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Symmetries are ubiquitous in modern physics. They not only allow for a more simplified description of physical
systems but also, from a more fundamental perspective, can be seen as determining a theory itself. In the present
paper, we propose a new definition of asymptotic symmetries that unifies and generalizes the usual notions of
symmetry considered in asymptotically flat spacetimes and expanding universes with cosmological horizons.
This is done by considering BMS-like symmetries for “asymptotic (conformal) Killing horizons”, or A(C)KHs,
here defined as null hypersurfaces that are tangent to a vector field satisfying the (conformal) Killing equation in a
limiting sense. The construction is theory-agnostic and extremely general, for it makes no use of the Einstein
equations and can be applied to a wide range of scenarios with different dimensions or hypersurface cross sections.
While we reproduce the results by Dappiaggi, Moretti, and Pinamonti in the case of asymptotic Killing horizons,
the conformal generalization does not yield only the BMS group, but a larger group. The enlargement is due to
the presence of “superdilations”. We speculate on many implications and possible continuations of this work,
including the exploration of gravitational memory effects beyond general relativity, understanding antipodal
matching conditions at spatial infinity in terms of bifurcate horizons, and the absence of superrotations in de
Sitter spacetime and Killing horizons.

I. INTRODUCTION

Symmetry is the backbone of physics. From a practical
perspective, the occurrence of symmetries in a physical system
makes it easier to understand. From a fundamental perspective,
the symmetries of a physical theory can be understood as
determining a theory itself. In a sense, theoretical physics is a
continuous pursuit for the symmetries of the universe.

Unfortunately, real-world scenarios often are less symmetric
than one would wish for. While Minkowski spacetime enjoys
Poincaré symmetry, this is only possible due to its vacuum
nature, and real-world scenarios often explicitly break many
of the symmetries one could be interested in exploiting. You
remember reading the previous phrase, and thus time-translation
symmetry is broken. This document is in front of you, at rest,
and at a fixed distance, and thus Lorentz transformations
and spatial translations are not symmetries either. How can
symmetry be useful in such an irregular world?

One possibility is to move away from any matter fields
with the hope of regaining control of the symmetries of the
spacetime. For instance, Earth violates all sorts of Poincaré
symmetries. Could they be restored if the Earth was suddenly
very far away? If we choose to neglect all content of the universe
except for Earth—or some other compact object—could we
recover the (proper, orthochronous) Poincaré group, given by
the semidirect product

ISO+ (3, 1) = SO+ (3, 1) ⋉ R4, (1.1)

as the symmetry group when standing infinitely far from the
said object?

Although intuitive, this was shown not to be the case by
Bondi, Metzner, and Sachs (BMS) in their seminal papers [1–3].
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They rather found a much larger symmetry group. Namely, they
discovered that the symmetry group of (future) null infinity
should be given by

BMS4 = SO+ (3, 1) ⋉ C∞ (S2), (1.2)

where C∞ (S2) is the additive group of smooth functions on a
sphere. The BMS group is thus an extension of the Poincaré
group by the new “supertranslations”—the elements of C∞ (S2)
generalizing the ordinary spacetime translations R4.

Analyzing the properties of infinity in asymptotically flat
spacetimes is useful to make predictions about observables
measured far away from a compact object. However, we know
the universe we live in is not asymptotically flat. Instead, it is
dominated at late times by a positive cosmological constant,
making it “asymptotically de Sitter”. Furthermore, inflation [4]
requires a de Sitter-like behavior at very early times, and
it is a successful approach to understanding the formation
of primordial perturbations—see, e.g., Refs. [5, 6]. Hence,
it would be interesting to understand whether or not it is
possible to define asymptotic symmetries in contexts that do
not necessarily correspond to null infinity.

A particularly interesting approach to asymptotic symmetries
in “de Sitter-like” spacetimes was given by Dappiaggi, Moretti,
and Pinamonti (DMP) [7–9]. They considered a wider class of
spacetimes with past particle horizons similar to ℋ

− ≃ R × S2

in de Sitter, see Fig. 1. These are now known as expanding
universes with cosmological horizons, which need not be
homogeneous nor isotropic. Within this class, they established
the horizon still enjoys a BMS-like symmetry group, which we
will refer to as the DMP group, given by

DMP4 = SO(3) ⋉ (C∞ (S2) ⋉ C∞ (S2)). (1.3)

We can see that DMP4 contains a SO(3) factor, which corre-
sponds to the isometry group of the sphere (the transverse space
in ℋ

−), as well as two C∞ (S2) factors. One of the C∞ (S2)
describes “supertranslations” while the other corresponds to
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FIG. 1. Carter–Penrose diagram for de Sitter spacetime. The cos-
mological patch of de Sitter spacetime is the region above and to the
left of ℋ− , which is the past cosmological horizon. The thin lines
represent spatial planes foliating the cosmological patch. Notice their
past limit is the cosmological horizon.

“superdilations”, i.e., direction-dependent generalizations of
dilations.

While the BMS group extends the Poincaré group, the DMP
group does not extend the de Sitter isometry group SO+ (4, 1),
because the latter does not preserve the horizon. Nonetheless,
DMP4 does extend the “cosmological de Sitter group”

SO(3) ⋉ (R ⋉ R3), (1.4)

which is comprised of the de Sitter isometries that preserve the
cosmological horizon.

Although very appealing, the idea of asymptotic symmetries
will be useful only if it can be used to make physical predic-
tions. In the asymptotically flat case, for instance, it has been
noticed by Strominger and collaborators [10–12] that three
separate results from the 1960s and 1970s—the BMS group,
the Weinberg soft graviton theorem [13], and the gravitational
wave displacement memory effect [14–16]—are corners of
the same “infrared triangle”. The three phenomena are all
expressions of the same underlying physics, in spite of having
originated in different research programs and being formulated
in different theoretical frameworks. Chronologically, the first
corner of the infrared triangle was the BMS group itself. It was
soon followed by the second corner, Weinberg’s soft graviton
theorem [13] (see Refs. [17–20] for reviews). This is a relation
between scattering amplitudes in quantum field theory (QFT)
which states that the leading-order effect of adding a very low
energy graviton (a “soft graviton”) to an external leg of any
Feynman diagram amounts to merely multiplying the diagram
by an overall “soft factor”. This is pictured in Fig. 2. Later,
Strominger and collaborators [10, 12] showed that the Wein-
berg soft graviton theorem can be recast as the Ward identity
for invariance under supertranslations at past and future null

infinity that are antipodally related near spatial infinity—see
Refs. [10, 12, 18, 21] for details. The third corner of the infrared
triangle is the gravitational wave displacement memory effect,
discovered by Zel’dovich and Polnarev [14] and reviewed, for
example, in Refs. [18, 22, 23]. The memory effect predicts that
the passage of a gravitational wave will often cause a permanent
displacement of the relative positions of a pair of nearby inertial
detectors located far away from its source. This effect turns
out to be mathematically equivalent to a supertranslation—see,
for example, Refs. [11, 18]. Furthermore, it was shown by
Strominger and Zhiboedov [11] that the memory in the gravita-
tional field is given by a Fourier transform of Weinberg’s soft
factor. Hence, all three phenomena are related to each other.
Since the memory effect can in principle be detected by future
gravitational wave observatories [24, 25], there are reasonable
prospects that infrared effects in gravity will soon be measured.

Supertranslations find physical meaning through the memory
effect and the Weinberg soft theorem. Hence, these results
are explicit examples of how the knowledge of symmetries is
useful in understanding the behavior of a theory or of spacetime
itself—even if the symmetries are only exact at infinity.

It is interesting that the BMS group was merely a first step
in understanding the symmetries of null infinity. The Lorentz
group SO+ (3, 1) is the group of global conformal transforma-
tions on the sphere. As a consequence, it is possible to consider
an extension to the local conformal algebra on the sphere, given
by two copies of the so-called Witt algebra. This leads to
the “extended BMS algebra” [26–28], with the new transfor-
mations being known as superrotations. While this extension
may seem arbitrary, it is one of the cornerstones of modern
two-dimensional conformal field theory (CFT) [29–33]. Upon
quantization, the Witt algebra leads to the Virasoro algebra, and
these Virasoro-like superrotations suggest a correspondence
between gravity in asymptotically flat spacetimes and two-
dimensional CFTs. In fact, one of the main outcomes of soft
physics has been the development of the celestial holography
program [34–37], which aims at constructing a holographic
correspondence between quantum gravity in four-dimensional
asymptotically flat spacetimes and a two-dimensional CFT
living on the celestial sphere.

Another example of the use of asymptotic symmetries is in
the context of quantum field theory in curved spacetimes. DMP
[38–41] noticed that one may relate a quantum field theory in the
bulk of an asymptotically flat spacetime to a QFT at null infinity.
At null infinity, one may exploit the infinite-dimensional BMS
group to define a boundary quantum state. Once the state is
defined at the boundary, it is pulled back to the quantum field
theory in the bulk. It turns out that the resulting bulk quantum
state is of Hadamard form, and thus of distinguished physical
interest1. These ideas reach beyond the asymptotically flat
case. As shown by DMP [7, 8], it is possible to adapt the above
construction to de Sitter-like cosmological spacetimes by using
the DMP group in the cosmological horizon ℋ

− . Details can

1 There are some technical restrictions for the construction—for example the
necessity that the field be conformally coupled—which are discussed in
detail in Ref. [9].
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FIG. 2. Illustration of the Weinberg soft graviton theorem. To leading order, adding a soft graviton to an external leg of a Feynman diagram
amounts to multiplying the original diagram by a “soft factor”. This soft factor depends on the graviton’s momentum and on the momentum of
the leg to which it is attached. This picture considers the case in which the soft graviton attaches to an outgoing particle, but a similar result
holds for incoming particles.

be found in Ref. [9]. Notice, in particular, that this construction
gives meaning to DMP4 as establishes it as having physical
interest.

There are many more lines of investigation. For example,
Prabhu, Satishchandran, and Wald [42–44] have employed
the algebraic approach to QFT to develop an infrared-finite
approach to scattering theory in quantum gravity. Danielson,
Satishchandran, and Wald [45–47] have also shown how soft
physics can be interesting even at finite distances, by noticing
that radiation in the form of soft gravitons (or photons) leads
to the decoherence of quantum superpositions in the presence
of Killing horizons. These examples showcase how there
is considerable interest in infrared physics throughout many
different subareas of fundamental physics, and even when
considering hypersurfaces that do not lie at infinity.

It is curious, though, that the BMS and DMP groups are so
similar, yet so different. This raises a few natural questions.

i. Why does the DMP group has an extra factor of C∞ (S2)?
This factor corresponds to “superdilations” and it is
indispensable if one wants the DMP group to extend the
“cosmological de Sitter group” (1.4). However, it does
not occur in the BMS group.

ii. As one can see from Eqs. (1.2) and (1.3), the DMP group
contains an SO(3) factor (the isometry group on the
sphere) as opposed to BMS’s SO+ (3, 1) (the conformal
group on the sphere). This suggests it is not possible
to enhance the DMP group to include Virasoro-like
superrotation symmetries, which would be interesting to
pursue a CFT dual to quantum gravity on an expanding
universe with cosmological horizon. If so, this could be
relevant for the construction of a dS/CFT duality [48] on
the cosmological horizon.

To address these questions, we propose that the definitions
of the DMP and BMS groups should be “unified” so that one
can see where their similarities start and end. While Refs. [7–
9, 49–56] have attempted such constructions before, we are
unaware of any work in which the notion of a Killing horizon
is the prominent feature of a null hypersurface (including null
infinity) on which asymptotic symmetries are defined. Since a
Killing vector field is the gold standard in general relativity to
define a symmetry, it seems natural that asymptotic symmetries
should always be considered on Killing-like horizons.

To avoid a definition that relies on the notion of an exact
Killing horizon (which is too stringent), we propose instead
working with asymptotic (conformal) Killing horizons2. This
invites one to consider “the sky as a Killing horizon”. One may
then use the Carrollian methods developed in Refs. [52–55] to
discuss asymptotic symmetries.

Identifying the asymptotic symmetries of spacetime could
lead, via the infrared triangle, to the prediction of other aspects
of soft physics. For instance, if a certain asymptotic symmetry
occurs naturally in a geometric, theory-agnostic analysis, it
may be related to a memory effect that is not predicted by
general relativity. Metric theories of gravity may have up
to six propagating modes [58–60], as opposed to only two
graviton polarizations in Einstein gravity, and thus these modes
could carry memory in modified gravity. By identifying
such memories, one could “bootstrap” a theory of gravity by
considering the infrared symmetries it should possess.

The paper is structured in the following manner. Section
II discusses the Carrollian structures introduced by [52–54],
which will be needed for our construction of asymptotic (confor-
mal) Killing horizons. Our original contributions are presented
in Secs. III and IV. The former introduces the generalized
notions of Killing horizons needed for the latter, which dis-
cusses the natural conformal Carroll groups of these geometric
constructions and thus establishes the core results of the pa-
per. The remaining sections explore possible applications and
physical consequences. In Sec. V, we discuss the occurrence
of superdilations in the symmetry group for the asymptotic
conformal Killing horizons previously discussed. In Sec. VI
we discuss some other future perspectives and we conclude in
Sec. VII.

We use abstract index notation [61] and − + ++ metric
signature convention. Lowercase Latin letters indicate abstract
indices, Greek letters indicate spacetime coordinate indices, and
uppercase Latin letters indicate indices in a codimension-two
submanifold (with no distinction between abstract or coordinate

2 Asymptotic Killing horizons have been considered by Koga [49], but
the conformal case (which would be interesting for asymptotically flat
spacetimes) was not. Furthermore, the group obtained by Koga was larger
than the DMP group and resembled the Newman–Unti group [57] more than
the BMS group.
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indices in this case). The round metric on the two-sphere is
denoted by 𝛾

𝐴𝐵
. We use geometrical units with 𝐺 = 𝑐 = 1

unless otherwise specified.

II. CARROLLIAN STRUCTURES

Let us begin by discussing some properties of null subman-
ifolds of Lorentzian spacetimes following the work of Duval
et al. [52, 53, 54]. This will later be useful to characterize the
symmetry groups we are looking for.

Firstly, we note that the induced metric ℎ𝑎𝑏 on a null subman-
ifold 𝒩 of a spacetime (𝑀, 𝑔

𝑎𝑏
) is degenerate, i.e., it always

has a nontrivial kernel on the tangent space of the manifold. A
way of obtaining this behavior is by considering a Lorentzian
metric such as

d𝑠2 = −𝑐2 d𝑡2 + d𝑥2 + d𝑦2 + d𝑧2 (2.1)

and taking the “Carollian limit” 𝑐 → 0 [62, 63], where 𝑐 is the
speed of light.

The basic structures we would like to ask of a ”Carrollian
manifold” are the differentiable manifold itself and a metric.
However, since the metric is degenerate, we will also need
to introduce in the structure a vector field along the one-
dimensional kernel of the metric. We thus get the following
definition.

Definition 1 (Carrollian Structure). A Carrollian structure is
a triple (𝒩, ℎ

𝑎𝑏
, 𝑛𝑎) formed by a three-dimensional manifold

𝒩, a symmetric and positive-semidefinite rank-2 tensor field
ℎ
𝑎𝑏

with one-dimensional kernel, and a nonvanishing vector
field 𝑛𝑎 with ℎ

𝑎𝑏
𝑛𝑏 = 0 at all points.

Due to the metric being degenerate, it is not possible to
single out a preferred Levi-Civita connection. Hence, it can
be useful to add a connection as part of the definition of a
Carrollian structure. Nevertheless, this definition turns out
to be inappropriate when discussing asymptotic symmetry
groups, as it rules out some Poincaré transformations from the
symmetry group at null infinity—see, for example, Ref. [18]
for a discussion.

The choice of including 𝑛𝑎 in the definition of a Carrollian
structure may seem arbitrary. Since it is a key aspect of our
analysis (and BMS-like analyses in general), we take a moment
to discuss this in more depth.

Consider a null surface 𝒩 having the form R × Σ for some
two-dimensional manifold Σ. 𝒩 is naturally endowed with
a projection onto Σ, 𝜋 : 𝒩 → Σ. This projection has the
important property that 𝜋−1 ({𝑥}) � 𝐹 = R for all points
𝑥 ∈ Σ, where 𝜋−1 denotes the preimage. Notice 𝐹 could have
been a more general manifold instead of R. The quadruple
(𝒩, 𝜋, Σ, 𝐹) is an example of a fiber bundle with base space
Σ and fiber 𝐹 [64–67]. At this point, we have not used a
metric. However, we already have enough structure to discuss
the “vertical direction” of 𝒩, which will be interpreted as the
“null direction” later on. Notice that 𝜋−1 ({𝑥}) will later be (the
image of) a null geodesic on 𝒩 for each possible 𝑥 ∈ Σ. In this
sense, Σ will be the space of geodesic generators of𝒩. We thus

say a vector 𝜉𝑎 ∈ T𝑝𝒩 is vertical if its pushforward to T𝜋 (𝑝)Σ
through 𝜋 vanishes. Hence, we define the vertical spaces V𝑝𝒩

at each point of 𝒩 as V𝑝𝒩 = Ker(𝜋∗ |𝑝), where 𝜋∗ |𝑝 is the
pushforward of 𝜋 evaluated at 𝑝. Since the vertical spaces are
one-dimensional by construction, they naturally yield a vector
field up to normalization.

The existence of the vector field 𝑛𝑎 ensures we can do this
process backward. Given the three-dimensional manifold 𝒩,
we can use the integral lines of 𝑛𝑎 to rebuild the structure of
a fiber bundle. In this way, we ensure the desired structure of
something that locally looks like the product of the real line
with a spatial manifold. If we did not have a vector field, this
could have been impossible.

From a different perspective, recall that a manifold admits
a Lorentzian metric if, and only if, it admits a continuous,
nonvanishing line element field [68]. A line element field is
an attribution of pairs of opposite vectors (𝑡𝑎,−𝑡𝑎). Once the
Lorentzian metric is given, there is always such a line element
field that is everywhere timelike. The existence of the line
element field ensures there is no topological obstruction to the
existence of a Lorentzian metric3. The stronger requirement that
there exists an everywhere nonvanishing (timelike) vector field
ensures the spacetime to be time-orientable. Since Carrollian
manifolds can be understood as the 𝑐 → 0 limit of Lorentzian
manifolds, the existence of a nonvanishing vector field can be
seen as enforcing the appropriate topological behavior of the
underlying manifold.

The definitions of asymptotically flat spacetimes and of
expanding universes with cosmological horizons naturally
equip (future) null infinity ℐ

+ or the cosmological horizon
ℋ

− with a Carrollian structure, but not in a unique way. This
ambiguity is precisely the origin of the asymptotic symmetries
in this formalism. To illustrate the properties and structure of
Carrollian structures, let us look at how they emerge both in
the asymptotically flat and cosmological cases.

A. Asymptotically Flat Spacetimes

We first consider the case of an asymptotically flat space-
time. To keep the construction of both asymptotically flat and
cosmological cases similar, we work with asymptotically flat
spacetimes defined in terms of the conformal compactification
originally given by Penrose [69, 70]. We note, however, that
there are more general classes of asymptotically flat spacetimes,
such as those considered by Christodoulou and Klainerman
[71] and other authors [23, 72–74].

We want an asymptotically flat spacetime to be a space-
time that “looks Minkowskian” at infinity. Hence, we use
the following definition—see Refs. [9, 18, 61] for further
discussion.

Definition 2 (Asymptotic Flatness). Let (𝑀, 𝑔
𝑎𝑏
) be a four-

dimensional Lorentzian spacetime. We assume there to

3 An example of a manifold that does not have such a field, and thus does not
admit a Lorentzian metric, is a two-dimensional sphere (this follows from
the “hairy ball theorem”).
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be an “unphysical spacetime” (�̃�, �̃�
𝑎𝑏
), a smooth embed-

ding 𝜓 : 𝑀 → �̃� with open range, and a smooth function
Ω : 𝜓(𝑀) → R such that Ω > 0 and

�̃�𝑎𝑏 |𝜓 (𝑀 ) = Ω2𝜓∗𝑔𝑎𝑏 , (2.2)

where 𝜓∗ denotes the push-forward. (𝑀, 𝑔
𝑎𝑏
) is said to be

asymptotically flat at future null infinity with conformal ex-
tension (�̃�, �̃�

𝑎𝑏
) and conformal factor Ω if the following

conditions are met.

i. 𝜓(𝑀) is the interior of a manifold with boundary ℐ
+,

the latter being a three-dimensional submanifold of �̃�
such that ℐ+ ∩ 𝐽− (𝜓(𝑀)) = ∅ (where the causal past is
meant in �̃�).

ii. (�̃�, �̃�
𝑎𝑏
) is strongly causal in a neighborhood of ℐ+.

iii. Ω can be smoothly extended to a function defined on
�̃� (the extension being denoted by Ω as well) such that
Ω|ℐ+ = 0 and dΩ |ℐ+ ≠ 0.

iv. Given 𝑛𝑎 = �̃�𝑎𝑏∇̃
𝑏
Ω, there is a smooth function

𝜔 : �̃� → R such that 𝜔 > 0, ∇̃𝑎

(
𝜔4𝑛𝑎

)
|ℐ+ = 0, and

with the integral lines of 𝜔−1𝑛𝑎 being complete.

v. The vacuum Einstein equations hold for (𝑀, 𝑔
𝑎𝑏
) on a

neighborhood of infinity, or at least asymptotically as
one approaches infinity (see Ref. [61] for details).

These conditions are meant to ensure the hypersurface ℐ
+

is similar to future null infinity in Minkowski spacetime. In
particular, it holds that it has the manifold structure R × S2 and
it is always possible to choose coordinates so that the induced
metric on ℐ

+ [as a submanifold of (�̃�, �̃�
𝑎𝑏
)] is

d�̃�2 = −0 d𝑢2 + 𝛾𝐴𝐵 d𝑥𝐴 d𝑥𝐵 , (2.3)

while

𝑛𝑎 = �̃�𝑎𝑏∇̃𝑏Ω|ℐ+ =

(
𝜕

𝜕𝑢

)𝑎
. (2.4)

It is important to mention that this is a possible choice of
coordinates, but the construction and definition of asymptotic
flatness are coordinate-independent. There is, however, an
unphysical dependence on the conformal parameter Ω. We
will typically refer to a spacetime which is “asymptotically
flat at future null infinity” merely as an “asymptotically flat
spacetime”, for simplicity.

For these spacetimes, the Carrollian structure at the boundary
is given by ℐ

+, by the induced metric on ℐ
+ as a submanifold

of (�̃�, �̃�
𝑎𝑏
), and by the vector 𝑛𝑎 = �̃�𝑎𝑏∇̃

𝑏
Ω, where Ω is the

conformal factor. The key observation in this case is that we
can still perform other conformal transformations: Ω is not
uniquely determined. If (𝑀, 𝑔

𝑎𝑏
) is asymptotically flat with

conformal extension (�̃�, �̃�
𝑎𝑏
) and conformal parameter Ω,

then the conformal parameter 𝜔Ω with smooth 𝜔 > 0 on �̃�
would also be a valid option. This ambiguity is not capable
of changing the differential structure of ℐ+ (which is always

diffeomorphic to R × S2), but it can alter the induced metric
ℎ
𝑎𝑏

and the vector 𝑛𝑎 according to

ℎ𝑎𝑏 → 𝜔2ℎ𝑎𝑏, (2.5a)

and

𝑛𝑎 → 𝜔−1𝑛𝑎 . (2.5b)

Hence, we must establish an equivalence relation

(ℐ+, ℎ𝑎𝑏, 𝑛
𝑎) ∼ (ℐ+, 𝜔2ℎ𝑎𝑏, 𝜔

−1𝑛𝑎). (2.6)

Any transformation between Carrollian structures that preserves
this equivalence relation will need to be considered a symmetry
for null infinity.

Since we can always choose coordinates so that Eqs. (2.3)
and (2.4) hold, we can establish the symmetries of null infinity
by studying the transformations of the form(

R × S2, 𝛾𝐴𝐵 ,
𝜕

𝜕𝑢

)
→

(
R × S2, 𝜔2𝛾𝐴𝐵 ,

1
𝜔

𝜕

𝜕𝑢

)
. (2.7)

We will explore this in Sec. II C.

B. Expanding Universes with Cosmological Horizons

Next we discuss the case of expanding universes with cos-
mological horizons. As discussed in the introduction, this
notion was introduced by DMP [7–9] to characterize a class
of spacetimes that asymptotically resembles the cosmological
patch of de Sitter spacetime. With this paradigmatic example
in mind, we may pursue a general definition of “expanding
universe with cosmological horizon”.

Definition 3 (Expanding Universe with Cosmological Hori-
zon). We consider a four-dimensional Lorentzian spacetime
(𝑀, 𝑔

𝑎𝑏
) where 𝑀 has the differential structure 𝑀 = R× Σ. Σ

is to be interpreted as diffeomorphic to the spatial sections of
𝑀 . We assume there to be an unphysical spacetime (�̃�, �̃�

𝑎𝑏
),

a smooth isometric embedding 𝜓 : 𝑀 → �̃� with open range, a
function4 Ω : 𝑀 → R with Ω > 0, a future-directed timelike
vector field 𝑋𝑎 in 𝑀, and a positive constant 𝐻 > 0. We will
say (𝑀, 𝑔

𝑎𝑏
,Ω, 𝑋𝑎, 𝐻) is an expanding universe with geodesi-

cally complete cosmological particle horizon with extension
(�̃�, �̃�

𝑎𝑏
) if the following conditions are met.

i. 𝜓(𝑀) is the interior of a manifold with boundary ℋ
− ,

the latter being a three-dimensional submanifold of �̃�
such that ℋ− ∩ 𝐽+ (𝜓(𝑀)) = ∅.

ii. The function Ω can be extended to a smooth function on
�̃� (denoted by the same symbol) such that Ω|ℋ− = 0
and dΩ |ℋ− ≠ 0.

4 This function is analogous to the scale factor in FLRW cosmologies.
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iii. The vector field 𝑋𝑎 is a conformal Killing vector field
for 𝑔

𝑎𝑏
in a neighborhood of ℋ− with

£𝑋 �̃�𝑎𝑏 = −2𝑋𝑐∇̃𝑐 (logΩ)�̃�𝑎𝑏 . (2.8)

Furthermore, 𝑋𝑐∇̃𝑐 (logΩ) tends to zero as one ap-
proaches ℋ− without 𝑋𝑎 tending identically to zero.

iv. ℋ− is diffeomorphic toR×S2 and the metric �̃�
𝑎𝑏

admits
the almost-Bondi form

d𝑠2 |ℋ− = 𝐻−2 [−2 dΩ d𝑣 + 𝛾𝐴𝐵 d𝑥𝐴 d𝑥𝐵
]

(2.9)

where 𝑣 is an affine parameter along the geodesics span-
ningℋ− . In particular, the geodesics 𝑣 ↦→ (𝑣, 𝑥𝐴) ∈ ℋ

−

are complete.

We say ℋ
− is the (cosmological) particle horizon of (𝑀, 𝑔

𝑎𝑏
),

while the integral parameter of 𝑋𝑎 is the conformal (cosmolog-
ical) time.

This definition mimics the definition of asymptotically flat
spacetimes by defining a distinguished null hypersurface (in this
case, the particle horizon) by considering an extension of the
spacetime. Notice, however, that a key distinction between this
definition and the definition of asymptotically flat spacetimes
is that we are now considering an isometric extension, not a
conformal extension. This distinction will later change the
symmetry group of the distinguished null hypersurface, i.e.,
it is the origin of the difference between the BMS and DMP
groups. We notice that, at the particle horizon,

�̃�𝑎𝑏∇̃𝑏Ω|ℋ− = −𝐻2
(
𝜕

𝜕𝑣

)𝑎
. (2.10)

Furthermore, the induced metric at the particle horizon can be
seen to be

d�̃�2 = −0 d𝑣2 + 𝐻−2𝛾𝐴𝐵 d𝑥𝐴 d𝑥𝐵 . (2.11)

It can also be proven that the unique smooth extension of 𝑋𝑎

to ℋ
− has the form [7]

𝑋𝑎 |ℋ− = 𝑓 (𝑥𝐴)
(
𝜕

𝜕𝑣

)𝑎
(2.12)

for some function 𝑓 ∈ C∞ (S2) vanishing at most in a set with
an empty interior.

When dealing with expanding universes with cosmological
horizons, the extended spacetime (�̃�, �̃�

𝑎𝑏
) enforces a Carrol-

lian structure on the cosmological horizon ℋ
− , but it still

includes an ambiguity. The differentiable manifold is ℋ
−

(which is always diffeomorphic to R × S2 by construction), the
metric is the induced metric on ℋ

− as a submanifold of �̃�,
while the vector 𝑛𝑎 is given by ∇̃𝑎Ω.

The ambiguity lies again in the function Ω, which could be
replaced by 𝜔Ω for a smooth function 𝜔 > 0 defined on �̃�.
Such a transformation now preserves the induced metric, but
still modifies 𝑛𝑎 according to

𝑛𝑎 → 𝜔𝑛𝑎 . (2.13)

We note, however, that imposing condition (2.8) to 𝜔Ω will
yield that 𝑛𝑎∇̃𝑎𝜔 = 0 on ℋ

− [18].
Hence, this time the equivalence relation is

(ℋ− , ℎ𝑎𝑏, 𝑛
𝑎) ∼ (ℋ− , ℎ𝑎𝑏, 𝜔𝑛

𝑎), (2.14)

where𝜔 is a smooth function onS2. Transformations preserving
the equivalence classes of this equivalence relation are to be
understood as symmetries of the cosmological horizon.

By picking (2.10) and (2.11) as a canonical choice, we see
that the symmetries of the cosmological horizon should be the
transformations of the form(
R × S2,

𝛾
𝐴𝐵

𝐻2 ,−𝐻
2 𝜕

𝜕𝑣

)
→

(
R × S2,

𝛾
𝐴𝐵

𝐻2 ,−𝜔𝐻
2 𝜕

𝜕𝑣

)
.

(2.15)

C. BMS and DMP as Conformal Carroll Groups

We are now ready to discuss the BMS and DMP groups as
conformal Carroll groups. The basic approach is to study the
transformations that preserve the equivalence relations (2.6)
and (2.14). This can be done at either the level of groups
(by considering the global transformations) or at the level of
Lie algebras (by working with the vector fields generating
these transformations). We will choose the latter option. In
Ref. [18], and references therein, the global approach in both
the asymptotically flat and cosmological scenarios is discussed.

1. Asymptotically Flat Spacetimes

The symmetries of null infinity should be of the form given
in Eq. (2.7). Since they preserve the differential structure,
we take them to be locally generated by vector fields. When
globally defined, they correspond to diffeomorphisms5.

The equivalence relation on Eq. (2.7) requires the vector
fields generating the transformation (let us denote them by 𝜉𝑎)
to satisfy the conditions

£𝜉𝛾𝑎𝑏 = 𝜆𝛾𝑎𝑏 (2.16a)

and

£𝜉𝑛
𝑎 = −𝜆

2
𝑛𝑎, (2.16b)

where 𝛾
𝑎𝑏

is the round metric on the sphere understood as a
tensor on the ambient spacetime and 𝑛𝑎 = ( 𝜕/𝜕𝑢 )𝑎.

These conditions establish differential equations for 𝜉𝑎. To
solve them, let us note that Lie derivatives can be evaluated with
any choice of covariant derivative [61]. It will be convenient for

5 It is important to notice that not all of the transformations we may consider
are globally defined. For example, Virasoro-like superrotations are not, and
thus they do not exponentiate to genuine diffeomorphisms. In this sense,
Eq. (2.7) can be violated at isolated points.
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us to pick the one induced by the sphere: all Christoffel symbols
with an 𝑢 index are taken to vanish, while the remaining ones
are taken to be the same as the Levi-Civita connection on the
two-sphere. With such a connection, it will be useful to write
𝜉𝑎 as

𝜉𝑎 = 𝐹𝑛𝑎 + 𝑌 𝑎, (2.17)

where 𝑌 𝑎 is a vector on the sphere and 𝐹 is a function on ℐ
+.

Using this covariant derivative together with Eq. (2.17), we
find that Eqs. (2.16a) and (2.16b) yield

𝐷𝑎𝑌𝑏 + 𝐷𝑏𝑌𝑎 = 𝐷𝑐𝑌
𝑐𝛾𝑎𝑏 (2.18a)

and

𝐹 (𝑢, 𝑥𝐴) = 𝐷𝑐𝑌
𝑐

2
𝑢 + 𝑓 (𝑥𝐴). (2.18b)

Hence, 𝑌 𝑎 is a conformal Killing vector field on the sphere,
while 𝑓 ∈ C∞ (S2)6.

At this point, one may compute the commutators of all
Killing vector fields of this form and find that they establish
a Lie algebra, as expected. There is one important caveat:
which vector fields 𝑌 𝑎 are admissible. If one restricts attention
to globally defined vector fields, then they span the Lorentz
algebra 𝔰𝔬+ (3, 1). This is the Lie algebra for SO+ (3, 1), which
is the Lorentz group and the (global) conformal group on the
sphere. If this is the choice made for𝑌 𝑎, then the Killing vector
fields obtained give the Lie algebra

𝔟𝔪𝔰4 = 𝔰𝔬+ (3, 1) + Y, (2.19)

where Y is the algebra of supertranslations [the Lie algebra
of C∞ (S2)] and + denotes the semidirect sum of Lie algebras.
This is the Lie algebra of the BMS group (1.2).

A second possibility is to consider the vector fields 𝑌 𝑎

as elements of the local conformal algebra, as one does in
two-dimensional CFT [26, 29–33]. In this case, we get the
“extended BMS algebra” [27, 28]

𝔢𝔟𝔪𝔰4 = (W +W) + Y, (2.20)

where W is the Witt algebra and + denotes the direct sum of
Lie algebras. This time, Y is larger than the algebra of smooth
functions on the sphere, and instead corresponds to locally
defined objects. Namely, to meromorphic functions on the
Riemann sphere.

As mentioned in the introduction, the new transformations
obtained in going from 𝔰𝔬+ (3, 1) to W + W are known as
superrotations. They are a possible way toward a holographic
duality between quantum gravity in four-dimensional asymp-
totically flat spacetimes and two-dimensional CFTs, which
justifies their interest. They also enjoy an infrared triangle
[75–77], which gives them physical meaning.

6 We restrict attention to smooth functions because we are working with
smooth manifolds. At this point, we are considering globally defined
functions.

2. Expanding Universes with Cosmological Horizon

To obtain the DMP group, we proceed analogously. The key
difference is that we now consider transformations of the form
given by Eq. (2.15). This means the generating vector fields
𝜉𝑎 now satisfy

£𝜉𝛾𝑎𝑏 = 0 (2.21a)

and

£𝜉𝑛
𝑎 = 𝜆𝑛𝑎, (2.21b)

where 𝑛𝑎 = ( 𝜕/𝜕𝑣 )𝑎 and 𝜆 is a smooth function on S2. Notice
the constant 𝐻 does not play any relevant role regarding the
symmetry structure.

By performing a decomposition analogous to Eq. (2.17) and
once again using the connection 𝐷𝑎 induced by the sphere we
find

𝐷𝑎𝑌𝑏 + 𝐷𝑏𝑌𝑎 = 0 (2.22a)

and

𝐹 (𝑣, 𝑥𝐴) = 𝑔(𝑥𝐴)𝑣 + 𝑓 (𝑥𝐴), (2.22b)

with 𝑓 , 𝑔 ∈ C∞ (S2).
This time, there is no ambiguity with our choice of𝑌 𝑎 vector

fields, because there is no such thing as a “local isometry
algebra”. The 𝑌 𝑎 vector fields must span the isometry algebra
of the sphere, which is 𝔰𝔬(3). Hence, the algebra we obtain is
the DMP algebra

𝔡𝔪𝔭4 = 𝔰𝔬(3) + (Y + Y), (2.23)

with Y standing for the algebra of smooth functions on the
sphere. 𝔡𝔪𝔭4 can be exponentiated to the DMP group (1.3).

There is no obvious way to extend 𝔡𝔪𝔭4 to an algebra that
more closely resembles what is found in two-dimensional CFTs.
Such an extension by superrotations would be of interest to the
construction of a dS/CFT correspondence.

III. ASYMPTOTIC (CONFORMAL) KILLING HORIZONS

Many authors have considered how to generalize the BMS
group to other null surfaces, some of which we notice in the
following (in chronological order).

i. Koga [49] considered spherically symmetric Killing
horizons and obtained a subgroup of O(3) ⋉C∞ (R×S2)
which relates to the DMP group in a similar way to how
the Newman–Unti group [57] relates to the BMS group.

ii. Duval et al. [52–54] considered the notion of “conformal
Carroll groups”, which are generalizations of the notion
of conformal group of a pseudo-Riemannian manifold to
the case of a Carrollian manifold (this being a particular
notion of null manifold introduced by them).
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iii. Chandrasekaran et al. [56] studied null hypersurfaces
of the form R × Σ embedded in a Lorentzian spacetime
and argued the symmetry group should be Diff (Σ) ⋉
(C∞ (Σ) ⋉ C∞ (Σ)).

iv. Ciambelli et al. [55] reformulatd the work of Duval et
al. [52–54] in the language of fiber bundles.

v. Compère et al. [50, 51] considered a Lie algebroid that
extends the BMS group to de Sitter and anti-de Sitter
spacetimes in a manner that can recover the BMS group
in the Λ → 0 limit.

We do not find these constructions completely satisfactory.
We believe a good definition of the notion of asymptotic
symmetry groups should have the following properties:

i. The definition should be sufficiently general to discuss
null infinity in asymptotically flat spacetimes and cos-
mological horizons in expanding universes. These are
the two fiducial cases on which others should be based.

ii. In the case of asymptotically flat spacetimes, superro-
tations should come in the form of two copies of the
Witt algebra (or an extension of this). Not only does
the superrotation infrared triangle suggests these sym-
metries should be taken seriously, but they are also at
the foundation of two-dimensional CFT.

iii. In the case of expanding universes with cosmological
horizons, the DMP symmetries should be reproduced or
extended. This is motivated by their success in construct-
ing Hadamard states through holographic techniques.

In fact, we take one step further and add another condition to
these desiderata. While general relativity is the most attractive
theory of gravitation so far, it is certainly incomplete. Clas-
sical general relativity and quantum mechanics have serious
compatibility issues and, thus, they ought to be modified even
in the most conservative scenario. With this in mind, we add
the following requirement.

iv. Symmetries of spacetime should depend as least as
possible on the specific theory describing the spacetime.

This is also inspired by the geometrical notion of (conformal)
Killing vector fields not depending on the underlying theory of
gravity7.

This last requirement is particularly strong. The standard
perspective on asymptotic symmetries is that one should con-
sider a physical theory (say, general relativity), impose suitable
falloff conditions on the fields, and then study the resulting
symmetries. These falloff conditions should be strong enough

7 One could argue that defining symmetries with Killing vector fields assumes
spacetime to be described by a Lorentzian manifold, as opposed to a more
general geometric space. We do not challenge this point of view, but will
not focus on it in this work. In an attempt to work with a general class
of theories, but still keep the calculations manageable, we consider metric
theories of gravity.

to allow interesting quantities (such as conserved charges) to
be defined, but loose enough to allow the consideration of
physically interesting cases. For example, a typical derivation
of the BMS group in this approach would take the following
steps.

i. Write the most general metric in Bondi gauge [78] in an
1/𝑟 expansion, assuming the leading contribution to the
metric to be of Minkowski form.

ii. Impose the Einstein equations to relate the different
metric coefficients (see, e.g., Ref. [27]).

iii. Compute which vector fields 𝜉𝑎 preserve the falloff
conditions previously found, i.e., which vector fields are
such that 𝑔

𝑎𝑏
+ £𝜉𝑔𝑎𝑏 has the same form as the original

metric 𝑔
𝑎𝑏

found in the previous item.

iv. Find the commutators between the vector fields obtained
in the previous item to establish what is the Lie algebra
of the asymptotic symmetry group.

We are overlooking many subtleties in this derivation. For
instance, one may choose whether to consider only vector fields
that are globally defined, or allow more general meromorphic
vector fields8.

Notably, the construction above makes use of the Einstein
equations to establish the falloffs of interest. This is justified
from a field theoretic perspective, since one is studying the
symmetries of a particular field theory. In a different language,
the symmetries are a property of a (pre)symplectic form on
some phase space, and are thus intrinsically linked to a choice
of theory—a perspective particularly explored in Refs. [80–82],
for instance. Nevertheless, spacetime symmetries can also be
viewed as a geometrical feature. In this sense, they should not
depend on the underlying theory of gravity. For example, the
isometries of Minkowski spacetime do not depend on gravity
being described by general relativity or a modification thereof.
Hence, it is interesting to define asymptotic symmetries by
following an approach that depends as least as possible on the
underlying theory of gravity.

In order to do so, let us first note that the notion of symmetry
for a cosmological horizon and for null infinity are different
because they were defined in different ways. One of them admits
a conformal freedom, which yields the opportunity to introduce
both Lorentz transformations (as opposed to only rotations) and
superrotations. The other, admits only an isometry freedom,
which restricts the result to the DMP group. While it is possible
to extend some DMP transformations to consider their local
versions (for instance, by replacing smooth functions on the
sphere with meromorphic functions on the Riemann sphere),
the isometries do not admit a local version.

To extend this notion to other sorts of null surfaces, we will
adapt the main properties of null infinity and cosmological

8 Superrotations in the original sense of Barnich and Troessaert [27, 28]
require meromorphic vector fields, which are similar to the generators of the
Virasoro algebra in CFT. Other authors, such as Campiglia and Laddha [79],
prefer to consider globally defined vector fields.
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horizons while still preserving one key aspect: they are not
arbitrary null surfaces, but rather “asymptotic (conformal)
Killing horizons”. In more detail, these null surfaces have the
distinguished property of being generated by a null vector field
satisfying the Killing equation at the surface, although it may
not be a Killing vector field elsewhere.

With this in mind, we propose the following definition9.

Definition 4 (Asymptotic Conformal Killing Horizon). Let
(𝑀, 𝑔

𝑎𝑏
) be a 𝑑-dimensional Lorentzian spacetime. Suppose

there is a manifold �̃� and an embedding 𝜓 : 𝑀 → �̃�. We
say a null surface 𝒩 contained in the closure of 𝑀 in �̃� is an
asymptotic conformal Killing horizon (or ACKH) for (𝑀, 𝑔

𝑎𝑏
)

if there is a vector field 𝑋𝑎 (which we will call asymptotic
conformal Killing vector field) with the following properties.

i. 𝑋𝑎 can be extended to 𝒩 with complete integral lines
thereon.

ii. 𝑋𝑎𝑋𝑎 can be extended to 𝒩 and vanishes thereon.

iii. There is a function Ω ∈ C∞ (𝑀) satisfying

£𝑋 (Ω2) = − 2
𝑑
Ω2∇𝑎𝑋

𝑎 (3.2)

and such that £𝑋 (Ω2𝑔
𝑎𝑏
) can be extended to𝒩 vanishing

thereon.

Note that

£𝑋 (Ω2𝑔𝑎𝑏) = Ω2£𝑋 (𝑔𝑎𝑏) + £𝑋 (Ω2)𝑔𝑎𝑏 . (3.3)

This observation motivates the last requirement on the defi-
nition of an asymptotic conformal Killing horizon. Namely,
£𝑋 (Ω2𝑔

𝑎𝑏
) = 0 implies the conformal Killing equation for 𝑋𝑎

and the metric 𝑔
𝑎𝑏

.
By construction, it holds that ℐ

+ is an ACKH. To see
this, let us first note a convenient characterization of BMS
transformations given by Wald [61]. One has that the one-
parameter generators of the BMS group are characterized by
vector fields 𝜉𝑎 with the following properties.

i. 𝜉𝑎 can be smoothly extended to future null infinity.

ii. Ω2£𝜉𝑔𝑎𝑏 can be smoothly extended to future null infinity
and vanishes thereon.

iii. Two vector fields 𝜉𝑎1 , 𝜉
𝑎
2 are associated to the same gen-

erator of BMS4 if, and only if, their extensions to ℐ
+

coincide.

9 In the Bondi gauge, we can write the metric near null infinity as

Ω2 d𝑠2 = −Ω2 d𝑢2 − 2 d𝑢 dΩ + 𝛾𝐴𝐵 d𝑥𝐴 d𝑥𝐵 + · · · , (3.1)

where the dots denote terms subleading in Ω. In this coordinate system, one
possible BMS transformation is 𝜉𝑎 =

(
𝜕
𝜕𝑢

)𝑎
+ O(Ω) , corresponding to

a time translation. Equation (3.1) tells us 𝜉𝑎 is causal on a neighborhood
of ℐ+, but is only null at ℐ+. In this sense, ℐ+ is a horizon for 𝜉𝑎 . This
motivates our nomenclature in what follows.

Above, Ω is (as usual) the conformal factor, which must be
chosen so that ∇̃𝑎∇̃𝑏

Ω = 0 at ℐ+—a condition which is always
possible [61]. This condition ensures Ω−1�̃�𝑎𝑏∇̃𝑎Ω∇̃

𝑏
Ω = 0 at

ℐ
+ which, in turn, can be shown to imply £𝜉 (Ω2)𝑔

𝑎𝑏
= 0 for

𝜉𝑎 = ∇̃𝑎Ω [61].
Notice, however, that the conformal factor in an ACKH does

not play a central role. Instead, the main role is played by the
vector field 𝑋𝑎, which bears physical meaning because it is
associated with an asymptotic symmetry.

Similar results can be established for the DMP group.
Namely, by definition, the cosmological horizon is defined
as a conformal Killing horizon which is asymptotically Killing.
Inspired by this behavior, we define an asymptotic Killing
horizon.

Definition 5 (Asymptotic Killing Horizon). Let (𝑀, 𝑔
𝑎𝑏
) be

a Lorentzian spacetime. Consider an isometric extension
(�̃�, 𝑔

𝑎𝑏
) of (𝑀, 𝑔

𝑎𝑏
). We say a null surface 𝒩 contained in

the closure of 𝑀 in �̃� is an asymptotic Killing horizon (or
AKH) for (𝑀, 𝑔

𝑎𝑏
) if there is a vector field 𝑋𝑎 (which we

will call asymptotic Killing vector field) with the following
properties.

i. 𝑋𝑎 can be extended to 𝒩 with complete integral lines
thereon.

ii. 𝑋𝑎𝑋𝑎 can be extended to 𝒩 and vanishes thereon.

iii. £𝑋𝑔𝑎𝑏 can be extended to 𝒩 and vanishes thereon.

Definitions 4 and 5 generalize the original notion of Killing
horizon [83, 84] by considering vector fields that only satisfy
the (conformal) Killing equation asymptotically. Definition
5 is a more technical version of the one employed by Koga
[49], while Def. 4 concerns a different scenario in which the
horizon may be located an infinite distance away, or is related
to a confomorphism as opposed to an isometry. Notice the
notion of conformal Killing horizon has been considered before,
especially when considering the behavior of some dynamical
black hole horizons [85–87].

IV. ASYMPTOTIC (CONFORMAL) KILLING HORIZON
GROUP

We may now consider the symmetry groups on top of each
of these structures.

A. Asymptotic Killing Horizons

First we let (𝑀, 𝑔
𝑎𝑏
) be a spacetime with an asymptotic

Killing horizon 𝒩, the vector field associated to it being 𝑋𝑎.
The ambient spacetime naturally induces a metric ℎ

𝑎𝑏
on 𝒩,

and thus we have a pair (𝒩, ℎ
𝑎𝑏
). We still need a normal null

vector.
In principle, we may feel tempted to work with the asymp-

totic Killing vector field 𝑋𝑎. Notice, however, that our current
structure (𝒩, ℎ

𝑎𝑏
) only remembers the metric structure of
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spacetime along spacelike directions, not along the null di-
rections. Using 𝑋𝑎 would give information about the Killing
behavior, but the resulting Carrollian manifold would have
no knowledge of what are the geodesics of the spacetime, for
example. In order to preserve the geodesic generators of the
horizon, we define the vector field 𝑛𝑎 given by

𝑛𝑎 = 𝜎𝑋𝑎, (4.1)

with 𝜎 satisfying

£𝑋𝜎 = 𝜅, (4.2)

where 𝜅 is the inaffinity for 𝑋𝑎: 𝑋𝑏∇
𝑏
𝑋𝑎 = 𝜅𝑋𝑎. It follows

that

𝑛𝑎∇𝑎𝑛
𝑏 = 0. (4.3)

The integral lines of 𝑛𝑎 are then not only geodesics in the
ambient spacetime but affinely parameterized geodesics. In
this sense, 𝑛𝑎 is chosen in a manner that is compatible with the
ambient metric of the spacetime.

We have thus constructed a triple (𝒩, ℎ
𝑎𝑏
, 𝑛𝑎), which is

a Carrollian structure associated with the asymptotic Killing
horizon. We will assume, from now on, that 𝒩 has no compact
vertical directions. While (𝒩, ℎ

𝑎𝑏
) is fixed (the induced metric

is unambiguous, and so is the manifold 𝒩), 𝑛𝑎 is defined up
to a “gauge redundancy”. Equation (4.2) admits a gauge-like
freedom in the initial conditions, which can depend on spacelike
variables. We thus get the equivalence relation

(𝒩, ℎ𝑎𝑏, 𝑛
𝑎) ∼ (𝒩, ℎ𝑎𝑏, 𝜎𝑛

𝑎), (4.4)

where £𝑣𝜎 = 0 for any vertical vector 𝑣𝑎.
In a local description, this equivalence relation is translated

into the Killing-like equations

£𝜉 ℎ𝑎𝑏 = 0, (4.5a)
£𝜉𝑛

𝑎 = 𝜆𝑛𝑎, (4.5b)

where 𝜆 ∈ C∞ (Σ) (with Σ the space of integral lines of 𝑛𝑎,
i.e., the transverse space of 𝒩). The general vector field 𝜉𝑎
satisfying these equations is given by

𝜉𝑎 = 𝑌 𝑎 + (𝑔(𝑥𝐴)𝑢 + 𝑓 (𝑥𝐴))𝑛𝑎, (4.6)

where 𝑛𝑎∇𝑎𝑢 = 1, {𝑥𝐴} are coordinates for Σ, and 𝑌 𝑎 is a
Killing vector field for (Σ, ℎ

𝑎𝑏
).

It is important to notice that the Riemannian manifold
(Σ, ℎ

𝑎𝑏
) is well-defined up to isometries. Consider two arbi-

trary smooth functions 𝑠, 𝑠′ : Σ → 𝒩 such that, for each 𝑥 ∈ Σ,
𝑠(𝑥) and 𝑠′ (𝑥) are points in the generator 𝑥 of 𝒩. Then the
surfaces (𝑠(Σ), ℎ

𝑎𝑏
) and (𝑠′ (Σ), ℎ

𝑎𝑏
) must be isometric. This

follows from the Killing equation on the hypersurface 𝒩. On
the spacetime 𝑀 , we have

£𝜁 𝑋𝑔𝑎𝑏 = ∇(𝑎𝜁𝑋𝑏) + 𝜁∇(𝑎𝑋𝑏) . (4.7)

Once this is pulled back to 𝒩, we find £𝜁 𝑋ℎ𝑎𝑏 = 0 for any
function 𝜁 , because the pull back of 𝑋𝑎 vanishes on 𝒩 (as it is

given by ℎ𝑎𝑏𝑋𝑏) and ∇(𝑎𝑋𝑏) = £𝑋𝑔𝑎𝑏 vanishes on 𝒩 due to
the (asymptotic) Killing equation. Hence, the flow along the
integral lines of any vertical vector field is isometric. It follows
that all surfaces (𝑠(Σ), ℎ

𝑎𝑏
) are isometric, irrespective of the

particular choice of 𝑠. In particular, the statement that “𝑌 𝑎 is a
Killing vector field for (Σ, ℎ

𝑎𝑏
)” is well-defined.

With this in mind, we see the group of asymptotic symmetries
at the horizon is

𝐺AKH = Isom(Σ) ⋉ (C∞ (Σ) ⋉ C∞ (Σ)), (4.8)

where Isom(Σ) is the isometry group of (Σ, ℎ
𝑎𝑏
). This general-

izes the DMP group for other possible choices of cross-sections.
As an example, one may consider the Rindler horizon in
Minkowski spacetime, in which case Σ = R2.

This result should be contrasted to the group obtained by
Koga [49], which resembles O(3) ⋉ C∞ (R × S2). Koga con-
sidered spherically symmetric Killing horizons, which means
we should take Σ = S2 on Eq. (4.8). The difference between
Isom(S2) = SO(3) [as in Eq. (4.8)] or O(3) (as given by Koga
[49]) merely reflects our choice of neglecting the discrete parity
transformations. The difference between Koga’s C∞ (R × S2)
factor and the C∞ (S2) ⋉ C∞ (S2) factor on Eq. (4.8) is due to
our choice of preserving the vertical direction in the sense of
imposing £𝜉𝑛

𝑎 = 𝜆𝑛𝑎. Koga does not make this imposition,
and as a consequence Eq. (4.6) becomes

𝜉𝑎 = 𝑌 𝑎 + 𝐹 (𝑢, 𝑥𝐴)𝑛𝑎, (4.9)

with 𝐹 ∈ C∞ (R × S2) 10. This choice resembles the Newman–
Unti group [57], while our approach reproduces the results by
DMP [7–9]. Since the “cosmological de Sitter group” has the
structure given on Eq. (1.4), we believe this choice to be more
natural.

B. Asymptotic Conformal Killing Horizons

Suppose now that the spacetime (𝑀, 𝑔
𝑎𝑏
) has an asymptotic

conformal Killing horizon 𝒩 with vector field 𝑋𝑎. There
is an (ambiguous) choice of conformal factor Ω such that,
for (�̃�,Ω2𝑔

𝑎𝑏
), 𝒩 is an asymptotic Killing horizon. By

proceeding as in the last case, we get a Carrollian structure.
Namely, the Carrollian structure is (𝒩, ℎ̃

𝑎𝑏
, �̃�𝑎), where ℎ̃

𝑎𝑏

is the metric induced by Ω2𝑔
𝑎𝑏

on 𝒩 and �̃�𝑎 is a geodesic
generator obtained from the asymptotic conformal Killing
vector field 𝑋𝑎 by considering the metric Ω2𝑔

𝑎𝑏
. Notice, in

particular, that

�̃�𝑎∇̃𝑎 �̃�
𝑏 = 0, (4.10)

where the covariant derivative with a tilde refers to the metric
Ω2𝑔

𝑎𝑏
, not to the original metric 𝑔

𝑎𝑏
.

10 More precisely, Koga considers 𝐹 ∈ C∞ (R× S2 ) such that 𝑢 ↦→ 𝐹 (𝑢, 𝑥𝐴)
is a diffeomorphism with strictly positive derivative.
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Any other choice of conformal factor Ω with £𝑋Ω = 0 would
yield equally acceptable results. For this reason, we get the
equivalence relation

(𝒩, ℎ̃𝑎𝑏, �̃�
𝑎) ∼ (𝒩, 𝜔2 ℎ̃𝑎𝑏, 𝜎�̃�

𝑎) (4.11)

for 𝜔, 𝜎 ∈ C∞ (Σ). As before, Σ is the cross section of
𝒩. Notice there is a key difference between Eq. (4.11) and
the analogous expression for asymptotically flat spacetimes,
Eq. (2.6). Namely, when working with asymptotically flat
spacetimes it is common to impose 𝜎 = 𝜔−1 (equivalently,
to pick �̃�𝑎 = �̃�𝑎𝑏∇̃

𝑏
Ω). We see no clear reason to make

this imposition, and hence allow 𝜔 and 𝜎 to be determined
independently11.

At the level of vector fields, we get the equations

£𝜉 ℎ̃𝑎𝑏 = 𝜇ℎ̃𝑎𝑏, (4.12a)
£𝜉 �̃�

𝑎 = 𝜆�̃�𝑎, (4.12b)

from which we get the vector field

𝜉𝑎 = 𝑌 𝑎 + (𝑔(𝑥𝐴)𝑢 + 𝑓 (𝑥𝐴))𝑛𝑎, (4.13)

where 𝑌 𝑎 is now a conformal Killing vector field for Σ.
Using the same argument we used in the isometric case, we

find the the different slices (Σ, ℎ̃
𝑎𝑏
) are confomorphic. The

associated symmetry group is

𝐺ACKH = Conf (Σ) ⋉ (C∞ (Σ) ⋉ C∞ (Σ)), (4.14)

where Conf (Σ) is the conformal group of (Σ, ℎ
𝑎𝑏
). This

generalizes the BMS group and includes new transformations
in the form of superdilations (the first C∞ (S2) factor in𝐺ACKH).

C. Non-Triviality of the Notion of Asymptotic (Conformal)
Killing Horizon

Our definition of asymptotic (conformal) Killing horizons
is meant to be as general as possible. It is thus important to
verify it is not trivial. In other words, are all null hypersurfaces
A(C)KHs (thus rendering the notion of A(C)KH superfluous),
or does the definition actually restrict the class of hypersurfaces
we are studying?

Not all null hypersurfaces are AKHs. Indeed, consider a
null hypersurface (𝒩, ℎ

𝑎𝑏
, 𝑛𝑎) embedded in the Lorentzian

spacetime (𝑀, 𝑔
𝑎𝑏
). Consider the extrinsic curvature

𝐾𝑎𝑏 = −1
2

£𝑛ℎ𝑎𝑏 = −ℎ𝑐𝑎ℎ𝑑𝑏∇(𝑐𝑛𝑑) . (4.15)

If we are working with an asymptotic Killing horizon, we know
𝑛𝑎 = 𝜎𝑋𝑎 for some asymptotic Killing vector field 𝑋𝑎. Hence,

𝐾𝑎𝑏 = −ℎ𝑐𝑎ℎ𝑑𝑏𝑋(𝑐∇𝑑)𝜎 = 0. (4.16)

11 Notice that other authors, such as Ciambelli et al. [55], preferred to impose
a relation between the conformal freedom on the metric and on the normal
vector to preserve Weyl invariance.

Geometrically, this is to be interpreted as the cross sections Σ
being isometric when transported along the flow of the vector
𝑛𝑎.

For an ACKH, the same argument shows the extrinsic cur-
vature is proportional to the metric on the null hypersurface.
This means the geodesics spanning the null hypersurface are
shearless when considered in the ambient spacetime, although
they are allowed to expand. The cross sections Σ are thus
conformally related when transported along a vertical field, as
previously claimed. Ciambelli et al. [55] impose a shearless
condition in their derivation of the BMS group when formu-
lating Carrollian structures in the language of fiber bundles.
In their analysis, this assumption enters at a technical level to
allow the solution of a system of differential equations. Notice
our construction naturally interprets this condition in terms of
the existence of an asymptotic (conformal) Killing vector field.

V. SUPERDILATIONS

Perhaps the most striking result of our analysis is the occur-
rence of superdilations in the symmetry group for asymptotic
conformal Killing horizons. Thus, we discuss this result and
its consequences in more detail now.

A. Where do they come from?

The origin of superdilations in 𝐺ACKH is the conformal
freedom in 𝑛𝑎 as present in Eqs. (4.11) and (4.12). This
freedom naturally occurs in expanding universes with cosmo-
logical horizons, but is prohibited in the traditional analysis of
asymptotically flat spacetimes because 𝑛𝑎 is taken to be ∇̃𝑎Ω.
This constrains the conformal freedom in 𝑛𝑎 and forces it to be
dictated by the conformal transformations of the metric. Since
Ω is an unphysical parameter from the start, it is unclear why
it should be used to dictate the normal vector 𝑛𝑎 when other
options are available—for instance, our approach in which the
normal vector is any geodesic generator normal to the surface.

These sorts of transformations were hinted at before, but—to
our knowledge—never seriously considered to have a similar
status to the BMS transformations. Let us briefly discuss some
of these occurrences and how our proposal differs from them.

The first occurrence of transformations resembling superdi-
lations would be in the Newman–Unti group [57], which allows
transformations with a more general form for the expression
(4.13). One would have

𝜉𝑎 = 𝑌 𝑎 + 𝐹 (𝑢, 𝑥𝐴)𝑛𝑎, (5.1)

where for each fixed 𝑥𝐴 the function 𝑢 ↦→ 𝐹 (𝑢, 𝑥𝐴) is a diffeo-
morphism with strictly positive derivative. Our construction
restricts 𝐹 to have the form

𝐹 (𝑢, 𝑥𝐴) = 𝑔(𝑥𝐴)𝑢 + 𝑓 (𝑥𝐴), (5.2)

which naturally arises when enforcing the appropriate scaling
behavior of the null vector 𝑛𝑎. Notice, thus, that equipping a
null manifold with a null vector is an important restriction.
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In their seminal papers introducing the concept of super-
rotations, Barnich and Troessaert [27, 28] also described the
Newman–Unti transformations. Their construction worked in
a generalized form of Bondi gauge and ultimately discarded
all Newman–Unti transformations lying outside of the BMS
group through the use of a modified Lie bracket.

In more detail, they considered a metric with the form

d𝑠2 = −(2𝑟 ¤𝜑 + 𝑒−2𝜑 − 𝑒−2𝜑𝐷𝐴𝐷
𝐴𝜑) d𝑢2

− 2 d𝑢 d𝑟 + 𝑟2𝑒2𝜑𝛾𝐴𝐵 d𝑥𝐴 d𝑥𝐵 + · · · , (5.3)

where the trailing dots stand for subleading terms to ensure
asymptotic flatness in a suitable sense and ¤𝜑 is the derivative
of 𝜑 with respect to 𝑢. 𝐷

𝐴
is the Levi-Civita connection on the

round sphere. It will be convenient to define �̄�
𝐴𝐵

= 𝑒2𝜑𝛾
𝐴𝐵

and denote its Levi-Civita connection by �̄�
𝐴
.

By analyzing transformations in which the Ansatz (5.3)
is preserved up to conformal rescalings of 𝜑 by a function
𝜔(𝑢, 𝑥𝐴), Barnich and Troessaert find that the (bulk) vector
fields generating them are given by

𝜉𝑎 = 𝑓

(
𝜕

𝜕𝑢

)𝑎
+

[
𝑌 𝐴 −

�̄�𝐴𝐵�̄�
𝐵
𝑓

𝑟

] (
𝜕

𝜕𝑥𝐴

)𝑎
+

[
−𝑟

(
𝑓 ¤𝜑 + 1

2
𝜓 − 𝜔

)
+ 1

2
�̄�𝐴�̄�𝐴 𝑓

] (
𝜕

𝜕𝑟

)𝑎
, (5.4a)

where

𝜓(𝑥𝐴) = �̄�𝐴𝑌
𝐴, (5.4b)

𝑓 (𝑢, 𝑥𝐴) = 𝑒𝜑𝑇 + 1
2
𝑒𝜑

∫ 𝑢

0
𝑒−𝜑𝜓 d𝑢′ − 𝑒𝜑

∫ 𝑢

0
𝑒−𝜑𝜔 d𝑢′ ,

(5.4c)

𝑇 ∈ C∞ (S2), 𝑌 𝐴 is a conformal Killing vector field on the
sphere, and 𝜔 ∈ C∞ (R × S2). Approaching null infinity, these
vector fields asymptote to

𝜉𝑎 |ℐ+ = 𝑓

(
𝜕

𝜕𝑢

)𝑎
+ 𝑌 𝐴

(
𝜕

𝜕𝑥𝐴

)𝑎
. (5.5)

Then, by considering the three vector fields

𝜉𝑎𝑇 = 𝑒𝜑𝑇

(
𝜕

𝜕𝑢

)𝑎
, (5.6)

𝜉𝑎𝑌 =
1
2
𝑒𝜑

∫ 𝑢

0
𝑒−𝜑 �̄�𝐴𝑌

𝐴 d𝑢′
(
𝜕

𝜕𝑢

)𝑎
+ 𝑌 𝐴

(
𝜕

𝜕𝑥𝐴

)𝑎
, (5.7)

𝜉𝑎𝜔 = −𝑒𝜑
∫ 𝑢

0
𝑒−𝜑𝜔 d𝑢′

(
𝜕

𝜕𝑢

)𝑎
. (5.8)

they found that 𝜉𝑎
𝑇

and 𝜉𝑎
𝑌

yield the BMS algebra. One can now
compute the commutators between these “old” vector fields,
𝜉𝑎
𝑇

and 𝜉𝑎
𝑌

, and the new vector fields 𝜉𝑎𝜔 . For our purposes, the

most relevant one is[
𝜉𝑌 , 𝜉𝜔

]𝑎
= −𝑌 𝐴𝜕𝐴𝜑𝑒

𝜑

∫ 𝑢

0
𝑒−𝜑𝜔 d𝑢′

(
𝜕

𝜕𝑢

)𝑎
+ 𝑒𝜑

∫ 𝑢

0
𝑌 𝐴𝜕𝐴𝜑𝑒

−𝜑𝜔 d𝑢′
(
𝜕

𝜕𝑢

)𝑎
− 𝑒𝜑

∫ 𝑢

0
𝑒−𝜑𝑌 𝐴𝜕𝐴𝜔 d𝑢′

(
𝜕

𝜕𝑢

)𝑎
. (5.9)

Notice the commutators depend on the background value of 𝜑,
and in this sense fail to be universal. Barnich and Troessaert
[27] addressed this by working with a modified Lie bracket,
which takes into consideration the fact that the change in
background due to a diffeomorphism also changes the vector
fields themselves.

In our proposal, there is a key difference. As one can tell
by comparing Eqs. (4.13), (5.4), and (5.5), we see the analysis
based on ACKHs restricts attention to the case in which ¤𝜑 = 0
(and, consequently, ¤𝜔 = 0 as well). Hence, Eq. (5.4) becomes

𝜉𝑎 = 𝑓

(
𝜕

𝜕𝑢

)𝑎
+

[
𝑌 𝐴 −

�̄�𝐴𝐵�̄�
𝐵
𝑓

𝑟

] (
𝜕

𝜕𝑥𝐴

)𝑎
+

[
−𝑟

(
1
2
�̄�𝐴𝑌

𝐴 − 𝜔
)
+ 1

2
�̄�𝐴�̄�𝐴 𝑓

] (
𝜕

𝜕𝑟

)𝑎
, (5.10a)

where 𝑇, 𝜔 ∈ C∞ (S2) and 𝑌 𝐴 is a conformal Killing vector
field on the sphere. This time we have the definition

𝑓 (𝑢, 𝑥𝐴) = 𝑒𝜑𝑇 + 𝑢
2
�̄�𝐴𝑌

𝐴 − 𝜔𝑢. (5.10b)

The vector field obtained at ℐ+ is then of the form (4.13).
Finally, the (previously problematic) commutator (5.9) is now
simply [

𝜉𝑌 , 𝜉𝜔
]𝑎

= 𝜉𝑎
𝑌 𝐴𝜕

𝐴
𝜔
, (5.11)

with no specific references to the background. There is no need
to modify the Lie bracket.

A third occurrence of superdilations in the literature is in
the work of Ciambelli et al. [55]. As mentioned in Sec. IV B,
Ciambelli et al. [55] chose to eliminate the freedom between
the two equations (4.12) by imposing a relation between 𝜇 and
𝜆 to preserve Weyl invariance. This removes the superdilations
and recovers the standard BMS group.

B. Why were they ignored?

BMS transformations are typically defined (in a conformal
extension formalism) by requiring that Ω2£𝜉𝑔𝑎𝑏 vanishes as
one approaches infinity, where Ω is the conformal factor. Our
definition of ACKH used the fact that

£𝜉 (Ω2𝑔𝑎𝑏) = Ω2£𝜉𝑔𝑎𝑏 + 𝑔𝑎𝑏£𝜉Ω
2 (5.12)

to provide a definition based on requiring that £𝜉 (Ω2𝑔
𝑎𝑏
)

vanishes at the horizon. The two definitions must coincide if
𝑔
𝑎𝑏

£𝜉Ω
2 vanishes at the horizon, but this need not be the case.
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In fact, superdilations violate this condition. Using the
construction employed by Barnich and Troessaert [27], we see
a generic superdilation of the form

𝜉𝑎 = −𝜔𝑢
(
𝜕

𝜕𝑢

)𝑎
+
𝑢�̄�𝐴𝐵�̄�

𝐵
𝜔

𝑟

(
𝜕

𝜕𝑥𝐴

)𝑎
+

[
𝜔𝑟 − 𝑢

2
�̄�𝐴�̄�𝐴𝜔

] ( 𝜕
𝜕𝑟

)𝑎
(5.13)

will act on, say, the Minkowski metric such that

lim
𝑟→+∞

1
𝑟2 £𝜉𝜂𝐴𝐵 = 2𝜔𝛾𝐴𝐵 , (5.14)

with the action on all other components vanishing. Using
Ω = 1/𝑟, we thus see Ω2£𝜉𝑔𝑎𝑏 does not vanish, but rather is
proportional to the induced metric. Hence, superdilations are
asymptotic confomorphisms, not asymptotic isometries.

While one may argue isometries should hold a higher stan-
dard than confomorphisms—which is certainly true for the
bulk—this seems artificial at the conformal boundary. Null
infinity is, by principle, constructed through conformal meth-
ods, and hence it seems natural to allow it to enjoy conformal
symmetries. A further argument for considering these trans-
formations seriously is their role in expanding universes with
cosmological horizons. Considering the freedom in scaling
𝑛𝑎 → 𝜆𝑛𝑎 in horizons defined isometrically is valid and useful,
as attested by the DMP construction of Hadamard states [7–9].
Therefore, it seems arbitrary to restrict this freedom in the (in
principle less stringent) conformal case.

One may then wonder why focus on superdilations instead of
the larger Newman–Unti group, which has similar transforma-
tions properties [27]. The first reason is that superdilations are
the particular case of Newman–Unti transformations in which
one does not need to modify the Lie bracket at infinity, and thus
they are “special” relative to other reparameterizations of the
coordinate at infinity. The reason for this can be traced back
to the way we defined A(C)KHs in section III. We specifically
chose to define the normal null vector 𝑛𝑎 of an A(C)KH so that
it was affinely parameterized on the ambient spacetime. In this
sense, the hypersurface “remembered” the metric along the
null direction. This structure turns out to be fruitful because
it naturally restricted the Newman–Unti transformations to
geodesic-preserving transformations. The same argument had
been used before by DMP in the cosmological case [7, 8].

A second reason is that the Newman–Unti group is particu-
larly involved from the point of view of Lie theory, and does
not admit a Lie group structure [88]. The ACKH group, on
the other hand, is a simple generalization of the BMS group by
means of an additional semidirect product. The BMS group
does have a well-behaved Lie group structure [89], and we
thus may expect the ACKH group to be an improvement of the
Newman–Unti group in this regard.

C. Why should they be considered?

In spite of these arguments, definitions in mathematics (and
often in theoretical physics) are subjective. The true question is

FIG. 3. Gravitational waves in general relativity modify the shape of
an array of inertial detectors by causing shears, as illustrated on the
top for the + and × polarizations of the graviton. A breathing mode in
modified gravity can cause expansions and contractions of the array,
as depicted on the bottom.

not whether we can define the group of asymptotic symmetries
so that it includes superdilations (we can), but rather whether
this perspective is useful.

Superdilations appear to pass this test. Recalling the infrared
triangle, it seems natural to speculate that superdilations are
related to a memory effect and to a soft theorem. Since
superdilations generalize standard dilations, we may intuit that
superdilations should be related to a permanent expansion or
contraction effect on an array of inertial detectors upon the
passage of a gravitational wave. In general relativity, this
is not possible. General-relativistic gravitational waves have
transverse and traceless polarizations, which mean they are
able to cause shears on congruences of geodesics, but not
expansions. From a different perspective, general-relativistic
gravitational waves are codified in the Weyl tensor, which
does not cause expansion or contraction of congruences of
geodesics at leading order. Nevertheless, other theories of
gravity can codify radiation in the Ricci tensor. In such
theories, one possible gravitational wave polarization is the
“transverse breathing mode”, which is a transverse excitation
with the effect of expanding and contracting an array of inertial
particles—see Fig. 3.

Scalar-tensor theories with a massless mode often excite
the transverse breathing mode. For instance, Brans–Dicke
gravity [90] with a massless scalar field (often named dilaton)
encodes radiative information on its additional scalar mode,
whose effects can be transmitted to the Ricci tensor and cause
expansion and contraction of geodesic congruences away from
matter sources. It is known that Brans–Dicke gravity predicts
a memory effect beyond general relativity [91, 92], and it is
possible to relate it to soft theorems and asymptotic symmetries
[93, 94]. While the superdilations we described above seem
“too large” in an 1/𝑟 expansion to generate this memory effect,
we expect them to be associated to subleading effects, similarly
to how superrotations lead to subleading memory effects in
general relativity.

Notice that a theory-agnostic definition of asymptotic sym-
metries suggested the existence of a memory effect in a wider
class of gravitational theories. Spacetime symmetries, even
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when asymptotic, should be considered as a property of space-
time, regardless of the underlying theory ruling the behavior
of spacetime. The symmetries of Minkowski spacetime would
still be the same if gravity was described by modified gravity,
for they are a statement about the geometric invariance prop-
erties of spacetime. It is thus compelling to speculate that the
symmetries available at infinity can—or should—be used to
constrain which degrees of freedom should be in a full theory
of gravity. Just like the equivalence between inertial and grav-
itational masses suggests the equivalence principle or gauge
and conformal invariance constrain the behavior of quantum
field theories, the spacetime isometries and confomorphisms at
infinity could be a clue to what are the fundamental components
of reality.

To obtain a candidate theory of gravity based on the sym-
metries at infinity, a possible procedure is to exploit covariant
phase space methods [80, 81]. For instance, Nagy and Peraza
[95] consider how to extend the covariant phase space of a class
of theories by exploiting the Stückelberg trick [96, 97]. We
expect similar techniques can be applied in this case to extend
general relativity in a natural way.

VI. OUTLOOK

Let us now briefly discuss some future perspectives emerging
from our present work.

A. Bifurcate Asymptotic (Conformal) Killing Horizons

Bifurcate Killing horizons [98] are of center importance to
quantum field theory in curved spacetimes, since they are the
basic geometric structure behind the Unruh effect [99, 100]. By
mimicking the definition of bifurcate Killing horizons, we can
define the notion of bifurcate asymptotic (conformal) Killing
horizons.

There are some subtleties in pursuing such a construction.
Typical Killing horizons have isometric cross sections, and
their bifurcations always include a bifurcation surface. How-
ever, conformal horizons may have a nonvanishing geodesic
expansion. This makes them more complicated, because the
horizons may collapse to a single point. This is illustrated by
lightcones in Minkowski spacetime, for example, as pictured on
Fig. 4. They are a conformal Killing horizon for the vector field
associated with dilations. A proper definition of a bifurcate
ACKH should be able to describe these sorts of cases.

A driving motivation for pursuing these notions is that null
infinity could then be understood as a bifurcate ACKH. If
a spacetime is asymptotically flat at null and spatial infinity,
then ℐ

+ and ℐ
− are the future and past lightcones for spatial

infinity 𝑖0. Based on the work of Strominger [10], it is now
natural to speculate that identifying other spacetimes with
bifurcate conformal Killing horizons could lead to analogs
of soft theorems in curved spacetime. Notably, we mention
the notion of conformal Killing horizon has had particular
attention due to the study of dynamical black holes [85–87],
which would be an interesting application, if possible.

FIG. 4. While the two future and past lightcones of the origin in
Minkowski spacetime are conformal Killing horizons, their intersec-
tion is a single point, not a bifurcation surface. This is related to
the fact that conformal Killing horizons admit nonvanishing geodesic
expansion.

B. Superrotations in de Sitter Spacetime

One of the main motivations for our introduction of asymp-
totic (conformal) Killing horizons was investigating whether
the DMP group admits a natural geometric extension that ac-
commodates conformal transformations on its cross sections.
If it was possible to extend SO(3) to SO+ (3, 1), it would be
natural to expect a second extension to the local conformal
algebra on the sphere. These would be analogs of Virasoro-like
superrotations in de Sitter spacetime. These symmetries would
then prompt the identification of a conformal field theory on
the cross sections of the cosmological horizon, which would
be an interesting step toward a dS/CFT correspondence.

Our results disfavor this possibility. The natural structure
of an asymptotic Killing horizon—such as the cosmological
horizons in expanding universes—encompasses only the isom-
etry group of the horizon’s cross-section. This suggests there
are not sufficiently many gravitational degrees of freedom near
the horizon to justify a two-dimensional conformal field theory.
This result is in agreement with the analysis by Koga [49].

One may ask whether it is possible to bypass the AKH
structure and consider the cosmological horizon as an asymp-
totic conformal Killing horizon, which does include conformal
transformations in its symmetry group. This, however, does not
seem to be the case. AKHs signal symmetries of the pseudo-
Riemannian manifold itself and have isometric cross sections,
while ACKHs are weaker in the sense they signal symmetries
present in the conformal equivalence class of the manifold and
have confomorphic cross sections. Given a spacetime and an
asymptotic (conformal) Killing horizon, we can tell whether
the horizon is conformal or not by investigating whether the
cross sections are isometric or merely confomorphic. This
reflects whether we have a symmetry of the metric or merely
of the conformal structure.
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Finally, we briefly comment on the possibility of a dS/CFT
correspondence. Strominger [48] originally conjectured that
such a duality could happen between the bulk and either the
future or past infinities of de Sitter spacetime (the top and
bottom lines on Fig. 1) or the cosmological horizon. The
holographic analyses by Bousso [101, 102] favor a holographic
duality with the cosmological horizon. Nevertheless, the
absence of a notion of superrotations in de Sitter spacetime—
and the subsequent difficulty in obtaining two copies of the
Virasoro algebra—make it seem difficult to formulate a dS/CFT
correspondence by exploiting asymptotic symmetries.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We have explored a definition of asymptotic symmetries
in asymptotic (conformal) Killing horizons. These sorts of
hypersurfaces generalize null infinity in asymptotically flat
spacetimes and cosmological horizons in expanding universes.
They also admit natural structures to define groups similar to
the BMS and DMP groups. For the case of an asymptotic
Killing horizon, we recover a natural generalization of the DMP
group, while for asymptotic conformal Killing horizons we
obtain an extension of the BMS group with “superdilations”.

Focusing on hypersurfaces with a Killing horizon-like struc-
ture is natural because these hypersurfaces encode symmetry
properties of the ambient spacetime, and admit a definition of
the isometry or conformal group of their cross sections. Such a
definition may not be possible with less structure, for different

cross-sections of the null hypersurface may not be isometric or
confomorphic.

Since this construction is agnostic about the underlying
theory of gravity, we expect it to inspire modifications of
gravity by performing suitable phase space extensions to general
relativity with the goal of “fitting” superdilations as a field-
theoretic symmetry. A second prospective outlook is the
investigation of bifurcate horizons and their application to
spacetimes with a spatial infinity. Finally, our analysis disfavors
the possibility of considering Virasoro-like superrotations on
the de Sitter cosmological horizon.
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