
ar
X

iv
:2

30
9.

01
16

5v
2 

 [
gr

-q
c]

  5
 J

an
 2

02
4

Asymptotic analysis of Einstein-Æther theory and its memory effects: the linearized

case

Shaoqi Hou,1, ∗ Anzhong Wang,2, † and Zong-Hong Zhu1, 3, ‡

1School of Physics and Technology, Wuhan University, Wuhan, Hubei 430072, China
2GCAP-CASPER, Physics Department, Baylor University, Waco, Texas 76798-7316, USA

3Department of Astronomy, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China
(Dated: January 8, 2024)

This work analyzes the asymptotic behaviors of the asymptotically flat solutions of Einstein-æther
theory in the linear case. The vacuum solutions for the tensor, vector, and scalar modes are first
obtained, written as sums of various multipolar moments. The suitable coordinate transformations
are then determined, and the so-called pseudo-Newman-Unti coordinate systems are constructed
for all radiative modes. In these coordinates, it is easy to identify the asymptotic symmetries. It
turns out that all three kinds of modes possess the familiar Bondi-Metzner-Sachs symmetries or the
extensions as in general relativity. Moreover, there also exist the subleading asymptotic symmetries
parameterized by a time-independent vector field on a unit 2-sphere. The memory effects are also
identified. The tensor gravitational wave also excites similar displacement, spin, and center-of-mass
memories to those in general relativity. New memory effects due to the vector and scalar modes exist.
The subleading asymptotic symmetry is related to the (leading) vector displacement memory effect,
which can be viewed as a linear combination of the electric-type and magnetic-type memory effects.
However, the scalar memory effect seems to have nothing to do with the asymptotic symmetries at
least in the linearized theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

The gravitational wave (GW) not only causes the rel-
ative distance of two adjacent test particles to oscillate,
but also leaves a trace of its ever existence, after it dis-
appears. This trace is nothing but the memory effect,
the permanent change in the relative distance between
test particles. It was first discussed theoretically as early
as 1970s [1, 2]. It was found that the permanent change
is proportional to the total variation in the quadrupole
moment of the source of gravity before and after the GW
emission [3]. So this effect is also named the linear mem-
ory. In 1990s, the nonlinear memory effect was uncov-
ered, which is sourced by the GW itself, or any null ra-
diation [4–7]. In the literature, the linear memory is also
said to be ordinary, while the nonlinear one is null [8].
Symmetries have played important roles in modern

theoretical physics [9–12]. Although in a generic grav-
itating system, there are no spacetime symmetries, the
asymptotically flat spacetime possesses the so-called
Bondi-Metzner-Sachs (BMS) symmetry [13]. It is a kind
of diffeomorphism that preserves the boundary condi-
tions of the spacetime at the null infinity in the Bondi-
Sachs coordinates [14, 15]. So under this coordinate
transformation, the asymptotic behavior of the metric is
unchanged. The corresponding symmetry group, named
BMS group, is a semi-direct product of the Lorentz group
by the supertranslation group. The supertranslation gen-
eralizes the familiar spacetime translation, and it can be

∗ hou.shaoqi@whu.edu.cn
† anzhong wang@baylor.edu
‡ zhuzh@whu.edu.cn

viewed as the angle-dependent translation. It is related
to the memory effect. That is, the gravitational vac-
uum is actually degenerate, and the transition between
vacuum states is parameterized by the supertranslation
[16–18]. Moreover, the memory effect can be viewed as
the change in the radiative modes between two vacuum
states. The vacuum transition is caused by the energy
flux penetrating the null infinity, which is conjugate to
the supertranslation in the Hamiltonian formalism [19].
In fact, the amount of the null memory effect is propor-
tional to the total energy radiated [16, 19]. The mem-
ory effect, supertranslation, and (leading) soft graviton
theorem [20] are three corners of the so-called infrared
triangle, a triangular equivalence relation in the infrared
regime [18].

Recently, the spin and center-of-mass (CM) memory
effects were discovered [21, 22]. The effect discussed pre-
viously is thus specifically called the (leading) displace-
ment memory effect. The spin memory effect refers to the
accumulated time delay between two photons propagat-
ing in the same orbit but in the opposite directions [23].
Both of these novel effects could also be detected as the
subleading displacement memory effect by interferome-
ters [24, 25]. At the same time, the BMS group could be
enlarged. One may replace the Lorentz group by the Vi-
rasoro group to obtain the extended BMS group [26–28].
Or, the Lorentz group could be generalized to the dif-
feomorphism group of the 2-sphere, and the asymptotic
symmetry group is named generalized BMS group [29–
31]. Let us call the new elements in the enlarged algebra
the super-Lorentz generators. So the super-Lorentz gen-
erator refers to the vector in the Virasoro algebra in the
case of the extended BMS group, or the vector generating
the generic diffeomorphism on a 2-sphere in the case of
the generalized BMS group. We would like also to define
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super-rotation generator as the magnetic-parity compo-
nent of the super-Lorentz generator, while the electric-
parity component is named super-boost [32]. In either
case, the ordinary spatial rotation is extended to the so-
called super-rotation, which is related to the spin mem-
ory effect [21, 29, 33–35], and the ordinary Lorentz boost
is replaced by the super-boost, which is associated with
the CM memory effect [22]. The triangular equivalence
between the spin memory effect, the super-rotation and
the subleading soft graviton theorem has also been es-
tablished [18, 21, 29, 33, 35, 36]. In the following, we
will denote the enlarged BMS symmetry by BMS, and
as disclosed below, we follow the method of Ref. [37] to
perform the asymptotic analysis, so we use BMS to refer
to the generalized BMS group.

In addition to the memory effects mentioned above,
there could exist infinite towers of memories, that are
associated with infinite towers of residual gauge trans-
formations in the harmonic gauge [38, 39]. Apart from
the leading and some overleading gauge transformations,
these residual gauge generators start at higher powers in
a suitably defined radial coordinate, becoming trivial at
the null infinity. The equivalences among the memories,
gauge symmetries, and infinite towers of soft theorems
were also uncovered [38]. Asymptotic analyses have been
done for higher dimensional spacetimes [40–47]. Studies
showed that with appropriate boundary conditions on
the metric and Ricci tensor components, there also ex-
ists nontrivial asymptotic symmetry group other than the
asymptotic Poincaré group [43, 45, 46, 48, 49]. However,
these symmetry operations act on overleading terms in
the metric expansion, while memory effects are described
by relatively subleading terms. In this work, we consider
the case of 4 dimension, and focus on the displacement,
spin and CM memories.

In the modified theories of gravity, there might also
exist the memory effect, as any alternatives to GR shall
predict the existence of the tensor GWs by the most re-
cent observations [50–55]. Indeed, there have been sev-
eral works on the memories in some modified theories of
gravity, such as Brans-Dicke (BD) theory [24, 56–61] and
the dynamical Chern-Smions (dCS) theory [25, 62–64].
These works revealed similar memory effects discussed
so far. The asymptotic symmetry of these theories is
also the BMS symmetry, and the memories are related
to the symmetry similarly as in GR [24, 25, 57]. There
are new memories associated with the extra degrees of
freedom provided by the modified theories, called the
scalar memory effects, as they are excited by the extra
scalar degrees of freedom in these theories. It is also in-
teresting to note that although there are displacement,
spin, and CM effects in these modified gravities, their
magnitudes are actually different from those in GR, as
the extra scalar degrees of freedom contribute to these
memories. This allows to use the memory effect to probe
the nature of gravity. There are more works on memory
effects in modified gravities, such as [65–71]. In partic-
ular, Ref. [72] studied the tensor null memory effect in

the dynamical metric theories using the “high-frequency
approximation” developed by Isaacson [73, 74]. It was
found out, quite generally, that the tensor null memory
effect is sourced by the null radiation of all the degrees
of freedom in the theory.

One should note that both BD and dCS respect the
local Lorentz invariance. Although dCS is said to vi-
olate the parity [75], it occurs at the higher orders in
the inverse of the radial coordinate, so it does not affect
the memory effect [25]. In this work, we would like to
consider yet another modified theory of gravity, Einstein-
æther theory [76]. It is known as a local Lorentz-violating
theory, as it possesses a nowhere vanishing, timelike vec-
tor field uµ, called the æther field. This field thus defines
a preferred reference of frame at each spacetime event,
in which uµ is at rest. The local Lorentz invariance is
thus spontaneously broken, once one chooses a suitable
“vacuum” configuration for the æther field. Both the
metric field gµν and the æther field uµ mediate the grav-
itational interaction in this theory. The GW solutions
have been sought for in the flat spacetime background
[77–82]. These linearized analyses showed that there are
5 radiative degrees of freedom, including the tensor, vec-
tor, and scalar modes. These modes are allowed to prop-
agate at the superluminal speeds, due to the breaking of
the local Lorentz invariance. Therefore, one expects this
theory would predict new phenomena regarding memory
effects. That is, there are new vector and scalar memo-
ries in addition to the familiar tensor memories. These
memories might be related to the asymptotic symmetry
in a novel way.

The main task of this work is to perform the asymp-
totic analysis for Einstein-æther theory, and determine
the asymptotic symmetries of the asymptotically flat
spacetime. Memory effects will be identified, and asso-
ciated with the asymptotic symmetries. For these pur-
poses, it would be better to find a suitable coordinate
system, like Bondi-Sachs coordinates [14, 15] or Newman-
Unti coordinates [83] used for analyzing asymptotically
spacetime in the null direction in GR. Suitable boundary
conditions shall also be imposed on the dynamical fields,
such that general solutions to the equations of motion can
be solved for in these coordinates. These boundary con-
ditions shall not be too restrictive, otherwise, interesting
solutions might be excluded. The conditions may not be
too weak, either, as too many solutions are permitted,
and some of them might not seem to be flat in the large
enough distances. It is a delicate task to choose suitable
boundary conditions, which has not yet been done sys-
tematically for Einstein-æther theory. Since this theory
is greatly complicated, one may start with the linearized
version.

In fact, even in the linearized theory, there are still
some obstacles. As mentioned above, there are 5 propa-
gating degrees of freedom, satisfying d’Alembertian equa-
tions with different speeds. This would require us to
analyze the behavior of each mode separately, as they
will eventually arrive at different spacetime regions in
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the infinite future. Moreover, due to the absence of
the gravitational Cherenkov radiation [84], these speeds
shall be no less than 1. So it seems that one shall em-
ploy drastically different methods used in GR to per-
form the asymptotic analysis for Einstein-æther theory.
For example, naively, one would expect these GWs even-
tually arrive at the spatial infinity, so one would like
to analyze the asymptotic behaviors of these waves us-
ing either the Ashtekar-Hansen formalism [85] or Beig-
Schmidt formalism [86, 87]. However, these formalisms
were presumably designed to investigate the nonradia-
tive modes at the spatial infinity, while, here, the radia-
tive modes of Einstein-æther theory are to be studied.
So neither of these formalisms might be suitable. Luck-
ily, there actually exists an interesting field redefinition
(gµν , u

µ) → (g′µν , u
′µ) [88], such that there is at least one

mode traveling at the speed 1, measured by a properly
redefined metric field g′µν . Therefore, one may adapt the
methods presented in Refs. [37, 89] for GR to analyze
the asymptotic behavior of this specific mode. Perform
a different field redefinition, then, another mode would
propagate at the speed 1, and its asymptotic behavior
can be studied similarly. In this way, one can determine
the asymptotic behaviors of all radiative modes, and the
associated asymptotic symmetries.

In Ref. [37], the authors sought for the coordinate
transformation that transforms the metric in the har-
monic gauge (t, xj) to the Newman-Unti gauge (ũ, r̃, θ̃a)
[83]. The leading order part (in 1/r̃) of the transfor-
mation can be freely specified, and thus defines the in-
finitesimal BMS transformation. In this work, similar
method will be adapted to Einstein-æther theory. As
discussed above, we would study the asymptotic behav-
iors of the radiative modes separately. For each mode,
the redefined metric perturbation will be written in a
certain gauge, and then, transformed to a suitable coor-
dinate system, named pseudo-Newman-Unti coordinates.
This is because, in general, the radiative modes can-
not be expressed in the standard Newman-Unti gauge
in Einstein-æther theory. If one insisted on using the
standard Newman-Unti coordinates, the redefined met-
ric excited by the vector or scalar modes would acquire
terms proportional to ln r̃ or even r̃ ln r̃, relative to the
respective leading parts. As we are working in the lin-
earized regime, these blowing up terms would exceed the
leading Minkowski metric at the large enough distance,
but this is inconsistent with the linearization. Although
there are polyhomogeneous solutions in GR, the metric
components contain terms proportional to r−n lnk r with
n, k > 0 [90, 91]. So in this work, one seeks for a co-
ordinate system, in which the coordinate r̃ is nearly a
null direction, ũ nearly a retarded time, and at the same
time, there are no logarithmically diverging terms in the
metric components. In these coordinates, the redefined
metric and the æther field have no logarithmically diverg-
ing components, and behave well at the large r̃. We call
such a kind of coordinate system the pseudo-Newman-
Unti coordinate system. Once the suitable boundary con-

ditions are imposed on the redefine metric components,
the asymptotic symmetries can be identified. As ana-
lyzed in the main text, the asymptotic symmetry group
in Einstein-æther theory includes the familiar BMS group
as its subgroup. Moreover, the boundary conditions al-
low the existence of a new symmetry, generated by a
vector field Za(θ̃b) tangent to the 2-sphere. Za is sub-
leading relatively to the super-Lorentz generator, so the
symmetry generated by it will be called the subleading
BMS symmetry. Therefore, the asymptotic symmetry of
Einstein-æther theory includes the BMS symmetry and
the subleading BMS symmetry.

The memory effects excited by the radiative modes will
also be determined by integrating the geodesic deviation
equations at r̃ → ∞. The relation between the memory
effect and the asymptotic symmetry will be discussed. It
turns out that for the tensor, vector and scalar degrees of
freedom, one can identify their respective displacement,
and the subleading displacement memory effects, given
by relevant terms in the integrated geodesic deviation
equations. It is also possible to split the subleading dis-
placement memory effect into the spin and CM mem-
ory parts in the tensor sector. The tensor displacement
memory effect shares many characteristics with the one
in GR [17, 18], BD [57, 59] and dCS [25]. For example,
it can be viewed as the vacuum transition in the tensor
sector, parameterized by a supertranslation, and of the
electric-parity type. The vector displacement memory is
intimately related to the subleading BMS symmetry, and
unlike the tensor displacement memory or the velocity
kick memory effect in electromagnetism [18], it has both
the electric-parity and magnetic-parity components. The
scalar memories may have no explicit relation with the
spacetime asymptotic symmetries, which also happens in
other modified theories of gravity [24, 25, 57, 61]. Since
only the linearized theory is considered in this work, one
cannot obtain the constraint equations for the various
memory effects, that are useful for calculating the mag-
nitudes of the memories. These constraint equations shall
be derived once the nonlinear analysis is performed in the
future work.

This work is organized as follows. Section IA col-
lects notation and conventions. In Section II, the ba-
sics of Einstein-æther theory is reviewed, and the lin-
earized equations of motion are obtained using the gauge-
invariant formalism [92]. Section III discusses the gen-
eral scheme to construct the pseudo-Newman-Unti coor-
dinates, and to identify the memory effects for each radia-
tive mode. Then, one starts with the construction of the
pseudo-Newman-Unti coordinates for the tensor modes in
Section IV. There, one first determines the multipolar so-
lution to the linearized equation of motion for the tensor
mode in Section IVA, and then, fixes a suitable gauge
condition for the redefined metric perturbation in Sec-
tion IVB. With these, one can find the pseudo-Newman-
Unti coordinates, and the asymptotic symmetry will be
discussed in Section IVC. The memory effects are dis-
cussed in Section IVD. This procedure will be repeated
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for the vector and scalar modes in sections V and VI,
respectively. Finally, we will discuss the results and con-
clude in Section VII.

A. Notation and conventions

There are several coordinate systems used in this work.
The pseudo-global Lorentz coordinates are denoted as
xµ = (t, xj), and the associated spherical ones as (t, r, θa)
with θa = (θ, ϕ), and r = |~x|. As one can see, letters
j, k, ..., z are the space indices in the Cartesian coordi-
nate system, and will be raised or lowered using δij or
its inverse, respectively. a, b, ..., h are the indices on the
2-dimensional sphere, and one uses γab, the metric on
the unit 2-sphere, and its inverse to lower and raise these
indices. On the unit 2-sphere, one has the natural basis
ea = ∂/∂θa, whose components in the Cartesian coor-
dinates are eja = ∂nj/∂θa with nj = xj/r. It is easy to
check that nje

j
a = 0. Also, one has γab = δjke

j
ae

k
b , ∂jθ

a =

r−1γabejb, and γ
abejae

k
b ≡⊥jk= δjk−njnk. Let Da be the

covariant derivative compatible with γab with the proper-
ties Dae

j
b = Dbe

j
a = DaDbn

j = −γabnj [37]. The pseudo-

Newman-Unti coordinates are x̃µ = (ũ, r̃, θ̃a), and the
related “Lorentz coordinates” are (t̃, x̃j), which are asso-
ciated with x̃µ in the usual manner when the spacetime
is flat. The components of any tensor expressed in the
pseudo-Newman-Unti coordinates are tilded, while those
in the pseudo-global Lorentz coordinates are not. The
multi-index notation will be used. So L, as a subscript,
means j1j2 · · · jl. In particular, ∂L = ∂j1∂j2 · · · ∂jl , and
nL = nj1nj2 · · ·njl . Note that these are written in the
pseudo-global Lorentz coordinates, and in the pseudo-
Newman-Unti coordinates they are ∂̃L = ∂̃j1 ∂̃j2 · · · ∂̃jl ,
and ñL = ñj1 ñj2 · · · ñjl . We will use the units such that
c = 1.

II. EINSTEIN-ÆTHER THEORY

The action of Einstein-æther theory is given by [77]

SEH-æ =
1

16πG

∫

d4x
√−g[R− c1(∇µuν)∇µ

u
ν

− c2(∇µu
µ)2 − c3(∇µuν)∇ν

u
µ

+ c4(u
ρ∇ρu

µ)uσ∇σuµ + λ(uµuµ + 1)],

(1)

where λ is a Lagrange multiplier and G is the gravita-
tional constant, the coupling constants ci (i = 1, 2, 3, 4)
are expected to be of the order unity. This theory is
diffeomorphism invariant. In general, uµ possesses no
internal symmetries, in contrast to the 4-potential in
Maxwell’s electrodynamics [93]. But since uµ couples
with gµν non-minimally, one may study the symmetry
properties of the metric to define the symmetry of uµ, as
shown in the later sections. The Lagrange multiplier λ
forces uµ a normalized timelike vector field. So uµ de-
fines a preferred reference frame at each spacetime point,
and the local Lorentz invariance is thus spontaneously
broken.

Ignoring the matter sector of the action, one can cal-
culate the equations of motion, given by [79],

Rµν − 1

2
gµνR = Tæ

µν , (2a)

c1∇µ∇µ
uν + c2∇ν∇µu

µ + c3∇µ∇νu
µ

−c4∇µ(u
µ
aν) + c4aµ∇νu

µ + λuν = 0, (2b)

u
µ
uµ + 1 = 0, (2c)

where aµ = uν∇νu
µ is the 4-acceleration of uµ, and the

æther stress-energy tensor Tæ
µν is

Tæ
µν = λ[uµuν − 1

2
gµν(u

ρ
uρ + 1)] + c1[(∇µuρ)∇νu

ρ − (∇ρuµ)∇ρ
uν +∇ρ(u(µ∇ρ

uν)

−u(µ∇ν)u
ρ + u

ρ∇(µuν))] + c2gµν∇ρ(u
ρ∇σu

σ) + c3∇ρ(u(µ∇ν)u
ρ − u(µ∇ρ

uν)

+u
ρ∇(µuν)) + c4[aµaν −∇ρ(2u

ρ
u(µaν) − a

ρ
uµuν)]

+
1

2
gµν [−c1(∇ρuσ)∇ρ

u
σ − c2(∇ρu

ρ)2 − c3(∇ρuσ)∇σ
u
ρ + c4aρa

ρ]. (2d)

Here, Eq. (2c) is a constraint equation.
In the following, the GW solution will be sought for

around the flat spacetime background, following Ref. [79].
The zeroth order solution is given by

gµν = ηµν , u
µ = u

µ = (1, 0, 0, 0), λ = λ = 0. (3)

By analogue to the treatment of the spontaneous sym-
metry breaking in quantum field theory [12], one may
now perform an infinitesimal coordinate transformation
xµ → xµ + ζµ, which transforms the background metric

and æther fields in the following way,

ηµν → ηµν − ∂µζν − ∂νζµ, (4)

u
µ → u

µ + ∂tζ
µ, (5)

where, as usual, one uses ηµν and ηµν to lower and raise
the greek indices from now on. Therefore, as long as ζµ

depends on t, the vacuum expectation value (vev) uµ is
changed. Such kind of ζµ includes the Lorentz boosts
(ζµ = ̟µ

tt with ̟
µ
t constant and ̟

t
t = 0) as the spe-

cial cases, and thus, the Lorentz symmetry is sponta-
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neously broken by uµ. Of course, ζµ can be more general
than the Lorentz symmetry generators, so the “gener-
alized Lorentz boost symmetry”, or “superboost sym-
metry” generated by a time-dependent vector field ζµ is
broken by uµ.
Now, perturb the metric and the æther field in the

following way,

gµν = ηµν + hµν , (6a)

u
µ = u

µ + v
µ. (6b)

And of course, λ shall be treated to be of the same or-
der as hµν and vµ. Comparing Eqs. (5) and (6b), one
basically promotes the gauge transformation parameters
ζµ to dynamical fields vµ, similarly to the treatment of
the Higgs mechanism [11, 12]. In fact, the æther field
plays a role of the Higgs field in this theory. Substitut-
ing Eq. (6) into the equations of motion (2), and keeping
the linear terms in the field perturbations, one obtains
the linearized equations of motion, which are too compli-
cated to be explicitly written down. To simplify the lin-
earized equations, one makes use of the gauge-invariant
formalism [79, 92]. To this end, one first decomposes the
metric perturbation hµν and the perturbed æther field
vµ as,

htt = 2φ, (7a)

htj = βj + ∂jγ, (7b)

hjk = hTT
jk +

H

3
δjk + ∂(jεk) +

(

∂j∂k −
δjk
3

∇2

)

ρ, (7c)

v
t =

1

2
htt = φ, (7d)

v
j = µj + ∂jω. (7e)

In the above expressions, hTT
jk is the transverse-traceless

part of hjk, satisfying ∂
khTT

jk = 0 and δjkhTT
jk = 0. βj , εj

and µj are transverse vectors. Equation (7d) is due to
uµuµ = −1. Several gauge-invariant variables can be
defined, which are

hTT
jk , (8a)

Φ = γ̇ − φ− ρ̈

2
, Ψ =

1

3
(H −∇2ρ), Ω = ω +

ρ̇

2
, (8b)

Ξj = βj −
1

2
ε̇j, Σj = βj + µj . (8c)

Using these gauge-invariant variables, one can rewrite
the linearized equations of motion. It turns out
that some gauge-invariant variables satisfy the following
d’Alembertian equations,

− 1

s2
g

ḧTT
jk +∇2hTT

jk = 0, (9a)

− 1

s2
v

Σ̈j +∇2Σj = 0, (9b)

− 1

s2
s

Ω̈ +∇2Ω = 0. (9c)

The squared speeds of these modes are

s2
g
=

1

1− c+
, (10a)

s2
v
=

2c1 − c+c−
2c14(1 − c+)

, (10b)

s2
s
=

c123(2− c14)

c14(1− c+)(2 + 2c2 + c123)
, (10c)

where c± = c1± c3, c14 = c1+ c4, and c123 = c1+ c2+ c3.
The remaining gauge-invariant variables are given by

Φ =
c14 − 2c+
2− c14

Ω̇, (11a)

Ψ =
2c14(c+ − 1)

2− c14
Ω̇, (11b)

Ξj =
c+

c+ − 1
Σj . (11c)

These are dependent variables. For the details of deriving
the above results, please refer to Ref. [79]. So there are
only five propagating physical degrees of freedom. Two
of them are tensor modes (g), encoded in hTT

jk , another

two are vector modes (v), given by Σj , and the remain-
ing one is a scalar (s) degree of freedom represented by
Ψ. These modes, collectively denoted by m(= g, v, s),
generally propagate at different speeds sm, which can be
greater than, equal to, or less than the speed of light.
When c+ = c4 = 0 and 2c1c2 = c2 − c1, these speeds are
all one.
These radiative modes can be related to the GW po-

larizations using the geodesic deviation equation [9],

d2Sj

dτ2
≈ −RtjtkS

k, (12)

for two test particles with the affine parameter τ , sepa-
rated by a small deviation vector Sj . In this equation,
Rtjtk is called the electric part of the Riemann tensor,
expressed in terms of the gauge-invariant variables as
[79, 92]

Rtjtk = −1

2
ḧTT
jk + ∂(jΞ̇k) + ∂jkΦ− 1

2
Ψ̈δjk. (13)

To identify the GW polarizations, one simple method is
to solve for the plane wave solutions to Eq. (9), assum-
ing the GWs propagate in the positive z direction. Then,
after substituting these solutions to Eq. (13), one finds

out that −Rtxtx + Rtyty = ḧTT
xx and Rtxty = −ḧTT

xy . So
the tensor modes excite the plus and cross polarizations.
In addition, Rtxtz ∝ ∂zΣ̇x and Rtytz ∝ ∂zΣ̇y with the
same proportionality factor, which means that the vec-
tor modes excite the vector-x and vector-y polarizations.
And finally, Rtxtx + Rtyty ∝

...
Ω and Rtztz ∝

...
Ω with dif-

ferent proportionality factors, and thus, the scalar mode
excites the longitudinal and the breathing polarizations.
For more gauge-invariant ways of identifying the polar-
izations, please refer to Ref. [94].
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As shown above, the propagating speeds of the radia-
tive modes are generally different. They will propagate to
different spacetime regions eventually. This requires us
to study their asymptotic behaviors separately. In addi-
tion, their speeds are not necessarily equal to one, which
makes the asymptotic analysis even more complicated.
Thanks to Ref. [88], one can rewrite the action (1) with
newly defined quantities given by,

g′µν = gµν + (1− σ)uµuν , u
′µ =

uµ√
σ
, (14)

where σ is a real constant and can be chosen for conve-
nience, then the action would take the same form with
the coupling constants ci’s transforming in the way given
by Eqs. (15) – (18) in Ref. [88]. This observation will be
very useful for the following discussion. It implies that if
gµν possesses a Killing vector field Kµ, so does g′µν . In
fact, one can show that for any vector field vµ,

Lvg
′
µν = 2∇(µvν) + 2(1− σ)u(µLvuν) = 2∇′

(µv
′
ν), (15)

where ∇′
µ is the covariant derivative associated with g′µν ,

and v′µ = g′µνv
ν . Suppose vµ = Kµ, and let ψι be the

diffeomorphism generated by Kµ = (d/dι)µ with ι a pa-
rameter for the integral curves ofKµ. Then, in order that
ψ∗
ι gµν(= gµν), ψ

∗
ι u

µ, and ψ∗
ι λ still satisfy the equations

of motion (2), there should be ψ∗
ι u

µ = uµ and ψ∗
ι λ = λ.

Therefore, LKuµ = 0, that is, LKuµ = LK(gµνu
ν) = 0

[9]. Then, by Eq. (15), LKg
′
µν = 0, which means that gµν

and g′µν share the same symmetry. For the current work,
if gµν possesses the asymptotic symmetry, so does g′µν .
One can work in the theory defined either by (gµν , u

µ),
or by (g′µν , u

′µ, σ) to determine the asymptotic symme-
try. We say (gµν , u

µ) defines the “physical” frame, while
(g′µν , u

′µ, σ) the “unphysical” frame.
An even more interesting implication of the redefini-

tion (14) is that the speeds of the radiative modes in the
unphysical frame are given by [88]

s′
m
=

sm√
σ
. (16)

So if one sets σ = s2
m′ , then the speed of m′ is 1 in

the unphysical frame. For example, if we consider the
asymptotic behaviors of the tensor mode (m′ = g), one
can set σ = s2

g
, then in the unphysical frame, the ten-

sor mode propagates at the speed s′
g
= 1. This may

allow us to borrow the idea of Ref. [37] for GR to an-
alyze the asymptotic behaviors of the radiative modes
in Einstein-æther theory. The basic strategy is to first
solve the linearized equations of motion for multipolar
solutions in a convenient coordinate system, which can
be easily done, and then find the coordinate transforma-
tion such that in a new coordinate system (ũ, r̃, θ̃a), the
components of the metric and æther fields are expressed
as series expansions in 1/r̃ with the expansion coefficients

depending on (ũ, θ̃a). As long as this coordinate system
is determined, one can analyze the asymptotic behaviors
of the metric and æther fields, asymptotic symmetries,

and memory effects. This will be done explicitly in the
following sections. Since Einstein-æther theory is quite
different from GR, one may not reproduce the results in
Ref. [37] as shown below.
Before preceding further, let us review some experi-

mental constraints on Einstein-æther theory very briefly.
For more complete discussions, please refer to more re-
cent works [79, 95–97]. Ever since its birth, this theory
has been constrained by several experimental observa-
tions. There are bounds on the post-Newtonian param-
eters α1 and α2 parameterizing the local Lorentz viola-
tion [98], the requirement that the GW carry positive en-
ergy [99], and there should be no gravitational Cherenkov
radiation [84], etc. Most recently, the observations of
GW170817 and GRB 170817A set a strong constraint
on the speed of the tensor mode, −3× 10−15 ≤ sg − 1 ≤
7×10−16 [51, 100–102]. Combining all these observations
together, one can determine the constraints on Einstein-
æther theory, as discussed in Refs. [79, 95–97, 103, 104].
However, in the following discussion, we would formally
keep the coupling constants ci’s free so that the results
thus obtained are general enough. As soon as one fixes
the values of ci’s based on the experimental observations,
one can substitute these values into expressions presented
below to obtain the asymptotic behaviors of the metric
and æther fields.

III. GENERAL SCHEME TO CONSTRUCT

PSEUDO-NEWMAN-UNTI COORDINATES

As discussed above, different modes generally travel at
different speeds, so they will arrive at different spacetime
regions in the infinite future. This means that one may
want to analyze the asymptotic behaviors of the radiative
modes, separately. That is, one need obtain the desired
coordinate system for each radiative mode m, individu-
ally. Since the procedures for determining the coordinate
systems are similar among the radiative modes, in this
section, let us discuss the general scheme to construct the
pseudo-Newman-Unti coordinates.
So let us now consider a specific mode m (= g, v or

s). The first step is to solve the linearized equation of
motion (9) for the mode m. As in Ref. [37], one would
like to look for the most general multipolar solutions,
which can be written as series expansions in 1/r. Since
Eqs. (9) are written in terms of gauge-invariant variables,
one should now fix the gauge. For example, one can
set εj = 0, and ω = γ = 0 [105]. Then, one should
transform to the unphysical frame with σ = s2

m
so that

the particular mode m being considered has a unit speed.
Let the unphysical metric and æther fields be written as

g
′(m)
µν and u

′µ
(m), respectively. One can check that they

have the following components,

g
′(m)
tt = −s2

m
+ · · · , u

′t
(m) =

1

sm
+ · · · , (17)

at the leading orders in 1/r, with · · · representing higher
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order corrections. It would be better to perform the fol-
lowing coordinate transformation,

t→ t̄ = smt, xj → xj , (18)

such that in the new coordinates (t̄, xj), g
′(m)
t̄t̄

= −1+ · · · ,
and u′t̄(m) = 1 + · · · . This means that, in this new coor-

dinates, the leading term of g
′(m)
µν takes the usual form,

namely, g
′(m)
µν = η′µν + · · · with η′µν = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1).

In fact, all symbols in this section and the following are
for the mode m, and it would be clearer if one appended
the subscript m to them. However, this would be very
cumbersome. So we will not append any subscript or su-

perscript to any of these symbols, except g
′(m)
µν , u′µ(m), and

χµ

(m) defined in Eq. (33). It should be easy to understand

which mode these symbols are associated with based on
the context.
Generally speaking, in this coordinates (t̄, xj), the met-

ric perturbation h′µν ≡ g
′(m)
µν − η′µν , or rather its trace-

reversed version h̄′µν = h′µν − η′µνη
′ρσh′ρσ/2, takes a

form that would make the construction of the pseudo-
Newman-Unti coordinates very complicated. So it is bet-
ter to perform a further gauge transformation, parame-
terized by

ξt̄ =
∑

l=0

∂L
WL

r
, (19a)

ξj =
∑

l=0

∂jL
VL

r
+
∑

l=1

∂L−1

(

TjL−1

r
+ ǫjpq∂p

RqL−1

r

)

.

(19b)

Here, the components of ξµ are expressed in terms of the
transverse-tracefree tensors WL, VL, TL, and RL, which
are functions of t̄− r. Therefore, h̄′µν and v′µ transform
according to [79, 106],

h̄′µν → h̄′′µν = h̄′µν − ∂µξν − ∂νξµ + η′µν∂ρξ
ρ, (20a)

v
′′µ = v

′µ + ∂t̄ξ
µ. (20b)

One can choose suitable WL, VL, TL, and RL for the
mode m such that h̄′′µν takes a somewhat simple form.
One may call such a choice the good gauge. In GR, the
good gauge is the transverse gauge ∂ν h̄

µν = 0 [37].
Now, one is ready to construct the pseudo-Newman-

Unti coordinate system for the mode m, by determin-
ing the appropriate coordinate transformation that trans-
forms the metric perturbation h̄′′µν . Up to the linear order
in the perturbations, one writes the coordinate transfor-
mation for the radiative mode m in the following way,

ũ = u+ U, r̃ = r + R, θ̃a = θa +Θa, (21)

where u = t̄ − r. U, R, and Θa are all linear in the field
perturbations. Before presenting the scheme to construct
the pseudo-Newman-Unti coordinates, let us take a de-
tour to review what the Newman-Unti gauge is and how
it may be achieved by the coordinate transformations.

In the unphysical frame, the Newman-Unti coordinate
system (ũ, r̃, θ̃a) is defined to be the one in which the

metric g̃
′(m)
µν has the following components [107],

g̃′(m)
rr = g̃′(m)

ra = 0, g̃′(m)
ur = −1. (22a)

Or equivalently,

g̃′uu(m) = g̃′ua(m) = 0, g̃′ur(m) = −1. (22b)

Thus, r̃ is the null coordinate. By Eq. (22b), one finds
the conditions,

g′µν(m)

∂ũ

∂xµ
∂ũ

∂xν
= 0,

g′µν(m)

∂ũ

∂xµ
∂θ̃a

∂xν
= 0,

g′µν(m)

∂ũ

∂xµ
∂r̃

∂xν
= −1.

Substituting Eq. (21) into the above expressions, one ob-
tains the following results [37],

kµ∂µU = −1

2
kµkν h̄

′′µν , (23a)

kµ∂µR =
1

2
njkh̄

′′
jk − 1

2
h̄′′jj − ∂t̄U, (23b)

kµ∂µΘ
a =

eaj
r

(

∂jU+ kµh̄
′′µj
)

, (23c)

where kµ = (1, nj) is the leading order piece of r̃µ ≡
(∂/∂r̃)µ. The left-hand sides of above equations can
be viewed as the total derivative with respect to r, i.e.,
kµ∂µ ≡ d/dr, and the right-hand sides are series expan-
sions in 1/r. Once these set of equations are integrated,
one can determine the remaining metric components us-
ing,

g̃′rr(m) = g′µν(m)

∂r̃

∂xµ
∂r̃

∂xν
,

g̃′ra(m) = g′µν(m)

∂r̃

∂xµ
∂θ̃a

∂xν
,

g̃′ab(m) = g′µν(m)

∂θ̃a

∂xµ
∂θ̃b

∂xν
.

Thus, g̃
′(m)
ab = [g̃′ab(m)]

−1, g̃
′(m)
ua = g̃′rb(m)g̃

′(m)
ab , and g̃

′(m)
uu =

−g̃′rr(m) + g̃′ra(m)g̃
′(m)
ua . Actually, this scheme can be applied

to the tensor mode in Einstein-æther theory, as in the
unphysical frame defined by σ = s2

g
, the tensor mode

propagates at the speed of unity, and the metric per-
turbation h̄′′µν takes exactly the same form as in GR.
However, if one directly applies this scheme to the vec-
tor and scalar modes, one obtains terms proportional to
ln r̃ or even r̃ ln r̃, relative to the respective leading or-
der terms. These terms would make the leading order

part of the metric field g
′(m)
µν , i.e., the Minkowski metric

η′µν , shadowed by the higher term part h′µν , as r̃ → +∞,
which is inconsistent with the linearization. Since one
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has performed the transformation (20a) to take the good
gauge to simplify the calculation, one may argue that it
is probable to impose the Newman-Unti gauge condition
without introducing any diverging logarithmic terms as
one can execute a different gauge transformation. As a
matter of fact, this is impossible, as one can do the same
calculation after performing a further gauge transforma-
tion. The diverging logarithmic terms always survive the
gauge transformation (20a). Therefore, the Newman-
Unti coordinate system may not be suitable for studying
the vector and scalar modes.
The appearance of ln r̃ and r̃ ln r̃ terms comes from

the rather strong requirements (22a) or (22b). These
equations imply that r̃ is a null direction from some finite
place in the bulk all the way to the infinity r̃ → +∞.
Since in this work, one is interested in the fields at the
infinity, one may relax these requirements, and demand

g̃
′(m)
rr ∼ g̃

′(m)
ur + 1 ∼ O (1/r̃) and g̃

′(m)
ra ∼ O

(

r̃0
)

. In this
way, although r̃ is not null everywhere, it is null at the
infinity. So based on this argument, let us determine the
desired coordinate transformation. After some tedious
calculation, one knows that in the pseudo-Newman-Unti
coordinates, the unphysical metric is given by

g̃′(m)
uu = −1 + 2(U[1] + R[1]) +

1

2
(h̄′′t̄t̄ + h̄′′jj), (24a)

g̃′(m)
ur = −1 + kµ∂µ(U+ R) + U[1]

+
1

2
(h̄′′tt + 2njh̄

′′
t̄j + h̄′′jj), (24b)

g̃′(m)
ua = −r2Θ[1]

a + Da(U+ R) + rejah̄
′′
t̄j , (24c)

g̃′(m)
rr = 2kµ∂µU+ h̄′′t̄t̄ + 2nj h̄

′′
t̄j + njkh̄

′′
jk, (24d)

g̃′(m)
ra = −r2kµ∂µΘa + DaU+ reja(h̄

′′
t̄j + h̄′′jknk), (24e)

g̃
′(m)
ab = r̃2γ̃ab − r̃2

(

2D(aΘb) +
2

r̃
Rγ̃ab

+
1

2
γ̃abh̄

′′ − ejae
k
b h̄

′′
jk

)

. (24f)

As Eq. (3.4c) in Ref. [37], Eq. (24f) is explicitly written
in terms of r̃. In the other equations, r is used, instead
of r̃. This is all right, as they are different from each
other by R, which is of the first order in the field per-
turbations. Obviously, all terms in the above equations
involving h̄′′µν are series expansions in 1/r, without any

logarithmic terms. So in order for g̃
′(m)
µν approaching the

Minkowski metric at r → +∞, one has to impose certain
conditions on U,R and Θa.
Since h̄′′µν are series expansions in 1/r, it is natural to

assume that

U =
∑

l=0

U{l}

rl
+
∑

l=1

rlU{−l}, (25)

where the positive powers of r are included for general-
ity. R and Θa are also expanded in the similar manner.
This form of expansion is inspired by the usual Lorentz

boost generator whose radial component actually con-
tains a positive power term [15, 37, 108]. It is also in-
spired by the form of the gauge transformation generator
in the dual formalism of the scalar fields in some modi-
fied theories of gravity [61, 64]. Whether the coefficients
of the positive power terms exist or not depends on the
boundary conditions imposed on the metric components.
These boundary conditions can be chosen as

g̃′(m)
rr ∼ O

(

1

r

)

, (26a)

g̃′(m)
ur + 1 ∼ O

(

1

r

)

, (26b)

g̃′(m)
ra ∼ O

(

r0
)

, (26c)

g̃′(m)
uu ∼ O

(

r0
)

, g̃′(m)
ua ∼ O

(

r0
)

, (26d)

det(g̃
′(m)
ab ) = r̃4 det(γ̃ab) +O

(

r̃2
)

. (26e)

Let us look into these conditions and their implications.
Firstly, Eq. (26a) guarantees r̃ being null at the infinity,
and results in U{−l} = 0 for l ≥ 1. So there are no
positive powers in U, in fact. Secondly, Eq. (26b) implies
R{−l} = 0 for l ≥ 2, so

R = rR{−1} + R{0} + R′, (27)

with R′ standing for the higher order terms in 1/r, and

∂t̄U{0} + R{−1} = 0. (28)

So the only surviving positive power term in R is rR{−1},

which also exists in GR [37]. Thirdly, for g̃
′(m)
ra , there is

no problem to require it to be O
(

r0
)

as in Eq. (26c),
and this implies that Θa

{−l} = 0 for l ≥ 1. Then, demand

Eq. (26d), leading to

∂t̄R{−1} = 0, (29)

∂t̄Θ
a
{0} = 0, ∂t̄Θ

a
{1} − D

aR{−1} = 0, (30)

respectively. Finally, one wants Eq. (26e), and so

DaΘ
a
{0} + 2R{−1} = 0. (31)

This result is derived using det(g̃
′(m)
ab ) ∼ r̃4 det(γ̃ab) at the

leading order. The condition that det(g̃
′(m)
ab ) vanishes at

O
(

r̃3
)

leads to a relation involving R{0} and field pertur-
bations. Since now we are presenting the general method
to perform the asymptotic analysis, we do not give the
explicit relation, which shall be displayed in the later sec-
tions. Up to now, one may solve Eqs. (28), (29), (30),
and (31), and get

Θa
{0} = −Y a(θb), (32a)

R{−1} =
1

2
DaY

a, (32b)

U{0} = −f ≡ −T (θa)− u

2
DaY

a, (32c)

Θa
{1} = −Za(θb)− D

af, (32d)
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where T , Y a, and Za depend only on the angular coor-
dinates.
Let us collect the results obtained so far, and define a

vector field χµ

(m) with

χu
(m) = U{0} = −f, (33a)

χr
(m) = rR{−1} + R{0} =

r

2
DaY

a + R{0}, (33b)

χa
(m) = Θa

{0} +
Θa

{1}

r
= −Y a − 1

r
(Za − D

af) . (33c)

Although the form of χµ

(m) was obtained under the good

gauge, it actually does not change even if one carries
out a further gauge transformation (20a). It is easy to
recognize that χµ

(m) is similar to the BMS generator in

GR, for example, ξµBMS in Eq. (3.10) in Ref. [37], modulo
the sign difference. They differ mainly in the subleading
terms of χr

(m) and χ
a
(m), i.e., R{0} and Z

a. At the moment,

R{0} has not yet been determined, but as elucidated later,
R{0} is a function of T , Y a, Za and field perturbations.
One shall redefine R{0} such that its dependency on the
field perturbations is moved to R′ introduced in Eq. (27),
resulting in

R{0} =
1

2

(

DaZ
a − D

2f
)

, (34)

and thus, χµ

(m) is a function of T , Y a and Za, only. Obvi-

ously, χµ

(m) would define the asymptotic symmetry for the

mode m, like ξµBMS in Ref. [37]. By analogue, one knows
that T and Y a generate the supertranslation and super-
Lorentz transformation, respectively. So the asymptotic
symmetry includes the familiar BMS symmetry. In ad-
dition, the existence of Za suggests that there is the
subleading BMS symmetry parameterized by it. In GR,
BD, and dCS, Za is zero in the Newman-Unti gauge or
Bondi gauge [19, 25, 27, 57]. One may want to set it
to zero in Einstein-æther theory, as a gauge fixing con-
dition, then, the asymptotic symmetry group reduces to
BMS. However, the analysis on the vector memory effect
in Section VD suggests to keep it free, so that the treat-
ment for all modes would be uniform. Of course, ignoring
Za, the expressions for χµ

(m) still differ from the standard

ones, e.g., Eq. (2.16) in Ref. [19], by higher order terms
in 1/r. This is due to the fact that the analysis is at the
linear order in field perturbations. Once the nonlinear
analysis is done, one expects that χµ

(m) takes exactly the

same form as Eq. (2.16) in Ref. [19], when Za is set to
zero. So the asymptotic symmetry is generated by T , Y a

and Za, and includes BMS, as the leading part, and the
subleading BMS symmetries.
In fact, the Minkowski spacetime also enjoys the

asymptotic symmetry, as it is asymptotically flat, too.
The generator of the asymptotic symmetry in the flat
spacetime is still χµ

(m), defined by Eq. (33) with R{0}

given by Eq. (34). It is now interesting to examine how
χµ

(m) transforms the æther vev, ũ′µ = δµu → δµu + ∂uχ
µ

(m).

Since χµ

(m) depends on u in general, the æther vev is not

invariant. Usually, in the treatment of the spontaneous
symmetry breaking [11, 12], one would like to fix vev. So
if one followed common practice in quantum field theory,
one would require χµ

(m) be independent of u, which means

that

DaY
a = 0, (35)

which amounts to the statement that the super-boost
transformations are removed from the asymptotic sym-
metry group of Einstein-æther theory. However, since the
super-boost is deeply related to the CM memory effect
in GR, BD and dCS, one may not want to fix the æther
vev so that the intimate relation between the super-boost
and the CM memory remains in Einstein-æther theory.
Now, one should also check the components of the

æther field, as the asymptotic symmetry also transforms
the æther field components. One can show that

ũ
′u
(m) = 1 + ∂t̄U+ v

′′t̄ − njv
′′j , (36a)

ũ
′r
(m) = ∂t̄R+ njv

′′j , (36b)

ũ
′a
(m) = ∂t̄Θ

a +
eaj
r
v
′′j , (36c)

using the coordinate transformation law of a vector field.
Since every term on the right-hand sides are series ex-
pansions in 1/r, the components of the æther field in the
new coordinates have no logarithmic terms.
Up to now, one may notice that U, R, and Θa are fixed

only at the leading orders in 1/r. Their higher order ex-
pansion coefficients are still unknown. This is because
here, we have imposed very weak conditions on the met-
ric components, given by Eq. (26). These are insufficient
to determine all expansion coefficients of U, R, and Θa.

If it is desired, one may further require g̃
′(m)
rr , g̃

′(m)
ur + 1

and g̃
′(m)
ra be zero at the orders higher than 1/r, and this

completely fixes U, R and Θa, respectively. These re-
quirements are weaker than, but resemble Eq. (22a). In
the following sections, we will explicitly determine the
coordinate transformations, and calculate the unphysi-
cal metric and æther fields in the pseudo-Newman-Unti
coordinate systems for all radiative modes.

A. Memory effects

Once one obtains the pseudo-Newman-Unti coordi-
nates, one would like to calculate the geodesic devia-
tion equation (12) and inspect the memory effect due
to the mode m. It is better to reexpress Eq. (12) in
the pseudo-Newman-Unti coordinate system. Since the
right-hand side of this equation involves Rtjtk, which is
already of the first order in the field perturbations, let us
consider the leading order part of the physical metric in
the pseudo-Newman-Unti coordinates,

η̃µνdx̃
µdx̃ν =− s−2

m
dũ2 − 2s−2

m
dũdr̃

+ (1− s−2
m

)dr̃2 + r̃2γ̃abdθ̃
adθ̃b.

(37)
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Therefore, one can identify an orthonormal basis,

ẽ0̂ = sm∂̃u, ẽr̂ = −∂̃u + ∂̃r, ẽâ = r̃ẽja∂j . (38)

The dual basis is

ẽ0̂ = s−1
m

(dũ+ dr̃), ẽr̂ = dr̃, ẽâ =
ẽaj
r̃
dxj . (39)

In fact, near the infinity, the 4-velocities ∂τ of the test
particles approach ẽ0̂, and it is natural to decompose the

deviation vector ~S in the following way,

~S = Sẽr̂ + Sâẽâ. (40)

Then, Eq. (12) can be rewritten as

d2S

dτ2
= −s2

m
(R̃ururS+ R̃uruâS

â), (41a)

d2Sâ

dτ2
= −s2

m
(R̃uruâS+ R̃

uâub̂
S b̂). (41b)

Here, the Riemann tensor components can be calculated
using

R̃urur = s−2
m
njnkRtjtk, (42)

R̃uruâ = s−2
m ẽjân

kRtjtk, (43)

R̃
uâub̂

= s−2
m
ẽjâẽ

k

b̂
Rtjtk. (44)

Usually, one call S the longitudinal mode, and Sâ the
transverse modes.
Suppose the radiative mode m exists at r̃ → ∞ from

the time ũ0 to ũf . Integrating Eq.(41) gives the total
changes ∆S and ∆Sâ between ũ0 and ũf . If ∆S 6= 0 or
∆Sâ 6= 0, one claims that there exists the memory ef-
fect. By studying the functional dependencies of ∆S and
∆Sâ on the radiative modes, one can decipher the rela-
tion between memories and asymptotic symmetries, as
explicitly demonstrated in Sections IVD, VD and VID.

IV. PSEUDO-NEWMAN-UNTI COORDINATES

FOR TENSOR MODES

In this section, the pseudo-Newman-Unti coordinate
system will be determined for the tensor mode. For this
purpose, one should solve Eq. (9a) and write hTT

jk using
multipolar moments in the physical frame. This would
be done in Section IVA. Then, work in the unphysical
frame with σ = s2

g
. Now, fix the gauge, and perform

a suitable infinitesimal transformation Eq. (20a) such
that h̄′′µν takes a simple form, in Section IVB. In Sec-
tion IVC, one gets the transformation Eq. (21), and the
pseudo-Newman-Unti coordinates are obtained, together
with the asymptotic symmetries. The unphysical metric
and æther fields will also be explicitly calculated. Finally,
the memory effects of the tensor mode are discussed in
Section IVD.

A. Vacuum multipolar solution

Consider the tensor equation (9a) first. In the vacuum,
one knows that the solution is [109, 110]

hTT
jk =

∑

l=0

[

∂jkL

(

EL

r

)

+ δjk∂L

(

FL

r

)]

+

∑

l=1

∂L−1

[

∂(j

(

Gk)L−1

r

)

+ ǫpq(j∂k)p

(

HqL−1

r

)]

+
∑

l=2

∂L−2

[(

IjkL−2

r

)

+ ∂p

(

ǫpq(jJk)qL−2

r

)]

,

in general. Here, the symmetric-tracefree tensors
(EL, FL, GL, HL, IL, JL) are all functions of sgt − r, the
retarded time associated with the tensor GW. What
essentially differentiates Eq. (9a) from Eq. (2.2) in
Ref. [110] is that hTT

jk here satisfies the transverse-
tracefree condition, while hµν there is merely trans-
verse. Then, imposing the transverse-tracefree condition
(∂khTT

jk = 0 and δjkhTT
jk = 0) leads to

F = E(2) = 0, FL = s−2
g
E

(2)
L (l ≥ 1), (45a)

G
(2)
j = 0, GL = −4s−2

g
E

(2)
L (l ≥ 1), (45b)

IL = 2s−4
g
E

(4)
L (l ≥ 2), (45c)

H
(2)
j = 0, JL = −s−2

g
H

(2)
L (l ≥ 2), (45d)

where the superscript (n) indicates the n-th order partial
derivative with respect to t. The metric perturbation is
now given by

hTT
jk =

∑

l=0

∂jkL
EL

r
+ δjk

∑

l=1

∂L
E

(2)
L

s2
g
r

− 4
∑

l=1

∂L−1(j

E
(2)
k)L−1

s2
g
r

+
∑

l=1

ǫpq(j∂k)pL−1
HqL−1

r

+
∑

l=2

∂L−2



2
E

(4)
jkL−2

s4
g
r

− ∂p
ǫpq(jH

(2)
k)qL−2

s2
g
r



 .

(46)

From this expression, one notices that the metric pertur-
bation is determined by two sets of transverse-tracefree
tensors, EL and HL, which is consistent with the fact
that there are two tensorial degrees of freedom.

B. Gauge fixing

According to the discussion in Section III, one should
now fix the gauge such that εj = 0 and ω = γ = 0 [105].
If one considers only the tensor mode, then one finds out
that

hjk = hTT
jk , (47)
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and the remaining components of hµν vanish, so do all
of the components of vµ. Now, one should work in the
unphysical frame with σ = s2

g
, so that the tensor mode

travels at the speed of one, as measured by the unphysical

metric g
′(g)
µν . Then, perform the coordinate transforma-

tion t → t̄ = smt, x
j → xj . So, the unphysical metric

and æther fields are

g
′(g)
t̄t̄

= −1, g
′(g)
t̄j

= 0, g
′(g)
jk = δjk + hTT

jk , (48a)

u
′t̄
(g) = 1, u

′j
(g) = 0. (48b)

This way, the leading order parts of the metric and æther
fields take the usual forms. The trace-reversed metric
perturbation h̄′µν is

h̄′t̄t̄ = 0, h̄′t̄j = 0, h̄′jk = hTT
jk . (49)

In this gauge, h̄′µν , given by Eqs. (49) and (46), is drasti-
cally different from the one in GR, referring to Eq. (2.3)
in Ref. [37].
Now, one tries to make h̄′µν look like the one in GR

as much as possible. This means one should perform the
gauge transformation parameterized by Eq. (19), with
WL, VL, TL, and RL all functions of sgt− r. After some
trial and error, one takes the following good gauge con-
ditions,

WL =
E

[1]
L

2
, VL =

EL

2
, TL = −2E

[2]
L , RL =

HL

2
,

where [n] means to take the n-th order derivative with
respect to u. Furthermore, if one defines

E
[2]
L = 2

(−1)l

l!
ML (l ≥ 0), (50)

H
[1]
L = −8

(−1)l

l!

l

l + 1
SL (l ≥ 1), (51)

then, one has

h̄′′t̄t̄ = 4
∑

l=0

(−1)l

l!
∂L
ML

r
, (52a)

h̄′′t̄j = 4
∑

l=1

(−1)l

l!
∂L−1

(

M
[1]
jL−1

r
+
lǫjpq
l + 1

∂p
SqL−1

r

)

,

(52b)

h̄′′jk = 4
∑

l=2

(−1)l

l!
∂L−2

(

M
[2]
jkL−2

r

+
2l

l + 1
∂p
ǫpq(jS

[1]
k)qL−2

r

)

.

(52c)

These equations are equivalent to Eq. (2.3) in Ref. [37].
ML and SL are the mass and current multipole moments,
respectively. Also, Eqs. (45b) and (45d) implies that the

linear momentum Pj ≡M
[1]
j and angular momentum Sj

are constant as in GR. Note that M = E[2]/2 = 0 ac-
cording to Eq. (45a), so the mass monopole is zero in
the tensor sector in Einstein-æther theory. Despite this
minor difference, these expressions suggest that one can
repeat the calculation in Ref. [37] to obtain the Newman-
Unti coordinates for the tensor mode, and analyze the
asymptotic behaviors. However, in this work we will not
carry out this computation, as it is impossible to find
the well-behaved Newman-Unti coordinates for the vec-
tor and scalar modes using the same method as discussed
in Section III.
One should also calculate the perturbation of the æther

field, given by,

v
′′t̄ = −

∑

l=0

(−1)l

l!
∂L
ML

r
, (52d)

v
′′j =

∑

l=0

(−1)l

l!
∂jL

M̂L

r
− 4

∑

l=1

(−1)l

l!

× ∂L−1

(

M
[1]
jL−1

r
+

l

l + 1
ǫjpq∂p

SqL−1

r

)

,

(52e)

where M̂L =
∫

MLdt̄. These equations are presented for
completeness.

C. Constructing pseudo-Newman-Unti coordinates

In the following, we will explicitly obtain U, R and
Θa in Eq. (21) based on the discussion in Section III.
The metric components and the æther field would also
be calculated.
Let us consider χµ

(g) first, defined in Eq. (33), which in-

cludes the leading order parts of U, R and Θa. According
to the discussion in Section III, χµ

(g) can be determined by

requiring the components of g̃
′(g)
µν in the pseudo-Newman-

Unti coordinates to obey certain boundary conditions
(26) near the infinity r → ∞. The boundary conditions
imposed in that section are relatively weak for the tensor
mode. As one can check, it is possible to further im-

pose g̃
′(g)
ra ∼ O (1/r), compared with Eq. (26c). This re-

sults in Za = −4eajPj , and thus R{0} = 5njPj − D2f/2,

by requiring det(g̃
′(g)
ab ) vanish at O

(

r3
)

. However, this
stronger condition may not be consistently imposed in
the vector sector. In order to make the treatment uni-
form, we will stick with conditions (26) for the tensor
mode. Meaningly, one should let Za be free, and that
leads to

R{0} =
1

2

(

D̃aZ
a − D̃

2f
)

. (53)

Therefore, χµ

(g) is completely parameterized by T , Y a

and Za, and the asymptotic symmetry includes the BMS
and the subleading BMS symmetries as discussed in the
previous section. This is different from GR [37], BD [24,
57], and dCS [25, 64].
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Now, one can determine the higher order terms of U,
R, and Θa. It turns out that

U =χu
(g) + 4

∑

l=1

1

l!

l
∑

k=1

2k − 1

(l + k)(l + k − 1)

× akl
nLM

[l−k]
L

rk
,

(54a)

R =χr
(g) + 2

∑

l=2

1

l!

∑

k=1

(l − k)(l + 3k − 1)

(l + k)(l + k − 1)(k + 1)

× akl
nLM

[l−k]
L

rk
,

(54b)

Θa =χa
(g) − 4

eaj
r

∑

l=1

1

l!

l
∑

k=1

akl
(l + k)(k + 1)

nL−1

rk

×
(

2k2 − l

l + k − 1
M

[l−k]
jL−1 +

2kl

l + 1
ǫjpqnpS

[l−k]
qL−1

)

,

(54c)

where

akl =
(l + k)!

2kk!(l − k)!
. (55)

One can compare these equations with Eq. (3.2) in
Ref. [37]. First, let us compare the leading order terms
represented by χµ

(g) with ξµBMS given by Eq. (3.10) in

Ref. [37]. Although at the subleading orders χµ

(g) is dif-

ferent from ξµBMS by R{0} and Za, their leading order
parts are actually the same, modulo the difference in the
sign convention. Second, let us focus on the higher order
terms in Eq. (54), and compare them with the corre-
sponding terms in Eq. (3.2) in Ref. [37]. It is easy to find
that these two sets of equations share the same parts that
are proportional to the symbols akl. The remaining parts
are different. That is, here, there are no ln r-terms, as
we have imposed weaker conditions on the metric com-
ponents.

In the pseudo-Newman-Unti coordinates, some of the
metric components are thus,

g̃′(g)rr = −4ñjPj

r̃
, g̃′(g)ur = −1, g̃′(g)ra = −Za, (56)

by Eq. (24). As one can see, g̃
′(g)
rr is not zero at a finite r̃,

and g̃
′(g)
ra can be freely specified. So the pseudo-Newman-

Unti coordinate system for the tensor mode is almost
in the Newman-Unti gauge. If one works in the center-
of-mass frame with Pj = 0, and chooses a gauge such
that Za = 0, the Newman-Unti gauge is recovered. The

remaining metric components are

g̃′(g)uu = −1− (D̃2 + 2)f [1] +
2

r̃

(

m+
∑

k=1

Kk

r̃k

)

, (57a)

g̃′(g)ua =
1

2
D̃

bcab +
1

r̃

(

2

3
Na + ẽja

∑

k=1

P j
k

r̃k

)

+∆g̃′(g)ua ,

(57b)

g̃
′(g)
ab =r̃2

[

γ̃ab + 2D̃〈aYb〉

+
1

r̃

(

cab + ẽj〈aẽ
k
b〉

∑

l=1

Qjk
l

r̃l

)]

+∆g̃
′(g)
ab ,

(57c)

where Ya = γ̃abY
b, ∆g̃

′(g)
ua = D̃aD̃bZ

b/2, and ∆g̃
′(g)
ab =

2r̃D̃〈aZb〉 with Za = γ̃abZ
b. Note that ∆g̃

′(g)
ab is traceless,

like cab. Here, these metric components are put in such
a form that the so-called Bondi data can be easily read
off. Indeed, m and Na resemble the Bondi mass aspect
and angular momentum aspect [27, 37, 111],

m =
∑

l=0

(l + 1)(l + 2)

2l!
ñLM

[l]
L , (58a)

Na = ẽja
∑

l=1

(l + 1)(l + 2)

2(l− 1)!
ñL−1

(

M
[l−1]
jL−1

+
2l

l+ 1
ǫ̃jpqñpS

[l−1]
qL−1

)

, (58b)

at the linear order in the field perturbations. The tensor
cab looks like the shear tensor, given by

cab =4ẽj〈aẽ
k
b〉

∑

l=2

ñL−2

l!

(

M
[l]
jkL−2

− 2l

l + 1
ǫ̃jpq ñpS

[l]
kqL−2

)

− 2D̃〈aD̃b〉f.

(59)

And the remaining symbols Kk, P
j
k , and Q

ij
k are

Kk =
1

(k + 1)(k + 2)

∑

l=k

(l + 1)(l + 2)

l!
aklñLM

[l−k]
L ,

(60a)

P j
k =

2

k + 3

∑

l=k+1

l + 2

l!
ak+1,lñL−1

(

M
[l−k−1]
jL−1

+
2l

l+ 1
ǫ̃jpqñpS

[l−k−1]
qL−1

)

, (60b)

Qij
k = 4

k − 1

k + 1

∑

l=k

akl
l!
ñL−2

(

M
[l−k]
ijL−2

+
2l

l+ 1
ǫ̃ipqñpS

[l−k]
jqL−2

)

. (60c)

Now, let us compare Eq. (57) with Eq. (3.14) in Ref. [37].
These two sets of equations are basically the same, except

that g̃
′(g)
ua and g̃

′(g)
ab both have extra terms, i.e., ∆g̃

′(g)
ua and
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∆g̃
′(g)
ab , respectively. These extra terms and g̃

′(g)
ra are due

to the presence of Za, and can be viewed as pure gauge
in the tensor sector.

The form of cab as defined by Eq. (59) indicates its

transformation under the supertranslation ũ→ ũ+α(θ̃a),
i.e.,

cab → c′ab = cab − 2D̃〈aD̃b〉α. (61)

This is similar to the familiar transformation rule of the
shear tensor under the supertranslation in GR, BD and
dCS [19, 24, 25, 27, 57]. This rule will be useful for in-
terpreting the tensor displacement memory effect. Under
the transformation described by Y a,

cab → cab − 2uD̃〈aD̃b〉D̃aY
a. (62)

Of course, neither of Eqs. (61) and (62) is exactly the
same as those appearing in GR, BD and dCS [19, 24,
25, 27, 57], as several terms are missing. However, these
missing terms are products between α, Y a or their deriva-
tives and cab or its derivatives, so they are of the second
order in the field perturbations, and can be ignored in
the linearized analysis. Under Za-transformation, cab is
invariant.

Finally, the æther field has the following components

ũ
′u
(g) =1− D̃aY

a

2
− 2

∑

l=1

1

l!

l
∑

k=0

αu
klakl

ñLM
[l−k]
L

r̃k+1

+
∑

l=0

l + 1

l!
all
ñLM̂L

r̃l+2
,

(63a)

ũ
′r
(g) =− D̃2D̃aY

a

4
−
∑

l=2

1

l!

l
∑

k=0

αr
klakl

ñLM
[l−k]
L

r̃k+1

−
∑

l=0

l + 1

l!
all
ñLM̂L

r̃l+2
,

(63b)

ũ
′a
(g) =

D̃aD̃bY
b

2r̃
+
ẽaj
r̃

∑

l=1

ñL−1

[

all
(l − 1)!

M̂jL−1

r̃l+2

+ 2
1

l!

l
∑

k=0

αa
klakl

M
[l−k]
jL−1

r̃k+1
+ 4

l

(l + 1)!

×
l
∑

k=0

l − 2k − 2

k + 2
aklǫ̃jpq

ñpS
[l−k]
qL−1

r̃k+1

]

,

(63c)

where there are several complicated factors given by

αu
kl =

l − k

l + k

4k + 3

k + 1
− k2

(l + k)(l − k + 1)
, (64a)

αr
kl =

(l − k)(l − k − 1)(l + 3k + 4)

(l + k)(k + 2)(k + 1)

− 3l2 − (8k − 3)l + k(3k − 5)

(l + k)(l − k + 1)
,

(64b)

αa
kl =

kl

(l + k)(l − k + 1)

− l − k

l + k

l− 2(k + 1)(2k + 3)

(k + 2)(k + 1)
.

(64c)

Unlike the metric components in Eqs. (56) and (57), the
æther field is expressed directly in terms of the mass and
current multipole moments ML and SL, as it is not easy
to recognize the physical meaning of their combinations.
As one can see, Eq. (63) is very complicated, and it is

difficult to interpret the physical meaning of the terms.
Similar situation will happen to the metric and æther
fields for the vector and scalar modes. Therefore, in Sec-
tions V and VI, we will not present the complete expres-
sions for the metric and æther fields. Only leading order
terms in 1/r̃ will be given.

D. Tensor memory effects

Let us now examine the memory effects associated with
the tensor modes. One can show that atO (1/r̃), R̃urur =

R̃uruâ = 0, then, simply consider,

d2Sâ

dτ2
= −s2

g
R̃

uâub̂
S b̂ =

1

2r̃
s2
g
c
[2]

âb̂
S b̂ +O

(

1

r̃2

)

. (65)

Provided that the initial relative velocity of the test par-
ticles is nonzero, one integrates this equation twice to
get

∆Sâ ≈ S
[1]
â

∣

∣

∣

0
∆ũ +

∆c
âb̂

2r̃
S b̂
∣

∣

∣

0

+
1

r̃

[

c
âb̂
(ũf ) + c

âb̂
(ũ0)

2
∆ũ −∆C

âb̂

]

S
[1]
â

∣

∣

∣

0
,

(66)

where Sâ|0 and S
[1]
â

∣

∣

∣

0
are the initial relative displace-

ment and velocity at the time ũ0, when the GW arrives,
∆ũ = ũf− ũ0 with ũf the time when the GW disappears,

∆c
âb̂

= c
âb̂
(ũf )− c

âb̂
(ũ0), and ∆C

âb̂
=
∫ ũf

ũ0

c
âb̂
(ũ′)dũ′.

If one compares this equation with, for example,
Eqs. (62) and (63) in Ref. [25], one realizes that the term
with ∆c

âb̂
is the (leading) displacement memory effect,

and the one with ∆C
âb̂

contains the spin and the CM
memory effects. See also Ref. [24]. One can always ex-
press

cab = D̃〈aD̃b〉C+ ǫ̃c(aD̃b)D̃
cD, (67)
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where ǫ̃ab is the volume element on a unit 2-sphere, and
C and D are the electric and magnetic parts of cab, re-

spectively. The spin memory is given by
∫ ũf

ũ0

Ddũ, while

the CM memory is
∫ ũf

ũ0

ũC
[1]
o dũ. Here, Co is the part of

C that is related to the so-called ordinary memory effect.
In fact, in the linearized theory, one can show that the
evolution equation of m is

m[1] =
1

4
D̃aD̃bN

ab, (68)

with Nab = c
[1]
ab the news tensor. Integrating this equa-

tion over the time ũ ∈ (ũ0, ũf) gives

∆m =
1

8
D̃

2(D̃2 + 2)∆Co. (69)

Of course, if one could find the nonlinear evolution equa-
tion for m, one would obtain a similar equation for the
null memory part C−Co. Therefore, like in GR, BD and
dCS, the displacement memory, spin and CMmemory are
related to the shear tensor cab. Of course, in Einstein-
æther theory, cab is the shear tensor of the unphysical

metric tensor g̃
′(g)
µν .

So if a vacuum state for the tensor mode is also the
one described by cab = D̃〈aD̃b〉C with C = C(θ̃a), then
the displacement memory effect in Einstein-æther theory
is also the vacuum transition, as

∆cab = D̃〈aD̃b〉∆C, (70)

where ∆C = −2α with α defined in the sentence above
Eq. (61). One can expand ∆C using ñL in the following
way [112],

∆C =
∑

l=0

ñL∆CL. (71)

Then by the definition (59), one can also show that

∆CL = 2
(l− 2)!

(l!)2
∆M

[l]
L , (72)

for l ≥ 2, so the tensor displacement memory effect is of
the so-called electric parity as in GR [113].
Because of Eq. (70), one expects that the flux-balance

law associated with the supertranslation could also be
rewritten as the constraint equation on the displacement
memory effect for the tensor mode as in Refs. [19, 24, 58,
64]. Equivalently, one can integrate the evolution equa-
tion for the Bondi mass aspect to obtain the constraint.
Unfortunately, since we are working in the linear theory,
the evolution equation for the Bondi mass aspect m does
not include the contribution of the energy flux of the GW,
which shall be quadratic in Nab. Therefore, one cannot
get the constraint on the displacement memory effect.
Constructing the pseudo-Newman-Unti coordinate sys-
tem up to second order in the field perturbations could
provide the quadratic terms [37], but this is beyond the

scope of the present work. Similarly, for the spin and the
CM memory effects, their constraint equations shall also
rely on the construction of the evolution equation of the
angular momentum aspect Na up to the second order in
the field perturbations, which cannot be obtained in the
linearized analysis. So here, we will not try to calculate
the constraints on memory effects.
In summary, the leading displacement memory in the

tensor sector shares many characteristics with the one
in GR. They are both the variation in the shear ten-
sor cab, can be viewed as the vacuum transition and are
deeply related to the supertranslations. Although not
explicitly verified in the linear analysis, the triangular
equivalence between the leading displacement memory,
the supertranslation and the leading soft graviton theo-
rem shall also hold in Einstein-æther theory, which can
be examined in the nonlinear analysis.

V. PSEUDO-NEWMAN-UNTI COORDINATES

FOR VECTOR MODES

In this section, the pseudo-Newman-Unti coordinates
will be obtained for the vector mode following the gen-
eral scheme in Section III. The structure is similar to
Section IV for the tensor mode.

A. Vacuum multipolar solution

Now, the vector equation (9b) is to be solved. The
general solution to Eq. (9b) is [109, 110]

Σj =
∑

l=0

∂jL
BL

r
+
∑

l=1

∂L−1

(

CjL−1

r
+ ǫjpq∂p

DqL−1

r

)

,

for some transverse-tracefree tensors BL, CL, and DL,
all functions of the retarded time svt− r. The transverse
condition leads to

∂jΣj =
∑

l=0

∂L
B

(2)
L

s2
v
r

+
∑

l=1

∂L
CL

r
= 0, (73)

which implies that

B(2) = 0, s−2
v
B

(2)
L + CL = 0 (l ≥ 1). (74)

Therefore, one has

Σj =
∑

l=0

∂jL
BL

r
−
∑

l=1

∂L−1

(

B
(2)
jL−1

s2
v
r

− ǫjpq∂p
DqL−1

r

)

.

(75)

Again, there are two sets of transverse-tracefree tensors,
BL and DL, here. Indeed, there are two vectorial degrees
of freedom. Ξj can thus be obtained using Eq. (11c).
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B. Gauge fixing

To fix the gauge, one also sets εj = 0 and ω = γ = 0 as
for the tensor mode. Then, perform the coordinate trans-
formation t̄ = svt such that in the coordinates (t̄, xj),

g
′(v)
t̄t̄

= −1 = −u′t̄(v), g
′(v)
jk = δjk, and

g
′(v)
t̄j

=
∑

l=0

∂jL
B̌L

r
−
∑

l=1

∂L−1

(

B̌
[2]
jL−1

r

− ǫjpq∂p
ĎqL−1

r

)

,

(76a)

u
′j
(v) =

∑

l=0

∂jL
B̊L

r
−
∑

l=1

∂L−1

(

B̊
[2]
jL−1

r

− ǫjpq∂p
D̊qL−1

r

)

,

(76b)

where [n] also means to take the n-th derivative with
respect to u. Here, one defines

B̌L = k1BL, ĎL = k1DL,

k1 = −
1 + c+s

2
g
− s2

v

sv
, (76c)

B̊L = k2BL, D̊L = k2DL,

k2 =
2− s2

g

sv
, (76d)

to simplify equations. These expressions are already
written in the unphysical frame with σ = s2

v
. The

trace-reversed metric perturbation of g
′(v)
µν is given by

h̄′
t̄t̄
= h̄′jk = 0, and

h̄′t̄j =
∑

l=0

∂jL
B̌L

r
−
∑

l=1

∂L−1

(

B̌
[2]
jL−1

r

− ǫjpq∂p
ĎqL−1

r

)

.

(77)

The first term on the right-hand side would make the
computation very tedious, so it would be better to sim-
plify the metric components by performing the gauge
transformation described by Eq. (20). Then, one knows
that the following good gauge

WL = B̌L, VL = TL = RL = 0. (78)

gives

h̄′′t̄t̄ =
∑

l=0

∂L
B̌

[1]
L

r
, (79a)

h̄′′t̄j = −
∑

l=1

∂L−1

(

B̌
[2]
jL−1

r
− ǫjpq∂p

ĎqL−1

r

)

, (79b)

h̄′′jk = δjk
∑

l=0

∂L
B̌

[1]
L

r
. (79c)

The æther perturbation is

v
′′t̄ = −

∑

l=0

∂L
B̌

[1]
L

r
, (79d)

v
′′j =

∑

l=0

∂jL
B̊L

r
−
∑

l=1

∂L−1

(

B̊
[2]
jL−1

r

− ǫjpq∂p
D̊qL−1

r

)

.

(79e)

It is apparent that h̄′′µν takes a very different form from

the one in GR [37]. In particular, h̄′′jk is diagonal,
while the corresponding perturbation in GR is tracefree
[37, 109]. These differences lead to the difficulty in deter-
mining a well-defined Newman-Unti coordinate system
for this mode.

C. Constructing pseudo-Newman-Unti coordinates

In this subsection, one will determine the pseudo-
Newman-Unti coordinates using the general scheme de-
scribed in Section III.
As in the case of the tensor mode, let us first consider

χµ

(v). In Section III, χµ

(v) has been determined up to two

sets of unspecified functions, Za and R{0}, as the bound-
ary conditions (26) were chosen to be relatively weak.
Now, for the case of the vector mode, it is impossible to
strengthen the condition (26c). This is due to the form
of h̄′′µν given by Eq. (79). In particular, it is the following
combination of the components that prevents the condi-
tion (26c) from being tightened,

eja
(

h̄′′t̄j + h̄′′jknk

)

=
eja
r

∑

l=1

(−1)lnL−1

(

B̌
[l+1]
jL−1

+ǫjpqnpĎ
[l]
qL−1

)

+O
(

1

r2

)

.

(80)

The left-hand side of the above expression appears in
Eq. (24e), which thus acquires a contribution at O

(

r0
)

.

One can check that Za also appears at O
(

r0
)

on the
right-hand of Eq. (24e). As the leading order term of
Eq. (80) is generally nonvanishing and time-dependent,

one cannot choose a suitable Za(θ) to remove it, so g̃
′(v)
ra

has to start at O
(

r0
)

. This also means that one shall
leave Za free, as a nonzero Za does not violate the con-
dition (26c).
Now, let us discuss the form of R{0}. As in the case

of the tensor mode, one makes use of the vanishing of

det(g̃
′(v)
ab ) at O

(

r̃3
)

to get

R{0} =
1

2

(

D̃aZ
a − D̃

2f
)

. (81)

This equation takes the same form as Eq. (53) in the
tensor sector, which guarantees the uniform treatment.
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Therefore, χµ

(v) is completely fixed for the vector mode.

Just like χµ

(g) for the tensor mode, χµ

(v) is also parameter-

ized by T , Y a and Za, so the asymptotic symmetry in the
vector sector also includes the BMS and the subleading
BMS symmetries.

The coordinate transformation from the Lorentz co-
ordinates to the pseudo-Newman-Unti coordinates are
given by

U = χu
(v) + 2

∑

l=1

(−1)l
l
∑

k=1

lakl
k(l + k)

nLB̌
[l−k+1]
L

rk
, (82a)

R = χr
(v)+

∑

l=1

(−1)l
l
∑

k=1

l(l − k) + (k + 1)2

(k + 1)2

× akl
nLB̌

[l−k+1]
L

rk
,

(82b)

Θa =χa
(v) − eja

∑

l=1

(−1)l
l
∑

k=1

akl
(k + 1)rk+1

nL−1

×
[

2l − k

k
B̌

[l−k+1]
jL−1 + ǫjpqnpĎ

[l−k]
qL−1

]

.

(82c)

The leading order part of the coordinate transformation
is given by χµ

(v), which describes the asymptotic symme-

try, as elucidated in the previous paragraph. The re-
maining parts of the transformation (82) are certainly
different from Eq. (3.2) in Ref. [37]. They are given by
functions of the multipole moments B̌L and ĎL related
to the vector degrees of freedom in Einstein-æther theory.

Substituting Eq. (82) into Eq. (24), one can calculate
the following metric components,

g̃′(v)rr =
2

r̃

(

B̌[1] + 2
∑

l=1

(−1)lñLB̌
[l+1]
L

)

, (83a)

g̃′(v)ur = −1 +
2B̌[1]

r̃
+

2

r̃

∑

l=1

(−1)l
l2 + 3

2
ñLB̌

[l+1]
L , (83b)

g̃′(v)ra ≡ Γa =− Za + ẽja
∑

l=1

(−1)lñL−1

(

B̌
[l+1]
jL−1

+ ǫ̃jpqñpĎ
[l]
qL−1

)

,

(83c)

where the symbol Γa is defined for the upcoming discus-
sion on asymptotic symmetries and vector memories. So
these components are different from Eq. (22a). Again,

r̃ is not null at a finite value, but g̃
′(v)
rr approaches zero

at the infinity. All of these components are even time
dependent in general, in contrast with the corresponding
terms in the tensor sector, and those in Newman-Unti
gauge in GR. The Newman-Unti gauge can be imposed in

the special case when B̌
[l+1]
L = Ď

[l]
L = 0 under the gauge

condition Za = 0. As discussed below, this means that
the presence of the vector GW prevents the construction
of the Newman-Unti coordinates. The remaining metric

components are

g̃′(v)uu = −1− 1

2
D̃a(Y

a + D̃
2Y a) +O

(

1

r̃

)

, (83d)

g̃′(v)ua =− D̃a

(

f +
1

2
D̃

2f +
1

2
D̃bZ

b

)

+ ẽja
∑

l=1

(−1)lñL−1

{[

1 +
1

4

× l(l + 1)(2l− 1)

]

B̌
[l+1]
jL−1

+
l2 + l + 4

4
ǫ̃jpq ñpĎ

[l]
qL−1

}

+O
(

1

r̃

)

,

(83e)

g̃
′(v)
ab =r̃2(γ̃ab + 2D̃〈aYb〉)

+ 2r̃(D̃〈aZb〉 − D̃〈aD̃b〉f) +O
(

r̃0
)

.
(83f)

The complete expressions are very tedious, and not very
illuminating. So here, only the leading order terms are
presented. The higher order terms in 1/r̃ are all ex-

pressed in terms of B̌L, ĎL, B̊L, or D̊L, defined in
Eqs. (76c) and (76d).

The terms containing f , Y a, and Za in Eq. (83) tell us
how the corresponding metric components transform un-
der BMS and the subleading BMS transformations. The
particularly interesting one for the discussion on memory

effects is g̃
′(v)
ra ≡ Γa. If one performs an infinitesimal sub-

leading BMS transformation given by Θa → Θa − za/r̃
[114], then,

Γa → Γa − za, (84)

ignoring higher order terms in the field perturbations. So
Γa transforms nonlinearly, like cab in the tensor sector.
Note that Γa, ignoring the Za part, is proportional to the
angular component of Σa at O (1/r̃) by Eq. (75). That
is, although the æther field has no internal symmetries,
its transformation under the diffeomorphism can be non-
trivial.

Finally, in the pseudo-Newman-Unti coordinates, the
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unphysical æther field is

ũ
′u
(v) =1− D̃aY

a

2
+
B̊[1]

r̃

+
1

r̃

∑

l=0

(−1)l(l2 − 1)ñLB̌
[l+1]
L +O

(

1

r̃2

)

,
(85a)

ũ
′r
(v) =− D2DaY

a

4
− B̊[1]

r̃
+
∑

l=1

(−1)l

×
[

1 +
l(l − 1)

4

]

l(l + 1)

2

ñLB̌
[l+1]
L

r̃

+O
(

1

r̃2

)

,

(85b)

ũ
′a
(v) =

DaDbY
b

2r
+
ẽaj
r̃2

∑

l=1

(−1)lñL−1

{(

B̊
[l+1]
jL−1

+ ǫ̃jpq ñpD̊
[l]
qL−1

)

− 1

2

[

(2l− 1)B̌
[l+1]
jL−1

+ǫ̃jpqnpĎ
[l]
qL−1

]

}

+O
(

1

r̃3

)

.

(85c)

We present the expressions for the components of the
æther field for the completeness.

D. Vector memory effects

Now, let us calculate the geodesic deviation equation
(41) to study the memory effects excited by the vector
mode. It turns out that

d2S

dτ2
= −s2

v
R̃uruâS

â,
d2Sâ

dτ2
= −s2

v
R̃uruâS, (86)

as R̃urur = R̃
uâub̂

= 0 at O (1/r̃), and

R̃uruâ =−
c+s

2
g

2svr̃
ẽjâ

∑

l=1

(−1)lñL−1

(

B
[l+3]
jL−1

+ ǫ̃jpq ñpD
[l+2]
qL−1

)

+O
(

1

r̃2

)

.

(87)

So there is a mixing between the longitudinal mode S and
the transverse modes Sa. This is just the special feature

of the vector polarizations. Since when B̌
[l+1]
L = Ď

[l]
L = 0,

it is permissible to take the Newman-Unti gauge, the
above discussion implies that in that case, there are no
vector GWs at r̃ → ∞, noting that B̌L ∝ BL and ĎL ∝
DL by Eqs. (76c) and (76d). Therefore, in some sense, it
is the presence of the vector GWs that impedes the use
of the Newman-Unti coordinates in the vector sector.
Comparing Eqs. (87), (75), and (83c), one can rewrite

R̃uruâ = −
c+s

2
g

2svk1
Γ
[2]
â , (88)

at O (1/r̃), with k1 defined in Eq. (76c). This is ex-
pected, as the vector polarizations are excited by the vec-
tor modes Σj , and one can show that ẽjaΣj = Γa/k1r̃ +

O
(

1/r̃2
)

. So integrating Eq. (86) twice results in

∆S =
dS

dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

0

∆ũ+
c+svs

2
g

2k1
∆ΓâS

â|0

+
c+svs

2
g

2k1

{

[Γâ(ũf ) + Γâ(ũ0)]∆ũ

− 2

∫ ũf

ũ0

Γâdũ

}

dSâ

dτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

0

,

(89)

and an exactly similar expression for ∆Sâ with S and Sâ

exchanged in the above equation. Note that one should
evaluate this equation up to 1/r̃. Here, Eq. (89) is writ-
ten in terms of Γa so that it is easy to associate the
memory effect with the symmetry (see Eq. (84)). This
equation is similar to Eq. (66) for the tensor mode, so
one could call the term proportional to ∆Γâ the (lead-
ing) displacement memory effect of the vector mode, and
the one proportional to the integral of Γâ the subleading
displacement memory effect. By the transformation law
(84), one may state that the (leading) displacement mem-
ory of the vector mode is associated with the subleading
transformation,

∆Γa = −za, (90)

similar to Eq. (70) for the tensor displacement mem-
ory effect. So the (leading) vector displacement mem-
ory effect may be interpreted as the vacuum transition
Γa(u0) → Γa(uf ) in the vector sector. This observa-
tion serves as one reason for keeping Za in χµ

(m). It

seems that the subleading vector displacement memory
∫ ũf

ũ0

Γadũ has no close relation with the asymptotic sym-
metry.
Since any vector field on a unit 2-sphere can be decom-

posed into its electric and magnetic parts, e.g.,

Γa = D̃aµ+ ǫ̃abD̃
bν, (91)

one may call ∆µ the electric-type vector memory effect,
and ∆ν the magnetic-type. Due to Eq. (90), one writes,

∆µ = −x, ∆ν = −y, (92)

where one decomposes za = D̃ax + ǫ̃abD̃
by. This means

that the electric-type vector memory effect can be viewed
as the vacuum transition caused by the electric parity
part of the subleading BMS symmetry za = D̃ax, while
the magnetic-type memory is the vacuum transition as-
sociated with the magnetic parity part of za = ǫ̃abD̃

by.
If one expands ∆µ and ∆ν in the similar manner to ∆C
in Eq. (71), calculation shows that

∆µL =
(−1)l

l
∆B̌

[l+1]
L , (93)

∆νL =
(−1)l

l
∆Ď

[l+1]
L , (94)
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for l ≥ 1, according to the definition of Γa. As a compar-
ison, the velocity kick memory effect in Maxwell’s elec-
trodynamics is related to the change in the electric part
of the leading order term of the radiative mode, since the
gauge symmetry of the 4-potential Aµ → Aµ + ∂µϑ in-
volves the electric part of Aµ [18]. Here, the linear analy-
sis shows that the electric-type and magnetic-type mem-
ories both exist in a generic process in Einstein-æther
theory.

Similarly, one can decompose the subleading displace-

ment memory effect
∫ uf

u0

Γadũ into its electric (
∫ ũf

ũ0

µdũ)

and magnetic (
∫ ũf

ũ0

νdũ) parts. Their relations with the
symmetries are trivial at least in the linearized case.

Finally, in the linearized theory, one could not get the
constraint equations for the vector memory effects, ei-
ther.

VI. PSEUDO-NEWMAN-UNTI COORDINATES

FOR SCALAR MODE

In this section, the pseudo-Newman-Unti coordinates
will be obtained for the scalar mode following the general
scheme in Section III. The structure is again similar to
Section IV for the tensor mode.

A. Vacuum multipolar solution

For the scalar mode, one can simply set, for example,

Ω =
∑

l=0

∂L
AL(sst− r)

r
. (95)

This solves Eq. (9c). With Eqs. (11a) and (11b), one has

Φ =
c14 − 2c+
2− c14

∑

l=0

∂L
ȦL

r
, (96)

Ψ =
2c14(c+ − 1)

2− c14

∑

l=0

∂L
ȦL

r
. (97)

There are no constraints on AL’s from the equation of
motion (9c).

B. Gauge fixing

Similarly to the tensor and vector modes, one wants to
fix the gauge before obtaining the pseudo-Newman-Unti
coordinates. Again, one may set εj = 0 and ω = γ =
0, and perform the coordinate transformation t → t̄ =

sst, x
j → xj . In this way, one knows that

g
′(m)
t̄t̄

= −1− 4

2− c14

s2
s

s2
g

∑

l=0

∂L
A[2]

L

r
, (98a)

g
′(m)
t̄j

= 0, (98b)

g
′(m)
jk = δjk − 2c14

2− c14

s2
s

s2
g

∑

l=0

∂L
A[2]

L

r
δjk + 2

∑

l=0

∂jkL
AL

r
,

(98c)

and

u
′t̄
(m) = 1− 2

2− c14

s2
s

s2
g

∑

l=0

∂L
A[2]

L

r
, (98d)

u
′j
(m) = 0. (98e)

In the above expressions, the superscript [n] means to
take the n-th order derivative with respect to t̄, andAL =
∫

ALdt. These expressions are already written in the
unphysical frame with σ = s2

s
. The trace-reversed metric

perturbation can be read off, and given by h̄′
t̄j
= 0, and

h̄′t̄t̄ =

(

1− 2 + 3c14
2− c14

s2
s

s2
g

)

∑

l=0

∂L
A[2]

L

r
, (99a)

h̄′jk = −δjk
(

1 +
s2
s

s2
g

)

∑

l=0

∂L
A[2]

L

r
+ 2

∑

l=2

∂jkL
AL

r
.

(99b)

A further gauge transformation given by Eq. (19) should
now depend on sst − r, and help simplify the following
calculation. Then, the good gauge in the scalar sector is

VL = AL, WL = V
[1]
L = A[1]

L . (100)

After this transformation, the trace-reversed metric per-
turbation transforms to

h̄′′t̄t̄ = (2F1 − F2)
∑

l=0

∂L
A[2]

L

r
, (101a)

h̄′′t̄j = 0, (101b)

h̄′′jk = δjkF2

∑

l=0

∂L
A[2]

L

r
, (101c)

where

F1 = 1− 2 + c14
2− c14

s2
s

s2
g

, F2 = 1− s2
s

s2
g

. (101d)

The æther perturbation is given by

v
′′t̄ =

F1 + F2 − 4

2

∑

l=0

∂L
A[2]

L

r
, (101e)

v
′′j =

∑

l=0

∂jL
A[1]

L

r
. (101f)
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Again, h̄′′µν differs from the one in GR [37, 109] in several

aspects. Here, h̄′′jk is also diagonal as for the case of the

vector mode, and h̄′′
t̄j
= 0. Finally, there are no constant

AL’s, while in GR, M , Pj =M
[1]
j , and Sj are constant.

C. Constructing pseudo-Newman-Unti coordinates

Finally, let us determine the pseudo-Newman-Unti co-
ordinates for the scalar mode. Again, we start with χµ

(s),

i.e., we want to check if Za and R{0} can be fixed. As
one can check, Za appears in Eq. (24e), and one can set
it free to make the condition (26c) be satisfied. Now, to
determine R{0}, one uses the condition (26e), and thus
one should calculate Eq. (24f). It turns out that

R{0} =
1

2

(

D̃aZ
a − D̃

2f
)

+
F∆

2

∑

l=0

(−1)lñLA[l+2]
L ,

where

F∆ = F1 − F2. (102)

However, this expression does not take the similar forms
as Eqs. (53) and (81) for the tensor and vector modes,
respectively. Moreover, R{0} depends on the scalar per-
turbation. Thus, it is better to redefine R{0} for the
scalar mode by moving the scalar dependent part to R′

introduced in Eq. (27) so that

R{0} =
1

2

(

D̃aZ
a − D̃

2f
)

. (103)

In this way, R{0} is completely independent of the field
perturbation, and truly becomes one component of the
generator of an asymptotic symmetry, which shall not
be a function of the field perturbations. R{0} now also
agrees with Eqs. (53) and (81), confirming the uniform
treatment of the different propagating modes. Therefore,
χµ

(s) is again described by T , Y a and Za. The asymptotic

symmetry in the scalar sector also includes the BMS sym-
metry and the subleading BMS symmetry.
Now, the complete coordinate transformation is given

by

U = χu
(s) + F1

∑

l=1

(−1)l
l
∑

k=1

akl
k

nLA[l−k+2]
L

rk
, (104a)

R =χr
(s) +

∑

l=1

(−1)l
l
∑

k=1

[

F2 +
l− k

2

× l+ k + 1

(k + 1)2
F1

]

akl
k

nLA[l−k+2]
L

rk
,

(104b)

Θa =χa
(s) −

eaj
r

∑

l=1

(−1)l

×
l
∑

k=1

lakl
k(k + 1)

nLA[l−k+2]
L

rk
,

(104c)

based on the general scheme presented in Section III.
Under the coordinate transformation (104), one gets,

g̃′(s)rr = 2F1

∑

l=0

(−1)l
ñLA[l+2]

L

r̃
, (105a)

g̃′(s)ra = −Za, (105b)

g̃′(s)ur = −1+
∑

l=0

(−1)l
(

F2 +
l2 + l + 2

2
F1

)

× ñLA[l+2]
L

r̃
,

(105c)

so, at the finite r̃, ∂̃r is not a null vector. In the spe-

cial solution with A[l+2]
L = 0 under the gauge condition

Za = 0, the Newman-Unti gauge is recovered. The re-
maining metric components have the following leading
order terms,

g̃′(s)uu = −1− 1

2
D̃a(Y

a + D̃
2Y a) +O

(

1

r̃

)

, (105d)

g̃′(s)ua = −D̃a

(

f +
1

2
D̃

2f +
1

2
D̃bZ

b

)

+O
(

1

r̃

)

, (105e)

g̃
′(s)
ab =r̃2(γ̃ab + 2D̃〈aYb〉) + r̃

[

2D̃〈aZb〉

− 2D̃〈aD̃b〉f + γ̃abF∆

∑

l=0

(−1)lñLA[l+2]
L

]

+O
(

r̃0
)

,

(105f)

From these equations, one knows that the coefficients of
the higher order terms in 1/r̃ transform trivially under
the BMS and subleading BMS transformations in the lin-
earized theory. In Eq. (105f), the term proportional to
F∆ may seem transform nontrivially. But since this term
is a trace, while the remaining ones in the squared brack-
ets are tracefree, then it truly remains invariant under the
BMS and the subleading BMS symmetries.

Finally, the unphysical æther field is

ũ
′u =1− D̃aY

a

2
+

1

2r̃

∑

l=0

(−1)l[(l2 + l + 1)F1

+ F2 − 2]ñLA[l+2]
L +O

(

1

r̃2

)

,

ũ
′r =− D̃2D̃aY

a

4
+O

(

1

r̃

)

,

(106a)

ũ
′a =

D̃aD̃bY
b

2r̃

− F1ẽ
a
j

∑

l=1

(−1)l
l

2

ñLA[l+2]
jL−1

r̃2
+O

(

1

r̃2

)

.
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D. Scalar memory effects

After some mathematical manipulation, Eq. (41) be-
comes

d2S

dτ2
= −s2

m
R̃ururS,

d2Sâ

dτ2
= −s2

m
R̃

uâub̂
S b̂, (107)

at the linear order in 1/r̃ for the scalar mode, where

R̃urur = F3

∑

l=0

(−1)l
ñLA[l+4]

L

r̃
+O

(

1

r̃2

)

,

R̃uruâ = O
(

1

r̃2

)

,

R̃
uâub̂

= F4γ̃ab
∑

l=0

(−1)l
ñLA[l+4]

L

r̃
+O

(

1

r̃2

)

,

and

F3 =
1

2− c14

[(

1 +
s2
s

s2
g

)

c14 − 2c+

]

,

F4 =
c14

2− c14

s2
s

s2
g

.

So there is no mixing between the longitudinal mode S

and the transverse modes Sâ. As discussed above, when

A[l+2]
L = 0, it is possible to impose Newman-Unti gauge

condition. In this case, the geodesic deviation equation
is trivial, which means that the scalar GW is absent at
r̃ → ∞. Therefore, the scalar GW prevents one from
constructing the Newman-Unti coordinate system in the
scalar sector.
One can also rewrite

R̃urur = F3Ω
[3], R̃

uâub̂
= F4γ̃abΩ

[3], (108)

at the linear order in 1/r̃. Indeed, the scalar mode ex-
cites the longitudinal (S) and breathing (Sa) polariza-
tions [79, 98, 115–117]. Therefore, the integration of
Eq. (107) gives

∆S = S[1]
∣

∣

∣

0
∆ũ− F3∆Ω[1]S|0

− F3

{

[Ω[1](ũf ) + Ω[1](ũ0)]∆ũ− 2∆Ω
}

S[1]
∣

∣

∣

0
,

with a similar equation for ∆Sâ with S and F3 replaced
by Sâ and F4, respectively. Again, this equation shall be
evaluated at the order of 1/r̃, as in the case of the tensor
and vector modes. One would like to call ∆S and ∆Sâ the
longitudinal and the breathing memory effects, with the
term proportional to ∆Ω[1] the leading memory effects,
and the one proportional to ∆Ω the subleading effects.
Unlike the tensor or vector memory effects, there seems
no clear relation between the asymptotic symmetries and
the scalar memories.

VII. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this work, the asymptotic analysis of the vacuum
Einstein-æther theory has been done in the linear case.
Since there are three types of radiated modes, and they
generally travel at different speeds, the asymptotic anal-
ysis has to be performed separately for each mode. These
radiative modes satisfy the similar d’Alembertian equa-
tions with the speed of light replaced by their respec-
tive speeds. This implies that one may analyze their
solutions using a general scheme such that a suitable co-
ordinate system, named the pseudo-Newman-Unti coor-
dinates (ũ, r̃, θ̃a), can be constructed for each mode. In
this coordinate system, the components of the metric and
æther fields can be written as series expansions in 1/r̃,
without ln r̃-terms. Although r̃ is not always a null di-
rection, it is approximately null, measured by a suitably

defined unphysical metric g̃
′(m)
µν , as r̃ → ∞. It turns out

that, at the leading orders in 1/r̃, the asymptotic symme-
try is parameterized by three sets of functions of angles,
T , Y a, and Za, for all modes. As in GR, BD, and dCS,
T generates the supertranslation transformation, and Y a

belongs to the Lorentz algebra or its extensions. In ad-
dition, Za(θ̃b) parameterizes the transformation sublead-
ing relative to Y a. Therefore, the asymptotic symmetry
group of Einstein-æther theory contains the BMS and
the subleading BMS symmetries for each radiative mode,
generally larger than that in GR, BD, or dCS.
One may find it uneasy that the asymptotic symme-

try group of Einstein-æther theory is larger. So let us
explain it here. The asymptotic symmetry is actually
the residual gauge symmetry, obtained once one fixes the
asymptotic behaviors of the metric components. Since
all metric theories mentioned so far enjoy the diffeomor-
phism invariance, the stronger the boundary conditions
of the metric are, the smaller the residual gauge symme-
try group is. As discussed in Section III, one could not
impose the Newman-Unti gauge condition (22a), other-
wise, there would be ln r̃ or even r̃ ln r̃ terms appearing
in the metric and æther fields for the vector and scalar
modes, relative to their respective leading order terms.
These blowing up terms render the linearization incon-
sistent. Therefore, in this work, one may impose weaker
conditions (26), and this leads to the larger asymptotic
symmetry group of Einstein-æther theory.
In the main text, it was implicitly assumed that three

kinds of radiative modes travel at different speeds, so
the construction of the pseudo-Newman-Unti coordinates
was done separately for each mode. Although we used
the same symbols, e.g., T , Y a, and Za, they actually have
different meanings in sections IV, V, and VI. When all
modes share the same velocity, not necessarily the phys-
ical speed of light, one can construct a single pseudo-
Newman-Unti coordinate system. Formally, one just
adds up the corresponding equations. For examples, one
can add up the right-hand sides of Eqs. (54), (82), and
(104) to get the coordinate transformation. Of course,
in doing so, one should treat all symmetric-tracefree ten-
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sors,ML, SL, BL, DL, AL, etc., functions of st−r with s
a common speed. One should also drop the subscripts of
χµ

(g,v,s), and formally, keep one copy of them [118]. There-

fore, the asymptotic symmetry group is still BMS and its
subleading version.

The memory effects have also been analyzed, by inte-
grating the geodesic deviation equation for each radia-
tive mode. Like in GR, BD, and dCS, the tensor modes
excite the displacement, spin and CM memories. The
displacement memory effect is also closely related to the
supertranslation, and can be treated as the vacuum tran-
sition in the tensor sector. As in the linear theory, one
cannot determine the complete transformation rules of
various quantities, in particular, the shear tensor cab, it
is impossible to find the constraint equations on these
memory effects, which involve terms quadratic in cab and
Nab. For the vector and scalar modes, there are also
(leading) displacement memories. Like the tensor dis-
placement memory effect, the (leading) vector displace-
ment memory can also be associated with the sublead-
ing transformation generated by Za. Both the electric-
type and magnetic-type vector memory effects take place
in a generic physical process. The subleading displace-
ment memories could also be defined using the inte-
grated geodesic deviation equations. The vector sublead-
ing memories can be decomposed into the electric and
magnetic parts. Finally, there seems to be no relation
between the scalar memories and the asymptotic sym-
metries. One may seek for the dual formalism similar to

those described in Refs. [61, 119, 120], which is beyond
the scope of the current work.
There are several questions that would be answered in

the future, in addition to the ones mentioned previously.
For example, χµ

(m) has been defined at the leading orders

in r̃, so whether it has higher order corrections like ξµBMS
in GR [27] is such a question. Once one obtains the com-
plete expression for χµ

(m), one can work out the Lie alge-

bra consistently. This would help determine the Noether
charges and flux-balance laws, using Hamiltonian formal-
ism [121]. Also, is there any soft theorem related to Za,
and what are the conserved quantities associated with
BMS, and the flux-balance laws? All of these questions
may involve the complete nonlinear analysis, which will
be done in the future.
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