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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the near horizon symmetry and gravitational
charges in the Newman-Penrose formalism. In particular we investigate the ef-
fect from topological terms. We find that the Pontryagin term and Gauss-Bonnet
term have significant influence on the near horizon charges and bring interesting
novel features. We show that the gravitational charge derived from a general
class of topological terms including the Pontryagin term and Gauss-Bonnet term
can be obtained from the ambiguities of the symplectic potential.

1 Introduction

Motivation. In gravitational theory, one usually deals with surface charges. Evaluat-
ing surface charge requires that the spacetime must be equipped with a boundary, i.e., a
special hypersurface where to compute the surface charge. Two natural choices for the
boundary are usually applied which are the infinity and the horizon. At the spatial infinity,
Arnowitt, Deser and Misner constructed, for the first time, appropriate surface integrals
for gravitational energy-momentum [[I]]. Since causal line can not reach the spatial infin-
ity, the ADM energy measures the total energy contained in the spacetime. Regrading to
the system with gravitational waves that carry energy off, the Bondi energy was defined
at null infinity [2]]. The Bondi energy can never increase. It is conserved if and only if
there is no gravitational wave.

Horizons are one of the most fascinating objects in spacetime with Lorentzian sig-
naturere. They are responsible for many remarkable semiclassical properties, such as the
Hawking radiation [3]] and the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy [415]. Based on the covariant
phase space method [6,7], Wald showed that Black hole entropy is just a surface charge
evaluated on the Killing horizon [§]]. The first law of black hole mechanics is nothing but
conservation of the surface charge between the horizon and infinity

!See also [9] for a generalization.
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Once spacetime is equipped with a boundary, one can on longer consider boundary
term in the action as something trivial to the theory. The most significant example is
the Gibbons-Hawking-York term [10,[11]] that added to Einstein-Hilbert action to enforce
Dirichlet’s boundary conditions. Meanwhile boundary terms have their own contribu-
tions to the surface charges [12H19]]. However it is shown that the surface charge from
the Pontryagin term and Gauss-Bonnet term at null infinity is absent at the leading and
subleading order in the inverse of a large r expansion [18,20]. This is somewhat under
expected from the fact that those two are higher derivative terms which should have a
faster fall-off behavior at large distance (see also for relevant evidence).

In this paper, we study the surface charge on the horizon with special emphasis on the
effect from the Pontryagin term and Gauss-Bonnet term in four spacetmie dimensions.
We derive the surface charge in the Newman-Penrose (NP) formalism [22]. The reason
to work in first order formalism is that it is in particular efficient for computing the near
horizon charges. Because the charge expression for first order theory will not involve
any derivative on the fields and variation of the fields [23-32]. Since any field at most
starts at O(1) in the near horizon expansion, it is enough to just consider one order of the
field from the solution space for computing the charge. In the NP formalism, the most
important variable is the spin connection. Each component has very definite geometric
meaning. Given the fact that the charge does not include any derivative on the fields and
the near horizon charges have clear thermodynamic interpretation [8,33[34]], the relation
between geometry and thermodynamics becomes transparent when computing the near
horizon charges in the NP formalism.

Main result and plan of the paper. In the next Section, we derive the near horizon
solution space for the NP equations with suitable gauge and boundary conditions. We
compare our results with the ones in and [36]. Section[3lis devoted to the near hori-
zon symmetry and the transformation law of the near horizon fields. In the NP formalism,
a gauge transformation is a combination of a diffeomorphism and a local Lorentz trans-
formation. We show that with the required gauge and boundary conditions, the residual
Lorentz transformation is completely fixed by the residual diffeomorphism. The near
horizon symmetry consists of the near horizon supertranslations and superrotations. Our
main results are presented in Section 4 where the surface charges are obtained. We first
compute the surface charge from the Palatini action. Our result is consistent with [35137]].
Then we derive the surface charge from the Holst term. The Holst charge does not have
a supertranslation part. Consequently, the dual mass as the zero mode of the super-
translation charge is absent. Our next result is the charge from the Pontryagin term. We
first show that the symplectic potential derived from a general class of terms that do not
affect equations of motion including the Pontryagin term and Gauss-Bonnet term can be
written as a combination of a Y term and a W term which are ambiguities of the sym-



plectic structure. We then compute the near horizon Pontryagin charge. The last case
of our investigation is the Gauss-Bonnet charge. The near horizon charges from all four
terms start at the leading order in the near horizon expansion. A surprising feature of
the Gauss-Bonnet charge is that it includes field which is not horizon data. The charge
from the Palatini, Holst, and Pontryagin action only involves the area of the horizon, the
expansion of the horizon generator, and the rotation of reference frame on the horizon.
While the Gauss-Bonnet charge involves the expansion of the other null direction, other
than the horizon generator. In the last Section, we close with some final remarks. There
are four appendices with some details of the computation in the main text.

2 Near horizon solution space

Newman and Penrose [22]] established a special tetrad formalism with four null basis
vectors e; = [ = €2, ea =n = e, e3 = m = —e*, e, = m = —e>. The basis vectors
[ and n are real while m and m are complex conjugates of each other. The null basis
vectors have the following orthogonality and normalization conditions

I-m=0l-m=n-m=n-m=0, [-n=1, m-m=—1. (1)
The spacetime metric is obtained from the tetrad as
9 = Nyl + 10, —mym, —m,m,. 2)

The components of spin connection are labeled by twelve Greek symbols. Ten indepen-
dent components of the Weyl tensor are represented by five complex scalars. The Ricci
tensor is defined in terms of four real scalars and three complex scalars. We will focus
on vacuum solution in this work. So all the components of Ricci tensor are zero. For the
notations, we would refer to [39]].

In the NP formalism, by local Lorentz transformations, it is always possible to impose
T=k=€¢=0, p=p, T=a+/[. 3)

According to the relations in Appendix[Al such gauge choice means that [ is tangent to a
null geodesic with affine parameter. The other null basis vectors are parallel transported
along [. Moreover, [ is the gradient of a scalar field. It is of convenience to choose this
scalar field as coordinate © = 2! and take the affine parameter as coordinate r = 2.
For the rest two angular coordinates, we choose the stereographic coordinates A = (z, z)

which are related to the usual angular variables (6, ¢) by z = cot gei‘z’. The tetrad and the



co-tetrad satisfying conditions in (I}) must have the forms

0 o .0
= tUG X
0
lz%v 4)
o 40
m=wa + L

and

n= [—U — XA(GLA + wZ}A)] du +dr + (wLy + ELA)dxA,
[ = du, (5)
m = —X*Ladu + Ladz?,

where L,LA = 0, L4L* = —1. The line element is then

ds? = — [2U + gap(LA0 + LAw)(LP0 + LPw)| du® + 2dudr
+ gap [da? + (LY + L' — X*M)du] [d2” + (LP® + LPw — XP)du], (6)

where
gap = —LaLp — LaLp. (7)

The tetrad one form and the connection one form are defined as
e* =endr”, Ty = Tauee,da’. (8)

The exact formulas of the form e” are given in (5)) and the connection one form I',;, are

given as
[y =—(y+3)l+7Tm+ ™, 9)
Flg =—7l+ pm + om, (10)
ng =§l—ﬂm—xm, (11)
Py = (v =7 — (= B)m + (@~ B)m. (12)

Boundary conditions are somehow tricky in the near horizon case. In principle, all
fields can start at O(1). Different choices will lead to the horizon with different property
[40], such as Killing horizon, isolated horizon [4142], non-expansion horizon, dynamical
horizon, and so on so forth. The main boundary conditions that We will choose are

U=0(r), w=0(r), v=0(), L*=0(r), X*=0(). (13)

The first two conditions guarantee that the » = 0 hypersurface is null and we take it as
the horizon. The third condition leads to the fact that n is the generator of the horizon.
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The forth one defines a conformally flat horizon metric. The last one means that n = %
on the horizon. One can consider « as the time direction on the horizon. Two additional
conditions are

Im[p] = O(r), A=0(r). (14)

Those conditions mean that the horizon generator n is twist free and shear free. So u is
considered as a good time direction. The last condition is

Im[L7] = O(r). (15)

This condition can eliminate independent internal Lorentz transformation, which doesn’t
exist in metric theory, and thus leads the first order theory to be as close as the metric
theory. At null infinity, the standard treatment is to fix the boundary metric to be a sphere.
However this condition is too strong in the near horizon case which will eliminate near
horizon supertranslation.

The advantage of computing near horizon surface charge in first order formalism is
the fact that the leading order charge only involves the leading order fields. So one does
not really need to solve the radial NP equations as the leading order fields are integration
constants which are free dataE For completeness, we work out one more order solutions
of the radial equations which would be useful for computing the subleading near horizon
charges. The full vacuum NP equations are listed in Appendix [Bl The details of solving
the NP equations are given in Appendix[Cl The solutions in near horizon expansion are

Wy = U) + Uir + O(r?), (16)

p=po+ (p5+ covo)r + O(r?), (17)

o =09+ (2p000 + ¥)r + O(r?), (18)

1

L? = Pogr + §P(4poao + W) + O(r?), (19)
. 1

L* = P+ Ppgr + §P(pg + 0000)r% + O(r?), (20)

1 po 3

L, = 7+ Pr+0(r ), (21)
o0 Yoo s

LZ—PT+P7“ + O(r?), (22)

o = Qg + (Oéop(] + ﬁoEo)T + 0(7’2), (23)

B = Bo + (oo + Bopo + ¥9)r + O(r?), (24)

w = —7or + O(r?), (25)

Uy = U0+ (4p WY +0U5)r + O(r?), (26)

2An r-derivative may appear in the variation of fields along symmetry direction. One just needs to trace
the precise radial equations for the involved fields. Nevertheless this will not happen for a fixed boundary
case as we will show in the next section.



X* = Pryr + O(r?),

= po + (popo + W9)r + O(r?),

A = pooor + O(r?),

Uy = Uy + (3p0 5 — L) + O(1?),

v =0 + (o + Bofy + 20080 + T + O(r?),
U= —(%+7)r +0(r?),

Uy = U + (20003 + 0UY)r + O(r?),

v = (aopio + Bopto + ¥)r + O(r?),

Uy = U4+ (poPg + 0U5)r + O(r?),

(27)
(28)
(29)
(30)
€19
(32)
(33)
(34)
(35)

where quantities with subscript 0 are integration constants in 7. The “0” operator is

defined by

on® = Posn® + 2sa'n’,
on® = Po.n* — 2sa’n’,

where s is the spin weight of the field 7. The spin weights of relevant fields are listed in

Table 1l

Table 1: Spin weights

o I I e I 7 RV Ie A D 7 B IRV IRV AR
s(1jo0{0|-1,0}2|-2|-2]-1]0 1 2

The integration constants have the following constraints from the non-radial NP equa-

tion

1.
g = 5(’7‘0 + é’ZP),

1
50 = 5(7'0 - aZP)a
Ho = _au IHP,

o _1 N au,UO

Yo = 2/~L0 20 )
) =0,

W5 = 07 — duao — ao(70 — T + o),
WS = (7070)po — 20080 — 20070 — fiopo + Pd.ag + P38 + dupo,
WY = agpo + oo + Bopo — Opo + Doy,

3There is one other possibility that 1o = 0 and 7y is an arbitrary function.
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OuTo = —0y0s P — 2By — 4ot + 20y — 200, (44)

Aupo = po(Yo + o) — 20p0 + Pozcg + P00y — 3@ — BoBo, (45)
Oy = =200 — 2085 + 27000 — Hooo + Pz + P:fy. (46)
0, V) — 4y W) + oWy = OV — 65,09 — 6@y W) + 3005. (47)

There is no constraint on the time evolution of P which can characterize the flux going
through the horizon. The horizon data are 1y the expansion, 7y, the surface gravity and 7
the rotation of reference frame on the horizon. The structure of the solution space is quite
different from the case at null infinity where it is normally to consider the Weyl tensor as
free data, then the spin connection is determined by the Weyl tensor. But on the horizon
the Bianchi identities can not lead to a peeling-off property. We do the inverse that the
Weyl tensor is determined by the spin connection. Then the time evolution equations from
the Bianchi identities are satisfied automatically. The practical reason of such treatment
is that we care more about the local geometric structure on the horizon which is encoded
in the spin connection.

The solution space we obtained is larger than that in where the authors considered
a non-expanding horizon, i.e., gy = 0. While our solution space is smaller than that
in [36] where the authors consider the case with the shear of the horizon generator which
can also characterize flux going through the horizon. To recover our solution space, one
just needs to set the fields in [36] t

1

Ut -0, n—1, Q- B3 Ve L % 0. (48)
and 5
To
— —2 g 49
R Y0, P ( )

Other simplifications of [36] in this case are
D, =0y, ©,=0,InQ— 21y, NP =0, T =—-2k+0,InQ — 4yy+2u9. (50)

Those relations will be very useful later to compare our charge with the one in [36]].

3 Near horizon symmetry

In the NP formalism, the gauge transformation of the tetrad and the spin connection is a
combination of a diffeomorphism and a local Lorentz transformation. The transformation
is given by

Sewea = €70 e, — 0,1 e,” + w.ley”,

(5D
5§,wrabc = gyaurabc - egaluwab + wadrdbc + Wbdradc + wcdrabd-

4Such choice of parameters is not included in the discussion in [36]. However, as local functions, they
are solution of Einstein equation.



The residual gauge transformation that preserved the gauge and boundary conditions
is worked out in Appendix The symmetry parameters are given by f(u, z,z) and
Y (), Y (Z) which generate near horizon supertranslatoins and superrotations respectively.
The associated residual gauge transformations are explicitly determined by the symmetry

parameters as
&= f, =Y+ opf f dr[LALP + LALP),
0
& = —0ufr+oaf JT dr{wLl? + oL — X4,
0
and

w2 = 0,f + X404f, w®= —6Aff dr[ AL + pL?],
0
23 TAAN 34 1 o) IRV ) ' = TA 2\NTA
w* =L%0f, w =§(ozY—ogY)+oAf dr|(a— B)L" — (o — B)L7].
0
The constant order in £” is set to be zero by hand. The reason is that we want to fix the

r = 0 null hypersurface to be the boundary. Somehow this can be understood as the
fact that the existence of a boundary at » = 0 breaks the translational invariance along r

direction [35.[36]].

Acting the residual gauge transformation on the near horizon fields yields their trans-
formation law as

1 1 1 _ 1 1 _.1

O¢wtto = fOupto + Y Ozpio + Y Oz 10 + Ouf o, (53)
— 1

Oewo = FOuro + Y070 + Y090 + ufro = 500t (54)
_ 1 _

5§,w7—0 = fauT(] + YaZTQ + YagTO — 5((321/ — OEY)TO + P(?gf% — Ou(Pagf) (55)

5§,w00 = fé’uao + YaZO'() + }7@50'0 — (@Y — 65}7)00 — aufO'()

+ 2P0 f1g — 2P0 f0. P — P?02f. (56)

O¢wpo = fOupo + Y 0.po + Y O:p0 — Oufpo + PosfTo + PO, f10 — P2(3205f. (57)

4 Near horizon charges

In this section, we will compute the surface charge defined in [19] for the Palatini action,
Holst term, Pontryagin term, and Gauss-Bonnet term.



4.1 Palatini action

The Palatini Lagrangian is
1
Lpa = 5 —=€aealR™ A € 1 e, (58)
where R* = dI'® + I'%® A T'.? is the curvature tensor. The surface charge from this
Lagrangian is defined byH

1
éHPa = meabcd

where 03 can be any constant-u two surface on the horizon to evaluate the surface charge.

J (z'gf‘“béec A et + igecéf‘“b A et — w®bet A ed), (59)
ox

The symmetry parameters should be field independent which was assumed to obtain this
expression in [19]]. Inserting the solutions and the symmetry parameters into the charge
gives

— ]' = ]' ?0 — 70
Moo= g ), 0=058 [ﬁ (a“f ~ 2 =Y - Yf)]

1
+ — dzdz —279) 0—5. (60
G |, 2 (o = 20) 0 (60)
This charge matches the one in [36] explicitly using the relations by the end of Section
Note that fixing 7 = 1 requires that W = 20,7 in [36] which also matches our near

horizon symmetry generators in Section 31

4.2 Holst term

The Holst term is y
16ZTGRab Aeh A e, (61)

where ? is the Holst term parameter. This term is not a boundary term. But the solution

Ly =

to the equations of motion of the Palatini action is also solution to the Palatini-Holst one.
The contribution in the charge from this term is given by [[19]]

it
Hn = G

When the near horizon solution and symmetries are inserted, the near horizon Holst

J (igfachea A ey + igeaéf‘“b A ey —w®e, A ey). (62)
o

charge reads

My = i f dzdzé { L (YaZP _y %P + %(@Y - azY)H : (63)
oY

87G P2\" P P
It is interesting to note that the supertranslation charge is zero. This means that the dual
mass as the zero mode of the supertranslation charge vanishes. This can be understood
from the fact that the dual mass is located at the “conjugate” point of the mass. The mass
is inside the horizon while the dual mass should be outside the horizon.

SThere is minus sign missing for the Lorentz charge in [[19].
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4.3 Pontryagin term

The Pontryagin term is given by

1 ab
LP = %Rab A RY. (64-)

This term can be written as a boundary term on the horizon

1 2
Lpy=——d (T Adl,, — =T9% A TP, A TS, ). 65
Pb 397G ( AN b 3 b N AN ) (65)

A boundary term can only contribute to the symplectic structure through the corner sym-
plectic potential [12,[13]]. The corner symplectic potential from (63]) is

Ip % A 0T . (66)

" 397G

The surface charge obtained from this corner symplectic potential is

1

fHp = 167G

J ST A e T ap (67)
[

Alternatively in [18]], a symplectic potential was derived directly from the variation of

(64), which is
1

~ 167G
Eventually, the same surface charge (67) can be obtained. This symplectic potential can

Hp 5Fab VAN Rab. (68)

be rewritten as

1

Op = 35:a

2 1
(T Adlgy — =T AT . AT, | + s=——=d(Tgp A 0T). 69
( A Al = ST% ATV A >+327TG(b/\ ) (69)
The two terms on the right hand side are a W term and a Y term in symplectic potential.
Thus the Pontryagin charge in can be obtained from the ambiguities of the symplectic
structure.

In the covariant phase space method, a boundary term can only lead to a IV term in
the symplectic potential. It is very surprising that a Y term arises from the Pontryagin
term. Actually, the Lagrangian (64)) is different from (63)) with an extra trivial term

yp % A d°T . (70)

T 391G

In the variation of (64)), another trivial ternH

oT% A d?T,, (71)

167G

5This term is the equation of motion from the variation of (&4).
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has been dropped. Including those two terms, the variation of (64) leads to

_ 1 ab 2 a b c
5(Lp—yp)—%d5(r /\dFab—gl“b/\FC/\Fa). (72)

This will only lead to a W term in the symplectic potential as it should be when consid-
ering (63).

As demonstrated in [[I8]], first order formalism is best suited to an analysis of surface
charges, in particular for tracing the contribution from topological terms. However such
idea was not implemented explicitly to the Pontryagin term. Here we fill in this gap
and write the Pontryagin term in a complete first order form. We consider the curvature
tensor as independent dynamical variable. The relation between the curvature tensor and
the spin connection is a consequence of equation of motion. So the curvature tensor is an
auxiliary field. The Lagrangian that is on-shell equivalent to the Pontryagin one is

1 1
Lpp=—— R, dl'® 4+ 7% ATL) — 2R A R . 73
PF = 165 b A ( +T% AT) 5 Xab A (73)

The equations of motion derived from this Lagrangian are as follows. The variation on
R will lead to
R™ = dl + T AT, . (74)

Hence R is the curvature tensor. Then variation on I’ from this part will lead to the
Bianchi identity of the curvature tensor once (74) applied. So this will not modify the
equation of motion derived from the Palatini action when doing variation on I'®. The
Lagrangian (73) is not a boundary term with the auxiliary field, the resulting § term is

1
Opr = ——6I'" A R, 75
PF = {6 A Ry, (75)
which is the same as (68).

The way that we rewrite the Pontryagin term can be generalized to arbitrary fields. In
the form language, one can always add the term

Ly=2AAdB— AN A, (76)

to a Lagrangian without changing its on-shell solution where A is a two form and B is
a one form. Such term can be modified by equation of motion into a boundary term in
second order form d(B A dB). As highlighted in [[18]], one should include all that type
of terms when finding asymptotic gravitational charges. The symplectic potential derived
from (76)) is

04 =2AN0B. (77)

On-shell this term becomes
04 =2dB A OB. (78)
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Such term can be written as a combination of a Y term and a W term
04 =2dB A OB =d(B AdB)+d(dB A B). (79)

Thus we have shown that the symplectic potential derived from a general glass of terms
that do not affect the equations of motion for the theory of interest can be obtained from
the ambiguities of the symplectic structure.

Inserting the near horizon solution and symmetry parameters from previous sections
into (67), the Pontryagin charge is obtained as

To

d=dz l%%a% - 5%557@

1
= —
é P G o
+ 00, In Pé¢ ,,0:In P — 6¢ ,0, In PdozIn P |, (80)
where d¢ ., % and J¢ ., 7 are given in (32) and (35). We do not insert the precise formula
here as one can always change the representative of the symmetry parameters 45|
to simplify the expression of charge and the charge algebra structure which needs to be

stressed elsewhere. This charge is purely imaginary. So an imaginary unit ¢ should be
included in the coupling constant for the Pontryagin term similar to the Holst case.

4.4 Gauss-Bonnet term

The Gauss-Bonnet term is given by

1
I _ b Rab RCd. 81
6B = go—=Cabedl T A 1)
This term can be written as a boundary term as
1
Loy = o % A dre). 2
GBb 327TG€abcdd (T A dre?) (82)
The corner symplectic potential from (82) is
1
Vap = s €apeal ™ A 0T 83
GB 3971 GE bed A (83)

The surface charge derived from this corner symplectic potential is

1
Hep = ———=€apea | 0T A G I 84
Hean 167rG€deE A Og, (84)
This surface charge can be also obtained from the symplectic potential derived from the
variation of (8I)). The symplectic potential of (1)) is

1
Ocp = Wﬁzbcdérab N R0d7 (85)
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which can be written as the sum of a W term and a Y term

1 ab cd 1 ab cd
= 35 Cobedd (I A dD?) + g Cobead (I A OT). (86)

Eventually, the same surface charge ([84) can be derived from this symplectic potential.

Oc

Similar to the Pontryagin case, the Lagrangian (81) can be written as a boundary term,
i.e., 82), plus an extra trivial term

1
YyoB = %Gabcdrab A d?Te (87)

Including this term and keeping the trivial term from the equation of motion, the variation

of (1) leads to

1
§(Las — yap) = %eabcdda (T A dD?) | (88)

as it should be when considering the Lagrangian (82)).
The surface charge (84) can also be deduced from a first order form as proposed in
previous subsection. The first order term that leads to (84)) is

1 1
Lopr = T e R® A Al — 572@’) AR . (89)

This term is not equivalent to the Gauss-Bonnet term in the sense that R is not the
curvature tensor on-shell. However if the charge from the Gauss-Bonnet term has any
interesting feature in four dimensions, one can not distinguish that charge is from the
Gauss-Bonnet term or from (89).

Inserting the solution and symmetry parameters into the surface charge ([84), we obtain

1 | <To 70 Po . Mo

= —— dzdZ|0—=0¢ 0 In P + 0—=0¢ ,0, In P + 20—0¢ ,—
e = o= aEZZlP57 nP 405060 In P +2050c075
To

Ho Po
—20—=0¢ = — O
§7 57 P

T0 A
. — —00,1 )
Iz iz 00:In P — 0¢ Iz 00, InP|[. (90)

Here 55,w%, ¢ whtos O o and Og ,,p are given in (52), (53), (53) and (57) respectively.
The Gauss-Bonnet charge is real. It is very surprising that py term appears in the charge.
The geometric meaning of py is the expansion of [ which is another null direction other
than the horizon generator n. So py does not represent any horizon information. The in-
terpretation of this term in a horizon charge is not clear and should be stressed elsewhere.

5 Conclusion

We have shown that the surface charge from the Pontryagin term and Gauss-Bonnet term
can also arise from a combination of Y and I/ ambiguity of the symplectic structure. The
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topological terms, such as Pontryagin term and Gauss-Bonnet term have significant effect
on the near horizon charge.

There could be a couple of applications of the near horizon charge from the topo-
logical terms. We point out some of them for future investigations, for instance in null
hypersurface thermodynamics [34], in the triangle relation [46] and in resolving the black
hole information paradox [47]].
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A Useful relations in Newman-Penrose formalism

The components of spin connection

R = F311 = l”m“Vl,lH, ™ = —F421 = —l”m“vynu,
1 1

€ = §(F211 — F431) = §(l”n”vulu — l”m”vumu),

T = F312 = n”m“vulu, Vv = —P422 = —n”m“vunu,
1 1

Y= §(F212 — F432) = §(n”n”vulu — n”m”V,,mu),

o =T33 =m"m"V,1l,, n=-Ty3=-m"m"V,n,,

1 1
6 = 5(1—‘213 — F433) = §(m”n”Vl,lu — m”m”vumu),

P = F314 = m”m”vulu, A= —P424 = —m”m"vynu,
1
Q= §(F214 —Tysy) = §(m”n”vl,lu —m'm"V,m,).

Ten components of the Weyl tensor

\I]O = _013137 \Ijl = _012137 \112 = _013427 “IIS = _012427 \114 = _02324~
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Four real components of the Ricci tensor

1 1
By = —~Rit, Pop = — - R
00 9 11, 22 9 22,

1 1 1
$yy = _Z(Rm + Ra), A= = E(RH — Ra),

where A is the cosmological constant and three complex ones

1 1
®gy = —=Ryy, Pog = —=R
02 2 33> 20 9 44 5
Doy = —~Ryg, ®ip = —oR
01 — 2 13, 10 — 9 14,
iy = —2Ryy, By = 2R
12 — 2 23 21 — 9 24-

The orthogonality conditions and normalization conditions (1) of the basis vectors
yield the following relations

"V, = (e + €)l, — kmy, — kmy,,

n'Vyl, = (v + ), —mm, —Tm,,

m"Vyl, = (8 + a)l, — om, — pmy, oD
m'Vl, = (a+ B)l, — pm, —om,,
I"Vyn, = —(e + én, + 7m, + mmy,
n'Vyn, = —(v+3)n, + 17?_1“ + vmy,, ©2)
m’'Vyn, = —(8 + a)n, + Am, + pm,,
m'Von, = —(a+ B)n, + fm, + Amy,,
"v,m, = (e — €m, — kn, + 7l,,
n’V,m, = (y —y)m, —mn, + vl,, ©3)

m'V,m, = (8 —a&)m, —on, + A,
m'V,m, = (a — B)m, — pn, + fil,,

After setting e = k = ™ = 0, the geodesic deviation of [ is

B, =Vl = (v + )y — mmuly, — Tmyl, — (8 + @)lum, — (B + a)l,my,

+ om,m, + pmym, + om,m, + pm,m,. (94)
The transverse part is
Al o - - -
Bw = OMm,M, + pMm,m, + am,m, + pm,m,. (95)

It is clear that p = p means [ is hypersurface orthogonal and further setting 7 = & + (3
leads to the fact that V, [, is a symmetric tensor, then [ is the gradient of a scalar field.
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On the horizon r = 0, n is tangent to geodesic. The geodesic deviation of n is

By, =Vuyn, ==y +y)nud, + vml, +vmyl, + (@ + B)n,m, + (o + B)num,,

— Ny, — Xmm, — pmyim, — fm,m,. (96)
The transverse part is

By, = =iy, — Nimymy, — nyimy, — fiiiym,. 97)

B NP equations

Considered as directional derivatives, the basis vectors are assigned with special symbols

D =10, A=nt'd, o6=m'o,. (98)
Radial equations
Dp = p* + 07, (99)
Do = 2po + Wy, (100)
Dr=1p+7To+ ¥y, (101)
Da = pa + o, (102)
Dp =ao+ pp + ¥y, (103)
Dy =1a+70+ Uy, (104)
D)\ = p\ +op, (105)
Du = pu+ ol + Uy, (106)
Dv=7Tu+71\+ Vs, (107)
DU =7Tw+ 10— (v+7), (108)
DXA =7LA + 714, (109)
Dw = pw + oo — T, (110)
DILA = pL* + o L4, (111)
DU, — 6Ty = 4pTy — 4o, (112)
DU, — 60 = 3p¥y — 200 — A\, (113)
DUs — Wy = 2pWy — 20T, (114)
DU, — 60Uy = pUy + 2005 — ATy, (115)
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Non-radial equations

AN =6v— (u+T)A— (37 =)\ + 2av — Uy, (116)
Ap =61 — pfi — oA —2a1 + (v +7)p — Uy, (117)
Aa=0y+pv—(T+ BN+ (T —v—Ta— Vs, (118)
Ap=0v—p? = I\ — (v +7)p + 280, (119)
AB =6y —ut +ov+B(y—7—p) — al, (120)
Ao =01 —op — ph — 267 + (37 — 7)o, (121)
Aw=06U+7T X0+ (y—7 — p)w, (122)
ALY = 6XA — NLA + (y =7 — p) LA, (123)
§p— 00 = pr —o(3a — ) — ¥y, (124)
Sa— 08 = pp — Ao+ aa + 6 — 2a8 — Uy, (125)
SA —6p = u7 + M@ — 38) — Vs, (126)
00 —ow=p—TJi— (a—Bw + (@ — B)w, (127)
LA — 6L = (@ — B)LA — (o — B) LA, (128)
ATy — 60, = (4y — )Ty — (47 + 26) W, + 30Ty, (129)
AWy — 00Uy = vy + (29 — 2u) Wy — 37V + 20W3, (130)
Ay — 5Ty = 200, — 30y + (28 — 27) U5 + oy, (131)
AWy — 5, = 30Uy — (2 + 4p0) Wy + (45 — 1)Uy, (132)

C Details for deriving the solution space

The radial equations are organized in different groups. The first group is (Q9) and (10Q).
Once the whole series of ¥y is given as initial data as (L6]), p and o are solved out as
(I7) and (I8). Inserting the solutions of p and ¢ into (ITI), one gets L* as (19) and 20),
then L4 is derived by the condition LyL* = 0, L,L* = —1. The second group of
radial equations consists of (102)), (I03)), (I1Q) and (I12). One can work out «, 3, w and
U, as @23), @4), 23), and @26) respectively, then 7 from gauge condition 7 = @ + f.
Inserting 7 and L* into (T09), X could be obtained as (27). The third group of radial
equations include (I03), (106), and (I13)). One can just apply the same method as the first
two groups to solve out s, A, and ¥y, which are given in 28)), (29), and (30). Then, 7 is
derived from (104) as @1, U is derived from (108)) as (32), V5 is derived from (I14) as

(33, v is derived from (I07) as (34), and finally W is derived from (I13)) as (33).

Inserting the solutions of the radial equations into the non-radial equations, more con-
straints are obtained for the integration constants:

(128) yields (36) and (37).
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(123)) yields (38).
(I19) yields @39).
(L16) yields Q).
(18] yields @1).
(I17) yields @2).
(124)) yields @3).
(126)) yields (@4)).
(123)) yields @3).
(I21) yields @6)).
(129) yields @7).
The rest non-radial equations (120), (122), (123), (127), and (130)-(132)) are satisfied

automatically.

D Details for deriving the asymptotic symmetry

The gauge conditions yield

* 0 =10y €} = =0, = &" = f(u, 2 2).

¢ 0=10¢, €4 = —e§0,f +w? = w? =0,f + X404
o 0 =0c, €4 = —€50af +w = w? = LA04f.
o 0 =0c, €% = —€$0uf +w? = w? = LA04f.

¢ 0 =0cu €] = =906 +we), = & = —0ufr+ Z(u,2,2) + daf §dr{wl? +

WL — X4.

¢ 0 = bew el = =708t + WPl — &4 = YMNu,2,2) + 0pf § dr[LALP +
LALE

b 5§,w T=0 < 0= (S&w F321 = l“@uw‘ll + F32aw2“ — W14 = wé4(u, z,Z) —
onf T dr[ALA + L),

b 5§,w T=0 < 0= (S&w F421 = l“@uw?’l + F42aw2“ —— w13 = w53(u, 2,2) —

ouf [ dr[ALA + uLA].

* Ve (=€) =0 <= 0 =10, [y = l”(?uw43+F43aw2“ = w3 = W3 (u, 2, 2) +

041 §ydr((a — B)Z4 — (o~ F)LA]
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* Direct computation shows that the conditions e + € = 0 =k = K, p — p = 0 and
T — a — [ = 0 do not lead to new constraints on the symmetry parameters. These
conditions hold as a consequence of the tetrad conditions imposed in () when the
NP equations are satisfied.

Before checking the constraints from the boundary conditions, we set Z = (. The reason
is that we want to fix the » = 0 null hypersurface to be the boundary. In the near horizon
expansion, we will always assume that the horizon is located at the zero value of the radial
coordinate. A shift in r direction, i.e., 7 = r + Z combined with transformations in other
coordinates can set 7 = ( hypersurface to be null but will also change the boundary to be
the 7 = 0 hypersurface. Somehow this can be understood as the fact that the existence
of a boundary at » = (0 breaks the translational invariance along r direction, see also

in [35.36].
The fall-off conditions yield

¢ el =0(r) = wi' =0.

¢ by =0(r)= wi' =0.

Sew ey =0(r) = 0,Y* =0.
* Jew € =0(r) = 0:Y* = 0.

* depe;=0(r)= 02, Y*=0.

Sew Imle] = O(r) = wi® = L(8.Y* — 0:Y7).

The boundary conditions on e}, A, v and Im[x] do not lead to new constraint on the
symmetry parameters as confirmed by direct computation.
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