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Abstract

The gravitational shock waves have provided crucial insights into entanglement structures of black
holes in the AdS/CFT correspondence. Recent progress on the soft hair physics suggests that these
developments from holography may also be applicable to geometries beyond negatively curved spacetime.
In this work, we derive a remarkably simple thermodynamic relation which relates the gravitational shock
wave to a microscopic area deformation. Our treatment is based on the covariant phase space formalism
and is applicable to any Killing horizon in generic static spacetime which is governed by arbitrary
covariant theory of gravity. The central idea is to probe the gravitational shock wave, which shifts
the horizon in the u direction, by the Noether charge constructed from a vector field which shifts the
horizon in the v direction. As an application, we illustrate its use for the Gauss-Bonnet gravity. We also
derive a simplified form of the gravitational scattering unitary matrix and show that its leading-order

contribution is nothing but the exponential of the horizon area: U = exp(iArea).
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1 Introduction

Recent developments at the interface between quantum gravity and quantum information theory in the
AdS/CFT correspondence have provided useful tools to address conceptual puzzles concerning quantum
aspects of black holes on less ambiguous settings [IH9]. At the heart of these progresses is the improved
understanding on how the structure of quantum entanglement changes dynamically under the gravitational
backreaction from the infalling and outgoing matter [I0H27]. The gravitational shock wave geometries [28-
30] provide a particularly useful family of analytically tractable models of the gravitational backreaction
that can be induced by infalling massless particles, or equivalently, perturbations on the boundary by light
operators.

Despite extensive studies in the past decades and recent revivals in the AdS/CFT correspondence,
the quantum origin of the gravitational shock waves still remains elusive. The gravitational shock waves
are often interpreted as low-energy excitations which constitute the microscopic degrees of freedom of the
quantum black hole. It is, however, unclear how the gravitational shock waves are ever quantized and
account for the finite value of Bekenstein-Hawking entropy in a concrete manner. Also, if one hopes to
study geometries beyond the AdS/CFT correspondence (e.g. asymptotically flat spaces or systems without

the spatial infinity as in the de Sitter space), additional technical and conceptual subtleties often hinder



naive application of holographic intuitions ' 2. Hence, as a first step, it is desirable to develop a universal
framework to characterize the gravitational shock waves through some microscopic lens in a way applicable
to geometries beyond the AdS/CFT correspondence as well.

Recent rapid progress on the soft hair of black holes in an asymptotically flat space provide useful hints
toward such a goal with successful derivations of the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy [39-44] 3. It has been
also pointed out that the linearized gravitational shockwaves can be realized as BMS supertranslations via
certain choices of parameters [55H57]. Furthermore, some general expressions of thermodynamic relations
for soft charges have been derived for the Schwarzschild black hole and several other geometries [5§].

While these developments may provide a further insight into quantum aspects of the gravitational
shock waves, it remains unclear how the soft charges may be measured in a concrete setting. In addition,
the derived thermodynamic relations, associated with soft charges, are in rather abstract forms without
concrete physical interpretations. As such, the implications of the soft hair physics on conceptual puzzles
of quantum black holes still remain vague, in comparison with concrete developments within the framework
of the AdS/CFT correspondence. What is currently missing is an effort to tie these two developments.
Hence, deriving a microscopic thermodynamic characterization of the gravitational shock waves on a unified
footing may be the necessary first step.

In this paper, we derive the microscopic thermodynamic relations which are localized on the near horizon
region and are sensitive to the gravitational shock wave in a concrete form. Our treatment is applicable
to arbitrary gravitational shock waves at a bifurcating horizon in generic static spacetime (including AdS,
dS, and asymptotically flat spaces), and is valid for arbitrary covariant theory of gravity which may
be beyond general relativity (e.g. higher-derivative gravity theories). Furthermore, our thermodynamic
relation provides a concrete physical interpretation of the gravitational shock waves, or soft charges. In
particular, we derive a remarkably simple formula which relates the horizon area deformation induced by
two intersecting gravitational shock waves to the incoming and outgoing energy sources. We will then find
that the soft charge associated with the gravitational shock waves is nothing but the horizon area in the
presence of two intersecting gravitational shock waves.

Our main technical machinery is the covariant phase space formalism, namely Wald’s Noether charge
method. It turns out that the original treatment by Wald, which focuses on contributions at the linear
order of field variations, is not sufficient to probe the gravitational shock wave. For this reason, we will
extend the Noether charge method to include variations of the matter fields at arbitrary order. This
refinement enables us to obtain the microscopic thermodynamic relations (as in Eq. (7)) which directly
associate the area deformation to the energy momentum tensor variation. One benefit of the covariant
phase space formalism is that it is applicable to arbitrary covariant theory of gravity. As an application,
we demonstrate that, in the Gauss-Bonnet gravity [59H62], the gravitational shock wave equations indeed

follow from the microscopic thermodynamic relation with much simplified calculations.

!For instance, the absence of the spatial infinity may suggest that the structure of quantum entanglement in the de Sitter
space differs crucially from that of the AdS space or the asymptotically flat space.

%See |37, [38] for other studies of entanglement structure in the de Sitter space.

3See [@5H54] for samples of earlier works and relevant developments.



Our result also suggests a concrete framework to physically characterize (or, even measure) soft charges
via out-of-time order correlation (OTOC) functions. The leading-order (in 1/G ) behaviours of OTOCs
are dominated by the gravitational scattering unitary matrix which typically takes the following form:;
U = exp [2 [ d21dQ Pout (1) f (4, Qg)Pin(Qg)]. Here f(21,92) is the green function for the shock wave
equation, and P, and Py account for the incoming and outgoing energy fluxes. Our thermodynamic

characterization enables us to rewrite the above scattering matrix into a remarkably simple form:
U = exp (iArea) (1)

up to some multiplicative factor in the phase. Here “Area” represents the horizon area in the presence of
two intersecting gravitational shockwaves due to Py, and P,y. Thus, the phase factor of the scattering
matrix is proportional to the horizon area (or equivalently, the soft charge of an infalling matter measured

by an outgoing matter).

1.1 Main result
Here we present a summary of our main result. We study a bifurcating Killing horizon in generic static
spacetime of the following form:

ds?® = 2F (u,v)dudv + G(u,v)h;jdz'dr?, T = 2T,dudv + Tyydudu + Tyydvdv + Tijdz'ds?  (2)

where u = 0 and v = 0 corresponds to the bifurcating horizons. We assume that the timelike vector
Or = k(—ud, + v0,) is a Killing vector of the spacetime. The gravitational shock wave can be generated

by shifting this spacetime as
0 =v+0(u)a(x) (3)

where 0(u) is a step function and x collectively denotes angular profiles. At the leading order, the metric

variation can be computed by considering the horizon translation vector &:
8 = 0(W)Lagu, &= a(z)d, (4)

where L4 is the Lie derivative with respect to &. To satisfy the Einstein equation, an additional energy

momentum tensor needs to be introduced:

T®) = T®)(3)5(u). (5)

For general relativity (i.e. L) = w%(R — 2A)), Sfetsos derived the shock wave equation of motion

which relates the shift profile «(x) and the energy momentum profile T()(z) via a certain differential

equation [32]. In this paper, we will work on arbitrary covariant theory of gravity (i.e. arbitrary covariant



Lagrangian L(%)) which may be beyond general relativity.

We will investigate the shock wave geometry by using the covariant phase space formalism [63-68] 4 and
derive a microscopic thermodynamic formula which captures low-energy excitations on the Killing horizon.
The standard method utilizes the timelike Killing vector £®) = 8; to construct the Noether charge Q¢ and
relate the horizon area (at u = v = 0) to the ADM thermodynamic parameters at asymptotic infinity. It
turns out, however, that the area variation due to the gravitational shock wave vanishes at v — 0, and
hence non-trivial thermodynamic relations cannot be derived.

In this paper, we study the gravitational shock wave by using the Noether charge Q i constructed from

another horizon translation vector g in the u direction:

B = B(z)0y. (6)

In particular, we probe the gravitational shock wave, which was generated by the shift v — v + a(x) in
the v direction, by another shift « — u + S(x) in the u direction. For general relativity, this enables us to

derive the following microscopic thermodynamic relation:
Area(§(z), alz) - Area(0,0) = [ V=G8()T (a)do 7)

up to a multiplicative factor. Here Area(S(z), a(z)) corresponds to the total area of the sphere at u = 3(x)

(@)

and v = a(z). For a generic covariant Lagrangian L'%/, the area term would correspond to the Wald’s

geometric entropy. This thermodynamic relation can be rewritten as

Eshockﬁ<x) =0 (8)

such that Egyock = 0 corresponds to the shock wave equation of motion for «(x) and T(p)(x).

We will also study the gravitational scattering unitary matrix:

U = exp [z / / 49242 Pouy () (21, m)anm?)} - (9)

Let us assume that P,y and P, induce the shifts a(xz) and S(z). Then, for general relativity, the above

thermodynamic characterization enables us to rewrite U as follows:

U =exp (z’(Area(a(fL‘), B(x)) — Area(0, O))) (10)

up to a multiplicative factor for the area. Hence, the scattering matrix is the exponential of the horizon

area (or equivalently, the soft charge).

“See [69] for a review.



1.2 Relation to previous works

The microscopic relation between the area deformation and the gravitational shock wave for the Schwarzschild
black hole, for the case with T = 0 (i.e. a “sourceless” shock wave), was initially communicated to us
from Yoni BenTov ®. Our contribution is to include the energy momentum tensor and extend this observa-
tion to a bifurcate Killing horizon in generic static spacetime for arbitrary covariant theory of gravity. The
covariant phase space formalism has been recently applied to the Jackiw-Teitelboim (JT) gravity which is
a tractable model of the gravitational backreaction [70].

In an asymptotically flat space, Hawking, Perry and Strominger have identified a concrete way of
generating the gravitational shock wave from BMS supertranslation and superrotation on the boundary of
the asymptotic flat spacetime [57]. Namely they provided a generic formula to prove the shock wave can be
created by a supertranslation, by using the Noether charge constructed from a supertoration. This result
was further investigated and extended, see [58, [TTH73] for instance. It is worth clarifying our contributions
and novelties in comparison with these previous works. First, previous works study the linearized shock
wave near the horizon whereas our treatment applies to the shock wave which runs exactly on the horizon as
well. Second, our thermodynamic relation is cast in a concrete form, and hence its physical interpretation
as a microscopic Hilbert space of a black hole becomes transparent. Third, as already noted above, our
treatment applies to any bifurcate Killing horizon in generic static spacetime for arbitrary covariant theory
of gravity.

It should be noted that, while our primary motivation stems from quantum aspects of black holes, the
treatments in the present paper are entirely classical. Also, our treatment is localized near the horizon and
does not consider asymptotic infinity or boundaries. As such, we do not discuss BMS transformations in

a direct manner.

1.3 Organization

The paper is organized as follows. In section [2, we present a review of Wald’s Noether charge method.
In section [3] we will make certain refinements to the Wald’s entropy formula so that it is valid up to
higher order of matter field variations. In section [4], we present a review of gravitational shock wave on
a bifurcate Killing horizon in generic static spacetime. In section [b| we investigate the variations of the
metric due to horizon translations. In section [6] we derive a microscopic thermodynamic relation on the
horizon. In section[7] we demonstrate that the shockwave equations of motion indeed follows from the area
deformation. In section [8 we apply our formalism to the Gauss-Bonnet gravity. In section [0} we briefly

discuss the gravitational scattering matrix. In section we conclude with discussions.

5BenTov told us that he learned it from Alexei Kitaev.



2 Review of the Noether charge method

In this section, we present a self-contained review of the Noether charge method in the presence of matter

fields. Readers who are familiar with the method may skip to the next section.

2.1 Variation of Lagrangian

Bold letters are used to represent differential forms. Consider the following diffeomorphism covariant

Lagrangian d-form on a d-dimensional manifold ©:
L =L 4 L) (11)

where L(©) is the gravitational Lagrangian d-form and L) is the matter Lagrangian d-form. Here we
assumed that the Lagrangian can be separated into two parts L(&) and L(™) 7. At the linear order in

d9uv, 00, the variations can be expressed as

S = B 5g,, + 40D (g, 5g,),
(12)
SLOD — %eTwégW +E@5¢+ dOM (g, 6, 56)

where ¢ collectively denotes all the matter fields. Here € denotes the volume form € = d9x.,/—g¢ and

0 M) are called symplectic potentials 8. These variations lead to equations of motion:
v 1
EG" 4 €™ =0, E® =0 (13)

where the energy momentum tensor is defined by ?

/=L (M)
TWE}(S( 59L )00 Zpn, (14)
) Guv

Field configurations {g,,, ¢} which satisfy equations of motion Eq. are called on shell.

Now consider variations under an infinitesimal diffeomorphism by an arbitrary vector field £. According

5The diffeomorphism covariance condition is LeL(v)) = %ng.

"More precisely, we assume that L% consists of terms which do not involve matter fields ¢ and their covariant derivatives
Vir - Vi, ¢ whereas L) consists of terms which do not involve Riemann tensors Rapeq and their covariant derivatives
Vi« Vi, Rabea- As such, Riemann tensors Rgpeq do not directly couple to matter fields (e.g. terms like R¢2 do not appear)
in the Lagrangian. Such matter fields are often said to be minimally coupled to gravity. Gravitational shock waves with
non-minimal couplings have been studied in [74].

8Since the matter Lagrangian does not involve Rapeq and its covariant derivatives, the matter symplectic potential o)
can be constructed so that it does not depend on dg... See Section 3 of Iyer and Wald for details [67].

9The Euler-Lagrange derivative is defined by

57[/_8711_8 aiL_A'_aa 8711_’_
8¢ dp 90 " 00,0,



to Eq. , the total on shell variation can be expressed by
5§L = 55L(G) + SgL(M) = d@éG) + d@éM) {9, ¢} on shell (15)

where @éG) =0 (gm,,ggg,w) and G)éM) = W) (Guv» @, Sggb) with &gm, = Legu and Sggi) = L¢¢p. Here
L¢ denotes the Lie derivative with respect to {. It is worth emphasizing that the variation J¢L is induced
by a diffeomorphism 55 acting on each field g, ¢.

The variation 5§L can be expressed in another form due to the diffeomorphism covariance. The covari-

ance of the gravity and matter Lagrangians implies
0L = £ L@ 5 LD = £ 1M (16)
where LgL(G), CgL(M) are the Lie derivatives of L(%) L(M) We have
5§L(G) — EgL(G) = d(¢ - L), ggL(M) - ££L(M) = d(¢ - L) (17)
where we made use of the Cartan’s magic formula!?
LA=E¢-dA+d(E-A) A : arbitrary. (18)
Note that 35L(G), SgL(M) must be total derivatives according to Eq. .

2.2 Wald’s entropy formula

Wald introduced the following Noether current (d — 1)-form

Jewaa = O — ¢ L@ 1 @M —¢. L0, (19)
One can verify
dJ¢ wald = 0 {g, ¢} on shell. (20)

Here we used g to denote the metric tensor g, for brevity of notation. One can actually show that J¢ walq
is exact due to the fact that J¢ waiq is closed for all £ [65]. As such, the Noether charge (d—2)-form Q¢ wald

can be constructed

JQ¢ wala such that J¢ walq = dQg¢ wald {g,¢} on shell. (21)

Let us now fix ¢ and consider the variation of the Noether current Eq. at the linear orders of

"Here ¢ - A indicates insertion of ¢ into the first argument of A. It is also called interior product and denoted as ¢ A.
1A systematic algorithm to construct the Noether charge Q¢,wala can be found in Iyer and Wald [67].



0w, 09:

03¢ waia = (@D (Leg)] — ¢ - OL) 1 5@ (Leg)] — € - LI

=06[0 D (Leg)] — € dOD(6g) + 5[@M(Leg)] — € - dODD (5¢9) .

where we used the on shell conditions Eq. in the second line. Let us define the symplectic currents
QD (g, 89, Leg), @M (9,09, Leg, 6,56, Led) by

Q9 (g,89, Leg) = 5[0 (g, Leg)] — L]0 (g,09)]

(23)
Q(g,69, Leg, ¢,00, Led) = 60 (g, 6, Leo)] — Lc[OM) (g, ¢, 59)].

By using the Cartan’s formula Eq. , we obtain
0dewaa = QD (09, Leg) + d(€ - ©'D(09)) + QM (39, Leg, 00, Leo) + d(€ - O (39))  {g. ¢} on shell.
(24)

Finally we shall focus on variations dg, d¢ which satisfy the linearized equations of motion. This allows
us to replace J¢ walq and its variation dJ¢ waiq with the Noether charge dQg¢ walq and its variation 6dQg waid-

Hence, by focusing on on shell variations, we obtain

8dQe waia = Q9 (39, Leg) +d(&- O D (8g)) + QM (39, Leg, 56, Leo) +d(€-OM(5¢))  {5g,5¢} on shell.

(25)
The above expression can be further simplified when £ is a Killing vector:
Legu = 0. (26)
Let us further assume a similar relation for the matter field:
Lep = 0. (27)
Then at the linear order in dg and d¢, we have
QD (5g,Leg) =0, QM (5g, Leg, 6, Leg) = 0. (28)

Hence we arrive at the well-celebrated result of Wald:

0dQ¢ wala = d(& - ©D(8g)) +d(¢- @M (6¢)), ¢ : Killing vector, Le¢p = 0, {dg,5¢} on shell.  (29)



2.3 Example: general relativity

We illustrate the covariant phase space formalism and the Noether charge by looking at general relativity

with scalar fields. The Lagrangian is given by

LG — %G(R -24), L™= %«vw)(w»

s

The equations of motion are

v 1
EGH _ _1676(;#117 E©® — €V, Vho

where G*” = R* — %Rg‘“’ + Ag"¥. The symplectic potentials are given by

1
G)t(zfc) = Edabcﬂgdegfh(vfégeh — Vedgrn), @(%) = —€dabe(VI0)0¢

and the energy momentum tensor is
1 6
T,uz/ = qubvaS - igpuvagbv ¢.
For variations by diffeomorphism, we have

1
() — e gape—— (Ve VEE + W,V — 2VV £9).

eﬁabc 167

To compute the Noether current, it is useful to make use of the following relation:
Vevdfe _ vdvege — _Rﬁadﬁga — Radfa.
We can then rewrite @éa) as

1
0, — edabcﬁ(vevegd — V.V 4 2R, 1)

and obtain

1 1
Je Wald,, = edabcﬁ(vevesd — VeV 4 2R 16%) — ——€gapcf (R — 27) — €qape T, .

167

By using the Einstein equation:

10

(30)

(35)

(37)



we arrive at

1
Je Wald,, = edabcﬁ(vevesd — V.V, (39)

Hence the expression of J¢ walq is written entirely with the metric and does not contain A, ¢ or T},

explicitly. Finally we obtain the Noether charge

1
Qe Wald,, = _ﬁeabcdv66d~ (40)

3 Two refinements to Wald’s entropy formula

The original Noether charge method is not particularly suitable for studying the gravitational shock wave
geometries. In this section, we will make two refinements to the Wald’s entropy formula.

First, we will derive an alternative expression of the Noether current J¢ gelq, which differs from the
Wald’s construction J¢ wala, by evaluating the Lie derivative of the matter Lagrangian EgL(M ) explicitly
and relating it to the energy momentum tensor T),,. Our construction of the Noether charge Qg ficlq is
particularly useful for studying the gravitational backreaction as it relates the energy momentum tensor
variation directly to the metric variation.

Second, we will extend the linear order analysis by Wald to the higher order matter field variations d¢
while keeping the metric variation dg at the linear order. This is due to the difficulty that contributions
from the linear order variation d¢ vanish for the gravitational shock wave geometries. Our construction of
the Noether current Qg elq enables us to evaluate its variation 0Qg el under the matter field variation

d¢ at any order in a systematic manner.

3.1 Matter current

(M)

Our derivation deviates from Wald’s where we evaluate the Lie derivative L¢ L™/ of the matter Lagrangian

in Eq. (17). Diffeomorphism variation of the matter Lagrangian can be explicitly evaluated as follows:
. SLM) ST
1) L(M) = L(M) = ,— d@(M)
; Le Legu =5 T Led =55~ + 0

SLM) SLM) (M)

(M) (41)
= d9%/ —gT™'V .6y + E§¢65¢ + d@éM)
= ddx/ =gV, (T"€,) — ddxy/—g(V,T™)&, + Lep BO + a0

= —€(V,T")g, + d¥%8,(v—gT"¢,) + dO™

11



where we made use of the metric compatibility
vfgw/ =0, £§g;w = v,ugl/ + Vyfu (42)

the evaluation of the integral by parts, and on shell condition of matter fields. Let us define the matter

current (d — 1)-form by

M M) # - M) K B
Jé,ﬁgld EJg(,ﬁe)ld V=9(d*" %)y, Jg(,ﬁe)ld = -TH¢,. (43)

Here (d971x), is a (d — 1)-form that does not contain dx* '2. We then obtain
LLOD = —€(V, T, — I +dOM™ ¢ on shell, (45)

Recall that L’gL(M ) can be expressed as a total derivative, according to Eq. . Thus, from Eq. ,

we can deduce the conservation of the energy momentum tensor:
Vv, =0 ¢ on shell. (46)

Then, the Lie derivative of the matter Lagrangian EgL(M ) can be expressed as

M

EgL(M) — _a3t e)ld + d@éM) ¢ on shell. (47)

&4

Also, the Lie derivative of the gravity Lagrangian is given by

L@ = a3ly) + a0l {g,6} on shell. (48)

e

Here it is worth emphasizing that ESL(G) #* d(—)éG) and £5L(M ) £ d(—)éM) due to the matter current.
We define the Noether current (d — 1)-form by

Jesaa = O — €. L@ 4+ 300 (49)

One can verify that J¢ geiq is closed when {g, ¢} are on shell:

@3¢ s = 4O — d(¢ - L) + a3l
=d0 — £L© +a3ly), (50)
=0.
12Explicitly, we have
—_ 1 V. v,
(dd PE) gy = p!(in — p)!Eul.A.upupHmyd dx"Ptt Ao A dxTe (44)

where € is the Levi-Civita symbol. Here J éM> should be understood as the Hodge dual of the 1-form current.

12



Then one can construct the Noether charge Q¢ gela:

ElQ&ﬁe]d such that J§7ﬁeld = dQ&ﬁdd {g, gb} on shell. (51)

Note that our definition J¢ feiq differs from Wald’s J¢ waiq since, instead of @éM ) _ ¢-LM) | we have used

J é]\ggld. We will compare two constructions in section

3.2 Higher-order matter variation

Until this point, our derivation of the Noether current Eq. is an exact calculation which does not rely
on perturbative analysis !3. The remaining task is to evaluate the variation of the Noether current Eq.
under 0g,,,, 6¢.

We will focus on the linear order metric variation dg,, while we do not impose such restriction on the

matter field variation §¢. We then obtain

(52)

1
= 5109 (Leg)] - L[O@(59)] + d( - ©D(39)) + 8T ha + (- T Sg,0

G)uv

where we used E( = —%CTW/. By using the gravity part of the symplectic current Q(G)(ég,ﬁgg) =

5[0 (Leg)] — Le[O(3g)], we obtain 14

1
8¢ sela = Q9 (g, Leg) + d(€ - ©D(5g)) + 5Jgggld +5(6 T 0gu,  {g,0} onshell.  (53)

It is worth emphasizing again that Eq. is valid up to the linear order in dg,, and up to any order in
0¢. Note that the matter field variation d¢ enters through the matter current variation 6J g\ge)ld. Finally
we shall focus on variations dg, d¢ which satisfy the equations of motion up to the linear order in dg and
up to any desired order in d¢.

Finally, we arrive at

1
0dQ¢ se1a = 2D (39, Leg) + d(€ - O (0g)) + 835 + 5(E- T 69, {69,0} on shell. | (54)

We will use this formula to derive the microscopic thermodynamic relation.

13Recall that it suffices to use the linearized variation formula Eq. to evaluate the Lie derivative.
141 fact, we do not need the on shell condition for the matter fields ¢ for this equation to hold. We would need it to make
sure ng\égld = 0 so that the matter charge ngélld can be constructed.

13



The above expression can be further simplified when ¢ is a Killing vector of the spacetime:
ﬁggwj =0.

Then we have Q(%)(dg, Leg) = 0 in the linear order in dg.

When ¢ is a Killing vector, the matter current is conserved:

1 v v v 1 v
Vidisad = ~ValT"6) = ~(VuT*™)& = T V6 = =T (V6 + Vi) = 0

or equivalently

M
dJ é,ﬁe)ld =0.

Thus, we can construct the matter charge (d — 2)-form Qéﬂge)l q such that

(M)

_ 10M)
Je fiela = ng,ﬁeld-

Hence we arrive at the following expression:

1
—(&-€)T" g, ¢ : Killing vector, {0g,0¢} on shell

6dQ¢ fiera = d (& - @(G)((Sg)) + 5ng\£1d T3

which is valid up to linear order in d¢g and any order in d¢.

3.3 Comparison

Let us explicitly compare two possible constructions of the matter current

M M
Jé,\i\;ald = @é )(ﬁf),ﬁgﬁb) —¢- LM

M M) H _ M) M ”
Jé,ﬁe):ld = Jé,ﬁe)ld V=g(d %), where Jé’ﬁe)ld = -THe¢,.

To begin, we compare their total derivatives:

M M
d’]é,\i\;ald = d@)é ) —d(¢-LOD)

1
= -EWLp— 56T“”£§gw,
and

d']g\f{e)ld = —d’xy —gVu(T™&)
= € ((V.IT")& + TV (,€,))

1
= —¢€ ((VNTW)@ + 2T””£§guy> .

14
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Their difference indeed vanishes for matter fields on shell:

d']g\f/ile)ld - d']g\{\;ald = E(¢)£E¢ —e(V, 7)€, =0 ¢ on shell.

Hence both Jg@ald and J é

Next, let us look at the scalar field Lagrangian

M)
J[fie

1q lead to valid constructions of the Noether charge Q¢ walq and Qg feld-

Lgcalar = —%eg“”vmvuqb.
We have
Iihaa = ~T"&v/=g(d* %),
= (VHOVY6 & — LEVadV"0) Y —g(d ),
T80 = ~(V"6)Leo — SEVadV"6) V—g(d ),

1
= ,(&/vugbvugs _ §§“VQ¢)VO‘¢) \/jg(dd_lx)u.
Hence, we have

(M)

_ yM)
¢ field —

J &, Wald*

J

For the electromagnetic Lagrangian

1
LEM = —XGFMVFMV

we have
Ty = FuaF, " — igm/FaﬂFaﬁ
OU(4,64) = —€pan FH*6 A,
B = 5;;;‘4 =€V, P
and

I = ~TM 65T ),
| 4o 1 4 (63 —
= —(FI P = 2" FapF?)6,/=g(d% %),
M o 1 o _
JéV\;ald = —(F"LeAo — Zf“FocBF P)v=g(d* lx)u

v v 1 _
= _(Fﬂag Foa + Fuava@ Au) - Zf“FaﬁFQB)V _g(dd IX)M
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where we used the Cartan’s magic formula for the Lie derivative. Hence we obtain

M M o . _
Jéﬁgld - Jé,\/\;ald = F"Va (¢ Az/)\/—g(dd lx)u (72)

which, by imposing on shell conditions V4 F** = 0, becomes
M M eV -
IO = 300 0 = V(PP A)V=g(d? %), (A, on shell). (73)

Note that two definitions of the matter current for the electromagnetic field differ by a total derivative.

Thus we can write
(M) M) (4)
J¢ fiera = J¢ waa = 4Qe (74)
which leads to the following difference of two constructions:

Q¢ field — Qe,wald = QéA)- (75)

Here it is worth emphasizing that the charge difference QéA) is linear in the vector field £, and thus vanishes
as & — 0.
In fact, by following Iyer and Wald (Lemma 3.1 in [67]), one can show that, for an arbitrary matter

Lagrangian,
(a) J g‘ggld and J éj‘\{\;ald differ only by a total derivative.
(b) The charge difference QéA) vanishes as & — 0.

For our application to the gravitational shock wave geometries, terms which vanish as & — 0 do not
contribute to the surface integral of the Noether charge. As such, our construction of the Noether charge

Q¢ field bears the same geometrical meaning as the Wald’s construction Qg wald-

4 Gravitational shock wave

Having reviewed and refined the Noether charge formula, let us shift the gear a bit. In this section, we
present a brief review of gravitational shock wave geometries by following the works by Dray, 't Hooft and
Sfetsos [29, [32] who derived the gravitational shock wave equations of motion from the Einstein equation.

Consider the following family of d-dimensional static spacetime, expressed in the Kruskal-type coordi-

nate and its corresponding energy momentum tensor:

ds?® = 2F (u,v)dudv + G(u,v)h;jdz'dz’
T = 2T,,,dudv + T, dudu + T, dvdv + Tl-jdwidxj .
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Figure 1: Gravitational shock wave at u = 0, moving in the v-direction. The shaded region experiences
metric variations.

Following Sfetsos [32], we assume that the metric and matter fields satisfy the following conditions:

Go=Fy=Ty= (u=0) (77)
Gu=Fy=Tu= (v=0). (78)

The above conditions follow from the assumption that the timelike vector 0; is a Killing vector of the

spacetime as we will see in the next subsection. Non-vanishing Christoffel symbols are

F G F G
D=5 Th=-gmhy Taw=" Th=—gphy (79)
i Guyg i _Gog Y
Ty =55%  Tu=355%  Un=3h" i+ hjk = hjk)-
Let us shift this spacetime by
v o= 0=v+0(u)a(z) (80)

where x represents 27 collectively and 6(u) is a step function. The resulting metric and energy momentum

tensor are
d3? = 2F (u,v + 0a)du(dv + 0 jdz’) + G (u, v + Oa)hjda' da’ (81)
and

T = 2T (u, v + Oa, x)du(dv + O jda’) + Ty (u, v + O, 2)du?
+ Too(u, v + 0, ) (dv + O jda*)* + Tij(u, v + O, x)da'da? .

Note that the shifted metric and the shifted energy momentum tensor still satisfy the Einstein equation

except at u = 0 where an additional source of the energy momentum tensor is needed. Consider the extra
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contribution to the energy momentum tensor from a massless particle, located at © = 0 and moving with

the speed of light in the v-direction:
TP = 7P qu? = 4p™ F26(2)6 (u)du? (83)

where p(*) is the momentum of the particle; 7% = 4p(")§(u)d(x) '°. The Einstein equation is satisfied if
Eq. holds and the following equation holds:
-2 uv
Ap,a(z) — dTGTa(a:) = 32mp " GFé(x). (84)
Here the Laplacian is defined as Ap,; = ﬁ@i\/ﬁhij 0;. We will derive this equation by using the Noether

charge method later '6.

5 Horizon translation vector

In this section, we investigate the symmetry properties of the spacetime. The gravitational shock wave
solutions require certain consistency conditions on the fields g, T, as we reviewed in the previous section.
These conditions actually follow from the existence of the timelike Killing vector &) = 9, as we shall show
in this section. We will also study the effect of a vector field 8 which introduce the horizon translation.
In later sections, we will use the horizon translation vector B to construct the Noether charge which is

sensitive to the gravitational shock wave.

5.1 Timelike vector

In this subsection, we verify that Eq. and Eq. follow from the fact that the timelike £®) = 9,
vector is a Killing vector.

A vector field ¢ is a Killing vector if L¢g,,, = 0. Let us begin by computing L¢g,,, for the metric given
in Eq. . Looking at (u,v) = (u,v), we have

Eﬁguv = ga(aaguv) + (8u§a)gav + (8U§“)gua
=E"Fy+E"Fy + (048" + 0,8")F.

(85)

Looking at (u,v) = (i, ), we have

Legij = £ (9a9ij) + (9i€")gaj + (05§") gia

(86)
= E“G yhij + €"G yhij + £ (0kgij) + (0:€F)grj + (0;€%) gin-

50ur choice of T = 4p™§(u)d(x) differs from Sfetsos’ by a factor of (—1) due to the sign difference in the Einstein
equation.

16We note that Eq. is not necessary to derive Eq. . We will however assume both Eq. and Eq. in this
paper since we are interested in static spacetime.
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(a) (b)
Figure 2: (a) The timelike Killing vector £®). (b) The shifted timelike vector .

Looking at (u,v) = (u, ), we have

*Cﬁgui = ga(aagui) + (8u£a)gai + (8ifa)gua

. (87)
= (0ug’)gji + (9i€") Guo-
Looking at (u,v) = (v,i), we have
Legui = é“(aggm) + (008")9ai + (0:6")gua (58)
= (0v&”)gji + (9:€") guv-
Consider the following timelike vector field:
€W = k(—udy, + vdy) (89)
where k represents the surface gravity. One can verify
Lew Guvs Lew gij — 0 u—0orv—0 (90)

and Eg(t) gui,ﬁg(t) gui = 0, suggesting that £() asymptotically becomes a Killing vector on the horizon at
u =0 and v = 0 due to Eq. . Furthermore, we see that the norm of ¢() vanishes on the horizon,
and £ = 0 at (u,v) = (0,0) 7. Hence, u = 0 and v = 0 hypersurfaces are Killing horizons of £®). In
static black holes such as the Schwarzschild black hole, £®) corresponds exactly to the timelike Killing

vector 0 18.

"The norm is given by 2“gu,&Y = —2k*uvF — 0 for u,v — 0 where we assumed F(u,v) is not divergent at v = 0 or
v = 0. For non-static black holes, such as the Kerr black hole, g, in the Kruskal-like coordinate contains a term proportional
to (uv)fl. As such, u = 0 or v = 0 hypersurfaces are not horizons with respect to the timelike Killing vector 0.

18 As for T, we were not able to verify L¢7,,,, = 0 from the conditions T, = 0 (u = 0) and Ty, = 0 (v = 0) in Egs. .
Note, however, that we did not need to impose L¢¢ = 0 or L¢T,,, = 0 in deriving the Noether charge relation in section
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5.2 Horizon translation

Next, consider the following horizon translation vector field:

where (3(z) is an arbitrary function of z!. With direct calculations, one finds

Ls9u0 = B(x) (8uF), L;9i; = B(2)hij (0.G)

(92)
L'Bgm- = (816(1'))17, EBgm =0.
Namely, at the limit of v — 0, we have
L39u0s L3595, La9ui — 0, Lgui = (8i6(x)) F £ 0. (93)

In the next section, we will use this horizon shift vector B to construct the Noether charge and derive
the microscopic thermodynamic relations as in Eq. (7). It is worth recalling that, in the original treatment
by Wald, the vector field ¢ in the Noether charge Q¢ was chosen to be a Killing vector. This was crucial
in the derivation of Wald’s Noether charge relation since the pre-symplectic form Q() (g, dg, Leg) vanishes
when £ is a Killing vector. In the above calculation, we found that the horizon shift vector 3 is not a Killing
vector at v = 0 (unless 8(z) does not depend on z). Nevertheless, the pre-symplectic form Q(%) (g, 8¢, £ Bg)

vanishes at v = 0 as we shall see in section [6.3]

6 Microscopic thermodynamics on horizon
In this section, we will derive microscopic thermodynamic relations which are localized on the horizon.
6.1 Noether charge from shifted vector

Let us briefly recall the setup. The original static spacetime was given by Eq. which is reprinted below

ds? = 2F (u,v)dudv + G(u,v)h;jdz'dx’!

o (94)
T = 2T dudv + Ty dudu + Typdvdv + Tijdx’ da’ .

The shifted metric and the energy momentum tensor are given by Eq. and Eq. which are obtained

by the substitution v — © = v+ 0(u)a(x). It is worth noting that, at the leading order in «(z), the metric

variation is given by

09w = 0(u) Lagu, & = a(x)0y (95)
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Figure 3: The Noether charge integral. A redline represents the gravitational shock wave running at u = 0.
Blue lines represent the null-shifted timelike vector. The shaded region (u > 0) experiences the metric
variations dg,, and the energy momentum variations 67}, which result from the shift v — v + 6(u)a(x).

In addition, at u = 0, the variation 5Tu(iD ) from the shock wave is introduced.

which can be verified from results in section[5] In addition, there is an extra source of the energy momentum
tensor Téf) at u =0 as in Eq. . See Fig. for summary.

Let us specify how the integral of the Noether charge is taken. We will consider an integral of the
Noether charge relation Eq. over the (d — 1)-dimensional surface A at v = 0 that connects two
(d — 2)-dimensional boundaries 4 and X5 (see Fig. 2b) or Fig. [3):

Za=A{(u,v) = (0,0} Ep={(u,v) = (8(x),0)}. (96)

Here 0_ means that u approaches zero from below. For our purpose of deriving the shock wave equations
of motion, it actually suffices to choose ¥ 4 as any boundary with u < 0.

Finally, let us construct the Noether charge. As a vector field, we shall take the shifted timelike vector:
X =0 4 kB = H((B(x) —u)du + uav) (97)

in order to construct the Noether charge. It is essential to observe
x=0 at Xp (98)

which will be useful in simplifying the thermodynamic relation.
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6.2 Thermodynamic relation

Our central formula is Eq. which is reprinted below:

1
0dQy sieta = 2 (69, L1g) + d(x - 0D (3g)) + 630, + 5 (X-OT" g, {09,06} on shell.  (99)

Integrating it on the v = 0 surface generates

b /A dQy field = /A Q9 (Gg,Lyg) + /A d(x - 09 (5g)) + 4 /A dQ%;d. (100)

Two comments follow. First, the last term %(X-e)TWd g vanishes since the integral is along the vector
field x and thus | A (x-€) =0. Second, we have introduced the matter charge Q;%ild. Here it is useful to
note that, while 3 is not a Killing vector of the spacetime, one can still construct the matter charge on the

v = 0 surface since
1 A
V;L(Jx,ﬁeld'u) = —iTlW(ﬁng/) = —T”’(L’Xgm-) =0 (’U = 0). (101)
Then, by using the Stokes’ theorem, we obtain

/Z (6Qx,ﬁeld — 5Q%)eld —x- @<G>(5g)) + /A Q9 (59, L,9)
A

(102)
M
= / <5Qx,ﬁeld - 6Q§<,ﬁild - X @(G)(59)> .
YB
Below, we will further simplify this expression by using the properties of the shifted vector field x.
Let us evaluate each term in Eq. (102) at ¥4 and ¥ p. First, we observe
x-09(Eg) =0  at T4, 25 (103)
by noting that x =0 at Xp and dg = 0 at X 4. Second, we observe

0Qyfield =0  at Xy (104)

since 6g = 0 at 3 4. Third, we can construct the matter charge Q;]\;i[,)sld as an integral over v = 0 surface in

the u direction :
M Yo R _ u 3
Q;,ﬁ«)ald E/ J;,ﬁzzld = —/ T x,\/—g(d?'x), = —/ T"xuv/—g(d4 ' x),. (105)
—00 —0oQ —00

Due to the constraint T%" =0 at v = 0 in Eq. , we have

u

0Q g = —/ (6T ) xev/=g(d* ), (106)

—0o0
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There are two potential contributions to the variation 67%". The first contribution is due to the metric

shift which is explicitly given by
0T =T"(u,v + o) — T (u,v) u > 0. (107)

It turns out that this contribution is subleading in «. Recall that the timelike vector £®) is the symmetry

of the spacetime. We then have
£§<t)T”” = —ud, T + v0, T — 2T = 0. (108)

Let us Taylor expand T for small v and v. Then we find that only the terms of the form u%v®? are
allowed. This suggests that T’ is ~ v? at most, and hence 6T is ~ va + . Integrating it along v = 0
only generates a contribution of O(a?). The second contribution comes from the shock wave. Considering
ST = 4p™W§(u)d(z) at v = 0, we find

0QMa =0 at Tu (109)
and
(M) w=BE) d-1
Qe =~ [ WFS@@R(5() - u)yglat ), o

= (A9 2x),VGAP I FS(2)rB(z)  at Tp.

Note that /G is the volume element induced on the (d — 2)-dimensional surface (u,v) = (0,0). Hence,

we obtain

u=p()
1) . (Qx,ﬁeld — Q;%ild) — / . Q(G) (59, ,ng) =0. (111)
B u=0_

6.3 Pre-symplectic form

The remaining task is to evaluate the pre-symplectic form Q(G)(ég, Lyg). Here we will show that

u=p(x)
| a9 =0 (112)
u=0_

Since the timelike vector &) is the symmetry of the original spacetime, we have
Q@) (69, Lewg) ~ 0, and

Q@ (59, Lyg) ~ QD (59, L 59) (113)

where ~ denotes that we evaluate the differential form on the v = 0 surface. Recalling 0g = 0(u)Lsg at

23



the linear order in a(x), we arrive at

u=p(x) u=p(x)
[ a9 =k [ 2O Lag L9
u=0_ u=0

Let us recall that the variation of the gravity Lagrangian is given by dL(%) =

Using the equations of motion and taking § = £ 4> We obtain

1
LG — Lo A
LU = —2eT™ Lyg,, + dO,

Taking another variation L4, integrating it and using the Cartan’s formula, we have

/ LaLL) = —% / La(eT™ Lygu) + / dLs®;
_ _;/d(&-eTWﬁng) +/d£dG)B
_ —%(d T Log.,) + £a®)
= — SOV IT" L 54 (dr)o + LaO)

—a(2)V=gT" L 390i(dx)y + La©j = L4O .

12

Similarly, we have
/c LLLE) = ——B (2)V/ =G Lagyu(dw)u + L0,
Since £4 and E commute, we have fﬁ Lo LG) = [La E L(%). Hence we obtain !°

(©) . N =L@: — O
g, Lag, L5g9) = LaOj — L;O4
1
~ =5 B@)V=gT" Lagu (dz)u.

By integrating Q(%)(g, Lag, EBQ) on the v = 0 surface, we obtain

u=p(z)
| g L0 =0
u=0

since the term with (dz), does not contribute to the integral.

(114)

E"5g,, + dO®(3g).

(115)

(116)

(117)

(118)

(119)

(120)

This enables us to obtain the following simple constraint that governs microscopic thermodynamics of

"For general relativity, we have checked that £s©4 ~ L;04 ~ 0 via brute force calculation.
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gravitational shock waves on the horizon:

5/ Qy field — 5/ Q;{\Qld =0. (121)
ZB EB

This is the central result of this paper.

As we will see in the next section, the first term corresponds to the area deformation under two shifts
u — u+ B(x) and v — v + a(z). The second term corresponds to the matter charge variation due to the
gravitational shock wave, probed by the horizon translation vector field 3. 1t is worth emphasizing that,
if the original unshifted timelike vector & (®) were used, we would not have any interesting thermodynamic
relation since 5Q%31d = 0Q¢ fieta = 0. This is related to the fact that the area variation by v — v 4+ a(x)

vanishes at the bifurcate surface as we shall explicitly see in the next section.

7 Shock wave from area minimization

In this section, we derive the gravitational shock wave equations of motion by using the microscopic

thermodynamic relation on the horizon.

7.1 Area variation

We have evaluated the matter charge 5Q§<A§«)31 4 in the previous section. Here we evaluate 6Q, feld at Xp.

For general relativity with scalar fields, the Noether charge is given by 29

1

Qx,ﬁelda = _ﬁfabcvac (122)

where a = ay -+ - aq_o collectively denotes (d — 2) indices. Recall that x is held fixed in variations. Also

x = 0 at ¥p. Hence we have

1
0Qy field, = _E(dfabc)vac at Xp. (123)

Non-trivial contributions come from b, ¢ = u,v. We thus have

k1
0Qy field = _gf(dd_zx)uv(s@ at Xp (124)

where (d972x),,1/G is the volume element induced on the (d — 2)-dimensional surface ¥ 5.
It is worth relating the variation of the Noether charge explicitly to the area deformation (Fig. . Let
Area(, ) denote the total area of the hypersphere at (u,v) = (8, «) in the original unperturbed metric

29For scalar fields, we have Q. feld = Qy,wald. The difference between Q. gela and Q,,wala generically vanishes as x — 0.
See section [3| for discussions.
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Figure 4: The area deformation in the original unperturbed geometry.

ds?. The Noether charge integral gives

k1
. 6Qy field = o F (Area(ﬂ, a) — Area(f, O)) (125)
1
= _8£7rf (Area(ﬂ, a) — Area(0, O))

where we have used Area(3,0) = Area(0,0), since (u,v) = (5, 0) is still on the horizon. Hence the Noether
charge variation is proportional to the increase of the area of the bifurcating horizon by two null-shifts
u — u—+ f and v = v+ a. Note that a comes from the shift by the gravitational shock wave while 5 is set
by the shift in the vector field .

One comment follows. If we used the timelike Killing vector £ instead of the shifted one y, we would
have the contribution proportional to Area(0, a) — Area(0,0) which vanishes since (u,v) = (0, «) is still on

the horizon. Hence the Noether charge relation would be trivial.

7.2 Induced metric

The remaining task is to evaluate the induced metric on ¥ 5. A spacetime point on X can be expressed

as

XH(@)

(B(#), (), ) (126)

—

where a(y) results from the metric variation. The induced metric on ¥ p is given by
do® = ds?| (0.0 x () = Gij (D dy'dy’ (127)

where

o L OXPOXY

(128)
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We shall Taylor expand G;;(y) for small «, 8. Looking at (u,v) = (u,v), we have the following contri-
bution to G;;(¥):

. 08 da 0?F (u,v) 08 Oa
(X 2 (F(0,0) + T Y O R 12
anl XD 5y = (FO.0) + Sl ag ) 2200 (129)
Looking at (u,v) = (i,7), we have the following contribution to G;;(%):
N g 0?G(u,v i
9i5 (X (§))dy'dy’ = (G(O, 0) + 8u(6v)aﬁ + - ) hij (§)dy'dy’ - (130)

We observe that the leading correction to G;;(¥) is at the order of o5. In the expansion of Eq. (129)),

92 F (u,v) 0B da.

the term —,5~af By’ Dy is at the order of a?3?, and hence is negligible. Then we find

do* =~ 2F(0,0) a@ iqdyidyj + (G(O, 0) + aQG(WaB) hi; (§)dy'dy?
oy" Oy’ o Oudv (131)
= do? 4+ 2F(0,0) 35 g;‘jdyidyj + Waﬁhij(g)dyidyj
where do? represents the unperturbed induced metric when (o, 3) = (0,0):
do? = G(0,0)h;;dy"dy’ . (132)
To summarize, we have obtained the variation of the induced metric:
0Gij = 2F0;00;8 + G yvaBhij (133)
where F' and G, are evaluated at u =v = 0.
Recall that the first order variation of the determinant is
50 = 1 /GG75G,. (134)
Hence the variation of the determinant at X p is given by
VG = VG (2@ 0)(936) + (d — 2)G o). (135)

Note GY = g% = % at w = v = 0. Observe 0; (5((“9]@)\/5) = (8;8)(0)V'h + B0; ((ﬁja)\/ﬁ) After

integrating by parts, we obtain

5VG = VG~ 2FB(As,0) + (d — 2)G wa). (136)

Note that total derivatives do not contribute to the surface integral of the Noether charge.
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Finally, we derive the shock wave equations of motion. Using the expression of deformed area density

Eq. (136]), we obtain

_ (qd g, VG L _
0Qsie = —(A772%) 0 X2 o (= 2B (A, 0) + (d — 2)G ) (137)
then the constraint Eq. (121)) leads to
k1
Vo~ (- _ _ (v)
Vi QGF( 2F (A, a) + (d 2)G7uva>6 VGap® F8(2)rB. (138)
We can arrange it into the following form
d—2 uv
((Ahijoz) _ ¢ 5 ) G}’? a— 327TGFp(”)(5(x)>ﬁ/<c\/§ = 0. (139)

Hence we recover the shock wave equation of motion

d—2G
2 F

a(z) = 32mp W GF§(x). (140)

8 Gauss-Bonnet gravity

The microscopic thermodynamic relation can be generalized to arbitrary covariant theory of gravity. The
gravitational shock wave equations in the Gauss-Bonnet gravity have been previously studied for a certain
black hole solution in [20] while exhaustive studies have been presented in [75] [76] with rather involved
calculations. In this section, we present a simpler derivation of the gravitational shock wave equations of

motion in the Gauss-Bonnet gravity based on the Noether charge method.

8.1 Noether charge in Gauss-Bonnet gravity

The Lagrangian d-form of the Gauss-Bonnet gravity is

1

A
or " Tom

L= 6a1~--ad( o

(Rapea R — AR o, R + R2)>. (141)
This yields the Noether charge (d — 2)-form [67]
L g e, A d. e [} d) pe defh
Qxa::—@m(iggv/x-+§;(RV,X-+4V YR, + R vfxw). (142)

We shall focus on a family of the metric of Eq. . The main task is to evaluate the variation 6Q,
under (u,v) = (8,0) — (8, a) at ¥p. It suffices to compute the contribution to Q,, from (d,e) = (u,v) in
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Eq. ([142)*":

1
—(dd_zx)wﬁg (1+20H) VI H = Ry g™ — 4Ryupg™ — 2R g™ (143)
and its variation 6Q,:
1 1
~(d*?x)u(5VG) o (1 + 2AH) vyl — (dd*2x)uv\/§8—w2A(5H)v[“Xﬂ. (144)
To evaluate H, we need the following non-vanishing Ricci tensors:
F d—-2G _ G
Ruy = <_ - Cij) Rij=R{ - ( F“”) hij (145)
and the following Riemann tensor:
U u u u o u o F,U Euv
R uvu avruu - 8quu + Fvaruu - Fuarvu = av r = F (146)
Putting all these together, we obtain the following simple result
oy .. R(@-2)
H=R{ g = e (147)

where R(@2) is the scalar curvature computed from hij.
As for 6 H, the following observation simplifies the calculation. Let us focus on the variation of the first

term R, g"" in H:
S(Ruwg"”) = 6(Ryuw)g" + Rud(g""). (148)
By utilizing the following relation
(5RPMV = Vil — V,,(SI";H. (149)
d(Rpu)g" can be expressed as a total derivative. In a similar manner, we can show the following
0H = R,,09" — 4Ry,09"" — 2R",,,,09"" + (total derivative). (150)

Note that total derivatives do not contribute to the surface integral of the Noether charge. By dropping

these terms, we obtain

_ pd=2) ¢ij
0H = R} ~V5GY. (151)

2!'Note there is a factor of 2 which comes from the contribution of (d,e) = (v, u)
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Using 6v/G = %\/Egijagij = —%\/?gijégii, the total variation Eq. (144)) can be expressed as

(1 R(d-2) _
5Qy field = (A4 72X) e Z;T/Eég” (291-]-(1 +2A ) — 2\R" 2)> : (152)

Finally, by making use of Eq. (133 and integrating by parts, one can obtain the gravitational shock wave
equations of motion in the Gauss-Bonnet gravity.
8.2 Isotropic space

So far, our discussions are applicable to generic static spacetime in the Gauss-Bonnet gravity. By special-
izing in isotropic spaces, one obtains further simplified expression of 4Q,. Let us consider the following

metric
ds?® = 2F (u,v)dudv + r¥hy;da’da? (153)
where the metric of h;; depends on k = 1,0, —1 and looks like

k=1 — de Sitter (sphere)
k=0 — flat space (154)
k= —1 — anti-de Sitter (hyperbolic).

We then have

RY™ =(d—3)khy R =k(d-3)(d-2). (155)

)

Plugging these into Eq. (152]), we obtain

5Q neta = — (A 2x)u Hf%lm (1 gyl i;q(d - 4)) ( — 2FB(Ap, ) + (d — 2)G,ma5) (156)

where r = rpg is the horizon radius. By setting A\gp = )\w

5 , we see that the Noether charge

H
variation 0Q, field is rescaled by a factor of (1 + 2Agp). This recovers the result from [20]

d—2Ca
1+ QAGB)(AhijOC(IU) - T’Ta(x)> = 32mp ) GF(x). (157)

9 Measuring shock waves

In this section, we present a brief discussion on the connection between OTOCs and the thermodynamic
relation. Here we shall focus on the cases where the infalling and outgoing matters consist of scalar fields

for simplicity of discussion.
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So far, we have studied geometries with single gravitational shock waves running in the v direction
and derived the thermodynamic relations by using shifted vector fields in the u direction. A naturally
arising question concerns geometries with two intersecting gravitational shock waves running in the v and
v directions. Such geometries can be generated by using shifts «(z) and f(x) in the v and u coordinates
respectively, and have been explicitly considered by Kiem, Verlinde and Verlinde [77]. Readers might
wonder if similar analyses based on the covariant phase space formalism would reveal thermodynamic
relations for two gravitational shock waves. Unfortunately, the horizon area deformation induced by two
gravitational shock waves are the second-order contributions, and as such, naive application of the covariant
phase space formalism does not appear to give rise to non-trivial thermodynamic relations 2.

Nevertheless, the microscopic thermodynamic relation can be generalized to geometries with two shock
waves in a straightforward manner. This is due to the fact that, in a geometry with two shock waves, each
shock wave needs to satisfy the corresponding gravitational equation of motion, which is identical to the

one with a single shock wave [(7]. Then the effective Lagrangian for two shock waves can be constructed

as follows:

Lehock = Area(a(z), 8(x)) — / a(z)T™ (z) — / B(2)T™) () (158)

up to a multiplicative factor for the area term 23. Here T (z) and T™)(x) are energy-momentum tensor
profiles running in the v and v directions respectively. By taking the variation of the Lagrangian, we indeed

recover equations of motion for a(x) and §(x):

5LShOCk u 6Lshock o v
(504(.%’) = Shock(ﬁ(l’),T( )(1;))7 6[—}(;3) E Shock(a(x),T( )(l')) (159)

Here one may interpret a(x) and [(z) as scalar fields which live on the bifurcating sphere, and the
Area(a(z), B(z)) as interacting massive scalar fields. Then, T (z) and T(*)(z) can be interpreted as
source terms coupled with fields a(z) and S(x).

Let us now turn our attention to the problem of measuring gravitational shock waves. Recall that
the gravitational shock waves can be probed by out-of-time order correlation (OTOC) functions of the
form (V(0)W (¢t)V(0)W(t)) within the AdS/CFT correspondence. When the time separation between two
perturbations V' (0) and W (t) is larger than the scrambling time, two gravitational shock waves will intersect
with each other near the black hole horizon. It can then be approximated that two shock waves are running
on the black hole horizon and intersect with each other. Such an approximation would be valid if the values
of u,v at the intersecting location are smaller than the effective shifts «, 3.

At the heart of the calculation of OTOCs is the gravitational scattering unitary matrix. In his pioneering

work, 't Hooft [78] derived the following scattering unitary matrix for the Schwarzschild black hole (often

22We expect that a careful analysis, similar to the one given in this paper for higher-order matter field variations, will enable
us to treat higher-order metric variations in a controlled matter.
23The effective Lagrangian similar to Eq. (I58) was derived by ’t Hooft [78] for the Schwarzschild black hole.
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called the horizon S-matrix) 24,

U= eXp |:Z/ dQldQQPOUt(Ql)f(Ql,QQ)Pin(QQ) (160)

where f(€1,$2) is the green function for the shock wave equation 25 Here Py, and P,y account for the
incoming and outgoing energy flux. One can cast the above scattering matrix in an illuminating form
which makes the relation to the soft thermodynamics more explicit. Here we consider the limit where two
shock waves collide near the horizon. Note that one can identify Ppy(Q1) and Py () as T (z) and

T (z) respectively. Then, one obtains

Oz($) = /dQQf(Ql,QQ)Pin(QQ), ﬁ(l’) == /dQlf(Ql,Qg)Pout(Ql). (161)

Recalling that the equations of motion for a(x) and §(z) read
Shreala(o), 6(z) = [a(@TW(a),  Shrealala),Ba)) = [ BT (a), (162)
one can rewrite the above expression as follows:
U = exp (i(Area(a(az), B(z)) — Area(0, 0))) (163)

up to a multiplicative factor for the area. Since Area(0,0) is a constant, one may express the scattering

unitary matrix simply as

U = exp (z - Area(a(z), B(x)).) (164)

This expression suggests that, at the leading order, the decorrelation of OTOCs is given by the area
deformation 26

It is worth emphasizing that this expression of the scattering unitary matrix can be generalized to
any bifurcating horizon in generic static spacetime in arbitrary covariant theory of gravity 27. The above
expression of the scattering matrix can be viewed as a concrete method of measuring the soft charge, which
is realized as the gravitational shock wave. We hope to further expand this observation in the future.

Also note that matter contents render rich additional structures in the scattering matrix, see the table

see [79] also.

25Quantum mechanical aspects of the scattering matrix have been further studied in recent years, see [R0H82] for instance.

25Direct measurement of OTOCs in many-body quantum systems is challenging with inverse time-evolution, but an alter-
native formulation of OTOCs using entanglement does not require inverse time-evolution. Various experimental protocols
for measuring OTOCs in controlled quantum simulators have been proposed [83H87], with concrete experimental demonstra-
tions [88HIT]. It is still premature to envision measurement of OTOCSs in gravitational systems, but at the conceptual level,
the smoothness of the black hole horizon for an infalling observer is an indirect evidence of decorrelation of OTOCs, see [26], [72]
for details.

2"While OTOCS are concepts primarily studied within the framework of the AdS/CFT correspondence, they can be generi-
cally defined as correlation functions of matter fields which were initially located away from the horizon. Hence, we speculate
that our observation may be generalized to asymptotically flat spaces as well as the de-Sitter horizon.
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n [78] for instance. It will be interesting to extend our analysis to the cases where the infalling and

outgoing matters are not scalar fields.

10 Outlook

In this work, we have derived a simple microscopic thermodynamic relation for the gravitational shock
waves by providing a generic framework to construct the Noether charge for them.

We anticipate that our formalism can be applied to a wide variety of geometries in order to study the
effect of the gravitational backreaction. One interesting future problem is to apply a similar method to
stationary black holes where thermodynamic treatment involves angular momentum [36].

We did not follow the standard treatment of the soft hair physics in characterizing the gravitational
shock waves. Instead, we opted to work on the gravitational shock wave solutions on a more generic
setting. It would be interesting to translate our results to the language of the soft hair physics and study
the consequence of the finiteness of the black hole entropy. Also, it is an interesting future problem to
generalize the expression of the gravitational scattering matrix so that it would be applicable to generic
soft charges which may be beyond the gravitational shock waves. Developing a generic framework for

measurement of soft charges is also an interesting problem.
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