PHYSICAL REVIEW D 112, 026003 (2025)

80(2,2) extension of Jackiw-Teitelboim gravity via
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We consider a bulk plus boundary extension of Jackiw-Teitelboim gravity coupled with non-Abelian
gauge fields. The generalization is performed in the Poisson sigma model formulation and it is derived as a
dimensional reduction of the AdS; Chern-Simons theory with Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW) boundary
terms. We discuss the role of boundary conditions in relation to the symmetries of the boundary dynamics
and we show that the boundary action can be written in terms of coadjoint orbits of an appropriate Virasoro-
Kac-Moody group. We obtain a Schwarzian action and interaction terms with additional edge modes that
match the effective low-energy action of recent Sachdev—Ye—Kitaev-like tensor models.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Two-dimensional dilaton gravity has proved to be a
powerful tool in describing black hole physics at the
classical and quantum levels as an effective description
of the near-horizon dynamics obtained from dimensional
reduction [1-3]. Among these models, Jackiw-Teitelboim
(JT) gravity [4-6] has attracted much attention recently,
because of its holographic duality with the one-dimensional
Sachdev—Ye—Kitaev model (SYK), which provides a con-
crete and solvable realization of the (near) AdS,/CFT,
correspondence [7-10]. In the JT/SYK case [11], the
duality lies in a shared one-dimensional Schwarzian
dynamical sector, which describes the low-energy/strong-
coupling regime of the SYK model [12], as well as the
boundary dynamics induced by the Gibbons-Hawking-
York (GHY) term in the JT theory. In the case of JT
gravity, the reduction of the GHY term to the Schwarzian
action at the boundary has been computed explicitly (see
[13] and references therein) to give

Syrlos = / 0y {F(e).hsdr (1)

where 7 is a coordinate parametrizing the boundary
0X~S!, F is a diffeomorphism of the boundary, ®, is
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the boundary value of the dilaton when adopting Dirichlet
boundary conditions, and

{F(z),7}5 = % —% (';)2 (2)

is the Schwarzian derivative [14,15]. The latter transforms
as a conformal field theory (CFT) stress-energy tensor
under reparametrization of the circle, and it is invariant
under Moebius transformations.

On the boundary of the near AdS, (near-horizon)
geometry, the Schwarzian derivative encodes the notion
of extrinsic curvature [15,16] while being associated with
the breaking of conformal symmetry down to a global
SL(2,R), both in JT and SYK-like models [8]. In the first
case, the conformal symmetry is spontaneously broken by
the presence of a boundary and explicitly broken in the
passage from pure anti—de Sitter (AdS) to near AdS via
the coupling to the dilaton, while, in the second case, the
breaking reflects a finite-temperature effect. Besides the
duality, the beauty and power of such a framework lies
in the generality of the symmetry breaking scheme in low-
dimensional gravitational theories with a boundary (see
also [17-19)).

The presence of a boundary breaks the asymptotic group
of symmetry G into some reduced symmetry group H,
which depends on the choice of boundary conditions. The
boundary dynamics is governed by fields belonging to the
quotient space G/H, which can be identified with an
appropriate coadjoint orbit of G. In the case of JT gravity,
one has G = Diff(S') and H = SL(2,R). The boundary
action can then be written as the geometric action on S'
associated with the coadjoint action of a diffeomorphism F
over an element of the Virasoro dual algebra and, with a
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suitable choice of this element, the action in (1) can be exactly
derived in purely geometric terms. We refer to Sec. Il A 1 and
Appendix for a detailed review of the derivation.

The generality of the coadjoint orbits method provides a
powerful tool for investigating extensions of the boundary
JT/SYK dynamics, starting from generalizations of the
symmetry group of the dual models. Indeed, ever since the
JT/SYK correspondence has been pointed out, much work
has aimed at expanding the range of potential holographic
relationships in 2D gravity [20-24]. Numerous variants and
generalizations of the SYK model have been proposed in
recent years [25-31], raising the natural question of
whether an extended duality with generalized JT models
would exist. In this sense, modifications of JT gravity have
been introduced following diverse paths, such as relaxing
the boundary conditions [32], considering higher spin
extensions of the theory [33-35], or coupling the gravita-
tional sector with additional degrees of freedom, such as
non-Abelian gauge fields [35].

Among the various generalizations of the SYK model,
on the other side of the correspondence, tensor extensions
in particular have been shown to exhibit a broken
Diff(S') X § symmetry in the strong coupling limit, with
g begin the Lie algebra of some internal symmetry by
which the tensor extension is realized [28], and the hat
indicating, as in the rest of the paper, the associated loop
algebra. One main motivation for tensor generalizations of
SYK models lies in the fact that, while preserving solv-
ability in the large N limit, their effective dynamics turns
out to be a generalization of Schwarzian dynamics, without
requiring disordered averaging. As argued in [27], the
possibility of establishing holographic relations without
necessarily averaging over disorder is a remarkable feature
of these models because it allows for a more direct
correspondence between the tensor models’ degrees of
freedom and those of gravitational theories in low dimen-
sions. As a further motivation for the introduction of tensor
models, we also mention the idea of generalizing to higher
dimensions the correspondence between matrix models and
two-dimensional geometries [36,37].

The emergent symmetry of tensor extensions of SYK
models is generally characterized by the semidirect product
of the group of reparametrizations of S' with an affine Kac-
Moody algebra. Therefore, a natural question is whether a
bulk gravitational theory exists whose boundary action is
written in terms of coadjoint orbits of such semidirect
product.

In this work, we propose a bulk plus boundary theory,
which reproduces a broken diff(S!) X § symmetry at the
boundary and can be regarded as a gauge extension of the
JT gravity model, in the sense indicated in [35]. The way
the extension is realized differs from what has been
proposed so far in the literature, in many respects. In [35],
for instance, the authors consider an 8[(2, R)-BF theory for
the gravitational sector together with an additional g-BF

theory for the Yang-Mills part, so that the symmetry of the
model is given by the direct sum 3[(2, R) & g. However,
the proposed bulk duals, to date, do not have a clear
gravitational interpretation and the role of the additional
degrees of freedom extending the JY/SYK correspondence
remains unclear.

We propose a class of extensions of JT where the
presence of additional degrees of freedom is fully ascribed
to the request that the 2D theory be obtained from a
dimensional reduction of a Chers-Simons theory describing
a maximally symmetric space in three dimensions, which
includes a Banados-Tietelboim-Zanelli (BTZ) black hole
solution (see, e.g., [38—40]). This choice drastically reduces
the space of possible duality relations, but at the same time
allows the additional degrees of freedom to be clearly
interpreted as Kaluza-Klein modes emerging from the
above dimensional reduction. Notice that, although starting
from three-dimensional theories limits the options on the
possible symmetry groups for the corresponding 2D
theories, the choice of the group does not unambiguously
determine a gravitational dual for a given extension of
SYK, as much depends on the boundary conditions.
Consequently, when a symmetry group is fixed with a
given criterion, i.e., compatibility with a pure gravity theory
in 3D, as many duality relations can be realized as the
allowed choices of boundary conditions.

Our construction can be summarized by the following
steps. Building on the previous work, which relates JT
gravity, BF theory, and linear Poisson sigma models
(see, e.g., [16] and references therein), we first derive
the Poisson sigma model with the linear Poisson bracket of
80(2,2) type from the dimensional reduction of the
80(2,2) Chern-Simons (CS) theory with Wess-Zumino-
Witten (WZW) boundary terms. This is a purely gravita-
tional theory with a boundary dynamics, as well as JT
gravity is in 2D. The two-dimensional theory obtained in
this way is an extension of JT gravity, which also includes
additional non-Abelian gauge fields both in the bulk and at
the boundary.

The choice of 80(2,2) is the simplest nontrivial choice
that makes it possible to understand the model as a
dimensional reduction of a purely gravitational 3D theory
of a kinematical space-time, in the sense of [41], given that
SO(2,2) is the isometry group for AdS;.

The WZW boundary term for the 3D theory reduces to a
boundary term in the form of a Casimir function for the
80(2,2) algebra in the 2D theory. Together with an
appropriate choice of boundary conditions, this leads to
a boundary dynamics governed by the diff(S') X § sym-
metry breaking. The boundary Casimir action is then
identified with the action associated with coadjoint orbits
of the Virasoro-Kac-Moody semidirect product. We explic-
itly compute the Kac-Moody terms and investigate their
contribution as corrections to the nearly extremal entropy in
JT. In particular, we discuss how the obtained results do not
depend on the specific parametrization choices for edge
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fields, such as the highest weight gauge widely used in the
literature [35].

The work is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we recall the
formulation of JT gravity as a 2D SL(2, R)-BF theory and
its derivation from a linear SL(2, R)-Poisson sigma model
(PSM). As we shall see, the latter formulation allows for a
more natural introduction of boundary terms, differing from
the BF action for a boundary contribution. Moreover, as we
shall comment in the Conclusions, it lends itself to
generalizations. In the PSM framework, we review the
construction of dynamical boundary actions in terms of a
Casimir function and their relation with coadjoint orbits of
infinite-dimensional groups. Finally, we describe the
dimensional reduction from 3D CS to our 2D model.
The details on the Kirillov method of coadjoint orbits of
infinite-dimensional Lie groups are given in the Appendix.
Sections III and IV contain the original results of the paper.
In Sec. III, we discuss the extension of the JT model via a
80(2,2)-PSM and the need for the Virasoro-Kac-Moody
semidirect product. Here, we also provide the explicit
computation of the coadjoint orbits, including the Kac-
Moody contributions. In Sec. IV, we compute the leading
order entropy in the Euclidean theory and compare it with
the SYK results. We close in Sec. V with a summary of our
results. We also further motivate the choice of working with
a PSM with the indication of some future directions of
research.

IL. 2D JT GRAVITY AS PSM/BF THEORY

Before discussing the details of the 30(2,2)-PSM, it is
worth briefly reviewing the topological gauge theory
description of JT gravity in the first-order formulation,
the way it reduces to a BF model [42,43] or equivalently to
linear PSM [44] (see also [13] for a review). Upon
reviewing the formalism, we will consider a two-dimen-
sional manifold ¥ with a boundary 0% and focus on the
form of the boundary terms in the description of BE/PSM.

A. JT gravity in the BF/PSM formalism

The Jackiw-Teitelboim two-dimensional gravity theory
is defined by the action [45]

Sinl0. 0] = o [ ExygOR +2)
+/ duv/=h(K — 1)@, (3)
0x

where @ is the dilaton and R is the scalar curvature of the

bulk, while ®,, K, and duv/—h, respectively, refer to the
restriction of the dilaton field on the boundary, the extrinsic
curvature of 0%, and the boundary volume form. The
second term in (3), the GHY boundary term [46], is
included to make the metric variational problem well
defined. The bulk action in (3) can be explicitly derived

from the near-horizon and near-extremality limit of the
Reissner-Nordstrom solution in four dimensions, via
dimensional reduction [11,47]. The model is topological
in the bulk, and the dilaton field just acts as a Lagrange
multiplier fixing the value of the curvature. Although there
are no propagating degrees of freedom in the bulk, under
suitable choices of boundary conditions, the boundary
action is dynamical.

Let us first focus on the bulk. The bulk JT action can be
formulated, in a first-order formalism, as a 2D topological
SL(2,R) BF theory

Spe[B, A] = /)S Te(BF), @)

where F is the curvature of the Lie algebra valued
connection 1-form A = Ajdx"J,, B=B“J, is a Lie
algebra valued scalar field, and J, are the 8[(2,R) Lie
algebra generators. The trace is computed with the Cartan-
Killing metric n = diag(1, 1, —1). Varying the action with
respect to B leads to the equation of motion F' = 0, which is
equivalent to saying that the connection is locally trivial
(pure gauge), that is,

A =g 'dg, (5)

where g is an element of the gauge group. In components,
we get

dA® + €8 AP A A = 0. (6)

One then identifies the components of the gauge connec-
tion with the zweibein forms on X and the Lorentz (or spin)
connection (Cartan variables), that is, A%!? = (¥, ¢!, w)

[42]. Thus, we get
de" + we"™ A e, =0, (7)
dw — e’ A el =0, (8)

with #, k =0, 1.

Finally, we identify the torsion F k—Tk for k=0, 1,
and FZas R + €% A e!, where R is the curvature 2-form and
e A e! is the volume form.

The dilaton is encoded in one component of the B field,
® = B2, while the other two, B*!, define Lagrange multi-
pliers imposing the condition of zero torsion for the spin
connection, as in (7), once the BF action is rewritten
according to

S:/Bh(deh—i—ehka)Aek)—d)(R—eO/\el). 9)
>

This is the off-shell JT action, the second term of (9)
corresponding to the bulk term of (3).
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The on-shell connection is pure gauge and the dynamics
of the dilaton corresponds exactly to a gauge transforma-
tion that preserves the form of A, that is, B on-shell is the
stabilizer of A.

Equivalently, one can write the 2D BF theory as a linear
PSM in terms of real fields (X,A), with X:X — M being
the usual embedding map and A € Q!(Z, X*(T*M)) a 1-
form on X taking values in the pull-back of the cotangent
bundle over M. The action of the general PSM is given by
(i,j=1,...,dimM)

o
S(X,A) _/A,. A dXT ST (X)A A A (10)
z

where dX € Q!(Z, X*(TM)), and the contraction of covar-
iant and contravariant indices is induced by the natural
pairing between T*M and TM, yielding a 2-form on X. To
make contact with the BF formulation of JT gravity
described above, one has to consider a linear Poisson
tensor of Lie algebra type

I (X) = fi/X*, (11)

with fi/ being the structure constants of the 8[(2, R) Lie
algebra. In particular, integrating by parts the linear PSM
action with the Poisson tensor given by (11), we obtain the
BF action (4) plus a boundary term

Spewt = Spr — / XA, (12)
oz

The variation of the action with respect to X and A yields

5Spsy = / (E.L.)SX' + (E.L.)5A; — / 5X'A;,  (13)
p) o0z

with Euler-Lagrange (E.L) equations

DA =0, dX + [X,A]=:6xA =0, (14)
where D, denotes the covariant derivative with respect to
the gauge connection A. The first equation implies that A is
pure gauge

A = g ldyg, (15)

with g: ¥ — SL(2, R), while the second equation states that
the on-shell X field is a stabilizer of A. As suggested in (14),
the dynamics of the dilaton corresponds to an infinitesimal
gauge transformation that preserves the form of A along X
on-shell. In particular, one can check that the boundary
term in (12) is such that the gauge invariance restricts to the
gauge transformations that satisfy 6,A|;s = 0, which is
exactly the equation of motion for the X field when
restricted at the boundary. The reparametrization symmetry

Diff(S!) is broken, and this breaking is responsible for the
rise of dynamical boundary degrees of freedom (see [40]
and references therein).

Now, the presence of the boundary terms in (13) requires
fixing the boundary values of the fields to have a well-
defined variational principle. However, this choice would
prevent any boundary dynamics. Alternatively, adding an
extra boundary term allows for more general boundary
conditions and preserves the variational principle. The PSM
framework suggests a natural choice in this sense, con-
sisting in the Casimir function X? [48]. Indeed, one can
write

1 )
S(z+ox) = Spsm T ZAZ X'X;du, (16)

with du being the integration measure over d%, with the
condition that

Xilozdu = Ajlps. (17)

The presence of the extra boundary term in (16) allows for
more general boundary conditions and preserves the
variational principle. The condition in (17), together with
the fact that A is pure gauge on-shell, and the required
continuity of the fields at the boundary, leads to a boundary
action that describes the dynamics of a particle-on-a-group
manifold, in this case on SL(2, R). Indeed, by continuing
Eq. (15) to the boundary, the on-shell boundary action
reads [49]

1
S|az_/ Tr(g™'g)* — dr, (18)
) u

that is, a particle-on-a-group action where now ¢ is an
element of the loop group £SL(2,R).

At this stage, it is not obvious that the boundary
quadratic term derived above encodes the same boundary
dynamics induced by the GHY term in JT gravity.
However, it is possible to show that the boundary dynamics
of the particle on the group manifold is related with the
Schwarzian action. In the following section, we review the
elements of such a correspondence. Thereby, in Sec. I1I, we
propose a generalization of this result for the case of a
30(2,2) PSM.

1. Schwarzian action from coadjoint orbits

As we already discussed in the previous section, the
presence of a boundary action (18) breaks the reparamet-
rization invariance associated with Diff(S') to global
SL(2,R) on the boundary, while the gauge symmetry is
automatically mod-out since the equations of motion (14)
require the A connection I|-form to be pure gauge.
Therefore, the particle-on-a-group action shows a global
SL(2,R) symmetry, modulo gauge transformation, which
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is trivial on the boundary [50]. Accordingly, the dynamical
boundary action is reduced to the coset space
Diff(S')/SL(2,R) defined by the aforementioned sym-
metry breaking pattern.

Such a reduction can be performed by means of the
Kirillov coadjoint orbit method (see Appendix for a
detailed review). In brief, coadjoint orbits of the
Virasoro group over the dual Virasoro algebra naturally
realize homogeneous spaces Diff(S!)/Stab(b), where
Stab(b) indicates the little group associated with the dual
element b over which the coadjoint action is computed. In
the present case, we want Stab(b) to be the global residual
SL(2, R). In particular, with b = (f, t) being an element in
the dual of the Virasoro algebra and ¢ a finite diffeo-
morphism in the Virasoro group, we can compute the
coadjoint action [see Eq. (A51)] as follows:

b= Ady (1610 = (#2110 = 15 0 .1

€ diff(sh). (19)

For f(7) = —%, one gets that Stab(b) = SL((2,R), and
the homogeneous space defined by the coadjoint orbit is
Diff(S')/SL™ (2, R), where SL"(2,R) denotes the n-
fold cover of SL(2,R) (see, e.g., [50]).

Now, a natural action functional on the coset space is
given by the pairing of b with an element &€ diff(S’),
which gives [51]

6.9 = [ B (20)

The latter can be identified with the reduction of the on-
shell boundary action

Slgllos = AX Tr(g~'y)?/u'de (21)

on the coset space, provided Xu'dr = ¢g~'¢/dz, where
g€ LG, by identifying b with the Casimir X? and setting
&r)=1/u/, for du=u'dt on 0L~ S'. The relation
between (1) and the boundary action in (16) can then be
understood purely from symmetry considerations [52]. The
Schwarzian action is nothing but the action associated
with the coadjoint orbits of the Virasoro group with
global SL(2,R) symmetry, and it can be identified with
the particle-on-a-group-manifold action reduced on the
coset space.

A more direct way of deriving the equivalence between
the action of a particle-on-a-group-manifold (21) and the
natural action on the coadjoint orbits of Diff(S') is that of
[50], where the group element g € SL(2, R) is parametrized
by means of the Iwasawa decomposition,

1 F\/a' 0\ /cosd/2
g(1) = .

0 1 0 a sinf/2
The action functional is then

1 /2 a’\? 1 20 !
S[F,CZ,G]:— . —ZG + ; +§a OF |dr. (23)

Conserved charges of the particle-on-a-group action are
given by

—sin@/2
cosf/2 ) '
(22)

Ji =Tr{T:g'g'}, (24)

in particular, one of the conserved charges is the conjugate
momentum 7z of F. The explicit computation leads to

J_(9) = np == a0 (25)

By means of this constraint, the last term of the action is
just [ F'dr and, therefore, it vanishes since F is a periodic
function. The action in the only residual degree of freedom
0 then coincides with the Schwarzian action

S[0] = % /S l (; 0% + {0, T}> dr. (26)

See [50] for more details.

In the following, we will seek an extension of the
boundary Schwarzian dynamics of JT gravity by extending
the derivation to a SO(2,2)-PSM, which naturally encodes
JT gravity plus extra gauge fields. By first writing the
boundary action functional in terms of Casimir functions of
the larger group and then using the coadjoint orbit method
to compute its reduction, we will see that, under a suitable
choice of boundary conditions, we get partial gauge
symmetry breaking at the boundary, resulting in a semi-
direct product structure Diff(S') X £G for the infinite-
dimensional group whose action corresponds to the boun-
dary Casimir action.

The choice of SO(2,2) is motivated by the possibility
of providing a natural gravitational origin to the extra
gauge fields emerging in the SO(2,2)-PSM, once the
gravitational SL(2, R) sector has been singled out, in terms
of a dimensional reduction from a 3D CS theory with a
boundary [53]. We briefly recall the dimensional reduction
from 3D CS theory to the 2D BF/PSM model associated
with JT gravity in the following. Thereby, we move to the
proposed SO(2,2) model in Sec. III.

B. Dimensional reduction from 3D CS + WZW

Let us consider a CS theory in three dimensions, with
80(2,2)-valued connection Q. This yields a purely gravi-
tational model describing the AdS; geometry. We shall see
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that the dimensional reduction of such a theory is equiv-
alent to a 80(2,2)-PSM in two dimensions. Moreover, we
will show that the 2D boundary terms, necessary to derive
the 1D Schwarzian dynamics, can be recovered by adding
to the CS theory a WZW boundary term that dimensionally
reduces to the action of a particle-on-a-group manifold.

To this, let X; be a manifold with the structure
23 = X x I, where X is a two-dimensional manifold with
a boundary and [/ a suitably chosen one dimensional
submanifold. We write

Sesl€] = %L<Q A dQ+%[Q,Q] A Q>. (27)

It is convenient for the purpose of this section to write
80(2,2) as the direct sum 80(2,2) =8[(2,R), &
31(2,R)g. Then, Q = w*L; + @fR;, with L; and R; span-
ning 8[(2, R). The Killing form is given by

(Li,L;) = (R, R;) = n;j, (Li,Rj) =0, (28)
with » = diag(1,—1,1). Therefore, the Chern-Simons
theory splits into two copies of a single 81(2, R)-CS theory
with connection @ = w'z;. It is then sufficient to prove that
each 8[(2,R)-CS sector reduces to a 2D 8[(2,R)-BF

theory. The explicit form of each 8[(2, R) sector of (27)
is given by

1 1 -
SCS [a)] = Eé d3x€/1lll/ (a)/}{aﬂwl]f + 5(1)2 Zw;w{,)ﬂhk,
3

(29)

where ffj are structure constants of 31(2, R). Let (¢, 7, p)
be local coordinates over X3, with ¢ € I. The dimensional
reduction scheme consists in identifying @), — ®' and
w! , — Al , and discarding any derivative with respect to
¢, 0y — 0. This results in the action

1
Scslw] = 5/2 d*x (a)ge’”’dﬂwl}f + e"’“a)fjava)f;)
3

1 o
+ 3 e’lﬂya)gefja&w{) Mhics (30)

where the ¢ only refers to the (p, 7) coordinates in X. The
first two terms in the action are (®,dA) and (A A dO),
where the external derivative and the wedge product are
now performed to be those over X, ie., in the (z,p)
coordinates. The last term corresponds to 2(®, [A, A]). In
order to recover a 2D BF theory, we have to recognize
F =dA+]A,A]l. From d(®A)=d® AA+ DdA, we
deduce that (®,dA)+ (A AdD) =2(D,dA) — (d(D,A)).
One obtains then

1
Seslo] = / Pr@ F) =~ [ @x(@,4). (1)
PN 2 0%
In order to make full contact with the 2D dilaton gravity
on an AdS, disk X, we require that, after integrating out the
redundant dimension,

Jido Jias

IS N N, ) (32)

Therefore, the dimensional reduction of the CS theory not
only reproduces a BF theory in the 2D bulk X, but also
gives a boundary term.

The complete theory whose dimensional reduction leads
to the two-dimensional 30(2, 2)-PSM model is a CS theory
with a WZW boundary term, as in [54]. We refer to [55] for
further details. As explained in [54], the 3D theory has a
clear interpretation in terms of BTZ black hole geometry,
compatible with the near-horizon physics description of JT
gravity. The connection between dimensionally reduced
AdS; theories and extremal black holes has also been
recently explored in [39].

The reduction from 3D gravity to extensions of JT can be
induced by the presence of diverse boundary contributions
directly in the 3D action (see, e.g., [56-58]). The con-
struction described in this manuscript differs from the
results mentioned above. In particular, the absence of a
boundary term makes it unnecessary to fix boundary
conditions for the metric of AdS; gravity.

A further remark has to do with the role of the gauge
invariance of 30(2,2) Chern-Simons theory in the reduc-
tion. We have seen that a 80(2, 2) Chern-Simons theory can
be dimensionally reduced to a BF theory with appropriate
boundary terms if the base 3D manifold X; has the
topology of %, x I, with X, being a closed disc. The
boundary of such a manifold is a torus d%; = S' x ! and
the gauge invariance is not guaranteed for topological
reasons. Under finite gauge transformation, the Chern-
Simons action Scg[A] goes to

ScslA] = ScslAY] = Scs[A] —g/ (g7'dg)’

Z

+ k/ dgg™' A A. (33)
%5

Neglecting boundary terms for the moment, the bulk
variation of the action induces a Wess-Zumino (WZ) term,
which renders the quantum theory anomalous. This kind of
anomaly is not of concern when the group manifold is
compact, e.g., SU(2), and homotopically equivalent to the
source manifold Z;. In this case, the WZ term is propor-
tional to the volume of the group manifold and the anomaly
of the quantum theory can be easily cured by tuning the
coupling constant k in such a way that, up to boundary
terms, a finite gauge transformation produces
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Scs[AY] = Scs[A] + 2xzin, (34)

therefore, kK must be quantized. This is not the most general
situation and, in fact, it does not apply to our case, where
the gauge group SO(2, 2) is not compact and, in particular,
the third homotopy group is trivial, 73[SO(2,2)] =0.
Moreover, the source manifold is not homotopically equiv-
alent to it. However, one can still cure the bulk anomaly by
following the strategy of [59]. The gauge group SO(2,2) is
locally equivalent to SL(2,R), x SL(2,R)g, and the
Chern-Simons theory can be written as the difference of
two distinct SL(2,R);  Chern-Simons theories with a
suitable choice of the bilinear form on 80(2,2). Let A; and
Ap, be the connection one forms with values in 8[(2, R); ,

ScslAL. Ag] = Scs[AL] = Scs[Ag]. (35)
Under finite gauge transformations, one has
ScslAp. Ag] = Scs[AT AF] = Scs[AL. Ag]

+k/ (97'dgr)? —k/ (9%'dgg)’
PN 2

+k/ dngzl /\AL_k/ ngggl /\AR
0%, 0%
(36)

Therefore, by restricting the gauge transformations to the
diagonal subgroup SL(2,R) given by g; = g, the bulk
anomaly cancels without the need to quantize the coupling
constant k.

Regarding the boundary terms, one can restore gauge
invariance by requiring A; = Ag[yz, and even add a
dynamical gauge-invariant boundary term in the form of
a WZW 2D action for A; and Ag. The same logic can be
applied any time the gauge group has the structure G x G.
This construction shows that a gauge-invariant Chern-
Simons theory with nonquantized k is compatible with
the dimensional reduction from AdS;-CS to the 2D BF
theory with boundaries.

III. THE 30(2,2) POISSON SIGMA MODEL

As anticipated in the Sec. I, our goal is to define a
generalized version of JT gravity from a topological gauge
theory with a symmetry group containing SL(2,R). The
dimensional reduction of pure AdS;-CS theory suggests
the 80(2,2)-Poisson sigma model over a two-dimensional
manifold £ = R x S' as a natural candidate in this sense. In
this section, we show how isolating the gravitational
8[(2,R) sector in the case of 80(2,2) naturally singles
out the dynamics of the residual degrees of freedom, which
result in additional non-Abelian gauge fields that also
become dynamical at the boundary. In particular, we show
how the boundary dynamics is encoded in the Casimir

functions of the full algebra, analogously to the case
of the 38[(2,R)-PSM, and it is naturally reduced to the
(Diff(S') X L£G)/SL(2,R) coset space.

A. The bulk theory

We start by constructing the bulk theory. Let Q be the
80(2,2)-valued connection 1-form over X. The way we
decompose the connection and the embedding maps in a
given basis of the algebra and its dual is convenient for
reasons that will be clear soon. The 80(2,2) algebra is
isomorphic to two copies of 81(2, R), so we have a natural
chiral basis in 80(2,2) ~ 81, (2, R) @ 3[;(2,R),

[Li’Lj] = C{'(ij, [Riij] = C{'(ij [Li»Rj} =0, (37)
and with J; = L; 4+ R; we rotate the basis into a “nonchiral”
basis with a 8[; (2, R) sector invariant under the action of
the 8(;(2, R) subalgebra,

Uindj] = .

ird [Li,Lj] = cfiLe, Ui Lj] = ciiLy

(38)

We will refer to the 8[(2,R), subalgebra as the gravita-
tional sector and to the 8I(2,R), as the “non-Abelian
gauge” sector. In the nonchiral basis, we then write the
connection Q as

Q=AJ;,+BL,. (39)
We denote by 3; the embedding maps
3i: T - 80(2,2)*
with the Poisson brackets
{31'7 3j} = Hij(?)) = ;(j?)kv (40)

where ff-‘j are now the 80(2,2) structure constants. The
corresponding Poisson sigma model takes the form

A B
Sp, = /2 dQ; N 3! —i—EH’/(S)Q[ A €, (41)
where we used the invariant bilinear form

1
(JinLj) ==k

(Ji.dj) = (L, L;) =k 7 Kijo

ijs (42)
with k;; being the 8[(2, R) Killing form. A decomposition
similar to that in (39) can also be performed for the
embedding maps. From here on, we denote the dual basis

with lowered indices, thus we write

3=%XJ +9,L". (43)
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It then follows that

. | .
Sp. :/dAiAX’+dBiA2)’+EdAi AY
p

1

2

A B 1 .
dBi /\ xl +§Ckl/xkAi /\Aj +§Cklj2)kBi /\ Bj
. 1 ..
+ c,""Y*A; A B; +§ck”xkAi A B,
1 . 1 ..
+1Ckljkai VAN B} +1Ckl]g)kAi AN A], (44)

where we can recognize the 8[(2, R), Poisson sigma model
appearing as the gravitational subsector of the theory. The
equations of motion for the fields A; and B; are

DA =0, DB = C?thAkLi’ (45)

while the equations for the embedding maps read

0xA =0, SpQ = —c X, By L' (46)
This means that the on-shell A field is pure gauge with
respect to the SL(2, R), subgroup. On the other hand, the
on-shell X field is a stabilizer for A. Notice that the
covariant derivative for the B field is computed with
respect to the entire connection €2, while the same is not
true for the A field, whose equation of motion is equivalent
to the case of the SL(2, R) BF/PSM in (5). This shows that
we are allowed to keep interpreting the A sector of the
model as equivalent to ordinary JT gravity. Differently, the
covariant derivative acting on the B field has both con-
tributions from A and B. Therefore, B behaves like a gauge
field coupled to gravity.

We now introduce a boundary action term and character-
ize the boundary dynamics in S'. The equation of motion
for the gauge connection, that we derive from (41), is

DoQ =0 (47)

and, without adding any counterterm, the variation on the
boundary is just

8Sp ot = — / Q63 (48)
Sl

As it is the case for the 8[(2,R)-PSM, if we insert a
boundary Casimir counterterm 3> and set the boundary
condition

Q|Sl — S‘Sldu, (49)

we get a particle-on-a-group action [see Eq. (18)]

1 1
Qly =7y = Sply = [ FTel(a7'9)) e, (50)

where now ¢ is an element in the SO(2,2) gauge group.

We know that the bulk theory has two 8[(2,R), ; sectors
in interaction, and we would like to make that manifest also
at the boundary. We expect the boundary action to comprise
a Schwarzian derivative term corresponding to the gravi-
tational 8[(2,R);-PSM sector (¥2) and a particle-on-a-
group term for the non-Abelian sector (%)?), plus inter-
actions. As we will see, this is indeed the case for a suitable
choice of boundary conditions.

B. Asymptotic symmetries

Let us now focus on the fate of the boundary symmetries
and the form of the reduced boundary action. The equation
of motion (47) fixes the connection € to be pure gauge,

Q=g ldyg, g:X — 50(2,2). (51)
This condition, together with (49), reproduces the same
symmetry breaking mechanism of the SL(2,R)-PSM,
except for the presence of a global SO(2,2) symmetry in
the action (50). The allowed gauge transformations are,
therefore, the SO(2,2) gauge transformations, which are
constant at the boundary. Now, we show that imposing
further boundary conditions can dramatically change
the symmetry breaking mechanism and the boundary
dynamics can be understood in terms of coadjoint orbits
of Diff(S') X LG, for some G depending on the additional
choices made.

Suppose that the embedding fields are chosen at the
boundary, such that

xt|s, = _2)i|S,- (52)
Under these boundary conditions, and (49), the 3 field at
the boundary is no longer 80(2,2)-valued but 8[(2, R)-
valued [60]. As a consequence, we are reducing the unfixed
fields at the boundary. In fact,

Xi=-9i[q

3=F+9) + V(L' -J) —— 3 =-YR".
(53)

This additional condition, together with Q being pure
gauge, corresponds to a partial gauge fixing in the R
sector. Indeed, also, Q takes the form

Q'Sl = hElth, hRESLR(Z, R) (54)
Moreover, any SL; (2, R) gauge transformation would not
preserve the boundary conditions since it would force the

boundary fields to get out of the R sector. Therefore, the
SL; (2, R) gauge group must now be regarded as an actual
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broken gauge symmetry, while the global SL;(2,R)
symmetry is just trivial since global transformations in
this sector are in the little group of the boundary con-
nection. The only nontrivial global symmetry is then
the SLk(2,R) symmetry. With this in mind, we can
conclude that the reduction of the on-shell boundary action
involves the coadjoint orbit of Diff(S!) i £G, where
the given boundary condition identifies £G with the
SL; (2, R) loop group. We can then understand the reduced
on-shell particle-on-a-group with the action associated to
Diff(S') X £SL; (2,R) and SLg(2,R) global symmetry.

Since symmetries of the boundary theory are fixed by the
additional boundary conditions, it is important to ask how
many nonequivalent choices of boundary conditions exist.
Suppose then that the boundary embedding fields are
chosen to be valued on a given subalgebra §j C 80(2,2),

3ls = Heb. (55)
Let then f be the complement of § in 80(2,2). In order to

preserve the boundary condition (55), the following con-
ditions must hold:

[6,5] =0 or
.5l =0 or

[6.5] = b, (56)
.5 =D (57)

By virtue of these conditions, we can list the allowed
scenarios in the case of 80(2,2). The case [h,§] =0 is
ruled out since 80(2,2) is semisimple and it has no
invariant Abelian subalgebras. The case [, ] =§ can
be realized with §=8[(2,R), , or trivially with
h = 30(2,2), which correspond to the absence of any
further boundary condition apart from 3J|qdr = Q.
Any choice associated with § =3l(2,R),,, or h=
80(2,2) leads to a well-defined boundary condition, where
3lg takes values into a (sub)algebra, which can be either
left invariant by its complement or commute with it.

C. Virasoro-Kac-Moody coadjoint orbits

At the end of the last section, we showed that additional
boundary conditions are allowed at the boundary and imply
a partial breaking of the gauge symmetry. This means that if
we want to make sense of the boundary action, we have to
compute the coadjoint orbit of the Virasoro-Kac-Moody
semidirect product, as is the case for SYK-like tensor
models [28]. Generally speaking, the computation of
coadjoint orbits for semidirect products of infinite dimen-
sional groups is not at all an easy task, but the interesting
feature of Diff(S') X £G is that the Virasoro algebra and
the Kac-Moody algebra are related by the Sugawara
construction (see Appendix). In particular, the Virasoro
algebra acts naturally in a derivative way over the Kac-
Moody sector. The algebra diff(S!) X §is, in fact, given by

3

Lo L) = (m = m) Ly + 35 (% = m)oy,

[Ki,m’ Kj.m] = c{'(ij,m-i-n + m<Ki’ Kj>5m,—n;
[Lm’ Ki,n] = _nKi,m+)1' (58)

—

In our case, we have § = 8[(2, R). In order to compute the
coadjoint orbit for the semidirect product Diff(S!) X LG,
we follow [61], where both the Virasoro and the Kac-
Moody algebra elements are realized through functions.
Let (u(z),k(r),a, ) be a generic element in the set

biff(S!) X 8L(2, R), with u(z) €diff(S!), k(r) €8L(2,R),
and a, f are the respective central elements. Then, a basis-
independent way to write the commutation relation is

simply given by

[(u, k.. ), (v, h,y,8)] = ([u, ]y, [k, Bl gpy — ult’
+ =0k, Q. (u", 0), Qg (k, 1)),
(59)
where the Q’s stand for the respective cocycles (defined in

detail in the Appendix). The group multiplication in
Diff(S') X LG is defined as

(¢.9)(w.h) = (poy.ghop™"), (60)

where ¢, y are finite diffeomorphisms and g, & are elements
of the loop group. In order to compute the coadjoint action
of Diff(S') X £G, we must also introduce the pairing
between the algebra and its dual space, which is given by
the sum of pairings

((b,p.a.p), (v.4,7,5))
:/b(r)v(r)dr—i—/(l(r)p(r)>KMdT+ay+ﬂ5. (61)

Therefore, we have [61]

Adjy, (b.p.a.f) = ((b od)p”? + a{p.t}s + (g7 dg. p)

1
+§ﬂllg‘1dg| 29 (g'pg)od

+pg'dg, a, ﬁ> : (62)

By pairing the coadjoint orbit with a Lie algebra element,
we can construct a natural action, as we already saw in
Sec. I A 1 for the JT gravity case, and we can finally write
the reduced expression for the on-shell action (50),
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Sl = l {(b o) +ald.ths+ (g7'dg.p)
+ %ﬂlIg‘ldgllz}dﬁ (63)

which matches with the results of [20]. The element b(z)
must be chosen in such a way that the global symmetry
is SL(2,R), which is realized through fractional trans-
formations [62]. The geometric action (63), without
loss of generality, can be thought of as the pairing of
Ad?‘ ¢,g)(b’ p,a, f) with a pure Virasoro element and, given

the structure of the algebra in (59), this can always be
rotated in a new element with a nonvanishing Kac-Moody
component. Notice that this would not be true if we paired
the coadjoint action with an element of the Kac-Moody
subalgebra, because the latter is an invariant subalgebra.
Therefore, this last option could be regarded as a non-
equivalent choice that kills the Schwarzian degree of
freedom.

IV. BLACK HOLE ENTROPY

Once the boundary dynamics for the 80(2,2)-PSM has
been established with a given boundary condition, it is an
interesting check to compute the leading order entropy.
Indeed, it is well recognized that in JT gravity, the latter can
be interpreted as the black hole entropy since the theory
admits a gravitational interpretation with the boundary
playing the role of a near-horizon surface. We shall see that
we obtain a consistent result for our model.

Let H[Q] be the holonomy associated with the gauge
connection £,

HQ] = Pexp {— f Q}, (64)

where the equations of motion fix Q to be pure gauge, i.e.,
Q = g 'dg. This implies that, if the integration contour is
the S! boundary and if we demand for a smooth Euclidean
solution, then

H=yg(p)g(0) =1, (65)

with the inverse temperature f being the length of the
boundary.

Suppose that no further boundary conditions are
imposed apart from 3|gidf = Q|g, so that the boundary
dynamics is that of a particle on the entire SO(2,2) group.
The global SO(2,2) symmetry for the boundary theory
implies the presence of the conserved charges

Ji = (g7'dg.7;), (66)

where 7; are 80(2,2) generators. This means that, up to
constants, the on-shell connection satisfies Q;|,, = J;,
therefore,

H[Q] = exp[-pJ] = 1. (67)

Let now A be the diagonalized —j/, i.e., —3J = PAP~!.
This implies

H[Q] = exp[PAP™!]| = Pexp[-BAIP~! = 1. (68)

Requiring exp[A] = 1 implies that the eigenvalues must
satisfy A, = —2xin;/p, with integers n;. In the case of an
80(2,2)-valued boundary connection, the four eigenvalues
come in two pairs of eigenvalues with opposite signs,

8z (n? + m?)
P .

In order to evaluate the entropy, we need to compute the
leading order free energy F, which can be identified with
the temperature times the on-shell boundary Euclidean
action /,

Tr(J?) = — (69)

F = ﬂ_11|S1,0n—shell‘ (70)

The latter can be computed easily. Let C be the on-shell
boundary Casimir function, then C = (J,J) and

87 (n* + m?)
3 .
The free energy then comes with the correct sign, thus

recovering a positive entropy, which is linear in the
temperature 7 = ', that is,

I|S‘,on—shell :ﬂc :ﬂTr(Jz) = (71)

dF
S=—- 5= 167k (n* + m*)T. (72)
This result is consistent with the linear scaling of the
entropy in SYK models [20,63] and it shows that the extra
SL(2,R) degrees of freedom contribute with a supplemen-

tary linear term o = 'm?.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We constructed a JT gravity bulk-plus-boundary gener-
alization in terms of a 80(2, 2)-Poisson sigma model with a
boundary Casimir action. It is a fact that 3D Chern-Simons
theories with a WZW term at the boundary, once dimen-
sionally reduced, give 2D BF theories with the particle-on-
a-group action at the 1D boundary [55]. The dimensional
reduction of SO(2,2) Chern-Simons-WZW theory, which is
a 3D theory describing an AdS; geometry, leads to the
proposed 80(2,2)-PSM, together with the dynamical par-
ticle-on-a-group action [64]. The model provides a gravi-
tational dual for SYK-like tensor models with internal
symmetries [28,30], whose low-energy dynamics is char-
acterized by a diff(S') X § symmetry. In our case, the
Diff(S') X § symmetry, with g = 8[(2,R), arises after a
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specific choice of boundary conditions. The additional
Kac-Moody sector encodes the dynamics of extra edge
modes, whose number is equal to dim(g). In the near-
horizon interpretation, the standard computation of the
near-extremal black hole entropy reproduces the JT result
with an additional entropy contribution due to the presence
of extra gauge fields. The additional contribution is
equivalent to the bare JT case because of the particular
structure of 80(2,2). The specific case of 80(2,2), seen
from the CS perspective, allows to interpret the Kac-Moody
modes, living at the S' boundary and expected to arise in
the low-energy regime of SYK tensor models, as Kaluza-
Klein modes associated with the dimensional reduction.
The proposed 30(2,2)-PSM provides a class of possible
JT-Yang-Mills generalizations of the JT/SYK correspon-
dence with a purely gravitational interpretation from a 3D
perspective. This interpretation selects a class of SYK-like
duals which naturally relates to 3D gravity.

The choice of working with a PSM, which in the present
paper is linear and, therefore, equivalent to a BF theory
up to boundary terms, lends itself to generalizations that
could have interesting gravitational implications. The first
generalization is related to the possibility of considering
nonlinear PSM, and this has already been noticed in the
literature [65], with it being related to nonlinear general-
izations of JT gravity [3,66].

The second generalization, entirely novel to our knowl-
edge, would be to consider Jacobi sigma models [67-70],
which are models with a deformed Poisson bracket on the
target space, known as the Jacobi bracket. The latter is
constructed with a quasi-Poisson structure, violating Jacobi
identity in a controlled manner. The explicit relation for the
quasi-Poisson tensor IT reads [II,IT] = 2E A I, with E
being a vector field on the target space, the so-called Reeb
vector field, s.t. LIT = 0. This structure may be obtained
by a homogeneous Poisson bracket in one dimension
higher (technically a fiber bundle over the target space,
with fiber R — {0} [70]). Interestingly, the extra dimension,
or, better to say, the generator of R — {0}, could be related
to a dilaton field, which could play a role in generalized JT
gravity models. We plan to analyze in detail this proposal in
future investigations.
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APPENDIX

1. The Sugawara Construction

Here, we summarize the basics of the Sugawara con-
struction and give a more detailed computation of the
Virasoro coadjoint orbits.

Given a semisimple finite-dimensional Lie algebra g, and
the algebra of smooth functions on the circle C®(S'), we
denote the corresponding loop algebra as

Lg=g® C>®(S"). (A1)
Given x € g, and {e"'}, ., as a basis for C*(S!), a basis
for Lg is represented by {X,}, so it is defined as

X, = xe! (A2)

with Lie brackets

[va Yn] = [Xv y]ei(m+n)t = Xpin- (A3)
Central extensions of Lg may be obtained by considering
projective representations [71] z: X, — #(X,,) =:X(m)
st [7(X),n(Y)] =#([X,Y]) +a(X,Y)e, where a(X,Y) €ER
is a two-cocycle on Lg, namely, a bilinear map from Lg X
Lg to the complex numbers, which is antisymmetric and
verifies the cocycle property

0a(X.Y.Z) = a(X.[Y.Z)) + a(Z.[X.Y))

+a(Y,[Z,X]) =0, (A4)
while e is the generator of a one-dimensional vector space
extending the finite Lie algebra g. The representation can
be chosen in such a way to fix the value of the cocycle, so as
to obtain

[X(m), Y(n)] = 2(Xsm) + mEX,¥)0nimo. (AS)
with (, ) being the (nondegenerate, invariant) inner product
in the semisimple algebra g, and £ is a non-negative integer
number determined by the dimension of the representation.
Hence, £g = Lg @ Re is a central extension of the loop
algebra Lg, which is called an affine Lie algebra. Note that
Re is a central subalgebra of Lg.

By denoting with x;,i =1,...,dimg an orthonormal
basis in g and X;(p) = n(x,e'?") an orthonormal basis in
Lg, the Lie brackets of the affine algebra (A5) acquire the
form

[Xi(m)’Xj(n)] = ijk(m + I’l) + mf&ij5n+m,0- (A6)
It is also useful to introduce the current basis [72]
zeSs'. (A7)

Xi(z) =) e X,(n),
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It can be checked that the current basis satisfies

[X(2). X,(2)] = [l X (2)8(r = 7') + 5,6 (r = 7') ¢, (A8)
namely, X; are maps from the circle S' to the algebra g,
which are properly called the generators of the loop algebra
associated with g (see [73] for details). The latter shall be
indicated with L£g and is often referred to as the current or
Kac-Moody algebra of g.

From Lg, a Virasoro algebra is constructed using the
Sugawara construction [73,74]. The Virasoro generators

are defined according to

WL

i ptg=m

(A9)

where £ is the dual Coxeter number of g [75]. They satisfy

C
- n)Tm+n + = 3

[va Tn} - (m 12

(m - m)eéner.Ov (AIO)

with C =dimg- /(¢ + h) [see [71] for proof of (A10)].
We shall indicate the Virasoro algebra as V =W @ Re,
with W being the Witt algebra [76].

The Sugawara tensor is then defined in terms of the
currents according to

(1) = (A1)

1
WZ:XI'(T)X[(’[)'

It is a standard result of the Sugawara construction in two-
dimensional quantum field theory to verify that it satisfies
the Lie brackets

[T(), T(7)] = (T(z) + T(«))d (v = 7)

~C 5 -) + 8.

3 (A12)

Hence, it can be verified that the generators of the Virasoro
algebra (A9) are the Fourier modes of the Sugawara tensor
(A11). Finally, notice that the quadratic operator

A=D X

is a Casimir for the affine algebra L£g (A5), or equivalently,
the quadratic operator

PIRACEAC

is a Casimir for the same algebra, with respect to the
bracket (A8).

0)X;(0): (A13)

(A14)

2. Coadjoint orbits

The Kac-Moody and Virasoro algebras introduced in the
previous section can be recast in a basis-independent
fashion, which allows for a direct computation of the
coadjoint orbits of their groups. Let us consider the affine
algebra first. Given (v,a) and (u,b), two elements in
Lg = Lg ® Re, with v,u € Lg and a, b € Re, the general
form of the commutation relations is

(. a), (0,0)]gg = ([u, v]p4 c(u, v)),

where ¢ is a two-cocycle on the Lie algebra Lg [see
Eq. (A4)]. We recall that the inequivalent nontrivial central
extensions of Lg are classified by equivalence classes of
two-cocycles (see, for example, [77]). It is easily verified
that (A15) reduces to (A6) when computed on the gen-
erators X;(m). The cocycle in (A15) can be written in
integral form according to

(A15)

c(u,v) (A16)

1 /
= ﬂj{ dz(u/'(7), v(7)),

with (-, -) being the inner product in Lg. It is immediate to
check that it coincides with the central term of (A6) when
computed on the currents (A7). Analogously, an integral
expression can be obtained for the Virasoro cocycle. To this
(see, for example, [50,78]), one has to represent the
Virasoro algebra ¥V = W @ Re in terms of vector fields
on the circle & = £(7)d, € W plus a central term. Then, for
(&,a), (n,B) €V, one has

[(€.a). (0. By = ((Enlw.co(&m)) (A7)
with @, f€R and
. nlw = (&(2)0n(z) —n(2)0:4(z))d,.  (Al8)
while the two-cocycle is given by
&) = g5 SO 1), reR
(A19)

known as the Gel fand-Fuchs cocycle. In order to check
that it reduces to the central term in (A10), one has to use
the realization of the Witt algebra in terms of the generators
&, = fn(7)0, with f, = exp(int). Then, one has

ol ) = g7 $ (G (e (0) = £0(£)EH(F)
4 3
= E n- 5n+m,07 (A20)

which is cohomologous to the two-cocycle in (A10) [79].
Indeed, in order to obtain the cocycle in (A10), one has to
modify (A19) by a coboundary term as follows:
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c() = 355  So((0") = ()é00)

+—n(2)(§"(7) = £'(2)), (A21)

it being

f de((7(2))E(2) = n(2)E (1)) = db(E.n) = b((E.1]).
(A22)

with b a one-cochain in the Gel’fand-Fuchs cohomology.
Once the central extensions are defined, in order to
compute coadjoint orbits of the corresponding groups, it is
necessary to introduce the notion of coadjoint action on the
dual algebras. This may be obtained in a standard way by
first computing the adjoint action on the algebra and then
computing its dual through the natural pairing between
algebra and dual algebra. We give here a short review, while
referring to [78,80] for more details. The adjoint action of
the loop group on its algebra is given by
Ad,(v(7),a) = (Ady(r),a+c(g7'q. v(r)), (A23)
with g: S' — G being an element of the affine group, so
that g~'¢’ € Lg. The tilde indicates the action of the affine
group on its centrally extended algebra, while Ad,, is the
standard action. Notice that the adjoint action only affects
v(7), with a being central. However, the adjoint action on
v() contributes a noncentral and a central term, which adds
to a. On computing (A23) on a Lie algebra generator
(X(m),a), one can check that its infinitesimal version
reproduces the adjoint action of the algebra, Eq. (A15), it
being g'¢ = > ¢, X(n). Furthermore, one can verify that
(A23) satisfies the ordinary composition property
Ady, = Adgy o Ad,,. (A24)
The adjoint action of the Virasoro group on its algebra is
more subtle. Analogously to the previous case, the action
on the central term is trivial, so we have

(A25)

Ady(v,a) = ([Ad,v),..a + [Ad,v].).
As for the contribution of Ad,v to the central term, it is
possible to show that it can be formulated in terms of the

Schwarzian derivative according to

dgl =35 [ 5 0 gaks (a26)
with
woas=%-3(%) e

To this, we shall follow Kirillov [81] and shortly review his
theory of coadjoint orbits. Let us first fix the notation.
Given G = Diff(S') and its Lie algebra of smooth vector
fields on the circle, W, the dual algebra W* consists of
continuous linear functionals on W. Therefore, it can be
identified with Q(S') ® D/(S'), with D'(S') being the
space of continuous linear functionals on F(S!). Namely,
the elements of W*, called moments by Kirillov, are of
the form
p=fQFeQ(s")® D", (A28)

with (f ® F)(&) = (F, f(£)) and £ € W. Therefore, D'(S')
can be further identified with Q'(S') itself, since it pro-
vides the volume form to be used in order to integrate
f(&)eF(S") in (A28). In coordinates form, we have

p=fQ®w=f(x)dx ® w(x)dx, xesl.  (A29)
Then, given ¢ € Diff(S), ¢(x) =y, the coadjoint action of
the group on W* is defined as

o~

o¢p~!
dy, (A30
ay ¥ )

dy

Adyp = f(¢7(y) dy @ w(¢~"(v)))

while the coadjoint action of the Lie algebra W on W* is
given by the Lie derivative

adip=L;f @ v+ f ® Lew. (A31)

The Virasoro group is the centrally extended group of

s

diffeomorphisms of the circle, Diff(S!), with product rule

(@.t)o(w.s) = (pow.t+s+Bp.w)),  (A32)
with B being a two-cocycle on Diff(S'), whose explicit
form can be found, for example, in [81]. The Lie algebra of

—

Diff(S!) is the Virasoro algebra V = W + Re with Lie
bracket (A17). The Gel fand-Fuchs cocycle (A19) forms a
basis in H*(W,R) = Z*(W,R)/B*(W,R), the second
cohomology group of the Witt algebra. A representative
of the equivalence class, ¢, € Z*(W,R), can be written in
the form

culén) = § £ar. (A33)
and a generic element in the class has the form
c(&n) = teo(&.m) + p([&. 7)), (A34)

where t€R and p € W*, namely, of the form (A28)
(¢ =c¢o+dp, with dp being a coboundary). Prior to
computing the coadjoint action of the Virasoro group on

026003-13



CHIRCO, VACCHIANO, and VITALE

PHYS. REV. D 112, 026003 (2025)

its dual algebra, we state without proof the following
theorem [81]:
Theorem 1. Given W, V), and their duals, it is possible to
exhibit bijective maps,
a: W — BX(W),
BVt = ZX(W),
7:R = HX(W),

which are G-module morphisms [82], with G = DiffS'.
The maps a, 3, and y are explicitly chosen to be

a(f)(&n) = (/. [&n)). (A35)
p(f.0)En) = (f.[Enl) —tc(Em).  (A36)
y(t) = classtc. (A37)

What is interesting for us is the statement for the map f3,
which implies, in particular, that it is a V-module mor-
phism, with V being the Virasoro algebra. This amounts to
the result

Blad o (f,1) = ad’ . (B(f.1)).  (A38)
Let us prove this equality explicitly. We have
((ad’ e (£1)). (1.0)) = ((f.1). ad(e.(n.0)
=((f.1).([.€]. c(n.£)))
= (/i ([n.&)) —1c(n.&).  (A39)

Recalling that ¢ is a a two-cocycle on W, the Lie derivative
and the interior product act as follows:

(Lec)(n.x) = ((ied + dig)e)(n.x) = c([n.x]. &),
(ice,n) = c(n,$),

where df (&) =
Hence, we obtain

(A40)

(f,[&n]) and dc = 0 have been used.

ad*¢(f.1) = (adif - tigc.,0). (A41)
Moreover, for f € g* we have
ad;f = Lef. (A42)
then
d(ad;f —tizc) = Le(df — tc), (A43)

which is, in turn, equal to L¢(B(f.t)), which is what we
wanted to show. From (A43), it is possible to obtain the full
coadjoint action of the Virasoro group [81]. By denoting

with L(¢) the 1-parameter group generated by L and
observing that L(¢)c generates a two-cocycle, say ¢, which
is in the same cohomology class as c, one has

L(¢)c = c + dn(¢),

with dh(¢) being a coboundary. Thus, upon integrating
(A43), we get

Ad y(f 1) = (L) + th(). 1).

We can now explicitly prove that 7 = S(¢) when c is the
Gel’fand-Fuchs cocycle,

L{g)eol&.n) = co(&.m) = co(Ady & Ady'n) = col&.n)
:/<§qu’5((»:)))>/d<ngf((1))))/_/f/(T)W”(T)dT- (A46)

After the change of variable 7 — ¢~
we get

L@yeolen) - eolen) = [ e - e ({"§< d,),f}s)

(A44)

(A45)

!(7) in the first integral,

o (]S_ldr, (A47)

where {¢(7), 7} is the Schwarzian derivative (A27). On
comparing this result with (A44), we have

dh(¢)(&.n) = (h(¢).

([&n]) = / &' — ]<{¢( ¢),27}5)o¢—'d1, (A48)

hence the functional £ is explicitly given by

h(¢) = dr @ {$(z).7}s°¢

In order to better understand its meaning, we recall that
W =Q(S") ® Q(S') [see Eq. (A28)], where the first
differential realizes the pairing with vector fields, whereas
the second furnishes the integration measure on the circle.
This explains the interpretation of the Schwarzian,

S() = dr ® {p(v). 7} sdr.

as a pseudometric on the circle [81]. Finally, replacing the
result in (A45), the coadjoint action of the Virasoro group
on its dual algebra reads

Ad"y(f.1) = (Adyf + 1S(d) o ™" 1)
= ((f +1S(¢)) o ™", 1).

The homogeneous spaces defined by the coadjoint action
are given by the quotient Diff(S!)/Stab(f). The stabilizer
can be computed in some cases and for some constant

values of f(z). In particular, for f(z) = ‘z’f , we have

Stab(b) = SL("(2,R), where SL((2,R) denotes the
n-fold cover of SL(2,R) (see, e.g., [50]).

“ldreW* . (A49)

(A50)

(AS1)
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