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1 Introduction

In the search for a flat space holographic principle, symmetries at the boundary of space-

time have played a foundational role. Their ability to supply a first-principles derivation of

soft theorems in scattering amplitudes has sparked extensive subsequent work!'. Soft the-

orems are factorisations of amplitudes in the limit when the energy of one of the particles

vanishes. More generally, they can be written as a series expansion in the small energy,

!See reviews [3-5] and references within.



thus capturing further information from the subleading orders?

. Unfortunately, it is not
immediately obvious how to capture subleading terms from symmetries acting canonically
on the phase space at the boundary.

In [1] and [2], we developed a systematic framework for extending the phase space so as
to accommodate symmetries associated with all sub”-leading orders in Yang—Mills theory.
This construction builds on earlier results at the first subleading order |7, 8] and in the
simplified set-ups of the self-dual sector [30] and QED [31|. We further gave an interpre-
tation of the new ingredients required for the extended phase space as Stueckelberg fields.
These are Goldstone-like fields on which the symmetries are realised non-linearly. The cor-
responding charges were shown to generate algebras that admit consistent truncations at
any sub”-leading order. Furthermore, in the self-dual subsector, these structures reproduce
the infinite-dimensional S-algebra previously studied in [32-34].

In this work, we take an important next step by formulating an action principle for the
Stueckelberg fields. Remarkably, their dynamics is governed entirely by an action localised
on the boundary, from which we are able to recover the charges previously derived in [1, 2.
This construction thus brings us closer to a realisation of a holographic principle and also
provides a framework that can be extended to more general settings. Additionally, we
provide an explicit renormalisation procedure — both in the radial coordinate r and in the
retarded time uw — which was absent in our earlier analysis, building on previous work in
[31, 35-41].

Using the language of fibre bundles, and building on [42-45], we present a formal
account of the Stueckelberg field, deriving systematically both its existence and its trans-
formation properties. This framework, in turn, provides a clear geometric picture of the
structure of gauge transformations at the boundary (null infinity Z* in our case). By con-
sidering a formal expansion on the transversal parameter to the boundary, we construct
a new structure group, which takes the form of a loop group. Its associated gauge group
contains transformations acting on the Stueckelberg field, while the gauge vector remains
invariant under these transformations.

The article is structured as follows. In section 2, we review the Stueckelberg procedure
and extend our earlier results in two directions: by deriving the transformations of the fields
at the group level, not just the algebra level, and by extending the procedure such that
all the symmetry transformations — including the leading order one — are realised on the
Stueckelberg fields. This extension is essential for the construction of the boundary action
encoding the dynamics of the Stueckelberg fields in section 3. In section 4, we implement
a procedure for renormalising this action by exploiting the freedom in the pre-symplectic
potential. In section 5, we use the framework of principal fibre bundles in order to provide a
geometrical setting in which we can derive extensions and reductions of gauge symmetries.
We then use these results to describe gauge transformations at the boundary as elements
of gauge groups corresponding to suitable loop groups. Finally, we conclude in section 7.

2See [6-29)] for relevant work.



2 The Stueckelberg procedure: review and extension

We are working in YM theory, with the standard action in the bulk given by

S = —% /Mtr(*]-"/\}") (2.1)

where M is an asymptotically flat spacetime with local coordinates z# = (v,y). Here y
parametrise the boundary, in particular in Bondi coordinates we would have v = r and
y = (u, z,z). The gauge field admits a general expansion

Ayr) = 3B 4y (2.2)

)
n,k

with n and k£ such that lim,_, lorg$ = O(1). This is the natural physical fall-off expected
for the gauge field. The gauge parameters which preserve this fall-off will be of the form?

Ao = Ao(y) - (2.3)

However, in order to access sub™-leading soft effects in the scattering amplitudes via the
Ward identity, we need, in general, a large gauge parameter such that

T—00

Ai(z) = Zt" log® tASil;k) (y), with n,k such that lim t"log"t =00 . (2.4)
n,k

These will of course violate the fall-off of the gauge field, and the goal of the Stueckelberg
procedure is to introduce fields on which these act naturally.

2.1 Group theoretic formulation of the Stueckelberg procedure

Here we review the procedure we developed in |1, 2|, which introduces the Stueckelberg fields
capable of accommodating local transformations with overleading parameters A, given in
(2.4). Moreover, we extend the procedure to obtain the full group transformations of these
fields, from which the transformations in [1, 2] are recovered as the linear approximation in
the parameter.

To start, let H, G be the gauge groups generated, respectively, by the parameters

Aoly) and A(x) = Ag(y) + Ay (2) . (2.5)

with Ag(y) and Ay (x) given in (2.3) and (2.4), respectively.
In particular, this implies H C G. The gauge field A on M naturally transforms only
under H, that is to say

A=Y A+d)n, 5= e o) e 3y (2.6)
Starting from A, we want to define a new gauge field A that transforms under G, i.e.

A =Y A+d)y, y=eDecg. (2.7)

3We set all “small” gauge transformations (i.e. those which vanish at the boundary) to 0, as they don’t
contribute to the soft theorems.



To do so, we promote the parameter A, to a field ¥,* which we use to dress the initial
gauge field as follows:

A= s (A+d)sy , (2.8)
where
sp(z)=e M@ 0 (2) =Y ¢ logh e 0P (y) (2.9)
n,k

and n, k are as in (2.4). We will refer to both sy and ¥, as dressing fields or, equivalently,
Stueckelberg fields®. Note that although (2.8) has the form of a gauge transformation, it
is conceptually different, as W (x) is a field, and not a parameter. This will be further
clarified in section 5.

We now determine the correct transformation rule of ¥4 under G such that the dressed
field A transforms as required, i.e. as a YM field under the gauge group with parameter A.
To begin with, observe that for all v € G there exists a unique pair

(Vy,my) €N X H, suchthat ~=uwvyn,, (2.10)

where A is the group with elements of the form e~*+. Indeed,

eN
€EH
2 ——
,y — e—i/\ — e—iAo—iA+ — (H 6—icn(A0,A+)> e—iA+ e—’iAo , (211)
n=oo

where C,(Ag, A+) is a homogeneous expression of n — 1 nested commutators of Ag and A4,
and as such it has the same expansion as Ay. The last equality above is known as the left-
oriented Zassenhaus formula, which can be regarded as the inverse of the Baker—-Campbell—-
Hausdorff (BCH) formula, see e.g. [55] for a reference. One finds that the required trans-
formation for the dressing field sy under G is

ST =n,"s47, (2.12)

where 7, is as in (2.10). We will give a formal derivation of (2.12) in section 5. For now we
verify directly that it gives the desired transformation for A:

A7 = (s1)TLAYSL + (s) " Hds)

1 -1

= sy (ny Ay 4 0yt dny)n sy 4+ s () s a)
=~ s sy + st dsy )y + 7y
=y ' Ay +77dy,

(2.13)

“In this paper we denote by ¥ the Stueckelberg field introduced in [1, 2], where it was simply written
as W. The change in notation is motivated by the fact that here we introduce two distinct dressing fields, cf.
equations (2.9) and (2.23), transforming under different symmetry groups. The subscript “4” allows us to
clearly distinguish between them. In [1, 2], such a distinction was unnecessary, hence the simpler notation
without the subscript was adopted for brevity. Moreover, in contrast with [1, 2], here we will not consider
field-dependent gauge transformations.

°In section 5, in order to align with the community studying Dressing Field Methods [42, 43, 46-54],
we adopt a slightly different terminology. In the rest of the paper, however, the two terms may be used
interchangeably.



where we used the fact that A transforms only under Ag, that is to say AY = A". To find
the variation of W, corresponding to the transformation (2.12) we write

G5y = G e = MOy, (—i00y) (2.14)
(58+ — 77;134_7 — 5y = eonefz\I/+esz — ety ’
where O is the operator
0 1— e*adx
—-_° = 2.15
X adx (2.15)
to be understood as a formal series expansion in adx(Y) = [X,Y], see [1, 2] for details.
Thus, we find
o, = i(/):gq,+ (eMV+ethoeiWigih _ 1) (2.16)
At linear order in Ag and AL :
oWy =i0—, [V (1+ihg)e ™+ (1 —iA) — 1]
=0y, (A — e+ Age ™) (2.17)

:A+—%[\II+,A+A0]+...

This transformation law for ¥ coincides exactly with the one previously obtained in |1, 2],
with the above derivation having the advantage of being more general and formulated at the
group level. In particular, as discussed in |1, 2|, at O-th order in the field ¥ transforms via
a shift, thus it can be interpreted as the Goldstone boson associated with the spontaneous
breaking of the extended gauge symmetry in the bulk. We refer the reader to [2] for a more
thorough discussion.

2.2 Decoupling all the symmetries via an extended Stueckelberg procedure

In the previous subsection we started from the gauge field A transforming under the group
‘H generated by leading order gauge transformations Ag(y), and defined a new gauge field A
transforming under the group G D H, generated by leading and overleading transformations,
see (2.6) and (2.7). This was done by promoting the parameter Ay to a field U, and
introducing the dressing field s, = e™*¥+. As we will see in section 3, for the purpose of
constructing the boundary Lagrangian it is actually desirable to have an invariant gauge
field, such that its transformation has been “transferred” onto a new field, living on the
boundary. We will achieve this here by another application of the Stueckelberg procedure,
and identify the required boundary field with a new Stueckelberg field.
Given that A transforms only under Ag(y), we can obtain a fully invariant gauge field
A via the dressing
A:=s (A+d)so, (2.18)

where
so = so(y) = e Vo) | (2.19)



Then, if s transforms as®

sd=n"1s0, (2.20)

with 7 as in (2.6), it is easy to show, via a calculation similar to that in (2.13), that A is
invariant under the full group G, i.e.

A = A" = A. (2.21)

It is now straightforward to write A in terms of A by solving for A in (2.18) and plugging
this into (2.8) to get
A= st Asy sy + s sod (sg sy ) (2.22)

At this stage, recalling that s, = e *Y+(*) we can define

5 — 5613+ — o Vo(y) =iV (2) _ ,iVo(y)—iVi(e) = ,—i¥(2) ’ (2.23)

where W, (z) have the same fall-off as ¥, (z) in (2.9), as they are obtained as nested
commutators of the latter with Wy(y), via the BCH formula.
We remark that the 2-stage Stueckelberg procedure consisting of

e dressing A to achieve the extension of the symmetry grup from H to G, as described
in subsection 2.1.

e introducing the invariant A by transferring its transformation to the new Stueckelberg
field sg, as described above in (2.18)-(2.21)

can be reinterpreted, via (2.22) and (2.23), as a single step Stueckelberg procedure,
A=s1A+d)s, (2.24)

with s as in (2.23), which extends an invariant field A to a field A transforming under G.
We can derive the transformation of s from (2.20) and (2.12)

§7 = (s50")" (s4)7 = g 'mymy 547 = 57 (2.25)

There is an alternative way to derive the transformation rule for s in (2.25). We observe
that the single step Stueckelberg procedure in (2.24) can actually be thought of as a special
case of the procedure described in subsection 2.1, with the group H reduced to the identity
element. Indeed, saying that the initial A does not transform is equivalent to saying that
it transforms only under the identity, that is

A=l A+de=A, e=1g. (2.26)

This automatically extends sy to s when performing the Stueckelberg procedure, and the
transformation rule for s is then just a special case of (2.12) with 7, = 1g, so we have

sV =1gsy = s7. (2.27)

6See section 5 for a formal derivation via fibre bundles.



in agreement with (2.25). Finally, the corresponding transformation rule for the Stueckel-
berg field ¥ introduced in (2.23) is given by

00 =i0 1, (e7™ 1), (2.28)
where O is defined in (2.15). At linear order in A the above equation reads

50 =0}, (A) . (2.29)

3 Edge mode Lagrangian for YM

We have seen that the dressing procedure in the previous section allows for the introduction
of Stueckelberg fields on which overleading symmetries, related to sub™-leading soft theo-
rems, can be realised naturally. The next logical step is to construct a Lagrangian governing
the dynamics of these fields. This would allow for the construction of a symplectic form
from first principles, starting from a Lagrangian formulation that contains the Stueckelberg
field from within, and not as an ad hoc input of the theory.

Our approach for constructing the action here takes inspiration from [44, 56, 57|, and
carlier works in [11, 58, 59] 7. Indeed, we will see that in the leading order limit, our action
will reduce to that in [56, 57]. We propose the following action:

1 .
SISM+53M:—/ tr(*]—'/\}')—l—/
M

> | u [3 A ,Zi] . (3.1)

where the boundary action is appropriately renormalised to avoid possible divergences.
One could take the more standard approach of renormalising the pre-symplectic potential
f, when computing the charge via the phase space formalism. Indeed, we will demonstrate
how to rigorously renormalise 6 in section 4, and verify that it gives the same charge as the
one we will compute directly from the action in this section. A is as given in (2.24), copied
below for convenience:

A=s1HA+d)s. (3.2)

Consequently,

Fi=s5'Fs, (3.3)
with F the field strength of A. We postulate that

j=stjs. (3.4)

This will be justified a posteriori, as we will see shortly that the source two-form j will
become identified with the dual of the field strength. The Lagrangian then becomes:

1
SZSM+53M=—2/

tr(*F A F) +/ tr[j A (A + dss™ )] . (3.5)
M

oM

"A recent work, [60], constructs finite actions for Maxwell theory and linearized gravity, by introducing
boundary counter-terms in the action. It would be interesting to match their additional terms to the ones
we use in this work.



Note that the bulk action is identical to (2.1), by virtue of the definition of A, see (2.18). The
action is invariant under the gauge group G, under which the constituent fields transform

w§

APY:Av -7:7:-7:7 572577 j’Y:ja (36)

when j obeys the conservation law
dj—[dss7h,jl=0 &  sd(s'js)s1 =0 (3.7)

following from the e.o.m. from s, as we will see below. We remark that (3.7) is just the
gauge covariant derivative of the source j with respect to the pure gauge field dss™!.

In order to simplify the renormalisation procedure, we will assume a non-logarithmic
fall-off for the gauge field, source and Stueckelberg fields:

Alw) =Y AW (y), ) =Y i), s@) =) sW(y).  (38)

n<0 n<0 n>0
Then we simply write the renormalised boundary action as

Son = tr[jA(A+ dss_l)]ren
oM

= /BM tr [jA(A+ dssil)](o) (3.9)

= tr> JOMA(A+dssTH
/8 >IN )

n=0

meaning that the renormalisation in this case consists of just taking the Oth order in the
t expansion. Note that we can think of the objects entering Sy above as a collection of
purely boundary fields, in particular for the source and the Stueckelberg field we will have
two infinite sets of boundary fields, labelled by n:

i), sM(y), n>0, (3.10)

and the t-expansion in (3.8) can be though of as just a useful book-keeping device. We can
then make use of the results in Appendix A to write the variation of the action

5SM——/ tr(5.A/\dA*.'F)—/ tr(6 AN «F) (3.11)
M oM

8Som = | tr[i ASA— (sd (s1js) s7) dss + d(joss )] . (3.12)
oM

The bulk equation of motion, coming from wvariations of the gauge field which vanish
at the boundary, is of course just the standard YM equation

daxF =0, (3.13)

8See (2.21) and (2.25). The transformation law for j is an ansatz at this stage, which will be verified
later, see (3.15).



In order to obtain the boundary equations, we formally allow the variation of A to have
an expansion in both positive and 0 powers of ¢ so that the relevant boundary term is

/ b [BAN G — +F)]C / 0 6A A (G- +F) T (3.14)
oM oM

n=0
from which we read off:
Finally, as previously advertised, the e.o.m. for s gives the current conservation in (3.7).

3.1 Charges
The symplectic potential can be read off from (3.11) and (3.12)°
0 = —tr d(joss~1)©
(i0ss77) (3.18)
= —tr d(xFdss™ )0

where we made use of (3.15) to get to the second line. Next we compute the symplectic

form:

w[5, 8] = tr [66(6) — 66(5)]"”
=tr [—Sd(*.’):éss_l) — (0 < )] © (3.19)
= —tr [d(g(*]:)éss_l — xFbss HossT) — (6 <> 8)] ©
Choose ¢ to be the infinitesimal variation for the gauge transformation (3.6):
oas=—isA, AA=0, 0WLWF=0, (3.20)
then the symplectic form is
w = —tr d(0(xF)drss™' — «Fdpss Loss™! + xFdss ' opss™ )
= itr d(8(xF)sAs™t — «FsAs  oss™ ' + xFosAs™ 1)) (3.21)
= itr 0d(*FsAs 1))
Thus finally the charge density is
Ga = itr(A * s Fs)O) = itr(A « F)O | (3.22)

using (3.3). This is exactly as computed in our previous work [1, 2|. Here the Lagrangian
formulation allows for a first principles derivation of the charge, as well as a well-defined
renormalisation procedure, which will be further detailed in section 4.

® We remark that a slightly different form, namely
0 = —tr (SAN*F —d(joss™ ")) (3.16)
is given in [11, 56, 57, 59]. This accommodates an additional symmetry with a left action on the fields
ohs = —as, 0LA=daa, 06.j=[ja], (3.17)

which is seen as a true gauge symmetry, as the charge computed from (3.16) vanishes.



We recover the usual charge algebra corresponding to Yang-Mills,

{gAlquQ} = qvfi[Al,A2] . (323)
The corresponding perturbative expression (both in ¥ and r) is

—k—j e .
n—k n—j q _Z.[A(k) A(j)] ifj4+k<n
{a w0, ¢ 0}t= 1A : (3.24)
! 2 0 otherwise

n

where ngu) is the approximation up to j-th order in W of ¢, ). See [2| for more details.

4 Renormalization

Having an explicit Lagrangian, in which both the bulk field A and the bundary field s
are present, allows us to renormalize the symplectic potential using a standard procedure
developed in [35] for divergences near null infinity. Once we have a Lagrangian for the
theory, which includes the degrees of freedom at the boundary, we can argue along the lines
of [35] and use the equations of motion to derive a well-defined renormalized symplectic
potential. Both sources of divergences, r- and u- expansions, can be treated in a ladder-like
fashion. Applications of this procedure have been done in the abelian case (Maxwell) in [31]
in terms of the limit ¢ — 400 and u — —o0, to recover the sub™-soft theorem charges [39].
It has also been done in [40] for the renormalization of asymptotic charges in the two-form
formalism. Applications to gravity can be found in [36-38, 61|, and in [41] an exhaustive
study was given in the context of renormalization of conformal infinity in gravity.
In this section, we consider the action in (3.5) without any renormalization,

S = —1/ tr(xF A F) —i—/ tr[j A (A+dss™h)], (4.1)
2 Jm oM
and show that the divergences in the pre-symplectic potential derived from it can be appro-
priately renormalized. Once we have a well-defined, non-divergent pre-symplectic potential,
its boundary component can be shown to coincide with the one in (3.18), and thus the
charges can be computed, giving the expression in (3.22).

For definiteness, we fix the space of functions and expansions that we are working
on as explained in the previous section. We also take Bondi coordinates to simplify the
treatment. In this case, v, the coordinate transversal to the boundary dM, is the usual
radial coordinate r.

We can perform a limiting procedure to find the action at null infinity, by taking a
family of hypersurfaces Y, indexed by a parameter R, such that ¥ — ZT as R — +oo.
As an illustration, we describe two different families of hypersurfaces that can be taken: one
time-like and the other space-like. For the first family, take ¥ := {r = R;u > —R}, where
u is the parameter of the null geodesics generating Z* and taken to be defined globally
in the bulk of spacetime. This family of slices are time-like, and converge point-wise to
Z+. The other useful family of hypersurfaces, used for example in 31, 61, 62|, is given by

~10 -



} / *

Figure 1: Representation of the two families of slices commonly used to define the sym-
plectic structure at null infinity. Dashed line: ¢t = ent. hypersurfaces. Solid line: r = cnt.
hypersurfaces. Light lines: light rays.

space-like slices Zg := {t = R}, where ¢t = r + u; these hypersurfaces correspond to the
slices at constant time. In the limits R — +o00, Zg — ZT. See Figure 1. One can take also
null hypersurfaces that approach null infinity. Recent results concerning this limit can be
found in [63].

In what follows, we take the first family of hypersurfaces, i.e. the time-like hypersurfaces
Y r. We have a well-defined expression for the symplectic potential at any given R > 0.
Let Sg = 0Xg. Given a pre-symplectic potential, fr, we have that it has the following

ambiguities,

Or — Or + drg + 008R, (4.2)

where the two-form mr modifies the canonical expression of the corner charges, i.e. it
represents the addition of a corner term, and the three-form i corresponds to a choice of
boundary action, coming from an addition of a corner term to the Lagrangian [35].

From the variation of the bulk and boundary Lagrangians, we can extract the associated
symplectic potentials'?,

Ly = —tr (0 ANdg*F)+dtr (—5AN*xF) (4.3)
—_———
oL
OLpgy = tr (—5.A/\j — dss H(dj — [dss_l,j])) +dtr (jéss_l) . (4.4)
—_———
7R

In section 3, the symplectic potential in (3.18) is already a corner term, given by the

renormalized version of
HIS%R = tr(jdss 1), (4.5)

“Note that (4.4) is the same as (3.12) without the renormalisation.

— 11 —



in the limit R — 400, and this gives the correct non-trivial charges corresponding to the
sub”-leading soft theorems [2]. In more generality, we can extend this phase space in order
to also accommodate for the left acting gauge symmetry introduced in footnote 9, which
has a vanishing charge. We will show the renormalization procedure for this extended
pre-symplectic potential,

Or = 037 + Aoy, (4.6)

which contains both the bulk and the boundary contributions to the symplectic structure,
see equations (4.3) and (4.4).

By pulling back into the coordinate chart (r,y), we can write both symplectic potentials
as densities.

SLyuip = —tr (SANdg* F) + 8,055 + dy077Y (4.7)
OLyay = tr (=6 AN = dss(dj — [dss ", 1)) + Oy 07" Y

Observe that GI%R " is the normal component of the symplectic potential relative to
the hypersurfaces ¥ z. Then, in order to renormalize the complete symplectic potential, we
proceed in two steps, first we renormalize HIX%:R " from (4.7), and then we renormalize 915%3 Y
from (4.8).

The variation of the bulk Lagrangian can be written on-shell as follows
O OR" " = 6 Lyr, — Oybn" Y. (4.9)

Then, in an expansion order by order in r, we can write any divergent term in 023 " as
coming from a total variation or a total divergence [35|. Indeed, if we write

0" = 05ty (¥) + Y rYi(y) +or, (4.10)
i=1

where ogr vanishes in the limit R — +o00. Then we can take the renormalized normal
component of the symplectic potential as

[e.e]

O = 07" =) rYi(y) — X(y), (4.11)
=1

where we can use (4.9) to express Y; as a combination of total variations and total deriva-

tives,

1
Yi(y) = Finite part ( lim —

r——+oo ri—1

(Mbulk — 0y05F Y)) , (4.12)

and X (y) is a total derivative on X g, to be determined.
Next, consider equation (4.8). Although this equation is written in coordinates on Xg,
it does implicitly depend on r due to the location of the boundary 0¥ z. Then, using (3.15)

and (4.3) and adding on both sides Gﬁﬁgw we obtain

ORE 4 D00 = 6Lygy + (ORET — OZRT), (4.13)

R,ren R,ren

- 12 —



Observe that the first term on the left hand side is already renormalized on r. Inside the

ZR T
HR,ren

that each coefficient in r is either a total derivative or a total variation, cf. (4.11). Then

term ( - QER "), on the right hand side, there are only higher powers in r, and we have

we can simply subtract any higher powers of r in order to renormalize ayeff Y,

8y9}5{'1;g’n — 6y9}‘5:;R y _ [5£bdy _ (0}2%?67“” _ QJE%R T)]O(r) and higher powers in r (4.14)

as they cancel any divergent term in r. Finally, we arrive at
¥ S
aR,ren = eRiern + ayeRI;g’n’ (415)

which is a completely finite expression on the limit r — +oo.

There is still a possible source of divergences: when the chart y gets closer to spatial
infinity, and therefore the coordinate generating the null geodesics goes to +oo. For this,
we denote the null coordinate u, and assume it is well defined in an open neighbourhood of
spatial infinity (as it is the case with Bondi coordinates). The symplectic potential on the
corner will be 9%}% “. The celestial sphere coordinates are denoted by z,z. Then, we can
use the function X (y) from above to give a prescription on how to renormalize in the limit
u — £00. Indeed,

OR,ren = 037 (v) — X (v) + Oy 0327, (4.16)

and we can decompose
OyOpRY = 0,071 1 + 00587 + 0:071 7 (4.17)
X(Y) = ufu + 8252 + 62527 (4.18)

for some vector &Y. Following an analogous procedure as we did for the coordinate r, we
can construct counter-terms for 02’?’ “ that are either total variations or total derivatives,
and such that the final result is finite in the limit v — 4o0.

5 Fibre bundle derivation

In this section we provide a more formal derivation of the existence and transformation rules
of the dressing fields introduced in section 2. Our approach employs the language of fibre
bundles, relating the existence of the Stueckelberg field to the notion of extension/reduction
of the structure group of a principal fibre bundle. To this end, we begin by briefly reviewing
the basic concepts about fibre bundles, and we fix the notation that will be used throughout
this section. We refer the reader to [42-45, 64-69] for some references, and to section B for
essential notions and notation about Lie group actions on manifolds.

5.1 Review of fibre bundle formulation of gauge theories
5.1.1 Principal and associated bundles

Fibre bundles provide the most comprehensive mathematical framework for describing
gauge theories in physics. After recalling the definition of bundles and fixing the notation
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for their sections and morphisms, we will focus on two classes of bundles that play a central
role in gauge theory, namely principal bundles and the associated bundles constructed from
them. Precise definitions will be given below.

A bundle is a triple (E, 7, M) where E, M are topological manifolds (called the total
space and the base space, respectively), which here are assumed to be differentiable, and
m: E — M is a surjection, called the projection. The preimage of m at a point m € M
is the fibre of m over m, and a differentiable map o: M — F satisfying o*m = idys is a
(global) section'!, where x denotes the pullback. The space of all smooth sections of the
bundle (E,m, M) is denoted by I'(E). A fibre bundle with (typical) fibre the manifold F' is
a bundle in which every fibre is diffeomorphic to F'.

Given two bundles (E, 7, M) and (E', ', M'), a bundle morphism is a pair (u, f) of
maps u: F — E' and f: M — M’ such that 7*f = u*7’. If both u and f are diffeomor-
phisms, then (u, f) is a bundle isomorphism and we write (E,m, M) Zpq (E', 7', M'). Now,
consider two bundles (E, 7, M) and (E',n’, M) with the same base manifold. Then a func-
tion u: E — E'is a vertical bundle (iso)morphism if (u,idys) is a bundle (iso)morphism?!2.
Note that, given a bundle £ = (E, 7, M), the set of vertical bundle automorphisms

Autp (&) ={®: E - FE | ®*r =7} (5.1)

forms a group under function composition.

Among fibre bundles, a particularly important class in gauge theory is that of principal
bundles. These serve as the geometric framework for connections and gauge transforma-
tions, and provide the foundation on which associated bundles are constructed.

Definition 5.1 (principal bundle). Let G be a Lie group. A principal G-bundle is a bun-
dle (P,m, M) such that P is a right G-manifold, the right action of G on P is free and
(P,m, M) Zpa1 (P, p, P/G), where p: P — P/G is the quotient map. The group G is called
the structure group of (P, m, M).

From this definition it follows that a principal G-bundle is a fibre bundle with typical
fibre (the orbit under the right G-action) diffeomorphic to the structure group G. In order
to compare different principal bundles, or to describe maps between them that respect their
geometric structure, one needs the notion of a principal bundle morphism. This concept
generalizes the definition of bundle morphisms to the principal setting.

Definition 5.2 (principal bundle (iso)morphism). Let (P,m, M) and (P',7', M') be prin-
cipal G- and H-bundles, respectively. Let p: G — H be a Lie group homomorphism and
u: P — P, f: M — M’ be smooth maps. The pair (u, f) is called a principal bundle
morphism if it is a bundle morphism and u is p-equivariant. (u, f) is called a principal
bundle isomorphism if it is a principal bundle morphism, a bundle isomorphism and p is a
Lie group isomorphism. In this case we write (P, 7, M) =, va1 (P, 7', M").

A local section is a differentiable map o: U — E such that o*m = idy, where U C M is an open subset.
12The map u is equivalently referred to as base preserving bundle (iso)morphism, or as a bundle M-
(iso)morphism.
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As in the case of vertical bundle morphisms, if two principal bundles have the same base
manifold, one can consider vertical principal bundle (iso)morphisms, i.e. principal bundle
(iso)morphisms of the form (u,ids). In particular, a central role in physics is played by the
vertical principal bundle automorphisms of a principal bundle £ = (P, 7, M), that is the set

Autp pqi(§) = {® € Autpq(§) | Ry® = Ry® Vg e G}, (5.2)

which is a group with respect to composition of functions. In the above definition, R, is
the right G-action map associated to g, see (B.7)!3. We emphasize that the groups (5.1)
and (5.2) do not generally coincide, because in the latter case one requires, in addition,
compatibility with the right G-action.

Given a principal bundle, one can construct new fibre bundles whose fibres carry a
representation of the structure group. These are called associated bundles, and they allow
one to translate the geometric data of the principal bundle into other contexts, such as
vector bundles or tensor bundles.

Definition 5.3 (associated bundle). Let & = (P,w, M) be a principal G-bundle and F

a smooth left G-manifold. The associated bundle to & with fibre F is a bundle {[F] =

(Pp,mp, M) with total space Pp := (P x F)/ ~g (sometimes written as P xg F'), where
— R

(p,f) ~c (@, f) : < g€ G such that P b , (5.3)

f'=Lyaf

and projection Tp: Pp — M defined™ as wp([p, f]) = 7 (p).

In the above definition, R, is the right G-action map on P, while L, is the left G-action
map on F. It is easy to see that an associated bundle {[F] is a fibre bundle with typical
fibre F. We now recall a standard result (see, e.g., [66]) that establishes a correspondence
between sections of an associated bundle and maps from the total space of the underlying
principal bundle to the fibre, satisfying a suitable compatibility condition.

Proposition 5.4. Let & = (P,m, M) be a principal G-bundle, F be a left G-manifold and
-1u Vg€ G} s (54)

U={u:P = F|Ru=1L,

where L is the left G-action on F. Then U & ['(&[F]) via
oe:U = T([F]), ur oy, (5.5)

where
ouw: M — PxgF, [pla~[p,ul)a. (5.6)

'¥Using a more explicit notation, (5.2) can be written as Aut pq(§) ={®: P > P|[mo® =7, ®(p<
g) =®(p) <g Vp € P,g € G}, where < is the right G-action on P. See section B for more details.
14YWe denote the elements of Pr using square brackets, since they are equivalence classes.
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We conclude this section by highlighting a particular type of associated bundle that
will play a role later on. For a given principal bundle, one can construct its adjoint bundle
by taking the structure group as the fibre and letting the group act on itself via the adjoint
action. This construction yields a canonical associated bundle that will provide, in the
following subsection, an alternative viewpoint on gauge transformations.

Definition 5.5 (adjoint bundle). The adjoint bundle Ad(§) of a principal G-bundle £ is
the associated bundle £[G] with left G-action Ly == Ady'?.

5.1.2 Gauge transformations as vertical automorphisms

Having provided the necessary background to recall the basic concepts about group actions
and fibre bundles, we now turn to the discussion of gauge transformations within this
framework. For a detailed treatment and further references on gauge transformations in
the setting of fibre bundles, see for instance [42, 66].

Definition 5.6 (gauge transformation). A gauge transformation of a principal G-bundle &
is an element of Autp y,q (&)

In this perspective, a gauge transformation of a principal bundle is simply a vertical
principal bundle automorphism. It reshuffles the points in each fibre according to the
structure group, leaving the underlying geometric and topological structure unchanged. An
alternative yet equivalent description of gauge transformations is given by the following
standard result.

Proposition 5.7. Let & = (P,m, M) be a principal G-bundle, and
G={y: P =G| Ry=Adgy VYgeqG}, (5.7)
which is a group with respect to composition of functions. Then AUtg,bcu(f) = G via
De: G = Autypq(§), 7= 0y, (5.8)
where ®~(p) = Ry ,)p for all p € P.

By virtue of this isomorphism, the group G is commonly referred to as the gauge group of
the principal bundle £. At this point, it is convenient to pause for a moment and emphasize
the difference between the structure group G and the gauge group G of €.

On the one hand, G is part of the defining data of the principal bundle and it specifies
the intrinsic symmetry of the fibres of £. In physical terms, G determines the kind of gauge
field; for instance, one can choose the structure group to be U(1) (for electromagnetism) or
SU(2) (for weak interactions). In the case relevant to our discussion, the structure group
will be taken to be a particular loop group LG that will be defined below. This choice allows
us to construct a suitable principal bundle whose base space is the boundary of spacetime,
thus providing the natural geometric setting for studying gauge fields on the boundary.
This concept will be developed in detail in section 6.

151n this paper, we use the convention Adyg' = gg'g™!, where g,¢' € G.

~16 —



On the other hand, the gauge group corresponds to fibre-preserving automorphisms
that encode different (yet physically equivalent) ways of representing the same field con-
figuration. In other words, G encodes the local redundancies, since gauge transformations
change the local representation of the fields along the fibres without affecting observables.
More precisely, a gauge transformation v € G acts both on a connection one-form w and
on a curvature two-form €2 via pullback along the corresponding vertical automorphism
®, € Auty,q1(6),

W i=®lw=Ad1ow+y ldy, Q=00 =Ad,10Q. (5.9)

This is a classical result, which can be found in any standard reference on the subject (see,
for instance, [64]). In particular, note that w acquires an inhomogeneous term under the
transformation, whereas ) transforms covariantly, so that physically relevant quantities
built from it (such as traces and characteristic classes) remain unaffected. Moreover, as
expected, the application of two successive gauge transformations ®,, ®,, can be expressed
as the action of a single gauge transformation ®.,. This comes directly from the fact that
the composition law of Auty ;4 corresponds to the product in . Since the gauge group
acts via pullback we have, for instance for a connection, that

(W)= @p (P w) = (D0 @) 'w =3, w=0w". (5.10)

Let us pause for a moment to make the following remark. In this framework, gauge
transformations have a non trivial action on themselves, once again via pullback. This
means that the gauge group admits a natural action on its own elements: given v,n € G,
the transformation of v by 7 is defined as'®

V"= @py = Ady (5.11)

This action is compatible with the composition law (5.10) and the explicit form of the
transformed connection (5.9). Indeed:

(W1 = (W) = Ad(yny-1w" + (Y1) tdy"
= Ad(yny-1(Ad, 1w+ 07 dn) + (") Ty (5.12)

= Adym 1w + (") (") = 0" = W = 1

At first sight, the fact that gauge transformations act non-trivially on themselves may seem
wrong, since in the standard formulation of gauge theories the gauge parameter is usually
regarded as non-transforming. This discrepancy, however, does not imply an incompatibility
between the two descriptions. Rather, it simply reflects a different convention for the
composition rule of gauge transformations. Indeed, the usual computation for two successive
gauge transformations with non-transforming parameter gives

(W)= (Ady-1 0w+ 7ty = Ad,-1 0w’ + vty = W™, (5.13)

'%The last equality in (5.11) comes from ®;y(p) = v(®,(p)) = ¥(p <A 1(p)) = Ad,-1(,)¥(p), for all p € P.
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which, compared with (5.12), amounts to a different sign convention at the level of com-
mutators of infinitesimal gauge transformations.

Finally, let us notice that the gauge group G of a principal bundle £ is in one to one
correspondence with the space of sections of the adjoint bundle of £, that is, G LN I'(Ad(¢)).
This correspondence is an immediate consequence of theorem 5.4 and theorem 5.5, and
provides yet another way to interpret gauge transformations.

5.1.3 Reduction and extension of structure group

In the study of gauge theories from the perspective of fibre bundles, it can be useful to
compare connections defined on principal bundles with different structure groups. To be
more precise, starting from a principal bundle with structure group G, one may be interested
in building a principal bundle whose structure group arises as either a reduction or an
extension of G. As we shall see below, this situation provides the natural setting in which
dressing fields, together with their transformation laws, appear.

To start with, let us recall the precise notion of principal bundles related by reduction
or extension of their structure groups.

Definition 5.8 (reduction/extension). Let H C G be Lie groups. Let & = (P,m, M) and
g = (P« M) be principal G- and H-bundles, respectively. Then &' is called an H-
reduction of & (and & is a G-extension of &) if there exists a bundle morphism (u, f) from
& to & such that

Rju = Rpu YheH . (5.14)

A classical result [65, 66| then establishes precise conditions for the existence of such
reductions and extensions, ensuring that these constructions are not only formal but can
be realized in concrete situations. Before stating it, it is convenient to recall a preliminary
fact that will also be useful in the next section. Starting from a principal bundle, one can
construct a new bundle by quotienting the total space by a chosen subgroup of the structure
group. The resulting bundle can be shown to be a fibre bundle.

Lemma 5.9. Let H C G be Lie groups and § = (P, 7, M) be a principal G-bundle. Then the
bundle §/H = (P/H,n', M) with projection ©" such that # = 7’ o pg, where pg: P — P/H
is the quotient map, is a fibre bundle with typical fibre G/H. Moreover, £/ H “pq (|G /H]
via vertical isomorphism.

This lemma provides the basic construction needed to study the problem of reducing
or extending the structure group. In particular, the existence of such reductions can be
formulated in terms of sections of the quotient bundle.

Proposition 5.10 (existence of reduction/extension). Let H C G be Lie groups. Then:
i) any principal H-bundle admits a G-extension;

ii) a principal G-bundle £ admits an H-reduction if and only if the bundle £/H has a
global well-defined section.
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5.2 The dressing field method

We now introduce the key tool that encodes the Stueckelberg procedure in the framework
of fibre bundles, namely the dressing field method, which has been extensively discussed in
the literature [42-54]. This procedure provides a systematic way to build composite gauge
fields with modified transformation properties. A dressing field is a map on the total space
of a principal bundle £ with values in a subgroup of the structure group, with a prescribed
equivariance. Such a field can be used to dress the connection on &, so that the resulting
dressed field is strictly invariant under the given subgroup, or transforms covariantly under
a residual or even extended symmetry group. From the bundle-theoretic perspective, this
method can be interpreted as producing a connection on either a reduced bundle or an
extended one.

Definition 5.11 (dressing/dressed fields). Let & = (P,m, M) be a principal G-bundle, w
a connection one-form on & and K C J C G Lie subgroups. We define the set of (J, K)-
dressing fields as

Dr(J,K) ={u: P—J|Rju=Ly-1u VkeK}. (5.15)

For a given dressing field u € Dr(J, K), let ¢, € Autly, (&) be the map'™ ¢y (p) = Rypp-
Then, the u-dressed field is defined to be the pullback of w by ¢,

w¥ = (ZS;‘;(/J = Adu_l ow + u_ldu . (516)

We observe!® that Dr(J, K) ¢ G, where G is the gauge group of £. In particular, this
implies that, in general, ¢, is not a vertical principal bundle automorphism, but only a
vertical bundle automorphism, cf. equations (5.1) and (5.2). Moreover, note that u can be
equivalently defined by its gauge transformation rule,

uw=®u:=L,1u VkeEK, (5.17)

where

K={k: P— K| Ryrx=Ad,-1x Vke K} (5.18)

is the gauge subgroup'® associated with K and ®.(p) = Ry pp for p € P. Indeed, the
fact that im(x) C K imply that (5.17) and (5.15) are equivalent definitions for the dressing
field u. At a point p € P, the transformation reads u”(p) = L) -1u(p). Notice that, since
Kk € K # G, the map ®,,: P — P defined above is not a gauge transformation (i.e. a vertical
principal bundle automorphism) of &, it is simply a vertical bundle automorphism of .

'"Note that ¢, is well defined, since for all u € Dr(J, K) and p € P we have ¢}, 7(p) = n(p < u(p)) = n(p)
(where < is the right G-action of the principal bundle), ensuring that ¢, € Autyq;(€).

18Cf. the defining transformation properties of (5.7) and (5.15).

9Note that K ¢ G, since the maps in IC are not subject to any compatibility condition with the action
of elements in G \ K. However, the definitions of K and G differ only by the image and transformation
groups K C G, cf. (5.7) and (5.18). For this reason, we call K the gauge subgroup of G, via an abuse of
terminology.
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Due to the form of (5.17), observe that we have a generalization of (5.10) with n (but
not ) now changed to a dressing u,

(W) =W (5.19)

The following well-known result [42, 45| states that a connection on a principal G-
bundle dressed with a (J, K)-dressing field is invariant under the gauge transformations
given by K.

Proposition 5.12. Let £ = (P,7, M) be a principal G-bundle with gauge group G, w a
connection one-form on &, and K C J C G Lie subgroups, with K the gauge subgroup
associated with K. Then for all u € Dr(J, K) the dressed field w" is K-invariant.

Proof. Note that Vp € P,k € K

Ripu(p) = dulp <k)=p <k <ulp<k)=p <k <k 'u(p) = dulp) (5.20)

where < is the right G-action on . Equivalently, ®%¢, = ¢, for all K € K. Therefore,
Vi € K,

(I>Z¢Z = (¢u o (I)n)* = ((I)Z(Z)u)* = ¢Z ) (5'21)

where the first equality follows from the composition property of pullbacks. This implies
(W' = Prw" = Prorw = prw =w", (5.22)

i.e. w" is K-invariant. An equivalent way to prove this result is the following. The trans-
formation of the dressed field under s € I can be written as

(wu)n:(wli)u - (wn)n u \92 wn(n_lu):wu' (523)
O

5.2.1 Connection on reduced bundles

At this point, we turn to the relation between reductions of principal bundles and the
emergence of dressing fields. Within this framework, we show that dressing fields appear
naturally as the objects that allow us to dress the original connection in order to obtain
a connection on the reduced bundle. In addition, as such dressing fields are designed to
produce the new connections, they come equipped with precise transformation laws, which
we derive explicitly?’.

As one may infer from section 2, and as will become clear in section 6 using loop groups,
we are particularly interested in the case where the structure group is reduced to a splitting
subgroup. Concretely, if G is the structure group and N <G is a normal subgroup, we focus
on the situation in which there exists a subgroup H C G that projects isomorphically onto
G/N and satisfies G = H X N. In order to do that, we will need the following maps.

20See [42, 43] for a similar treatment.
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Definition 5.13 (projections on semidirect product). Let G = H x N be a Lie group. We
define the maps pry: G — N and prg: G — H via the relation

g=pry(g)pru(g) YgeG. (5.24)

This definition is well posed, since for all g € G = H x N there exists a unique pair
(n,h) € N x H such that g = nh, so G = NH and H =2 G/N. One can easily see that the
maps above satisfy, for alln € N and h € H,

pry(n) =n, prg(h)=h, pry(h)=prg(n) =1q. (5.25)
This follows from theorem 5.13 and H N N = {1¢}. One can prove the following result.

Theorem 5.14 (connection on reduction to quotient group). Let G = H x N be a Lie
group, & = (P,m, M) a principal G-bundle and w a connection one-form on &. Let £ be an
H -reduction of £&. Then there exists a map u: P — N satisfying

Ru=L, 1R

g yu vgeaG. (5.26)

pry (g

The dressed connection w* transforms as a connection on & under a gauge transformation
@, € Autp pq1(§),
(W")" = (W")" = Ad,-1 ow" + n~ldny, (5.27)

where n = pry o-.

Proof. Since f is an H-reduction of &, theorem 5.10 implies that the bundle £/H admits
a section, which induces a section on £[G/H] via the base preserving isomorphism of the-
orem 5.9. Thus, theorem 5.4 ensures that there exists a function 4: P — G/H such that
Vge G

Riu=L,u. (5.28)

Let
¢:N—>G/H, nw~—[nlg (5.29)

be the bijection identifying the quotient space G/H with the normal subgroup N as sets.
Then, there exists a unique lift of @ via the map ¢, namely there exists a unique map
u: P — N such that the following diagram commutes:

N

% ~ x (5.30)

p— % G/H

Then the transformation rule (5.26) arises as the compatibility condition with (5.28): for
all g € G we have

Rii = Rifulg = [Riulw = Ly1ii= Ly [ulgr = [Lyr Ryw, (o)l (5.31)
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In particular,
R;klu = Ln—lRer(n)u =L, 1u VneN (5.32)

RZU = thlRer(h)U = Adhqu Vh € H ,
so u is a (N, N)-dressing field. Equivalently,

v =Ru=L,1u YeN

(5.33)
u" = Rju=Ad,-1u YneH,

where NV, H are the gauge subgroups?! of G (which is the gauge group of £) associated
with NV, H respectively. Then the dressed field w* transforms under a gauge transformation
P, € Auty q(§) as

—1

(W) = @) = (@)= (W) (5.34)
O

In words, this means that whenever a principal G-bundle can be reduced to a (G/N)-
bundle for some normal subgroup N, one can use a suitable dressing field to turn any
G-connection into a G/N-connection. This dressing field is a N-valued map on the total
space of the G-bundle, transforming as in (5.26).

However, the field u is not the most general object that one may introduce for this
purpose. Indeed, while in the proof above u was defined as the lift of u via the bijection ¢
(so that u naturally takes value in the subgroup V), one could instead lift @ via the quotient
map pg: G — G/H. Since such a lift is not unique, this procedure would produce a whole
family of dressing fields, now taking values in the full group G and whose transformation
rules differ from (5.26), yet still defines a connection transforming under the quotient group
G/N. This construction is mathematically well-defined and entirely admissible for the
purpose of defining connections on the reduced bundle. Nevertheless, it turns out to be
not suitable from a physical standpoint. In the setting considered in this paper, we require
the dressing fields associated with a bundle reduction encode all and only the degrees of
freedom corresponding to IV, the normal subgroup by which G is reduced. A dressing field
taking values in the full group G rather than in N would contain redundant information
and lack a clear physical interpretation.

5.3 Stueckelberg fields

Here, we focus on a different scenario: given a connection on a principal bundle, we aim to
construct a connection on an extended, rather than reduced, bundle. Among the possible
ways a structure group H can be extended to a group G, we are interested in the split
case, i.e. when G = H x N for some normal Lie group N. In this case, we say that G is
a split extension of H by N. Conceptually, this situation can be seen as dual or “inverse”
to the reduction considered in the previous section. Therefore, the fields we will use here
to construct extended connections naturally arise as the “inverses” of those introduced in
theorem 5.14. We refer to these fields as Stueckelberg fields and show that they can be

2See (5.18).
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equivalently described by a section of a suitably defined associated bundle, which we call
the Stueckelberg bundle. To this end, we begin with the following definition.

Definition 5.15 (Stueckelberg action). Let G be a split extension of H by N. We define
the Stueckelberg action as the map

St: Gx N =N, (g,n)—pry(gng !, (5.35)
where pry s the canonical projection on H, see theorem 5.183.
Remark 5.16. The above definition is well-posed.

Proof. For all g € G and n € N,
N
—_

St(g,n) = pryz(g)npry(g " )prg(g™") = pry(g) npry(g ) prylg) ' €N, (5.36)

since N < G. In the last equality we used

pry(9") =pru(9)™ VgeG, (5.37)
which is true since pry is a homomorphism and, as such, maps inverses to inverses. O

In what follows, we will often use the notation Sty(n) := St(g,n), so that St, € Aut(NV)
for all g € G. We are now in a position to introduce the definition of Stueckelberg fields as
N-valued maps on a principal G-bundle that transform under the Stueckelberg action. As
we shall see, this transformation rule is precisely the one needed to construct connections
on split extended principal bundles.

Definition 5.17 (Stueckelberg fields). Let & = (P, 7, M) be a principal G-bundle, with G
a split extension of H by N. We define the set of (N, G)-Stueckelberg fields as

St(N,G) ={s: P = N | Rys =St,1s VYgeG}. (5.38)
By following the same logic of section 5.1.1, a geometric characterization of the above
fields can be given in terms of a suitable associated bundle.

Definition 5.18 (Stueckelberg bundle). Let £ be a principal G-bundle, with G a split
extension of H by N. The Stueckelberg bundle St(€) is the associated bundle £[N| with left
G-action given by Stueckelberg action St.

Proposition 5.19. Let & be a principal G-bundle, with G a split extension of H by N.
Then

St(N, G) <5 T(St(€)) . (5.39)
Proof. Tt follows immediately from theorem 5.4. O

In other words, the Stueckelberg fields can be equivalently regarded as sections of the
Stueckelberg bundle, in much the same way that gauge transformations can be interpreted as
sections of the adjoint bundle (see comment at the and of section 5.1.2). This identification
provides a clear geometric interpretation of Stueckelberg fields, highlighting their role as
natural objects associated with the underlying principal bundle structure.
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5.3.1 Connection on extended bundles

The transformation law (5.38) in our definition of a Stueckelberg field is precisely the
one required to construct connections on a bundle whose structure group arises as a split
extension, as we prove in the following theorem.

Theorem 5.20 (connection on split extension). Let € be a principal H-bundle with connec-
tion one-form w, and let G be a split extension of H by a Lie group N. Then there exists

a Stueckelberqg field s € St(N, G) on the extended G-bundle &, such that the dressed field
w® = Riw=Ad;—1 ow + s 'ds (5.40)
transforms as a connection one-form on & under a gauge transformation ®. € Autg_bdl(é),
(W) = Ad,-10w® +y 1dy. (5.41)

Proof. Proposition 5.10 guarantees that a G-extension ¢ of the H-bundle é always exists.
In turn, € is an H-reduction of such extension &, so theorem 5.14 ensures the existence of
a map u: P — N such that

Ryu= Ly 1Ry gu Yg€G. (5.42)

We define the map s: P — N to be the pointwise inverse of u,
s(p) =u(p)™* VpeP. (5.43)
This map transforms under an element g € G as

Rys = Ry(u)™" = (Ryu) ™" = Ly (-1 Rg(u) ™' = L

- Tpryg

Rys =Sty 15, (5.44)

prar(g—1)

so it is a (N, G)-Stueckelberg field. Under a gauge transformation ®, € Autpyq(€), it
transforms as
s = Ris= L, 1Rys, (5.45)

where 1 = pry o~. Thus, the composite field w® transforms as
(ws)’Y — (w’y)s”/ _ (wn)n—ls»y = WS 7 (546)
for an arbitrary gauge transformation v € G in the gauge group of G. O

The content of this theorem is conceptually analogous to that of theorem 5.14: we begin
with a connection on a principal bundle, modify the structure group, and then identify new
fields with suitable transformation properties, which are subsequently used to define con-
nections transforming appropriately under the gauge group associated to the new structure
group. There is, however, a significant difference between the two cases. In theorem 5.14,
the existence of the reduced bundles must be assumed, since not every principal bundle
admits a reduction??. In contrast, for extensions no such assumption is needed, by virtue
of theorem 5.10.

22In the physical situation considered in this paper, such a reduction is indeed available.
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Let us make a final comment: all results presented above section 5, formulated in terms
of connections on principal bundles, can of course equivalently be expressed locally using
the corresponding Yang-Mills fields. To be more precise, given a connection one-form w on
a principal G-bundle £ = (P, 7, M) and an open subset U C M of the base space, one can
define the gauge field A: I'(TU) — g via the pullback of w along a section o € T'(¢) on U,

A=o*w. (5.47)

In particular, theorem 5.10 implies that a reduction of £ to an arbitrary subgroup
H C G always exists locally. Indeed, the potential obstruction (i.e. the existence of a
section on £/ H) is global, and therefore disappear when one restricts to a sufficiently small
patch. Thus, upon choosing local sections, any Yang—Mills field may be locally dressed
according to a prescribed reduction. However, the discussion presented above captures the
topological constraints that may obstruct a global reduction of the structure group, which
cannot be seen from purely local considerations.

6 Boundary description via formal loop groups

In the previous section we analysed in detail the situations in which the structure group of
a principal bundle is reduced by a normal subgroup or extended to a semidirect product
(split extension). This is the case in general when we have a fixed base manifold M, and
we want to restrict or extend the group under which we study gauge transformations.

In our particular case, we take the base manifold M to be a space-time with a future
null boundary, 9M = Z*. The introduction of a boundary has two main characteristics.
First, we include the boundary of the manifold into the analysis, and therefore we need a
transversal coordinate. Second, we restrict the gauge group by its fall-offs relative to the
boundary.

In what follows, we will apply the results of the previous section by taking a formal
expansion in terms of a transverse coordinate to M, denoted as t, and consider the loop
group generated by the formal loop algebra Lg as the new structure group, i.e. we construct
the group generated by formal t-expansions with coefficients on g at the boundary. There is
a vast literature on loop groups and their representations; for a comprehensive introduction
we refer the reader to Pressley and Segal’s book [70] on loop groups, while Kac’s book [71]
remains the standard reference for loop algebras.

This construction allows us to interpret the boundary 0M as the base manifold sup-
porting a suitable principal bundle whose structure group has been enlarged to contain the
fall-offs of the fields with respect to the bulk.

With these motivations in place, we now proceed to the detailed construction. The
starting point is a principal G-bundle & = (P, m, M) describing Yang-Mills theory on the
asymptotically flat spacetime M. Its gauge group, defined in (5.7) and denoted here by
G(§), has, in a local trivialisation, the Lie algebra

Lie(G(€)) = {\: U = g | RAA=ad, 1A Vg e G}, (6.1)

— 95



where U C M is an open subset, g is the Lie algebra of G and ad,—1 A := g '\g. Elements
of (6.1) can be written as A = A*(x)T%, where {T%},—1, . dimg is a basis of g, and = =
{a#},=1,... dim m are local coordinates on U.

To study gauge transformations at the boundary of M, a natural first attempt would
be to consider the restriction of the bundle to M, namely the principal G-bundle

faM = (P, FaM,aM) s (62)

where the projection is defined by mgy = W’preimﬂ(aM). Observe that this construction
simply restricts the base manifold of the bundle, while the structure group G remains
unchanged. Locally, the Lie algebra of gauge transformations for this restricted bundle is

Lie(g(faM)) = {AQ: UNoM — g ’ RZAO = adquo Vg € G} . (6.3)

Let y = {yi}i:17.._7dim M—1 be a set of local coordinates on U N @M. Then the above space
consists of g-valued functions Ag(y), which naturally identify with the gauge parameters
defined in (2.3). Therefore, while this construction is the most immediate, it captures only
Ao and discards the large gauge parameter (the A4 defined in (2.4), with all the logarithmic
terms taken to vanish for simplicity), which are expected to be responsible for the subleading
soft effects coming from the soft theorems. A more refined geometric procedure is required,
which we now describe.

Large gauge transformation parameters, which diverge at the boundary, are in fact
contributions originating from the bulk. Therefore, in order to include them in our anal-

ysis, we must consider the boundary dM together with its past domain of dependence®?,

D= (0M) Cc M.

In order to express the gauge parameter A in an expansion analogous to that of (2.4)
(again, without the logarithmic terms), we need to introduce local coordinates on D~ (0M),
in a neighborhood containing M. To this end, we recall that the Collar Neighborhood
Theorem guarantees that there exists a neighborhood in D™ (0M), which we call OM ,
containing the boundary dM and such that OM is diffeomorphic to [0, pg) x OM, with
po > 0, where the first factor parametrizes the direction normal to the boundary.?* This
allows us to define a coordinate system (p,y), where y are the local coordinates on M
and p € [0, po) is the transverse coordinate, in which the large gauge parameters can be
systematically expanded.

The correct geometric step is therefore not to restrict the bundle & merely to the
boundary OM, but rather to the region OM. We then define the principal G-bundle {57; =
(P, 75375
is given by

oM ), with projection 77+ = The gauge Lie algebra for this bundle

oM -~ 7r|preim7r(8/]\\4) ’

Lie(G(655;)) = {A: UNOM — g | RAA = ad, 1A Vg e G} (6.4)

2The past domain of dependence of OM is the set of points € M such that every future inextendible
causal curve through z intersects M, see [72].

24We are only considering OM as I, where the Collar Neighborhood is well defined towards the “inside”
of the spacetime manifold. Other signatures of OM, such as space- or time-like may require a different
treatment.
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In general, given a function f on U N OM with non-vanishing limit on dM, it can be
expanded using a Laurent series as

Flo.y) =Y p"r"M(y) (6.5)
n<0

In these coordinates, the boundary is located at p = 0. To make contact with the coordi-
nates (t,y) used in section 2, we observe that p is related to v via

p=1/c. (6.6)

This identification allows us to consistently translate expressions between the two coordi-
nate systems. In our particular case, we have gauge parameters with finite and divergent
components at the boundary, so they can be expressed as a Laurent series

AMp,y) = p AT (y) = e A (y). (6.7)
n<0 n>0

The key observation is that the above expression can be interpreted in two equivalent ways:
the parameters A with non-vanishing limit on the boundary can be regarded either as

i. g-valued maps on oM , or
ii. Lg-valued maps on OM,

where Lg is the formal loop algebra of g. Explicitly, in case ii., we think of the A as
objects defined on M, extracted from A via

1 _ 1 e
A™ = 5 Resp=0 (0" 71A) = o—Reseoo (" 71A) . n >0, (6.8)

Let us pause the discussion and briefly outline the concept of a formal loop algebra,
providing the framework for properly describing the second interpretation above. Consider
the coordinate v transversal to the boundary OM. We can take formal expansions in the
real parameter v as follows: let Lg be the formal loop algebra

Lg:=C[,v '] ®g, (6.9)
with Lie bracket

[p(v) ® a,q(x) ® blrg = p(t)q(r) ® [a,blg, p(x),q(x) € Cle,x]; a,beg, (6.10)

where [, ] is the Lie bracket in g, ® is the tensor product and C[r,v™!] is the algebra of
Laurent polynomials in v. In the case of a periodic t, the algebra is the actual loop algebra
of maps form S! to g (see [71] for details), hence the name formal in our case.
We consider the exponentiation of this algebra, which we will call the formal loop group
LG associated to G,
exp: Lg— LG, p(t) @ ars P2 (6.11)
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In particular, in the second viewpoint of the series in (6.7), the parameters A naturally
form the Lie algebra of the principal bundle with base manifold M and a structure group
within the formal loop group LG.

We are interested in the subgroup in LG generated by non-vanishing transformations.
Consider the following subalgebras?”

=t Cr Yoy,
[, =tC[f]®g, (6.13)
hi=C®g.

We can then define the following subgroups in LG:

N_ = e[*,
_]\fJr = 6~[+, (614)
Ny = eio.

Note that by equation (2.11), we have that Ny < (N4, Ny), where (,) denote the generated
group. This is a key observation, and allows us to use theorems 5.14 and 5.20.
The natural definition for the boundary structure group is then the one generated by
N, and Ny,
Gon = (N4, Ny) C LG. (6.15)

We denote the new bundle associated to Ggar by
Eong = (P, mhps, OM) . (6.16)

The gauge Lie algebra for this bundle is given by
Lie(G(om)) = {A: UNOM — Lg | RyA = adg1A Vg € Gon} - (6.17)

Schematically, we have a commuting diagram,

M—OM
3 = > oM
M= G—Goum (6.18)
5/\ 8/]\\4 — OM N é—
oM G — Goym T SOM

Z5The reader may be more familiar with the usual triangular decomposition of a loop algebra, which
can be defined as follows. Let g = n_ @& h @ ny be the triangular decomposition of g. We can lift this
decomposition into a triangular decomposition of Lg as follows

I :==(Ctl]®@(hen)) @ Clt] ®ny, (6.12)

L=@C"'Ch' @ ®on)@®C ' ®@n,
= (
lo := h

In our decomposition (6.13), T is no longer the Cartan subalgebra, but for our purposes this does not
restrict the analysis.
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In this construction, there is a trade-off between gauge transformations as smooth

2

sections®® on M on one side, and a formal expansion of smooth sections on OM on the

other. In Figure 2 we show three sections, oo, o1 and o2, which we are taking as G-valued

oM

Figure 2: Schematic representation of the map from gauge group on M and the gauge
group on OM.

smooth functions on M. Section og tends to the identity element 15 on the boundary.
Therefore, by definition, its corresponding element on the gauge group associated to the
boundary will have values on N_. Then, we can say it does not survive the “limiting process”
to the boundary. Sections o1 and oy converge to the same value at OM. Nevertheless, their
fall-offs are different, and therefore they are mapped to different elements on Ggys. Indeed,
say

o1(y) =Mo(y) +7f1(y),  o2(y) =Ao(y) +7fa(y), (6.19)

for fi1 and fo different functions. Then

lim o1 = fily) # f2(y) = lim Ocos, (6.20)

T

and so their representation in the loop group is different.

With this picture in mind, we can interpret Ny as the group corresponding to the
residual symmetry at the boundary responsible for the finite large gauge symmetries of the
theory. We can also interpret N, as the (bigger) group corresponding to the large gauge
symmetries of order O(r) and higher.

6.1 Stueckelberg procedure

In order to make the connection with the results stated in the previous section, within the
framework developed above, below we explain how the extension/reduction for the new
principal bundle %:M lead naturally to the Stueckelberg procedure shown in section 2.

We define the gauge transformations at the boundary as follows.

Definition 6.1 (gauge transformation at the boundary). Let £ = (P, w, M) be a principal
bundle with structure group G. A gauge transformation at the boundary of M is a gauge
transformation of the restricted bundle §3LM = (P, 7y, OM) with structure group Gon as
defined in (6.15).

26Recall that a gauge transformation of a principal bundle & can be viewed as a section of the associated
bundle Ad(£), see observation at the end of section 5.1.2.
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Thus, gauge transformations at the boundary are vertical principal bundle automor-
phisms of £5p7. We reproduce the explicit definition here for convenience:

Aut) pa(§onr) == {® : Pons — Pon | @ mon = monr, Ry® = Ry® Vg € Gonr} . (6.21)

Let H, N and G be the gauge group corresponding to Ny, N+ and Gy, respectively.
These coincide with the gauge groups already defined in section 2, whose elements are now
viewed as formal expansions on t with support on OM.

Now, we are in position to apply theorems 5.14 and 5.20.

e Two-step procedure. We consider the normal chain
{1G9M}<]N+<]G6M~ (6.22)

Consider a gauge field A that transforms under H but is invariant under N, as it
is the situation of the gauge field in section 2.2. On the one hand, by the reduction
procedure in theorem 5.14, we can dress A via

A = sy Aso + s dso (6.23)

where s is a Ny-valued smooth function on Pyj; transforming as (2.20), such that A
is now invariant under Ggy,.

On the other hand, since IV, is normal in Gz, we can use theorem 5.20 to dress the
gauge field A,

A = A=s7 sy +s71d(s4), (6.24)

where sy is a Ggpr-valued smooth function incorporating the new symmetries, trans-
forming as (2.12). The final transformation A — A is

A= A= SfrlsoAsaler + Sllsgd(8818+). (6.25)

In this way, we start with a semi-invariant gauge field, A, reduce it to be full invariant,
A, and extend the symmetries to the group Ggys via a dressing to A.

e Single-step extension. Take the trivial normal subgroup,
{1G3M}<]G8M- (6.26)

We start with a gauge field A which is completely invariant under the gauge group
associated to Ggjs, and we want to construct a gauge field A that captures transfor-
mations under the full gauge group. Since the trivial subgroup {1¢,,,} is normal in
Gy, the extension in theorem 5.20 gives us a straightforward dressing,

A= A=s1As+s71d(s), (6.27)

where s is a Ggps-valued smooth function on Pyy; transforming as (2.25), and contains
the full set of symmetries given by Ggas, thus the name Stueckelberg field given to it
in section 2.1.
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As we mentioned in section 2.2, the two approaches can be related by identifying s, Ly
in the first procedure with s in the second procedure. The next diagram helps to visualize
the two Stueckelberg procedures:

s

A

50{ 80/ (6.28)

|

7 Conclusions

In this article, we have significantly extended our previous proposal for extending the phase
space such that it incorporates symmetries responsible for sub™-leading soft theorems in
a mathematically robust framework, via the so-called Stueckelberg procedure. We have
achieved this in three main directions. Firstly, we constructed an explicit boundary action
for the Stueckelberg fields, from which the charges associated with the subleading soft
effects can be computed directly. Secondly, we performed the explicit renormalisation of
the symplectic potential appearing in the calculation of the charges, both in the radial and
in the u-direction. Finally we provide a formal derivation of the Stueckelberg procedure
via fibre bundles, which leads us to a surprisingly clear picture of the Lie algebra at the
boundary as a loop algebra, and its corresponding exponentiation as the structure group.

A natural direction for future work is to extend our construction to the gravitational
setting. The Stueckelberg procedure is well suited to incorporate spacetime symmetries
27" and edge modes have already been explored in the context of gravity [11, 18, 77, 78],
and the dressing field method has been studied for gravitational theories [79-84]. It would
also be worthwhile to investigate whether the fibre bundle framework can provide a nice
geometrical picture in this case.

The inclusion of loop effects [85-95] is known to generate logarithmic corrections to soft
theorems and their associated symmetries. Our framework is, in principle, well suited to
accommodate such modifications (see e.g (2.2), (2.4) and (2.9)), and a natural continuation
of this work is to apply it in order to systematically incorporate these contributions. In
particular, we intend to extend our boundary Lagrangian so as to capture loop-level effects
and to construct the corresponding renormalised charges. We are also interested in recent
developments on the relationship between soft and edge modes and the dressing by Wilson
lines [96-98]. We leave the study of the relation of dressings by Wilson lines with the
Stueckelberg procedure presented in this article for future work. This program can be
pursued both in gauge theory and in gravity, and it has the potential to shed light on
how infrared structures are preserved or modified once quantum corrections are taken into
account.

Finally, an important avenue for future investigation is to deepen the understanding
of the interplay with higher-spin algebras—specifically, the S-algebra in Yang—Mills theory
and the wi; loop algebra in gravity?®. Progress in this direction would bring us closer

2"See e.g.[73-76].
%See [1, 21, 32, 99-123]
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to clarifying the profound connections between higher-spin symmetries and asymptotic
symmetry structures. Encouragingly, these algebras naturally emerge in the self-dual sectors
of the theories, where we have already begun to explore asymptotic symmetries and their
associated Stueckelberg dressings [30, 124, 125].
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A Some derivations

Consider a set of fields A (¢,y), ..., Ax(t,y) which admit an expansion in all integer powers
of
Ailt,y) =S A (y), i=1,....N (A.1)
neL

Consider a renormalised product of the above, in the sense that we only keep the t¥ coeffi-
cient of the product (we omit the y dependence for simplicity):

AN O = ST A aApy (A.2)
ni+...+ny=0

Then we see that variation commutes with renormalisation:

0[AL. AN D =5 Y AP Ay

ni+...4+ny=0
- ¥ (5A§”1)...A§$N)+...+A§"1)...5A§$N)) (A.3)
ni+...4+ny=0

— [0A1.. AN + ... + A6 AN
upon using the following definition for the variation of the coefficients of v in (A.1):
§AM) = [5.4,]m) (A.4)

We can now write the variation of the boundary part of the action in (3.5) as

6Sonr = | tr[j A (6A+d(0s)s™! — ds(s tss™1))]©)
oM
= / tr[j A 6 A — djdsst —jAdss 1ossTt +jA dss tdss!
oM
+d(joss™H)]©

= / tr[j A 0 A — (sd (s7js) s71) dss™! 4 d(joss )]0
oM
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B Lie group actions on manifolds

In what follows we recall some basic notions about Lie groups and their relation with
manifolds, which will play an important role in the discussion in section 5. Throughout, by
“manifold” we always mean a smooth manifold.

Let G be a Lie group and H C G a Lie subgroup. The left coset of H in G with

representative g € G is defined as
gH =gl ={gh|he H}, (B.1)

where [g]y denotes the equivalence class of g with respect to the relation g ~g ¢’ if and
only if ¢’ = gh for some h € H. The collection of all left cosets forms the quotient space

G/H ={gH | g€ G}, (B.2)
with the natural projection
pu:G—=G/H, g lgln (B.3)

called the quotient map. A further important concept is that of a normal subgroup. A
subgroup N C G is said to be normal, written N < G, if it is stable under conjugation in
G, that is

Ady(n) e N VgeG,neN, (B.4)

where Ad, € Aut(G) is the map Ady(¢’) == gg'g~". The collection of all left cosets of N in
G (i.e. the quotient space G/N) forms a group, called the quotient group.

The next key notion is that of group actions on manifolds, which formalize how a Lie
group can act smoothly on the points of a manifold. This concept will be crucial in the
present section, as it provides the framework for discussing (principal) fibre bundles and,
eventually, the transformation properties of the Stueckelberg fields.

Definition B.1 (group action). The left G-action of a Lie group G on a manifold M is a
map
>:GxM—M, (gm)—g>m (B.5)

such that for all g1,92 € G and m € M
e>m=m, (qig2)>m=g1>¢g2>m, (B.6)
where e € G 1s the identity element. M equipped with such a map is called a left G-manifold.

An analogous definition can be given for a right action <i: M x G — M and a right
G-manifold?. Given a fixed element g € G, one can define the maps Ly, Ry: M — M as

Ly(m)=g>m, Ry(m)=m<yg (B.7)

29Tn this case, the defining properties in (B.6) become, respectively, m <t e = m and m < (g1g2) = m <
g1 < g2.
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which are referred to as the left and right action maps associated with g, respectively, and
will be very useful later on to simplify the notation. When using the above maps throughout
the paper we often adopt the convention of omitting parentheses; for example, Ly(m) is
simply written as Lym.

Whenever two manifolds endowed with group actions are involved, it is natural to ask
for maps between them that are compatible with the respective actions. Such maps are
called equivariant maps. Intuitively, an equivariant map is one that commutes with the
action of the groups.

Definition B.2 (equivariant map). Let G, H be Lie groups and p: G — H a Lie group
homomorphism. Let M, N be manifolds with left>® G-action > and left H-action », respec-
tively. A map f: M — N is called p-equivariant if

flg>m)=p(g)» f(m) Yge G,me M . (B.)

To analyse the geometry of group actions in more detail, it is useful to examine the
sets of points that a group can move a given point to, as well as the subgroups that leave
points fixed. These lead to the fundamental notions of orbits and stabilizers.

Definition B.3 (orbit, stabiliser). Let the group G act on the manifold M with a left action
>. The orbit of a point m € M is defined to be the set

Op={m eM|3geG: m'=g>m}, (B.9)
while the stabiliser (or isotopy group) of m is the subgroup
Sm={9€G|g>m=m}. (B.10)

Orbits partition the manifold into disjoint sets, and the collection of these orbits forms
the quotient space

M/G={0,CM|meM}, (B.11)

that captures the manifold’s structure up to the group action. If we regard the orbit &, as
a point in M /G, we might also denote it by [m]g. This notation is natural, as the orbits
of G are the equivalence classes of the relation m ~¢g m/ if and only if m’ € 0,,, where
m,m’ € M. For this reason, the quotient space can be equivalently written as M/ ~¢.

Certain types of group actions are widely studied in differential geometry and also play
a role in our discussion of fibre bundles.

Definition B.4 (free action). A G-action on a manifold M is called free if Sy, = {e} for
all m € M, where e is the identity element of G.

To conclude this short review, let us recall the definition of pullback. Let V. W, Z be
vector spaces and M, N be smooth manifolds. The pullback of a map g: W — Z by a
function f: V — W is f*g := go f. The pullback of a form w € T;(p)N by a function
¢: M — N at a point p € M is defined by (¢*),(w)(X) = w((¢«)p(X)), where (¢,), is the
pushforward of ¢ at p and X € T, M.

39An analogous definition holds for right actions.
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