravity fields v, v, 4., 4" and B, a manifold M can be equipped with the pseudo-Riemannian
metric (180) which has the SDiff frame as its metric frame.

We now define the unique torsion-free g¢-compatible connection V¢ by the Koszul formula (150)
and refer to it as the ¢g¢ Levi-Civita connection. The familiar explicit expressions for the Christoffel
symbols and the Riemann tensor carry over with g7, replacing the g,y of a pseudo-Riemannian
manifold. The standard formulas for the action of V}; on metric-independent tensors likewise carry
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over. The same holds for metric-dependent tensors, provided indices are moved with g7, gk’
Denoting by Uy} the spacetime coordinate components of some such tensor, it will transform
under changes of coordinates like a conventional type (}) tensor. Its Sframe components willl define
an SCarroll tensor in the sense defined. The g covariant derivative Vl‘j U;fl'_'_'.zfr will on account
of (75) transform like a conventional type (,},) tensor (a transformation law which is induced by
the underlying 75 realization, however). In the present context the components in the SDiff frame
(vley, Eq), (VE?,€%) are of main interest. Indeed, it follows from the intertwining relations alluded
to that the projections of the V7, covariant derivative will again transform in a non-mixing way. In
other words

§:=n"Vs =niVE, VS = Ej VS = quel VE, (181)

maps SCarroll tensors (as 1+d tuples) into other SCarroll tensors. In the equivalent expressions we set
VE = ¢t" V< and used (76). In order to compute the frame components we use the identification

e = (v 18, E), 0 =wEe), i=0,1,...,d. (182)

The breve ~ serves again to distinguish & = 9; — 1?9, acting on scalars from the general ¢y =
d; — Ly acting on generic Diff(X) tensors. In particular, it enters E,=9,+ Bafp. In the computation of
the structure constants and the connection coefficients initially & and E, occur. In a second step the
transport term 179, is augmented by the terms needed to produce the Lie derivative £y adequate for
the Diff(X) tensor the ¢y derivative acts on.

For the structure constants this has been done in Section 3.2. In the conventions of (139) one has

fgb:eo(ﬁb)+V71EhV/ fgb:V(Iabr

. (183)
ff)b =v Ve, ;b = BadpV° — Bpoat” .

The frame components of the Carroll co- and contravariant metric (180) are defined by gfj =

gc(€i €)), gf;j i= gc(67,07). Hence g5, = €5 = g2, g5, = 0 = g%, ¢S, = qap, 822 = q°*. The frame
derivative ex(gj;) is thus only nonzero if both i and j are nonzero. In this case v1¢(qa) and Ec(qap)
are the nonvanishing parts, for k = 0 and k = ¢, respectively. The connection coefficients for the g3,
compatible torsion free connection are computed via (149) in the frame (182). The result is

'Y%b = V_labV + V_leo(V.Bb) ’ 'YS() =0, '780 =0,
0o _ €g 1

Y = _27@0(%17) + EV Tabs

Yoo = —eqvopv +eo(vBy)],
1 € cd

Yoo = @qc e0(qaa) — ?ﬂc vZad, (184)
1 1 € cd

T = 5,9 eo(qap) + v v + >0 Ta,

Yop = T5(q) + Badpv©

+ %’fd [Baeo(qan) + Breo(dda) — Baco(qap)]
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where I'Y, (7) are the Christoffel symbols formed from g, 7. For B, = 0 the coefficients (184) reduce
to (154) upon substitution of N, N%, g, g“h by v,v*, 445, q”b. As a further check one may verify the
metricity conditions:

Yo0deb + €7y, =0 = Yiodan + gV
V71é10 (qab) = ')’Coaqcb + ')/Cob%a ’ (185)

E‘c (%h) = W%aqdh + ')’%b%lu .

By construction, the covariant derivative (141) with coefficients (185) in the SDiff frame will have
properties (a), (b) from the introductory list. It does not have property (c), simply because the ‘mixed’
coefficients 75 with one or more of i, j, k equal 0 are nonzero.

The point to observe is that the ‘unwanted’ coefficients transform tensorially and thus are not
instrumental for the covariance properties. In order to explore this we interpret the transformation
relations (40) of the SDiff(M) frame as a linear change of frame basis (which happens to be
diffeomorphism induced). The general formulas (145) and (146) for a change of frame then apply with
a specific block diagonal transition matrix

1 0 L {10
B:<0 X1>' ’ 1_<0 X) (186)

dxb ot ox’? ot s9x’  9x'?
—1\b _ b a_ 2" -1 _ e
(X700 = gum tV5m X =50 axb< ot axe”>

Denoting the SDiff(M) transformed coefficients by a prime, the specialization of (146) reads
Yoo = Moo Yeo= X%, Vo= (X
Yo = (XTDEX DY, 2o =X, i = XEXTDI%,
Yoy = XX, + X (X)),

Yoy = XeXTDIXH o5, + XEXHIEA(XT)).

(187)

One sees that all but 7, 75, transform tensorially. As a consequence, only these two sets of
components are instrumental for the covariance properties (147) in the SDiff frame.

Our proposal is to simply omit all terms in (141) with tensorial coefficients. The resulting
connection we denote by “Vy, “V, as its acts in the desired way on the SCarroll multiplets

uul - . Explicitly

Cvocubl...bs/ . _lvo( by.. b/)+ blC cby.. b/ + _.C cC ble---bS/

ay..a, ual a u1a2 a t 0aq Uc a..d,y — ottty (188)
by ~, by..by b ¢ by.. b / biby..b !
c CA— [ 1cy ¢ cy
V,© ual...a:/ = Eu( uul...ﬂs,/) + Yac Uayay..a y F o= Yaa, Ucas.a g T

One may check that (188) still transforms covariantly under all of SDiff(M). Further, it manifestly
has property (c) from the introductory list. Next, observe that 7, contains v~19,v¢ and Y., contains
Badpv°. These terms convert the scalar action of &y = d; — v°0, into its proper Lie derivative action
ep = 0t — Ly, and similarly for E, =09, + Bafp. Hence (188) is equivalent to

bi..by 1

1 by.. b / N cby.. b / o biby..by
Cvocual...ai/ = v 1 C c C s

60( uﬂl .a /) + r)/ u1a2 El ” + e T r)/()al Uc ap...a, Ty (189)
by by..by b cby.. b / biby..b !
cvu ual...ﬂi/ = EH (Cual...ai/) 'Ya% ¢ 1ﬂ2 11 " + . - ’)/fuﬁc cay...a. T
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where .
Yoo = —Kj+ 54T,
(190)
Yoo = Tap(@) +q°vBaKap = vBaKf — vByKS.
Here K2 = —(2v) " leg(gac)q? is the Sgravity counterpart of the extrinsic curvature and %, is

the torsion Stensor from (50). It remains to re-check metric compatibility. Recall that the nonzero
SDiff frame components of g3, are g, = €g, &5, = qap- Metric compatibility therefore amounts to
“Voqm = 0 and °Vq,, = 0. Both are indeed satisfied. The “Vq,, = 0 identity in fact holds on
account of only the —Kj term in '7(C)b' while the torsion term drops out. On the other hand the torsion
terms separately transforms tensorially, 4’ “y T, = X¢ (X’l)i T, 1, using (17), (22) and (64). By the
same reasoning as above, the torsion term can therefore be omitted from '7’(0)17 without affecting the
covariance properties of “Vy. Although the —Kj part also transforms tensorially it must be kept in
order to ensure metricity. Our final form of the connection satisfying (a), (b), (c) of the introductory
paragraph is °V, as in (189) together with

VoCup e = v e (Cugt ) — KO Cug 4 K Cul i — (191)

Building on an earlier coinage [9] we shall refer to it as the SCarroll-Levi—Civita connection. It
is covariant under the full diffeomorphism group in its 7rg realization. Similar as in Table 1 a gauge
fixing to v* = 0 or B, = 0 produces valid connections with a smaller covariance group. In particular
©V, reduces in v* = 0 gauge to the Carroll-Levi-Civita connection introduced in (A.45) of [9], which
is covariant under the Carroll subgroup of the Diffeomorphism group.

Next, we consider the curvature tensor CRf--k associated with “V. The general formulas
in (143) and (144) apply, with all indices referring to the SDiff frame. Specifically, on account of
(188) all but the terms involving 75, 75, are absent in (143). By inspection one finds that only two
blocks of the curvature tensor are nonzero which read

Rips = Vﬁléo(’YZlb) = 0aY0p T Yo Yap — Vae Yoo — fgﬂgb — foaYeb s

cpa a 0 ~0a e ~ 0 (192)
R Ryea (@) = feaYop — fea Ve -

By construction, these must be related to °V by instances of the commutation
relations (144b). Explictly

(cvocvd _cvdcvo)cva _ CRﬂbOd ch, 103
(cvccvd _ cvdcvc)cva _ cRabcchh ) (193)

As a consequence the two blocks must transform separately tensorially with X, X! according to
their ‘spatial” index pattern.

The SCarroll-Levi—Civita connection is mathematically natural in the context of the fully covariant
Carroll structure. Via the decoupling map the “u4 have an expansion in terms of Stensor components
and vf,. One can pull back the images “Vu 4, “V,;u 4, via the inverse of the decoupling map. This
produces quantities of the correct type and with the transformation law of an Stensor, which one
can interpret as the sought after spatio-temporal *Vo°up, >V, up, if “up = us +.... In general
the pull-back will still depend on f,, limiting its relevance for Sgravity proper. As noted in (48)
the SEhresmann connection can be realized in terms of a scalar field as B, = —da¢/eo(¢), with
ep = df — v°d.. Sgravity coupled to a scalar field therefore does admit a mathematically natural if
indirect notion of spatio-temporal parallel transport.

The resulting connection, however, does not seem to have a simple relation to the partial
connection Vj arising via the scaling limit. The structural parallelism between (178) and (191) is
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of course not accidental, but “V and V7§ act on different objects. Similarly, the curvature tensor (192)
bears no direct relation to the one (124) defined by the scaling limit.

6. Conclusions

The basics of a tensor calculus adapted to the Anti-Newtonian limit of Einstein gravity—Sgravity
for short—have been developed. Neither the metric nor the field equations of Sgravity form
conventional tensors. The appropriate notion of Stensors arises as a scaled limit 7zs of the tensorial
realization 717 of the Diffeomorphism group Diff(M). In addition to the type of the tensor,
the transformation law is characterized by integer-valued weights needed to ensure the existence of a
nontrivial limit. By introducing a generalized Ehresmann connection f,, the associated SDiff frame
and the invertible Carroll metric compatible with it, the weight-dependent transformation laws can
be mapped into a universal, merely type-dependent transformation law that can be read off from the
index structure.

In contrast to other notions of ‘Carroll geometry’ studied in the literature, full, unrestricted
Diffeomorphism covariance is maintained throughout. This is possible through the interplay of
two connection-like quantities, the generalized Ehresmann connection 8, and the shift-like field v*.
The coordinate components of the SDiff frame in fact intertwine the nonstandard realization 7rg with
the tensorial one 7r7. The tensorial realization is however largely irrelevant in the context of Sgravity;
for example the metric and the field equations transform as Stensors of type (g) and weight (0,0, 2),
not as conventional tensors. Despite the inevitable occurrence of a fiducial foliation, the quantities are
locally independent of the choice of this foliation, as well as independent of the choice of coordinates.
Standard tensor calculus is not the only way to build such objects.

The nonstandard transformation laws (21) of the Sgravity metric blocks does not allow an
interesting notion of spatio-temporal parallel transport. A purely temporal partial connection exists,
however, which has a transparent relation to the scaling limit and a symmetrized Bott connection.
By utilizing the SEhresmann connection and also the decoupling map, a fully SDiff(M) covariant
SCarroll-Levi—Civita connection was introduced. Since the SEhresmann connection can be realized
in terms of a scalar field, B, = —da¢/eo(¢), Sgravity coupled to a scalar admits a mathematically
natural if indirect notion of spatio-temporal parallel transport. Both variants build on and generalize
earlier notions [7,9,38]. Other versions of parallel transport occur in the first order formulations
of Carroll gravity [14,15]. These are currently of unclear relation to and significance for Einstein
gravity’s Anti-Newtonian limit. One can also directly analyze the scaling limit curvature tensors and
finds well-defined Stensors in the sense introduced here. Their relation to commutators of covariant
derivatives likewise remains to be clarified.

An interesting application of the present tensor calculus is to the stochastic quantization of
Sgravity. The basic Langevin equation ought to preserve the covariance group of the classical field
equations, here SDiff(M). As such one will cast it as a linear relation among three Stensors of type
(g) and weight (0,0,2): the generalized metric, the field equations, and the noise. The system can be
simplified and appears to be amenable to numerical simulations.

Funding: This research was supported by PittPACC.
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Appendix A. 1+d Tensor Calculus Revisited

In the 1+-d tensor calculus one considers the components of a generic tensor in an orthonormal
frame that block diagonalizes the metric, here dubbed the ‘metric frame’. It is standard material in
many textbooks, see, e.g., [39]. Occasionally, a distinction between 3+1 and 143 formalisms is made.
We shall not follow this convention; 1+d merely refers to the co-dimension + dimension of the leaves.
In this appendix we present several select topics which are not normally discussed in this context,
but which are needed for the present developments: (i) The mixing pattern of the 14-d components
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under foliation changing diffeomorphisms. (ii) Applied to the metric in ADM parameterization the
induced transformation law for lapse, shift, and spatial metric. (iii) The role of the frame components
as intertwiners. (iv) The linearized form of (i) in terms of gauge variations.

Appendix A.1. Spacetime Diffeomorphisms in 14-d Form

In this section no metric structure enters. All manifolds are assumed to be differentiable and
equipped with C* atlases.

Foliations. A co-dimension-one foliation of a (1+d)-dimensional manifold is a decomposition
of M into a union of disjoint subsets ¥, t; < t < t Iz called the leaves of the foliation, with the
following property: every point in M has a neighborhood U and a system of local coordinates
y= (yo,yl, e ,yd) : U — R4 such that for each leaf ¥; the components of U N X; are determined
by the equation y° = t. For t = t;, ¢ £ we assume that M = Xy, ULy, is the boundary of M. One may
view 10 as a scalar field y° : M — R and write £; = {y € M |y°(y) = t}. The foliation then consists of
the assignment [t;, ts] 5 t — Xt (In metric geometry y° corresponds to a temporal function and the
associated foliations are vorticity-free, see Appendix A.2.). Unless stated otherwise we will assume the
leaves to be compact and closed.

Every leaf is a d-dimensional embedded hypersurface. Recall that an embedded hypersurface of
M is the image of a d-dimensional manifold X by some ¢ : ¥ — M, where ! is one-to-one onto its image
and both ¢ and ¢! are continuous. Coordinate systems with the above property are called adapted to the
foliation. By identifying intrinsic local coordinates (x1,...,x%) on T with (y!,...,y%) the embedding
takes the form

X — M, (xl,...,xd) = (t,xl,...,xd) =:y(t,x) € M, (A1)

and allows one to identify ¢ with ((X), for given y°. Adapted coordinated are not unique. If y
and y’ are two such coordinate systems defined on an open set U C M, then both are related by a
diffeomorphism of the form y"° = x°(1°),y’* = x*(y) = x*(t,x),a = 1,...,d. By the implicit function
theorem we also view x“(y) to be locally known and such that yj = y*(t(vo), x(yo)), for all y§. Here
and below we often write y*, & = 0,1,...,d, fory = (yo,y”).

Two foliations [t;, ts] > t — X, and [t;, tf] > t' — X}, defined on M and M’, respectively, are
called equivalent if there is a diffeomorphism sending the leaves of one into the leaves of the other.

Diffeomorphisms.  For simplicity we consider only analytic, orientation-preserving
diffeomorphisms in the component of the identity, with concatenation as group operation. On foliated
manifolds of the type considered one will want the diffeomorphisms to preserve the boundary,
Xlom : OM — oM. Since the leaves are assumed to be compact no fall-off conditions along
spatial directions are needed. Sequences of diffeomorphisms and the concommitant topological
considerations will also not enter. For short, we just write Diff(M) for the resulting group of
boundary-preserving diffeomorphisms.

We identify points with their coordinates, and write alternatively x(y) and y’ for the image point
of y € U. The differential T,x maps the tangentspace at y into the one at y’ and is written as 9y /9y
Similarly, for the inverse x ! : U’ — U, the image of y’ € U’ is written alternatively as x ! (y) and y.
For the differentials one has T, x ! = [Tyx] "L In the 14-d decomposition we write x°, x* and (x!)°,
(x~1)“ for the projections of x and x ~! onto an adapted coordinate basis and whenever unambiguous
we abbreviate those as ', x'* and t, x%, respectively. In this notation a generic x € Diff(M) changes
both the leaves of the foliation and the coordinatization of the hypersurfaces:

t— %; ismappedinto t' — X}, by t' = At x), X = X (t,x), (A2)

with x0(t;, x) = t;, xX°(t £,%) = tg, 50 as to preserve the boundary. By the above definition two such
foliations are regarded as equivalent. However the adapted coordinates of one are not adapted to
the other.
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This is to be contrasted with the subgroup Diff({Z}) C Diff(M) of
foliation-preserving diffeomorphisms

x € Diff({Z}) iff ¢ =x(t), ¥ =x*(t,x), (A3)

with x(t;) = t;, x°(t) = ts. This is the maximal subgroup that maps adapted coordinates of a
given foliation into each other; merely the labeling of the leaves and their coordinization changes. We
reserve the notation Diff(X) for the subgroup of t-independent diffeomorphisms x'* = x*(x) of the
unembedded .

The diffeomorphisms in 1+d form a group under concatenation. Concatenating (#,x'") =
(X°(t,x), X"(t, x)) with (7, x"") = (X"°(t',x"), X" (¥, x")) gives (', x"") = ((x" o x)°(t, ),
(x" o x)“(t,x)), where

(X ox)°(tx) = X (X0 (%), X% (%)), (X o x)°(6,%) = X" (X°(t,x), X (£, x)) - (A4)

The defining relations for the inverse x ! of x thus are

A ) X x) =t (D) (KO x), X (E X)) = x". (A5)

In general the temporal or spatial component of x ! also depends on the spatial or temporal
component of . An exception are diffeomorphisms trivial in one component, (¢, x%) — (x°(t, x), x*)
or (t,x*) — (t, x"(t,x))) where the inverses depend only parametrically on x” or ¢, respectively.

Next consider the composition of the differentials. We write the differentials Ty x and T,/ x lin
1+4d block form as

ot ax'" of  ox°
" | of ot ay’ | o of (A6)
oy o ax" |’ | ot et

o9x¢  9x¢ ax'* ox'”

The chain rule T, (x' o x) = Ty,)x' Tyx reads (3y""/oyP) = (3y"*/0y"")(3y""/9yF) and
decomposes into blocks according to

or oo ot ax'c
o T oot Tax ar
ox’"* ox" ot 9x"* 9x'¢
o — or ot o ot (A7)
ot/ ot ot | ot 9x'*
a0 T o axb T axF axb
ax'"? ax"* ot ax"" 9x'¢
F R T T T

As a consequence the inversion formula for the full Jacobian matrices (A6) does not project to the
blocks: o' /dt # (9t/at') =1, 9x'" /axb # [(dx/dx’) 1)L, etc. For the Jacobi determinant one has

e (205) = (5) et (55 (A8

This can be seen by factorizing dy* /9y’ Fintoa product of triangular matrices. The second factor
then arises from

ot dx¢ [( ox )*1“ ot (A9)

off ot L\ax'/ lcox”

by multiplication with 9’ /9t and use of a ‘swapped’ version of the chain rule (A7).
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In summary, the differentials T, x of a generic diffeomorphisms x € Diff(M), admits a block
decomposition whose composition is governed by the relations (A7). The advantage of this crude
decomposition is that no additional structure is required, neither a metric nor a connection. In
adapted coordinates the coordinate derivatives and differentials form an orthonormal basis, (3/9y" =
9/0t,0/9y" = 9/9x%), (dy° = dt,dy" = dx"), which is however scrambled even by foliation-preserving
diffeomorphisms. We shall later identify the minimal additional structure needed to set up a foliation
adapted frame.

Tensorial realization. Recall that tensor fields on a differentiable manifold carry both a left and a
right action of the diffeomorphism group. The left action is given by the generalized push-forward
x*, x € Diff(M), the right action is given by the generalized pull-back yx., x € Diff(M), and both
are inverses of each other. Conceptually, both actions should be viewed as active transformations
redistributing the fields on the manifold, whose points are (mentally) marked otherwise. As such these
are coordinate-independent notions. Of course for any tensor U, x*U and x.U can be evaluated in
some coordinate system and the components related to those of U. This gives expressions identical
in form to the familiar transformation laws under passive coordinate transformations. It suffices to
display the formulas for mixed (%) tensors, as the generalization to (}) tensors is obvious. For the
generalized push-forward one has

P Ay~ (y/
(wwkr) = Mk (Tl ) = W 2O ). @)

With respect to composition this is a left action

Xsoxi = (x2ox1)", (A11)

which we identify with the tensorial realization of the Diffeomorphism groups, rr(x)U = x*U,
x € Diff(M). For the generalized pull-back one has

—1\B (4, )
b = Il ug e = X | W ), @)

and for the composition
(x1)x 0 (x2) = (x20Xx1)+, (A13)

which is a right action. The composition laws reflect the chain rule for the differentials. For
completeness we also note the infinitesmal versions. If x* = y* — &*(y) + O(&?),

CWE(x(y) = ULy + (Le)i(y) +0(82),

: (A14)
i) = Ub(y) — (LW)E(y) +0(E).

The vector space of type (%) tensor fields on M can be given the structure of an algebra, Tensor(M),
with multiplication declared by pointwise multiplication of the components. The generalized
push-forward and pull-back then define automorphisms of Tensor(M) which commute with
contractions. Schematically,

x*, x+ € AutTensor(M) for all x € Diff(M). (A15)

This tensorial realization of the Diffeomorphism group is so predominant that it is hard to imagine
other, remotely natural possibilities. These do exist, however.

Foliation-adapted frame without metric. Recall from (A3) the definition of the
foliation-preserving subgroup Diff({X}) C Diff(M). Such diffeomorphisms map adapted coordinates
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of a given foliation into each other, merely the labeling and the coordinization of the leaves changes.
Nevertheless, the coordinate differentials and vector fields mix under the action of Diff({X}):

8_8x”8+8t8 a_axba
N T A a4 Dt N0 T 1A b 7
ot ot 83;‘; ot ot ox aax,u ox » (A16)
r_ Yt a _ 9X b X
dt' = atdt’ dx =0 dx’ + 5 dt.

One would want to have an orthonormal frame that transforms without mixing. To this end we
introduce a ‘co-connection” N?9/0dx, (Connections are usually defined in terms of one-forms; here
a vector field version is needed. The notation N* of course anticipates the shift of metric geometry.)
transforming according to

@ ot .0 x? o
Y YY) Noa " A ya’
ox ot ?ax ot /aax ; C (A17)
N ﬁ[ax NC_E)x }:ax [ENC Jx*
ot' L dx¢ ot ox¢ Lot ot' I
In terms of it we define
eg := 0y — N%9,, €":=dx"+ N%dt. (A18)

On account of (A17) they transform without mixing under Diff({X}) and (dt, e?), (eg,0/9x?) is
the desired orthonormal frame adapted to the given foliation:

/ 1a
dt’:a—tdt, e’”:ax e,
ot o0x¢ (A19)
o = 9 9 _0x 9
0 a9t ox'*  9x'" 9x¢

Tensor components defined with respect to this frame likewise transform without mixing of
blocks under Diff({X}).

Appendix A.2. Metric Geometry of the Foliation and Transformation of N, N*, gu, g

We now assume in addition that the manifold M is equipped with a (pseudo-)Riemannian metric
guv- For Lorentzian signature global hyperbolicity of (M, ) is the instrumental condition. It ensures
the existence of smooth time functions, the attainability of the N* = 0 gauge, and that the leaves
of the foliation are Cauchy surfaces [33]. A time function T : M — R is for ¢, = —1 a continuous
map which is strictly increasing on any future directed timelike or null curve. A temporal function
T : M — R is smooth with a timelike past pointing gradient dT. The gradient here is interpreted
as a one-form dT = (9T /dy*)dy*. Every temporal function is a time function but not vice versa.
Importantly, any globally hyperbolic spacetime admits a temporal function such that any level surface
Yy = {y € M|T(y) = t} is a Cauchy surface [33]. The terminology notwithstanding, a Cauchy
surface initially only refers to the metric structure not to a system of partial differential equations:
a spacelike hypersurface X in (M, ) is called a Cauchy surface if any timelike or null curve without
end points intersects ¥ exactly once. The simplest justification of the terminology stems from the
massive, minimally coupled free field: if X is a smooth Cauchy surface in the above sense with
future pointing normal vector n¥, n¥g¢,,n" = —1, then the homogeneous wave equation has a unique
solution ¢ with initial data ¢|yx = f, n"d,¢|x = f', for given smooth f, f’ with compact support.
Since any spacetime M which admits a time function also admits a temporal function, little loss
in generality arises from restricting attention to globally hyperbolic spacetimes with the associated
temporal function. In this setting an orthonormal frame exist, called the metric frame, which block
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diagonalizes the metric. Moreover, the defining relations apply to both signatures and we retain the
(€g,+,...,+), €, = £1, convention.

Metric frame. For a fixed temporal function T and the associated foliation [t;, tf] > t — X, one
may identify T with t and write dt, for the components of dT. In terms of them we set

ghvdt,dt, =: engz, mt = egNzg””dtv. (A20)

The first equation defines the (metric) lapse N, the second defines a vector conjugate to the
temporal gradient, m"dt, = 1. Note that N is a scalar and m" a vector as long as T is held fixed.
Further m"d, has unit coefficient along d; and

ep := mtoy, =:0; — N9, (A21)

defines the (metric) shift N*. In terms of it one can introduce an orthonormal frame, dubbed the metric
frame via

) )
eo =0 — N0 =mt 53, 00 =5y,

(A22)
dt = dt,dy", e’ =dx" + Ndt = ejdy" .
The component fields can be described in terms of the imbedding relations as (A1)
ot oyt oyt
dt, = — - _ N L A2
A T N (A232)
oy ox? ot
w_ 9y a_ 9t a 9%
9, = Sy’ ey = 3y N Sy (A23b)

where t(y) is the given temporal function and x*(y) is defined by the implicit function theorem. As
long as the coordinate functions t : M — R and x* : M — R? are kept fixed the description is
independent of the choice of coordinates y#. Completeness can be expressed as

dyt = m'dt + ole”, Oy = dty e+ €04 . (A24)

The pairing of one-forms and vector fields provides one notion of orthonormality: dt(ep) = 1,
dt(dz) = 0, e"(dp) = Jy, e"(eg) = 0.

In addition, there is a metric notion of orthonormality. In order to formulate it, the projector
tangential to the leaves of the foliation is defined by

=,V = 8y — dtym?. (A25)

Correspondingly, §;, —%; projects in the direction transversal to the leaves of the foliation. We
write g,p 1= DY é’ guv for the induced metric on X;. It has rank d and we write g, for the intrinsic
metric on £; and g”b for its inverse. For a fixed temporal function in addition to N, N* also g,;, is a
scalar. Since m*Y) = 0, the natural derivative transversal to the leaves of the foliation is £,, = 9; — £ N7
where Ly is the d-dimensional Lie derivative in the direction of N”. When acting on scalars ¢g = m#d,,,
as in (A21). The tangential derivatives acting on scalars are eﬁaa = ZVV dy = 9y — dtyep, 9; = oh dy,
where the coefficient matrices 9, and e;’l from (A22) reoccur. They are such that

R A az6
abgt — opv pa MmV =0 = oMel dt ( )
&9, =8 &, 8uwda 8ey, aty,

which express the metric-orthogonality and completeness of the component fields.
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By (A20), (A25) and (A26) the metric and its inverse take the block diagonal form

gu(y)dytdy’ = €gN?dt? + gy (N dt + dx®)(NPdt + dx?),

gm @)#% = €gN72(3; — N0,)% + 89,0y, (427
and det g = ;N2 detg. In components
S = €gN2dt,dt, + gabe‘;ef} ,
g = eN?m'm" + g™} ay. (A28)

7

The metric frame (A22) has been introduced without directly invoking the lapse. For symmetries
sake often
ny 1= egNdt,, nt:= N~lm#, (A29)

are used in the literature; all of the above relations can trivially be rewritten in terms of 1, n¥; in
particular 6; = X, + egnyn". They retain the property of being vorticity free

ZhE (9png — dop) =0, (A30)

expressing the existence of an underlying temporal function. More general ‘fluid foliations” exist
where (A29) is replaced by a time like (co-)vector field u,,, u*, with u,u! = €, for which the vorticity
is nonzero.

Tensorially induced N, N?, g}, gab transformations. Next, we consider transition to a different
but equivalent foliation. By definition the leaves of the new foliation are then related to those of the
original one by a diffeomorphism that changes the temporal function to ' = x°(t, x), see (A2). Note that
in the context of (A30) this ensures that vorticity-free foliations are mapped into each other. The metric
tensor will transform as gj,, = (77 (x)g)uv = (X*)uv, Where the block decomposition (A6) of the
differential can be inserted. This gives rise to expressions for g{, 80, &4, in the new (¥, x'*) coordinates
in terms of oo, S0a, gap referring to the old (¢, x*) coordinates. By inserting the parameterization (A28)
on both sides one can obtain the transformation law relating N’, N'*, g/, to N, N, g,;,. A more elegant
route is via the transformation laws of the above orthonormal frame. We use

egN™2 = g(dt,dt), 8ab = 8(9a, %) ,

egN72N® = g(dt,e" — N°dt), Nbgy, = g(9a,e0+ N¥3y),

(A31)

where g and ¢ refer to the (3) and (J) tensor fields in (A27). Inserting the block form (A6) of the
Jacobian matrices one finds for the vector fields and 1-forms defining the foliation

ot dx¢ ot
€6+N/ca/52@30+ (W—.—ﬁNC)aC (A32a)
ot ox°¢ ot
O =ae0+ (57 + 557N )2, (A32b)
,of . ot or
1a 1a a
Jt—dfN" = %’; e + (agt - %9; N°)dt. (A32d)

Here and later on (un-)primed objects are evaluated at points with (un-)primed coordinates.
Initially, (A32) is just the chain rule for 9/dx’ foar,dx'", 9/t respectively, and only refers to the
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metric-independent foliations from Appendix A.1. The tautologies arising by adding and subtracting
suitable N“-dependent terms on either side then acquire an interpretation independent of the
coordinates chosen on M. They describe the reshuffling of the 1-forms and vector fields under a generic
change of the metric compatible foliation from t — % to t’ +— X}, where t' = X0(t, x), x'" = x(t, %)
with inverses t = (x 71)0(#,x), x* = (x"1)*(#, x’) defined by (A5).

From (A32) one obtains straightforwardly expressions for the metric components in the new
foliation. We first present the results and then comment on the derivation:

N'= !

ot o’ of  of 2. (A332)
- " ood - _ 27 Nc -2
\/eg 9x¢ 0xd® + ( ot ach ) N
ax'" ot' ox'"  ox oot ot . 72
N—_ {Bxd aTch + ( ot oxd N )(g B aTCCN )egN } (A33b)
iﬂiﬂ cd (ait/ _ LHNC)2€ N—2 '
9x 9xd® ot ox¢ 8
ot ot ox¢ ot ox? ot
I 2 c d
gab_axﬁw €g + (ax/u + ox'® ) (ax,h ax’bN )ng . (A33C)

The arguments on the left hand side are (#, x’) as usual, those on the left hand side are (t, x). We
have not been able to locate these formulas in the literature. The linearization of (A33) is discussed at
the end of this section. Often we regard n = N/, /g rather than the lapse itself as basic, so we also note

; ot'
0 = ot

et () eV Geguas + (o 3N |
X

9x¢ 9xd ® %F  oxc

(A34)

For the derivation we proceed from bottom to top using (A31). From (A32b) one gets directly the
expression for gflb in (A33c). Similarly (A32c) gives (A33a) via

/ / /! /
egN,,zzat i (at ot

2
-2
58 T (57— 9N &N (A35)

From (A32c), (A32d) and (A32a), (A32b) one finds, respectively

ax'" ot

IR ot o oqox o o ot -2

N TNT = 5T 9k ® +( ot oxd )(at axe Y )egN ' (A36)
b Ot OF o (X o\ (0K 5y

2exN""g', = @axﬁegN +(y+WN)(ax"‘ o N )ng'

These can be combined to (A33b). Consistency requires that upon contracting (A33b) with g/,
using (A33a) one should recover the right hand side of the second equation in (A36). Using the
orthogonality and completeness relations entailed by T, x ! = [Tyx] ! and (A6) this can indeed be
verified. Finally, the transformation law for n = N/,/g. can be inferred from detg = ¢,N?detg,
detg’ = [det(dy*/dy'P)]2 det g, the Jacobian formula (A8), and the known transformation law for N2
The result is (A34).

We add several comments:

(i) The transformation laws (A33) are tensorially induced in the sense that they express the
S = (Tr(X)8)w = (X*g)uv, transformation law in terms the constituent fields N, N, g;;. As a
consequence they must form group upon iteration

mr(x2) o r(x1) = mr(x20 x1) on N,N“ g4 . (A37)
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This also justifies the slight abuse of notation, writing 77 (x)(N), for N/, etc. The group property
can be verified by direct albeit tedious computation. It holds for generic (boundary-preserving)
spacetime diffeomorphisms x1, x2 € Diff(M), not just for the foliation-preserving subgroup.

(ii) For later reference we note the analogous transformation law for the inverse of the
spatial metric

b ~Ner oAyt
rab _ 1 cdgef _ descf 9x'" 9x’ aiait
& iyiy cd (itl _ LHNC)Z N-2 (g & &8 ) ox% 9x¢ Ix¢ oxf
axc axdg a / ata / axc a 1a eg a / a 1a a 1a
t t X t X x
—25cd o - e\~ _ e (A38)
+eN 2| (57— 5eN) 5 ~ 52 (o~ 3 ™))

o ot ~Nox' ot soxt axt
| Gr TN 5w e (o - axeN)”'
This can be obtained starting from

(A39)

ox'"  ox" )(ax’b ax'? ax'"ax'’

o c _ d ox"”
ot 9x¢ N ot x4 N ) + oxd oxc® 7

g/ﬂb — & N—Z(
identifying the left hand side with g/*? + egN’ “2N'"N'?, and inserting (A33b) and (A35). An alternative
expression for g’ s presented in (A51) below.

(iii) The transformation laws (A33) refer to different temporal functions. The interplay with the
scalar transformation law arsing when the temporal function is held fixed can be illustrated with the
first relation in (A20). Expanding ¢*"dt,dt, in a different coordinate system on M while keeping ¢
fixed gives

,00(8t>2+2 ,a0 Ot ot ,ubi ot (A40)

ot o’ 9x'" ox'" gyt

Each of the ¢/, ¢'°, ¢, then transforms nontrivially. For example, g% = €gN'72, asin (A35),

" as in (A39). The sum in (A40) however just reproduces egN 2. The same applies to N*

and ¢
and ggp,.
(iv) A considerable simplification of (A33) occurs for foliation-preserving diffeomorphisms (A3).

We note
ot ot

axt 07
but in general dx'* /9t # 0, 9x*/dt' # 0. Either one of the conditions in (A41) implies the other. For
x € Diff({Z}) its temporal component x° = x°(t) is a function of ¢ only which subject to the boundary
conditions x°(t;) = t;, X°(t2) = t,, is uniquely determined by 9%x"/9%t. One readily checks that the
frame (A24) transforms without mixing under Diff({L}) as in (A19). For the metric constituents one
has for x € Diff({Z})

x € Diff({X}) iff (A41)

_ o
N = %N,
ot rox’’ ox’* ax'* 1 ot ox°¢
a0 |2 Ne 2T | 2 [ ZENe L 2
NT = o o N at} ax [at'N Tl (A42)
0x° ox
g;b = axﬁmgcd-

Not incidentally the transformation law of N* matches that in (A18); the spatial metric and the
lapse are however not needed to set up the foliation-adapted frame.
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Invariance of 1+d action. Recall the 1+4d form of the Lagrangian pure gravity action

]_t
S g = 35 |t [ { reolEar) G “eo(Bar) —enlR(5) ~201}. (A%

Here we take the lapse density n = N/ /g as basic, the shift is hidden in ¢y = 9; — LﬁN,
where Ly is the spatial Lie derivative. Further 2Gobed = gacghd 4 gadghe _ poabocd and ¢, € {£1}
distinguishes Lorentzian from Euclidean signature. The action (A43) is by construction invariant under
(A33). This is manifest for the foliation-preserving subgroup; for the full induced transformation
group (A33) and (A38) the invariance of St is computationally highly nontrivial. It can however be
readily verified for the linearized transformations (A45) below.

The linearized transformations (A33) are obtained as follows. We write

t/:t_go(t,x) t:t/‘i‘éo(t/,xl)

A44

X =t — g0t x) X =2 (Y, (A44)

and expand the transformation laws to linear order in &%, &%. Writing N’ = N +6:N, N’ = N* + 6zN",
g;b = gab + Sz&ap, One finds

6:N=EP9,N + N9p&” — NN"9,¢&°

=(99 — N"9,)(&°N) + (&* + &'N")a, N, (A45a)
5N =EP9,N" + & + N9Z° — N9,2" + 0,2°(egN?g™ — N*NP)

=00 (& +E"N") + (Lz oy N)" + egN?g™3,87, (Ad5b)

8:8ab="Le&)ab = €°08ab + N (8cp0al” + 8cadp’) + Legab

=2%(00 — L)8ab + Lg, z058ab - (A45¢)

In particular, 6z In /g = &9y In Vet N®9,&0 + er In,/g.

In the same convention (A44) the spacetime metric is transformed by a 1 + d dimensional Lie
derivative term g g = 8ap T Lzgup- To read off the induced variations of the component fields
N’ = N+6:N,N'" = N+ 6N, g/, = g1, + 6z8,p, the Lie derivative of the inverse is more convenient.
Matching Lz = £r0,g"F — 0,8%gPP — 0,P gP* against g"F9,05 = ;N 207 — 2¢,N~2N"9,0; + (g +
€gN “2N“N")0,9;, one recovers (A45). The linearization of (A33) thus indeed corresponds to a the
action of an infinitesimal spacetime diffeomorphism by Lie derivative.

Intertwining relations for metric frame. The invariance of the action (A43) only hinges on
the transformation formulas (A33) and (A38). The underlying tensorial transformation law for the
spacetime metric is no longer directly relevant. Further, (—:gNZ, gap and €N -2 g"h can be seen as
the components with respect to the orthonormal frame (eg, 9,), (dt,e?), which itself depends on N“.
One would therefore expect that the transition from the standard tensorial transformation law to the
induced one (A33) can be coded by the intertwining relations of the orthonormal frame’s components
itself. This is indeed the case. Moreover the same intertwining relations can be used to infer the
nonlinear transformation law of the projected components of any other tensor. The treatments in the
literature usually restrict attention to foliation-preserving diffeomorphisms, where by construction no
mixing of the projected blocks occurs, and the transformations remain (multi-)linear.

In order to derive the intertwining relations for the orthonormal frame (ep,d,), (dt,e?), we
return to we return to (A32) and expand each frame field in a general spacetime coordinate basis:
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ep = mta/ay¥, 9, = ol d/dyt, dt = dtydy¥, e = eﬁdy”. Then ((A32b) and (A32c)) directly convert
into ((A48b) and (A48c)) below. For the other two relations the nontrivial transformation of N* in (A33)
needs to be taken into account. From (A32a) one finds

o’
, D€0+€gN2a ag”hab o ot
60 7 7 s D:=— — 3¢ (A46)
) ,of ot ot dx
D=+ e,N e Caxdg
Note that ef)(t') = 1 = eo(t). Similarly, (A32d) converts to
/
a _ 2
1 D A e at’ o |’
D? —I—egNza 5 S8
ox'  ox" * (A47)
X7 — ox'" . 3715’7 9
b axb  9xb ot' ot
ot dx¢
From here the transformation laws for the components m#, ¢;; readily follow.

In summary, the intertwining relations for the components of the (g, d,), (dt,e”) orthonormal
frame read:

o’
Dm" + egNza - g™y ay'"

H_

= A4
! D2 o2 Ot O a9y (Ad8)
+é ox¢ axdg
g oxt ot N., ot oyt
@)= (g + 55w )24 + g’ S (Ad50)
ot’ ay¥
no—
ot’
Ddt, + —ef v
ot' v v 0
E’z:Xz |:e1li - €gN2ghC@ aatJ/Cdat/ :l ay/y . (A48d)
D2 + e N2 o 2 Y
87 9x¢ 9xd
As a check, one may verify that the orthonormality relations are preserved:
b
m'tdt, =1, (), =85, (I)tdt, =0, m'™e, =0. (A49)

Moreover, only two of the four relations in (A48) are independent, the others can be obtained by
moving indices with the spacetime metric

m'ht = egN’zg’W(dt')v , g’””a’{j =gM"ey. (A50)
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This ensures that also the metric orthonormality relations are preserved. In verifying the second
relation in (A50) the following alternative expression for g’ “ is useful

O ar O
e f
axat’ a?’x £ (AS1)
2 277 77 e
D=+ €N 8xeaxfg

2 ce
egN°g
g = xx} g -

The advantage of coding the transition between the tensorial action of Diff(M) and the induced
one in terms of the intertwining relations (A48) is that they apply to tensors other than the metric
as well. For the sake of illustration, consider the projected components ¢ := n, V¥ = e¢Ndt, V¥,
o = e‘; VH# of a vector V#9/dy*. Then

) = v+e ﬁa—t/ﬁ“
o SDoxa”
ot’
opf DU+ egN-—v (A52)
,élﬂ _ XZ Zjb—Ngbcic El)x -
0x D2+€ Nzaiaigcd
87 9xc 9xd

Similarly, the projected components v := n"V, = N~1mHV,, v, := 9, V), of a covector V, dy"
transform according to

ot’
/ D?*v + egNDwngUd
0 =
D2 4¢ NZiﬂiy cd (A53)
) 87 9x¢ 9xd
ax ot ot
U/a = (W‘I‘WNb)Ub‘FNaxmv.

Note that the transformation laws (A52) and (A53) are linear in the components (v, 9*) and (v, v,)
but nonlinear in N, g?.

The extension to tensors of arbitrary type is straightforward. Given a type (;) tensor U} on
M its components transversal and tangential to the leaves of the foliation are defined by n,, n*1U,}",

etc., eﬁ}n”l U;fl'j_'., etc., ny, 85;11 U;ﬁll'j_'., etc., eﬁi E)f;ll U;fl'j_'., etc. In total these are 2" "*-independent blocks if
the original tensor had no symmetries, otherwise a smaller number of nonredundant blocks arises.
There is a completeness relation that allows one to express the original tensor in term of these blocks.
Starting from U;fl'_'_'. = (551(5;} Ugllj_‘j and inserting the basic completeness relation 5; = Z’;l + egnyn'.
Upon factorization of X, = dj¢; this produces the desired expansion:

V1w Vv 0q... V1 b 0q...
uﬂlm = hyn 1(”01np1 uP1~-~) +€8nﬂleb (atﬁnpl uP1~-~)
(A54)
1 a 01 01... a V1 (,P13b 7701
+ egn’oy, (€', Up, ) + 9,8, (eh' 95, Upy) -

Clearly, each projected block carries only spatial indices, at most r lower and at most s upper
ones. We combine these spatial indices into a multi-index A. Each multiplet ua, A =1,...,|U| < 23
transforms multilinearly within itself under foliation-preserving diffemorphisms. Under the action
of a generic diffeomorphism the blocks will however mix and the mixing pattern can be obtained
straightforwardly from the intertwining relations (A48). Alternatively, one can model lel'_'_'. as a
tensor product of covectors and vectors. The projected components of the tensor product are then
expressed in terms of the components of the (co-)vectors and the transformation law can be obtained
from (A52) and (A53). It follows that the transformation laws are always linear in the projected
components 1 of the tensor, while N, N, g”b may enter nonlinearly.
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Appendix A.3. Gauge Variations of Projected Tensor Components

For many purposes it suffices to restrict attention to infinitesimal diffeomorphism. We
parameterize them as in (A44) and trade (&9, &%) for the alternative descriptors €? = N¢¥, e =
g% + N°¢Y. Por example, the linearized transformation law of a scalar fields ¢ then reads 5c¢ =
(€°/N)ey(¢) + Lz¢. For a type (%) tensor U the blocks in the metric frame u, will however mix under
generic infinitesimal diffeomorphisms. The crucial property of the projected blocks is that they do not
mix under foliation-preserving infinitesimal diffeomorphisms:

eV , €l
beu = eo(u) + Leu if au(ﬁ) - 0. (A55)
for each u = up, A = 1,...,|U|. The mixing will solely occur through terms proportional to d,(e”/N).

For an arbitrary type (}) tensor the response under a generic infinitesimal diffeomorphism
y' >y — ¢#(y) + O(&?), is given by Lie derivative, Uyl — Ul + (LzU)yL 7. So, in order to derive
the mixing pattern one might be tempted to simply apply the projection formalism for Lie derivatives
to the metric frame. That is, the projected components of (Egll);',ll are expressed in terms of the
projected components of U;}‘j_‘, and ¢#, where the structure functions of the frame enter. The projected
components of ¢* are indeed the above (€, €?), but the projected Lie derivative has in general o simple
relation to the écux aimed at. The reason is that the n#,n;, used in the projection do not transform
tensorially when the temporal function is changed, g1, # Lgn,, etc. This in turn originates from the
unusual gauge variations of lapse and shift in (A45). The N, N?-dependent projected components will
respond to 5z N, 5zN” in a way that falls outside the scope of the projected Lie derivative formalism.
The correct way to proceed is to interpret ((Sgll);j,ll as (Egll);/}l in a coordinate basis, and to use
0zN,6zN* from (A45) to compute the gauge variations of the projected components. Since the metric
now also co-determines the foliation we initially take UZ{.’," to be a metric-independent tensor, arising
for example from matter fields and Lie derivatives. This restriction will be lifted in a second step.

In adapted coordinates the 6z = L identification gives for a vector V# = (V?, V?) and a covector
Vy = (Vo, Va)

6:V0 = £99oV0 + ¢ V0 —9p¢°V0 —9.20ve,

(SCV” = goaova — 098"V + ﬁgva ’
(A56)
(SgVO = goa()V(] + 9. Vo + 80§0V0 + 9ol V,,

o0eVa = COaOVa+aaCOVO+£EVa.

Here 6z Vo .= (EgV)O, etc., and £ 7 is the intrinsic d-dimensional Lie derivative. The counterparts
for higher rank tensors can be anticipated by forming tensor products, VFW" 4+ V'W¥, etc. Next, we
form the projected components

(S
I

_ 0
n,V# = e,NV7,

= e fVE =V NV,

(A57)
o) = n.”VV :Nfl(Vo—Nan),
vy = 03 Vy=V,.

In each case the rightmost expression refers to adapted coordinates, using n,, = €¢N. (52, nt =

N ’1(5(’; — 55N”), elf = 5Z + 52N”, o = oINe, = f = 6. The completeness relation is generates as
in (A54) and reads

Vy = egno+e,0,, VI =egntv+oh o (A58)
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Combining (A56) with the lapse and shift transformation (A45) one readily computes the
transformations of the projected components (A57). The result is best expressed in terms of €? := N¢°
and € := ¢ + N*Z0. One finds

65 = feo(d) + Lav— egNdy (§7) 2,
50" = Seo(t7) + Lt + NIy (§ ) g0
O = Feo(V) + Let" + Noy (& ) g0,
. ) (A59)
0ev = %eo(v)—|—£gv—egNaa(%>g”hvb,
5evu - %EO(UQ)+LEUQ+Nag(%>U.

We add some remarks: (i) The variations (A59) are the linearized forms of (A52) and (A53). In
contrast to (A56) the transformation laws (A59) explicitly depend on the spatial metric. The latter
enters through the shift dependence of the projectors and the formula for 5z N” from (A45b). (ii) The
transformation laws (A59) are consistent with contractions: V¥W,, = e,0w + 9w, must transform
like a scalar, and it does based on (A59). (iii) As noted after (A20) and (A29) the foliation descriptor
ny, transforms like a vector as long as the temporal function T is held fixed. This is not the case in
the setting underlying (A56), so dzny, # Lgny. As a consequence v = €, v* = 0 is not a consistent
specialization of (A59). On the other hand, based on the induced gauge variation of N in (A45), the
zero-vorticity property of n;, = egNég should be preserved. In view of deny, = (N16:N)ny, this is
indeed the case.

The results for higher rank tensors can be obtained from (A59) by taking tensor products. This
follows from the corresponding property of the Lie derivative and the induced J; variations of the
nonaligned components generalizing (A56). Since the Lie derivative commutes with contractions the
resulting J variations of the projected components will also be compatible with contractions. Further,
as long as the initial tensor U is metric-independent, the spatial metric g,; will enter the transformation
formulas only through 6. N* and hence through the inverse, see (A45).

For later reference we note the explicit formulas for the projections of (symmetric) second rank
tensors of contravariant, mixed, and covariant type, TH", T%V, and Ty, respectively. We begin with a
symmetric T*" and note the projections

¥ = nn,TH = N2TD
o= en, T = egN(T% + N°TW), (A60)
yab . e[;lelb/Tyv — Tab + TOa Nb + TOb N2 + NeNbTO0
This is such that
TH = nfn¥ ¥ + egntdy t° + egn’dh ¥ + 049y 10 . (A61)
One finds
0 = eol®) + Lt — 2N, (§) ¥,
S = eo() + Lat — egNoy (7 ) ¥ + Noy (7 ) gt (A62)

o

0

S = Geo(Th) + Lt + No (7 ) (g2 + gP¥),

Z
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For a mixed tensor T}, the independent blocks are

b= mynt T = e (T,) — N°T)),
f* = ent'Ty = N~1(T§ — N°T¢ + N°T§ — N°N°T?),
(A63)
ty = mT) =eNT.,
th = ofelTy = T) + TONP.
These are such that
Ty = nyn"t + egny,dy P4 egn’ey ta + €50p th. (A64)
The induced gauge variations are
bt = eolt) + Lat — N (7 ) [0ty + 1,
S0 = N eo(F%) + L1 + Nab(f(’) [gb“t — eggbctg] ,
(A65)
bty = %eo(ta) + Lety + NO, (€°)t - egNab( )tb
Sett = Seg(th) + Lt + No, (60) + No. ( )gd’t .
For a symmetric co-tensor T, we set
T = n'n'Tu = N72(To — 2N°Ty, + N*NPT,,),
T, = Ohn'Ty = N1 (T, — N'Ty,), (A66)
Ty = 040V T = Ty
The completeness relation reads
Ty = nyuhy T+ egnyeﬁ Ty + €gMyely, To + eﬁeﬁ Tap - (A67)
The induced gauge variations come out as
6T = %eO(T) + LT — 2€4No, (%)g”brh ,
Seta = Seo(ta) + Lata — egN8b< )g Tea + NOg (%)r (A68)
bty = Sgeo(Tw) + Lot + Noa () 7+ Now () -

The results for T;{ are consistent with the specialization to ¢}, resulting in €q, (53 as the
nonzero projected components. Further, all variations are consistent with taking tensor products
and contractions.

Rank two tensors are of primary interest as they include the metric, the energy—-momentum
tensor, and the gravitational field equations. The gauge transformation of the metric is given by the
Lie derivative g,5 +— Lz8ap, and the induced dzg00, Izga0, 984y Variations are equivalent to those of
N, N, g,p, in (A45). Since N, N" also define the projectors via n,, n" a consistency condition arises
for the variation of the projectors and that of the projected metric components. The metric frame
components of the co- and contrametric are (T = €, Ta =0, T = gaw) and (T = €g, T =0, b — g“b),
respectively. These are indeed consistent specializations of (A68) and (A62). They reduce to to
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5eg™ = (e°/N)eg(g™) + Lzg™ and Segqp = (€°/N)eo(gap) + Legap, respectively, which is indeed the
correct transformation law for the spatial metric, see (A45). As a consequence the initial restriction
to metric-independent tensors U can now be lifted. For illustration and later use we present three
examples of such gauge variations:

Gradient of a scalar. The gradient of a scalar field d,¢ has metric frame components v =
N~leg(¢), vs = da¢, and transforms according to the second set of relations in (A59). After raising an
index g""9,¢ the metric frame components are 7 = €geg(¢), 7" = g"9,¢. They transform according
to the first set of relations in (A59). Only (A45) and the basic 5c¢ = (€°/N)eg(¢) + Lz¢ enter
the verification.

Energy-momentum tensor. For energy—-momentum tensors like the one of a self-interacting
scalar field, Ty = V¢V — (1/2)8s VPPV o — g1 U (¢), the components (A66) are traditionally
denoted by E, P;, Sy, see, e.g., [39], where we replace the latter by by T,;,. Explicitly, this gives for the
scalar field

2
E o= 3(%) - Fe0g0u0 —egUle),
Pa — 30](\]47) aa(P ’ (A69)

Ty = 0apOp — 8ap (8700 + 2U ()] — €g8ankE -

As an instance of (A68) one then has

SE = Sgeo(E) + LzE —2e4Nd, (%)gﬂbpb,
5.0, — %EO(PH)+£gpa—egNab(%)gbCTcﬁNau(%)E, (A70)
0Ty = Speo(Tu) + LeTay + Noa () Py + Noy () Po-

This highlights that spatial homogeneity of the scalar field, P,
foliation-dependent condition.
Einstein tensor. The same transformation formulas also apply to the projected components of the

0, is a

Einstein tensor. Recall .
Gu := Ry — Eg;,V(R —2A), (A71)

where Ry, is the Ricci tensor of the spacetime metric g,y and A is the cosmological constant. For
a conventionally normalized energy momentum tensor Ty, then G,, = xTj, are the gravitational
field equations, see (11). The projected components of G, are proportional to the scalar constraint,
the vector constraint, and the evolution equations, respectively. We define G := n#n"G, Gy :=
P 1" Gy, Gop 1= P Zé/ Gy In terms of the variations of the 1+d pure gravity action St gray in (A43)
the projected components can be expressed as

x oSt k oSt 2 oSt x oSt
g% G, = , Gp= —e— 2 | e | A72
g on grav ! \/gd]\]ﬂ grav ab egﬂg (5g’1b grav eggabg on grav ( )

These projected components are again subject to the transformation law (A68). Note that a direct
verification of this fact would be exceedingly tedious. It follows that in the Lagrangian formalism
the gauge variations of the constraints G, G, mix with the evolution equations G,;. In contrast, in the
Hamiltonian framework the (secondary) constraints close among themselves off shell. Both results are
consistent because the Hamiltonian gauge variations differ from the Lagrangian ones by an equations
of motion symmetry.
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