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Abstract

In recent work, Hollands, Kovacs and Reall have built on previous work of Wall to provide a
definition of dynamical black hole entropy for gravitational effective field theories (EFTs). This
entropy satisfies a second law of black hole mechanics to quadratic order in perturbations around
a stationary black hole. We determine the explicit form of this entropy for the EFT of 4d vacuum
gravity including terms in the action with up to 6 derivatives. An open question concerns the
gauge invariance of this definition of black hole entropy. We show that gauge invariance holds
for the EFT of vacuum gravity with up to 6 derivatives but demonstrate that it can fail when
8 derivative terms are included. We determine an entropy for Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory by
treating it as an EFT with vanishing 6 derivative terms.

1 Introduction

The work of Wald in the early 1990s showed that a first law of black hole mechanics holds for
any theory of gravity arising from a diffeomorphism invariant Lagrangian [I]. This work provides
a definition of entropy, the Wald entropy, for any stationary (i.e. time independent) black hole
solution. It is natural to ask whether a second law of black hole mechanics can also be established
for this class of theories. Can one define an entropy for a dynamical (i.e. time-dependent) black
hole that (i) depends only on the geometry of a cross-section of the event horizon, (ii) agrees with
the Wald entropy in equilibrium, and (iii) increases in any dynamical process?

An early proposal due to Iyer and Wald [2] satisfies (i) and (ii) above but the question of whether
it satisfies a second law (iii) was left open. A suitable definition of entropy has been found for the
special case of f(R) theories, i.e. theories with a Lagrangian that is a function of the Ricci scalar.
For such theories, the entropy is the integral of 47 f'(R) over a horizon cross section [3]. This differs
from the Iyer-Wald entropy, which suggests that the latter will not satisfy (iii) in general.

More recently, the second law has been studied perturbatively around a stationary black hole.
Wall has found a definition of black hole entropy that satisfies (i) and (ii) and satisfies (iii) to linear
order in perturbation theory [4]. Note that the second law implies that the entropy is constant
to linear order (otherwise one could obtain a decrease by reversing the sign of the perturbation).
Nevertheless, this is still highly non-trivial e.g. in a general theory the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy
(proportional to the horizon area) would not be constant to linear order. Wall’s definition involves
adding certain terms to the Iyer-Wald entropy so, following [5] we shall refer to it as the Iyer-Wald-
Wall (IWW) entropy.
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To see an increase in entropy one needs to go beyond linear perturbation theory. This has been
achieved in recent work of Hollands, Kovacs and Reall (HKR) [5]. They showed that the IWW
entropy can be improved, by adding further terms, to define an entropy that satisfies a second law
to quadratic order in perturbations around a stationary black hole. We shall refer to this improved
entropy as the IWWHKR entropy. To establish a second law, HKR introduced two physically
reasonable assumptions: (a) the theory must be regarded as an effective field theory (EFT) and
(b) the black hole solution considered must lie within the regime of validity of EFT. Assumption
(a) means that the Lagrangian is a series of terms with increasing numbers of derivatives, whose
coefficients scale as appropriate powers of [ where [ is a “UV length scale” e.g. a k-derivative
term in the Lagrangian has coefficient proportional to *~2. Point (b) means roughly that if L is
any length/time scale associated with a dynamical black hole then this must satisfy L > [. This
assumption seems essential since higher-derivative theories typically admit pathological solutions
lying outside the regime of validity of EFT and there is no good reason to expect that such solutions
should satisfy a second law. HKR established the above results for an EFT describing vacuum
gravity (no matter) or gravity coupled to a scalar field. They suggested that similar results should
hold for more general EFTs.

This paper has three aims. The first aim is to study examples for which the HKR terms are non-
trivial. The leading EFT corrections to Einstein gravity have 4 derivatives. However, HKR terms
are only generated for theories with 6 or more derivatives, i.e., the IWWHKR entropy coincides
with the IWW entropy for a 4-derivative theory. To find examples for which the IWWHKR. entropy
differs from the IWW entropy one needs to consider theories with at least 6 derivatives. We shall
consider the EFT of vacuum gravity in 4d. In vacuum, one can use a field redefinition to eliminate
(non-topological) 4-derivative terms from the action and so the leading EFT corrections to the
Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian have 6 derivatives. We shall determine the HKR, terms in the entropy
for this EFT.

Second, we shall study the gauge-invariance of the HKR method. As with with the method of
Wall, the HKR approach makes use of Gaussian null coordinates defined near the black hole horizon.
One of these coordinates is an affine parameter along the horizon generators. There is the freedom
to rescale this affine parameter by a different amount along each generator. The Wall and HKR
approaches do not maintain covariance w.r.t. such a rescaling. Nevertheless, HKR proved that the
IWW entropy is suitably gauge invariant under the rescaling. However, they did not demonstrate
that the new terms generated by their approach must also be gauge invariant. By classifying the
possible form of HKR terms in vacuum gravity we shall show that non-gauge-invariant terms cannot
arise for theories with fewer than 8 derivatives. In particular our results for 6-derivative theories are
gauge invariant. However, our classification shows that non-gauge-invariant terms might appear for
theories with 8 derivatives. By considering a particular 8-derivative theory we confirm that such
terms do appear. Hence the IWWHKR entropy is not gauge invariant for this theory.

Our final objective is to consider a particularly interesting theory, namely Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet
(EGB) theory. In d > 4 dimensional vacuum gravity, field redefinitions can be used to bring terms
with up to 4-derivatives to the EGB form. Thus EGB can be regarded as an EFT. However, since
this theory has second order equations of motion, it is often regarded as a self-contained classical
theory (e.g. it admits a well-posed initial value problem if the curvature is small enough [6]). It is
interesting to ask whether the HKR, approach can be used to determine the entropy for this theory.
To do this, we can regard it as a very special EFT for which the coefficients of all terms with more
than 4 derivatives are exactly zero. We can then apply the HKR method to this EFT to determine



the entropy to any desired order in the Gauss-Bonnet coupling constant. We shall use this method
to calculate the entropy to quadratic order in this coupling constant.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2] we review the Wall and HKR algorithms. In
section [B] we explain how we calculate the IWWHKR entropy in practice using computer algebra.
Section M presents a classification of terms that can arise in the IWWHKR entropy, explaining why
this is necessarily gauge invariant for theories with up to 6 derivatives. Section [ presents the results
of our calculations for EGB theory, 6-derivative theories, and a particular 8-derivative theory. In
section [6] we demonstrate gauge non-invariance of the IWWHKR entropy for the 8-derivative theory.
Section [7] contains a brief discussion.

Our conventions are a positive signature metric, Greek indices pu,v, ... denote spacetime coor-
dinate indices and (r,v,z4) refer to the Gaussian Null coordinate system defined below. We use
units such that 167G = 1.

2 Review of Wall and HKR Procedures

Let us first review the Wall and HKR procedures for constructing a dynamical black hole entropy
that satisfies a second law. The Wall procedure is sketched in [4] and described in more detail in
[7,8]. The HKR procedure is detailed in [5].

2.1 Gaussian Null Co-ordinates

Both procedures involve an entropy current defined on the event horizon A of a black hole, which
is a null hypersurface. We assume A is smooth and has generators that extend to infinite affine
parameter to the future. This seems reasonable for a black hole “settling down to equilibrium”,
which is the physical situation considered by Wall and HKR.

We will use Gaussian Null Co-ordinates (GNCs) defined in a neighbourhood of A as follows.
Assume all generators intersect a spacelike cross-section C' exactly once, and take =4 to be a co-
dimension 2 co-ordinate chart on C'. Let the null geodesic generators have affine parameter v and
future directed tangent vector [* such that [ = 9, and v = 0 on C. We can transport C' along
the null geodesic generators a parameter distance v to obtain a foliation C'(v) of A/. Finally, we
uniquely define the null vector field n# by n - (0/0x*) = 0 and n -1 = 1. The co-ordinates (r,v, ")
are then assigned to the point affine parameter distance r along the null geodesic starting at the
point on N with coordinates (v, z4) and with tangent n# there. The metric in these GNCs is given
by

1
g = 2dv(dr — §r2adv - rﬁAd:EA) + ,uABd:EAdl‘B, =0y, n=0 (1)

N is the surface = 0, and C' is the surface r = v = 0. The inverse of p4p is denoted by pA5, and
we raise and lower A, B, ... indices with 44? and pap. We denote the induced volume form on C'(v)
by €4,..4, 5 = €rvA,...A, , Where d is the dimension of the spacetime. The covariant derivative on
C'(v) with respect to pap is denoted by D4. We also define

1 _ 1 _ _
Kap = 30vkaB, Kap = 30rtiaB, K=K*,, K=K"%, (2)

K sp describes the expansion and shear of the horizon generators. K4p describes the expansion
and shear of the ingoing null geodesics orthogonal to a horizon cut C(v).



2.2 Gauge Transformations and Boost Weight

Our choice of GNCs is not unique. In particular, on each generator we can rescale the affine
parameter v/ = v/a(z4) and tangent vector I’ = a(z4)l, where a(z?) > 0, to obtain a new set
of GNCs (1,2, ). If a(z4) is non-constant then horizon cross-sections of constant v’ differ from
cross-sections of constant v, i.e., the change of coordinates changes the foliation C'(v). The exception
is the surface C, i.e., v = v/ = 0, which belongs to both foliations.

This freedom in rescaling the affine parameter is essential if we wish to compare the entropy
of two arbitrary horizon cuts C, C' with C’ strictly to the future of C' [5]. The reason is that the
Wall and HKR procedures define an entropy associated with a particular set of GNCs. Introducing
GNCs based on C we can use the rescaling of affine parameter to ensure that C’ is a surface of
constant v, and then apply the second law of Wall or HKR. However, we do not want our definition
of the entropy of C' to depend on the choice of C’ and so we want the entropy of C to be gauge
invariant under the rescaling of affine parameter. Investigating whether or not this is true for the
IWWHKR entropy is one of the aims of this paper.

In general, GNC quantities have complicated transformation laws under this rescaling. However,
we will only be concerned with how they transform on the horizon cut C,i.e. onr =v=0. On C,
some quantities satisfy simple transformation laws [5]:

a;'A:xA, V=0 ' =0,

Wap = BAB, €a,.A, , = €Ar..Aq_s Rapepl'] = Rapeplu], Dl = Da,
%,KAB = ap+lagKAB, af/KAB = a_p_lagkAB, (3)
B4 = Ba+2D4loga
onv=r=0>0

Note in particular that 84 transforms inhomogeneously, in the same way as a gauge field (this is
because 4 is a connection on the normal bundle of C' [0]).

An important concept for both the IWW and HKR procedures is the boost weight of a quantity.
Suppose we take a(z4) to be constant, and suppose that a quantity T transforms as T’ = a*T under
the rescaling above. Then T is said to have boost weight b. See [5] for a full definition. Some
important facts are stated here:

e o, 4, and p4p have boost weight 0. K 4p and K 4p have boost weight +1 and —1 respectively.
e If T has boost weight b, then Dy, ...D 4, 000} T has boost weight b+ p — q.
e If X; has boost weight b; and 7' = [[, X;, then T has boost weight b =), b;.

e A tensor component T} /" has boost weight given by the sum of +1 for each v subscript
and each r superscript and —1 for each r subscript and v superscript.

o lhn

--Um

For non-constant a(a;A), a tensor component T} with boost weight b has a complicated
transformation away from C' under the rescaling above. However, on C the transformation remains

/... b 1-.-
TI/lllL...l/'fin =a T#lz/l::



2.3 Perturbations around Stationary Black Holes

The Wall and HKR results apply to the scenario of a black hole settling to an equilibrium stationary
state. To make this precise, we assume that our higher derivative gravitational theories admit a
family F of stationary black hole solutions for which the event horizon is a bifurcate Killing horizon.
This is equivalent to the assumption that a member of F satisfies the zeroth law of black hole
mechanics [10]. For an EFT describing vacuum gravity with UV length scale [, a zeroth law can
be proved for solutions constructed as a power series in [ |11} 9] (In some cases a zeroth law can
be established assuming only validity of EFT without resorting to an expansion in [ [12].) A black
hole “rigidity theorem”, (showing that the event horizon of a stationary black hole must be a Killing
horizon) has also been proved for solutions of this type [13].

The bifurcate Killing horizon assumption ensures that all positive boost weight quantities vanish
on N for a member of F. Therefore, in perturbation theory around a member of F, any positive
boost weight quantity is of first order on N'. A quantity that is of cubic or higher order in positive
boost weight quantities vanishes to quadratic order in perturbations around a stationary black hole.

2.4 The Iyer-Wald-Wall Entropy

In standard 2-derivative GR coupled to matter satisfying the null energy condition, the second law
of black hole mechanics states that the area of a black hole is non-decreasing, i.e.

_ d_2.’,l'
A(v) = /C R (4)

satisfies A(v) > 0 for all v. The interpretation of the area as the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy
re-expresses this law as saying the entropy of a black hole is always non-decreasing.

However, if we consider a higher derivative theory of gravity then there is no reason why A(v)
should be non-decreasing for a general black hole solution. Thus, in the hope of preserving our
interpretation of black holes as thermodynamic objects, we must come up with a new definition of
dynamical black hole entropy that does satisfy a second law.

The Iyer-Wald-Wall entropy is an attempt to do this. It satisfies a second law to linear order in
perturbations around a member of F. The starting point for this definition is the vv component of
the equations of motion, E,,, evaluated on N. In a procedure sketched by Wall in [4]@ and made
explicit by Bhattacharyya et al [T, 8], Fy, can be manipulated into the following form on N:

_o, [%av (Viishww) + Das™| + ... (5)

where sjy, (boost weight 0) and s4 (boost weight 1) are expressions containing terms of up to
linear order in positive boost weight quantities and the ellipsis denotes terms that are quadratic or

E’U’U

N

!The assumption of an expansion in ! seems reasonable for stationary black holes but it would certainly not be
appropriate in a time-dependent situation, where secular terms (growing in time) typically arise in such an expansion.
A simple example of this would be a quasinormal mode of a linearly perturbed black hole. Such a mode is proportional
to e”™! with Im(w) < 0. Higher derivative terms will give a perturbative shift in the quasinormal frequency, i.e.,
w = wo + 2w + .... Low lying quasinormal modes certainly lie within the regime of validity of EFT, and decay
exponentially in time. However if we expand in [ we obtain secular growth: e™ ™" = e™™0%(1 — jw;l%t +...). We
emphasize that in this paper we do not require that dynamical black hole solutions are constructed as a power series
in [.

2See [T4) [17] for earlier work establishing a linearized second law in particular theories.



higher in positive boost weight quantities (and therefore of quadratic or higher order in perturbation
theory around a member of F). The method to get to (B) is purely off-shell (i.e. it doesn’t use any
equations of motion) and applies to any theory of gravity arising from a diffeomorphism invariant
Lagrangian.

The IWW entropy of a horizon cross-section C'(v) is defined ad]

Srww(v) = 477/ d?24 WS Tww (6)
C(v)
We can then write

Stww =4n /
C(v)

=— 471/ dd_zx\/ﬁ/ dv 9, [i&,(\/ﬁs?ww) + DASA]
C(v) v \/ﬁ

A2 /i | =0, (Esiww) + Das’
N | .

where in the first line we trivially added the total derivative /D 5™ to the integrand, and in the
second line we assumed the black hole settles to a member of F, so positive boost weight quantities
vanish on the horizon at late times. The integrand can then be swapped for terms that are quadratic
or higher in positive boost weight quantities using (B)) and the equation of motion E,, = 0. Thus
Srww = 0 up to linear order in perturbations around a stationary black hole, and hence satisfies a
second law up to this order.

styw is the IWW entropy density described by Wall, whilst the need for the quantity s4 was
noted in [7]. These objects can be combined into a vector field (s7yy, s4) tangent to N, called the
entropy current. How to construct sfy;, -y, and 54 is briefly discussed in Section Bl sTyw has boost
weight 0 and contains terms that are either linear or zero order in positive boost weight quantities.
The zero order terms are exactly the Iyer-Wald entropy density, and hence the IWW entropy density
modifies this by terms linear in positive boost weight.

We have defined s7;-y;- so that it includes only terms of up to linear order in positive boost weight
quantities. However, one can add terms to sfy;;, of quadratic or higher order in such quantities
without affecting the linearized second law. Some previous work on the IWW entropy (e.g. [4])
implicitly makes a choice for these higher order terms. We emphasize that our definition of s%y;;
does not include such terms.

HKR proved that the IWW entropy is gauge invariant under changes of GNCs [5]. More precisely,
they showed that it is gauge invariant to linear order in perturbations, i.e., to the same order that
it satisfies the second law. They also showed that it can be made gauge invariant to all orders by
adding higher order terms as discussed in the previous paragraph. The quantity s” is not gauge
invariant in general [16 [5].

2.5 Gravitational Effective Field Theory

At linear order, the second law states that the entropy is constant. To obtain an entropy increase
it is necessary to go beyond first order perturbation theory. To do this, HKR worked within the
framework of effective field theory (EFT).

In the EFT framework for gravity, we assume the GR Lagrangian comes with arbitrary correc-
tions made out of any diffeomorphism invariant quantity, ordered by the number of derivatives they

3We use units with 167G = 1.



contain. The coefficients of these corrections are assumed to scale as appropriate powers of some
“UV length scale” I, with an n-derivative term having coefficient proportional to ["~2. In vacuum
gravity the general EFT Lagrangian is of the form

L=-20N+R+1Ly+1"Le+1%Cs +O(I%) (8)

where L4 contains all independent 4-derivative terms, Lg contains all independent 6-derivative terms,
Lg contains all independent 8-derivative terms etc

The set of terms in each £, can be reduced by neglecting total derivatives and using field
redefinitions. For example, let us consider £4. We can write the most general set of independent
4-derivative terms in the above as:

L=—-2N+ R+ P(k1R* + ko Ry R™ + k3 Ry pe R*"° + ks VPV, R) + O(1%) (9)

The final 4-derivative term is a total derivative, which we can neglect. We can also use a field
redefinition of the form g, — g + agu + lz(bRgW + cRy,,,) with appropriate constants a, b, c to
bring the remaining 4-derivative terms into the form of a single term given by the EGB Lagrangian

1
L= =204 Rt ekl 0 B 77 By, 7 + O (10)

16 01020304

where the generalized Kronecker delta is

oprbn = n!é[pall...égz] (11)
For general dimension d > 4, this is as far as we can go. In this case, EGB gravity is the leading
order EFT correction to GR. Its IWWHKR entropy is calculated in Section [5.11
However, in d = 4 dimensions the 4-derivative EGB term is topological and can be neglected@
Therefore we can eliminate all order {? contributions to £. We can perform a similar procedure
[17, [18] to reduce the set of 6-derivative terms to the following:

L=—-2A+ R+ 1"k1 Rumr REYXTR M+ kg Ry REFYTR, o €P7) + O(19) (12)

The kq term is parity even and the ko term is parity odd. The IWWHKR entropy of this Lagrangian
is calculated to order [* in Section The contribution at order 1% of a specific term in Lg is
calculated in Section 5.3

Following HKR, we shall not be interested in arbitrary solutions of these EFTs but only solutions
that lie within the regime of validity of EFT. HKR define this criterion as follows. We assume we
have a 1-parameter family of dynamical black hole solutions labelled by a length L (this could be
the size of the black hole or some other dynamical length/time scale) such that N is the event
horizon for all members of the family (this is a gauge choice). We assume that there exist GNCs
defined near A such that any quantity constructed from n derivatives of {c, 84, uap} is bounded
by C, /L™ for some constant C,,, and that |A|L? < 1. Then the solution lies within the regime of
validity of EFT for sufficiently small I/L. This definition captures the notion of a solution “varying
over a length scale L” with L large compared to the UV scale [.

4For even spacetime dimension or a parity-symmetric theory, only even numbers of derivatives appear in £. In
this discussion we assume we are working with such a theory.

This process may also renormalize the values of A and G.

This topological term in the action contributes a topological (constant) term to the entropy which does not play
a role in the situation we are considering of a black hole settling down to equilibrium.



2.6 HKR Procedure

A complete description of gravity in the regime of validity of EFT would require knowing the
coefficients of all terms for all orders of [ in the Lagrangian (8). However in practice this is not
possible, and so there we will be an N for we which we only know the terms with N or fewer
derivatives. Thus the equation of motion will take the form

Ey = O(™) (13)

where the LHS denotes the known terms with up to IV derivatives and the RHS denotes the unkown
terms with IV +2 or more derivatives. On the RHS we should really write O(I" /LN*2) but we shall
suppress the L-dependence henceforth. This dependence can be reinstated by dimensional analysis.
Since the RHS of the equation of motion is unknown, in EFT one cannot prove a second law
that holds exactly. The best one can hope for is to find a definition of entropy that satisfies a second
law to the same accuracy as the theory itself, i.e. modulo terms of order O(I"V). HKR showed how
to define an entropy S(v) containing terms with up to N — 2 derivatives that satisfies a second law
to quadratic order in perturbations around a stationary black hole, modulo terms of order O(lN ):

§28(v) > —0o(I™) (14)

where §2 indicates a second order perturbation around a member of F and the minus sign on the
RHS indicates that 625 (v) might be negative but only by a small amount of order O(IV).

To do this, HKR showed that the terms that are quadratic or higher order in positive boost
weight quantities in (B]) (i.e. the terms denoted by the ellipsis) can be brought into the following
form on \:

1
— Oy | —=0, v Dys?| =
N [\//7 (Vistww) + Das ]

E’U’U

By [#&, <\/ﬁ<v>] + (Kap + Xag) (K42 + X48) 4 DuYA + O(1N) (15)
where ¢V = Zivz_; I"¢? (boost weight 0) and Y4 = Zivz_; I"Y;2 (boost weight 2) are of quadratic
or higher order in positive boost weight quantities, and X48 = Zivz_; l"X;?B (symmetric, boost
weight 1) is of linear or higher order in such quantities. An important difference between this
construction and the Wall procedure is that this construction requires going on-shell by swapping
some “non-allowed” terms for others using the equations of motion E,, = O(I). Details of how
this is done are given in Section [Bl

The IWWHKR entropy density is defined as

S° = stww +¢" (16)
and the IWWHKR entropy of a horizon cross-section C'(v) is defined by
Stwwakr(v) = 47?/( )dd_%\/ﬁS” (17)
C(v

We can perform a similar calculation to the IWW case to find

SIWWHKR = — 47T/ dd_2$\/ﬁ/ dvd, [#&,(\/ﬁsv) + Dys?
v) v

< (18)

=47 / A%/ / dv [(Kap + Xap) (K2 + X48) + DAY + 0(1")]
C(v) v

8



The first term in the integrand is a positive definite form, so must be non-negative. The second
term DY need not have a definite sign. However, since Y4 is quadratic in positive boost weight
quantities, it is of second order in perturbation theory when we expand around a member of F, i.e.,
Y4 = §2Y4 plus higher order terms. We then have

/ A2/ / dvDAd?Y 4 = / dd—%\/p‘ / dvD 4
C(v) v C(v) FJv

where the ellipsis denotes terms of cubic or higher order in perturbation theory. Since pap is
independent of v when evaluated on a member of F, we can exchange the order of integrations and
see the integrand is a total derivative. Hence the integral vanishes to quadratic order in perturbations
around a stationary black hole, and so S TWw HK R is non-negative to quadratic order, modulo O(lN )
terms.

YA 4 (19)
]_'

3 Implementation of Algorithm

We shall now discuss how one calculates the IWWHKR entropy in practice. Since the equations
involved get extremely lengthy, a symbolic computer algebra program is needed to do this. The
program of choice of the authors is Cadabral20][21][22] due to its ability to split p,v, ... indices
into r, v and A, B,C, ... indices, and the ease with which expressions can be canonicalised using
symmetry or anti-symmetry of indices.

We assume that we know the terms with up to N derivatives in the EFT Lagrangian. The
Lagrangian can be written £ + O(I") where O(I") is the contribution from the unknown terms
with N + 2 or more derivatives and

L=-2A+R+ Ehigher (20)

where Lyigher = 21]1\7:_22 I" L, 49 are the known higher derivative terms. We shall break down how to
calculate the HKR entropy density for this Lagrangian into steps.

3.1 Calculate Equations of Motion

First we calculate the equations of motion for this Lagrangian. This gives (I13) with

Eo=_ 1 0(v/—gL)
=g g

where H,,, = Zivz_; I"H, ,, is the contribution from the known higher derivative terms.

1
= ~Agu — Ry + 5 R + Hy (21)

3.2 Calculate IWW Entropy Current

Second we must find the IWW entropy current sYyy;; and s (of equation () for this theory.
Since they are not the main subject of this paper, we will only touch briefly on how to calculate
them. Full procedures are given in [8], but since the algorithms have many steps there are no simple
formulas for general £. However, if the Lagrangian depends only on the Riemann tensor and not its
derivatives, then there is a formula for s}y, calculated by Wall in [4], which reproduces a formula
for holographic entanglement entropy derived previously by Dong [19]. This formula involves taking



partial derivatives of the Lagrangian with respect to Riemann Componentsﬁ, and then discarding
terms that are quadratic (or higher order) in positive boost weight quantities

oL 0’L

OR vy N ORyAvBORcrD N

Here s, aratic 18 purely there to cancel any terms that are quadratic or higher order in positive

boost weight quantities when the Riemann components are expanded out in GNCs on N/, so that
overall s%y;4- has only linear or zero order terms.

We can apply this to our EFT Lagrangian (20) if Lhigher i a polynomial in R,,,,,. The contri-
bution from the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian is 1, and so

sU —1_9 <8£higher +4 82£hz’gh€r
ww ORpro N ORyAvBOR crD N

None of the Lagrangians we consider in Section [l contain derivatives of Riemann components, and
hence (23)) is the formula we use to calculate sjy, -

There is no simple formula for s in general, and so we must follow the procedure in [8] to
calculate it. The method requires finding the total derivative term ©# given by d6(y/—gL) =
V—=9(E*"6g,, + D, ©"[ég]), and the Noether charge for diffeomorphisms Q" given by V, Q" =
2EM(, + OM[0C] — (ML where we have set 0g,, = V,(, + V,(, in the argument of ©*. For any
given theory, both of these quantities can be calculated via theorems given in [§].

KABKC'D> - Sguadratic (22)

KABKCD> - SZuadratic (23)

3.3 Calculate Remaining Terms in F,,

Now that we have E,,, s}y and s4, we proceed by expanding them out in GNCEE on N and
calculating the terms denoted by the ellipsis in equation (&), which we shall denote F":

e [#a (Vishw) + Das’| (24)

By construction, these terms will be of quadratic or higher order in positive boost weight quantities.

F=FE,

For example, in standard GR (i.e. N = 2) we have sy, = 1, s4 =0, and Evv‘/\f = 4B, Kp —

KipKAE. We can use Oyp\/1b = /K to obtain F' = K apKAE for standard GR.

Let us consider what possible GNC quantities F' can depend on. F is evaluated on N which
is 7 = 0, so there is no explicit r-dependence. It is also a scalar with respect to A, B, ... indices.
Therefore F' is a polynomial in the remaining quantities we can make out of the GNC metric
AB,EAl,,,Adfz,RABCD[,u] and their 9,,0, and
Dy derivatives. Here €4, 4, , and Rapcplu] are the induced volume form and induced Riemann
tensor’] on C'(v). We can eliminate their d, and 0, derivatives in exchange for K4p and K 4p via

that are covariant in A, B, ... indices: «, 84, uAB, It

"We define 8/(dRyup0) to have the same symmetries as Ruupo and to be normalised such that a first variation of
some quantity X (Ruupe) will give §X = 5RWW%.

8 Actually, Wall does not discard these terms. As discussed in section 24l one can include these terms without
affecting the validity of the linearized second law. But our definition of s7y s requires that such terms are discarded.
Whether or not one includes these terms does not affect the IWWHKR entropy as we shall discuss in section

9Expanding out E,, in GNCs requires expanding out Riemann components and possibly their covariant derivatives
in GNCs. The appendix of [5] lists the expansions of all Riemann components, which is sufficient for the EGB
Lagrangian calculation in Section However, the cubic and quartic Lagrangians below have equations of motion
that depend on VR, p0x and V.V, R, and so these must also be calculated in terms of GNCs. Beware, even for
Cadabra this is an extensive computation.

10Tn d = 4 dimensions, C(v) is 2-dimensional which implies that Rapcp|u] = @(MACMBD — WADUBC).
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the formulae

OvEAL.. Ay_y =€A;.. Ay KK,

Or€Ay. Ay o =€A,.. Ay oK,
OvRapcplu] =K* pRapcplp) — K¥ aRpeep(p] + DeDpKap—
DeDyKpp — DpDpKac + DpDaKpe,
O Rapep[p] =K pRagcplp] — K¥ aARgpcp(p] + DeDpKap—
DeDaKpp — DpDpKac + DpDaKpe

Given a term of the form GgaﬂDAl...DAngp, we can commute the D derivatives to the left using
commutation rules:

n
[0v, Dalts,..5, = 1P (DpKap, — DaKpp, — D, Kap)ts, . B, ,CBis..Ba»
i=1
. (26)
0r, Daltp,..5, = _ n“P(DpKap, — DaKpp, — D, Kap)ts,...B,_,CB,.,...B,
i—1

[0y, D] commutators introduce D4 K ¢ terms, whilst [0, D] commutators introduce D4 K p¢ terms.
Using these results we can express F' as a polynomial in the following quantities:

A, WP, €ar A,y DayDa,Rapcpli] or Da,...Da,d00% for ¢ € {a, Ba, Kap, Kap}
(27)

3.4 Reduce to Allowed Terms

The key step in the HKR algorithm is to reduce the above set of terms to a much smaller set of
“allowed” terms:

Allowed terms: pap, ,uAB, €Ar. Ay_nr Da,...Da, Rapcep(pl,
DAlu-DA,LBAa DAl...DAnagKAB, DAl...DAnZ?gK’, A (28)

In particular, the only positive boost weight allowed terms are of the form DF95 K 4 5. This reduction
is achieved through careful inspection of the GNC expressions for Ricci components and application
of the equations of motion. Let us see how this works via an example.

Consider the GNC expression for R,4 on N:

1 1
Roal|, = 50084 + DpKacp®Y — DaKpop®© + §KB05A,UBC (29)

We can rearrange this to get 9,54 in terms of allowed terms and the Ricci component Ry 4:

Dvfa = —2DpKacuPC + 2DaKpcpPC — KpcBap®C + 2R, 4 v (30)

We can rewrite the equation of motion (I3) as R, = ﬁAgW — ﬁg”"HpggW + H, + o).
Since H, is at least O(1?), we can therefore swap R, for %Agwj plus higher order terms in [.
Thus we can use ([B0) to eliminate 0,54 in favour of allowed terms plus terms of higher order in I.
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Working order by order in [ we can therefore eliminate occurrences of 9,84, pushing them to higher
order at each step. Eventually we reach O(I"V), at which point we stop since we do not know the
terms in the equation of motion at this order.

We can find a similar expression for 9,84 by considering R, /\/:

OBa = DpKacuPC — DaKpou®P© + KapBouPc - %KBCBAMBC — Rral, (31)

Again we can use the equations of motion to swap out R,4 and push any occurrence of 9,54 to
higher order in [, eventually reaching O(I'V).

We can similarly eliminate 0,K sp using Rap, and eliminate a using R,,. We can take D and
0, derivatives of these expressions to eliminate further terms. We can’t take 0, derivatives since
the expressions are evaluated on r = 0, so instead we look at the V, derivatives of the Ricci tensor.
For example, to eliminate d,a, we look at V,R,,.

When looking at a specific theory, one will only need to calculate a finite number of these
elimination rules, as there will be only so many derivatives involved. The set we need for the EGB,
cubic and quartic Lagrangians in Section [ are given in Appendix [A1]

3.5 Manipulate Terms Order-by-Order

Once we have eliminated non-allowed terms, we proceed order-by-order in [. We can separate terms

in F"
N-2

F=F+)Y I"F,+0(") (32)
n=2
Each F,, will be quadratic in positive boost weight terms and only depend on allowed terms by
construction. Fp is the contribution from the 2-derivative GR Lagrangian calculated previously:
Fy = K,pKAB. Note Fy is of the required form @) at order 1° with Sy = X643 = YOA = 0. Hence
we work inductively: let us assume we have manipulated F' into the correct form up to some order
Im=2 m < N:

m—2 m—2
F= <KAB + Z l"XnAB> (KAB + Z l”XffB> +

n=2 n=2
1 m—2 m—2 N-2
N [ﬁ@v (vﬁ > zndé) FDAY YA YD IR 00 (39
n=2 n=2 n=m

with the remaining F}, quadratic in positive boost weight terms and only containing allowed terms.
Let us study F;,. As noted above, the only positive boost weight allowed terms are of the form
DFOPK 4. Hence each monomial in F, must have at least two factors of this form, and schemati-
cally F, takes the form

Fr = Z (Dkl o' K) (Dkz O K) Ay, sk2,p1,p2 (34)

k1,k2,p1,p2

where the Ag, iy ppo (boost weight —p; — p2) are made up of allowed terms. Note that the K’s
(and D’s) above should have indices K4p but these have been dropped in the schematic form for
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notational ease. They should not be interpreted as K = K4 4. The Ay, j,p,p, can in principle
include more D*O5K terms, so for simplicity when performing the algorithm we always order the
terms in the following priority: p; and po as small as possible, p; < ps, and then ki and ko as small
as possible.

We now aim to manipulate this sum so that everything in it is proportional to K 4p. First we
move over the D¥! derivatives in the first factor of each term in the sum using the product rule
D(f)g = —fD(g) + D(fg). This will produce some total derivative DAY;%:

Frno= Y (0'K)(D*OP?K) Agp, p, + DaYy (35)

k,p1,p2

Secondly we move over the 95" derivatives in each term, We do this in such a way as to produce
terms of the form 9, (ﬁ@v (\/ﬁ§”)>, where ¢V will contribute to the IWWHKR entropy density.
It is proved in [5] that for any & > 0 and pq,p2 > 1, there exist unique numbers a; such that

1 p1+p2—1 ' '
(01K ) (DROB2 ) Ay, = O ﬁc‘% Vi a0t I K) (DROTVK) Ak gy |
j=1
(36)

where the ellipsis denotes terms of the form (95" K) (D*Fo5? K)Ag 5, 5, With p1 +p2 < p1+p2 (which
can be dealt with inductively) or p; = 0 (which are proportional to K4p) or po = 0 (which are
proportional to D* K 45 and so can be made proportional to K 45 by moving over the D derivatives
and adding to Y2 as above). How to calculate the aj is described in Appendix [A.22] The new
Ay, 515, include terms like 9y A, p, p, which will involve non-allowed terms. These must be swapped
out using the elimination rules and equations of motion, and so will generate O(I?) terms.

Thus we can repeat this procedure until we have manipulated Fj,, into the form

F,, = 2K XAP + 9, [#&J (\/ﬁcﬁl)} + DAY A +0(1?) (37)

We take XA to be symmetric. It will be linear in positive boost weight quantities, and ¢¥, and Y2
will be quadratic in positive boost weight quantities. The O(I?) terms are also quadratic in positive
boost weight quantities, and so can be incorporated into ZQ:% o " Fy.

Substituting this into (33)) gives

m—2 m—2
F= <KAB + ) l"XnAB> (KAB +) z"X;;‘B) +AMK g XAB 4

n=2 n=2
1 m m N-2
Dy [—av <\/ﬁZlngﬁ> + DAY YA+ Y I"F, +0(N) (38)
\/ﬁ n=2 n=2 n=m+2

We then complete the square with the first two terms, generating more higher order quadratic
terms which get incorporated into ZnN:_n% 4o " F,. This leaves the desired form of F' up to order I
and completes the induction. We perform this procedure through each order of [ until all terms
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have been dealt with up to O(IV):

N-2 N-2
F= <KAB + Z lanAB> (KAB + Z l"XfL‘B> +

n=2 n=2
1 N—-2 N—-2
Oy |—=0 (VB Y I"sh || + DAY 1"V +00N) (39)
\/ﬁ n=2 n=2
The IWWHKR entropy density is then defined as
N-2
5" = shyw + 31" (40)
n=2

4 Classification of Possible Terms in the IWWHKR Entropy Den-
sity

Before we display calculations of the HKR entropy density for specific Lagrangians, we discuss what
possible terms can appear in ["¢}, which is the addition to s}y, at order ™.

We will be interested in the number of derivatives associated with a quantity on A/. We can
write GNC quantities on A as derivatives of the metric: o = —%8391)@! NG Ba = —&,gvA! N and
uap = gap. Hence «, Ba, pap are associated with 2, 1 and 0 derivatives respectively. This moti-
vates a definition of “dimension” to count derivatives from [5]:

Definition: The “dimension” of o, Ba and pap are 2, 1, 0 respectively. Taking a derivative
w.r.t. v, T or x4 increases the dimension by 1. Dimension is additive under products.

Note K4p and K4p both have dimension 1. €A,..A, , has dimension 0. We also define the
dimension of [ and A to be —1 and +2 respectively so that £, = —AgW—RW—i-%RgW—i-Zn I"Hpp
has consistent dimension 2 on A/. This also means the elimination rules for non-allowed terms are
dimensionally consistent. A quantity with boost weight b must involve at least |b| derivatives, and
so has dimension at least |b].

Now, ¢! arises from manipulating F,,, which in turn comes from varying the (n + 2)-derivative
Lagrangian £,12. Thus F,, has dimension n + 2. ¢? appears with two extra derivatives in F,:

P, =0, [#av (\/ﬂcﬁ)} b (41)

Therefore ¢/ has dimension n. It is also boost weight 0 since F), is boost weight +2.

By construction ¢V is a sum of terms of the form (00 K) (DkaglK)An,kmm/ with k,p,p’ > 0 and
where Ay, 1, is made exclusively out of allowed terms. Suppose A, 1,y has dimension d, 1 p
and boost weight by, 1. ,, ,». To match the dimension and boost weight of ¢, we have two conditions:

A ke,p,p' =n—2-p—p —k

(42)
bnjpy =-2—p—1
But dy, i pp > b kp,pr| Which we can rearrange to give
2p+2p +k<n—4 (43)
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If n = 2 then the RHS is negative, which is impossible for k, p,p’ > 0. Thus ¢} = 0, and so S”
necessarily agrees with sy, at order 12 [5).

If n = 4 then the RHS is 0, and so we must have k = p = p’ = 0. Hence ¢{ must be a sum
of terms of the form KABKCEAﬁggg. We have dy 0,00 = —b4,0,00 = 2 so Aﬁggg must contain
two r derivatives and no other derivatives. The only combinations of allowed terms that have
this are KpoKpTABCEFGHT 514 arkpgTABCEFG, where TABCEFGHI o TABCEFG 46 any
combination of the 0-dimension quantities p4Z and e414d-2. In other words, ¢4 is a sum of terms
of the form KapKcrKraKrr or KapKcp0, K g with their indices completely contracted in some
way with u48 or e41+4d-2 The transformation laws @) imply that such terms are gauge invariant
on C, so the IWWHKR entropy density is gauge invariant up to and including order [* terms, i.e.,
it is gauge invariant for a Lagrangian with up to 6 derivatives.

If n > 6 then the above conditions don’t rule out gauge non-invariant terms appearing in ;.
For example the term KKKKfB444 has dimension 6, boost weight 0 and is quadratic in positive
boost weight quantities so might appear in ¢§. But due to the occurrence of 34, which transforms
inhomogeneously, this term is not gauge invariant on C.

The above discussion focuses solely on vacuum gravity EFTs. However, [5] also proved that
scalar-tensor EFTs (i.e. the EFT of a metric coupled to a scalar field ¢) have a corresponding
IWWHKR entropy that satisfies a second law to the same order. We can perform a similar classifi-
cation of terms for this case. The procedure is very similar to the above. There are additional terms
of the form Dy,...Da,050{¢ that can appear in F. We can eliminate terms with both p,q > 1
via the equation of motion for ¢, in a similar fashion to eliminating non-allowed GNC terms. We
must therefore add to the set of allowed terms Dy,...D 4,00¢ and D A, D 4,08¢. The scalar field
has dimension 0 and boost weight 0 so Dy,...Da,05¢ is a new allowed term with positive boost
weight. The classification above can be repeated with K 4p replaced with ¢ € {Kap, 0,¢} and Kap
replaced with @ € {Kap,0,¢}. We again find that ¢¥ = 0 and that ¢} is gauge invariant on C.

5 Examples of IWWHKR Entropy Density

5.1 Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet

For our first example, we shall consider Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet (EGB) theory. Recall that this
describes the leading 4-derivative EFT corrections to Einstein gravity in d > 4 dimensions. Specifi-
cally, we argued that using field redefinitions and dropping total derivatives, the Lagrangian for the
EFT for vacuum gravity can be brought to the form Lggp + O(I*) where

1
Leap = —2M + R+ —kI6012001 R 012 R 0301 (44)

16 01020304

The equation of motion is (I3]) with N =4 and

V01020304

1
E, =—Aguw — Gu + 3_2kl2gmgm1p2p3p4 Ry py P72 R,y p, O3 (45)

If we view this theory as an EFT with N = 4 then, as explained above, the IWWHKR entropy
coincides with the IWW entropy (as for any N = 4 theory). However, EGB has the special property
of possessing second order equations of motion, despite arising from a 4-derivative Lagrangian. This
property means KEGB gravity can be considered as a self-contained classical theory rather than just
the N = 4 truncation of an EFT. The IWWHKR procedure can be used to define an entropy for
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this classical theory as an expansion in {?. The idea is to treat this EGB theory as a very special
EFT for which the coefficients of the terms with more than 4 derivatives are exactly zero (i.e. the
Lagrangian is exactly Lggp) and use the IWWHKR procedure to define an entropy order by order
in 2. We shall show explicity how this works to order .

Let us proceed with the HKR procedure for this theory. We have calculated the equations of
motion above. The next step is to find the IWW entropy current. It is given in [§] with a different
normalisation. In our units it i

1
Uy =1+ §kl2R[u], s* = kl> (DAK — DPK* ), (46)
We then calculate the remaining quadratic terms in E,,:

1 v
F=E, — — 0y (VEsTww) + SA]

2|
() \//_1/
=KpKAP 4 kI? [DAKDAK —2DAKDPKp? + DAKapD“Kc® — DAKBC DK po+
DAKPCDpKac + Kag (&;KCEKABMCE — Oy KopKp*PuCf — 20, Kop KB At +
avKCEKNAC,UfBE + 8UKC'EKCENAB + DAKBB o DCKBCNAB o DCKA CBB_’_
DCKCE/BE,U*AB +DCKAB,BC . DAKBC/BC +DADCKBC _ DADBK— DCDCKAB+ (47)
1 _
DCDAKB o+ DCDCK/LAB _ DCDEKCE,UAB + §KABR[/J] _ KABKCEKCE_
1 1 1 1
2KACRY clp) = KO Beppu + [ KB popt + S KA o — JKAPBC e
KERA B gl + KPRop[p)p?? + KOPKopKpt? + 2KAY KPP Kop—
KACKB K — K°PK, FKEFIUAB)]
It happens that no non-allowed terms appear in F' for this Lagrangian, so we do not yet need to
use equations of motion to eliminate such terms. We proceed to move one of the D derivatives

over in the terms of the form (DK)(DK), producing a total derivative D4(12Ys'). We find that all
remaining terms are proportional to K45, and we can express F in the desired form

F = (Kap +1*Xoup) (K + 2X3'P) + DA(PY5Y) — 1" Xoup X3P (48)

"For a stationary black hole, the TWW (or IWNWHKR) entropy reduces to the EGB entropy defined in Ref. [23]
(which is reproduced by the method of [1]). For EGB, the IWW entropy density involves only terms of vanishing
boost weight and so, for a non-stationary EGB black hole, the IWW entropy is the same as the Iyer-Wald entropy.
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where

X8 :ék(ilavKCEK’ABuCE — 40, Kcp K P uCF — 40, Kop K BC AP+
40, Ko p K pAC 1iPY + 40, Kop KOF AP + 2DAK B — ADC K Bop?P —
2DCKA o8 + 4D K P Bpp? + ADC KABBo — 2DAKPC B + 2DADP K —
4D’ DEKcputP + 2KAPR[u] — AKAPK“P Koy — AKAC R[u]® o —
2K BoBpp? + KB°pop? + KA9BPBe — KAPB 3o — 4K FR[u)" ¢ P g+
4KCER[N]CENAB + 4KCEKCEK~MAB + 8KACKBEK~CE _WKACKB oK —
AKP Ko P KppptP — AKA°0,KopuP? + 2DPK B4 — 2DC KB o pA—
2DPKAC G + 2D DAK — AKPO R ¢ + KPO84 80 ),

(49)

Vi =k (DAKK — 2D KK*P + DPKpc KAC — DAKpoKPC + DpK*A cKPC)  (50)

As expected from Section F] we find ¢§ = 0, i.e., the IWWHKR entropy coincides with the IWW
entropy to O(I?) [A].

In completing the square in (@S] we have produced O(I*) terms, namely —I*X4pX35"%. We

denote these as I*F;. We can expand these out and proceed with the HKR algorithm at order 4.

We find )

Fy =0, Oy
-

(VS| + 2Kan X + DAY+ O 651)
Wher

1 _ o L

i =gk { 6—d) KKKK - KKKAPR o5 + AKK*BK 4, C Ko+

(—14 + 2d) KKABKKAB — ZKABKA CKB EKCE — ZKABKCEKACKBE—I— (52)

6 —d) KAPKPK ygKep +AKAP K, KKpo — KAPK g KK
and X fB and Y4A are very lengthy expressions of boost weight +1 and +2 respectively. Non-allowed
terms do appear at this order after extracting ¢j, and swapping them out using the equations of

motion produces the O(I?) terms in (GI)).
We then group like terms together and complete the square to write F' in the desired form:

1
F=0, [—av nltey ]
N (VAl'sy)
+ (Kap + P Xoap + 1*Xyap) (KA + PX5P + 15X 1) + DA(PY5 + 1Y) + O(1°)  (53)

The IWWHKR entropy density is then
S” = spyrw +U'ef + 0(1%) (54)

To this order, S” is gauge invariant as expected (section M), as it only contains B, R[u], Kop and
K 4p which transform homogeneously under a change of GNCs on C.

2For d = 4 the GB term is topological. In this case one can show that (¢ vanishes, using special identities satisfied
by 2 x 2 matrices.
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We can continue the algorithm to the next order by expanding out all the O(I%) terms. We find
that the O(I%) part of SY is extremely lengthy. It is also not gauge invariant, however since it is
so unwieldy we leave the discussion of gauge non-invariance to the considerably shorter expression
arising from the quartic Lagrangian below.

5.2 Cubic Order Riemann Lagrangians

Let us now specialise to d = 4. As mentioned above, the EGB term is purely topological in this
dimension so we shall ignore it, and we can eliminate all other 4-derivative corrections through field
redefinitions and total derivatives. At 6-derivative order, we can similarly reduce the number of
corrections to just two [I7, [I8]. The Lagrangian is £ + O(I°) where

where Leyen, and L,44 are even and odd parity terms respectively, given by
Leven :RWHARMX”RXW w (56)
Lodd :RuunkRﬁAanxnpoeul}po

Let us follow our implementation of the HKR algorithm to find the entropy density at order 4. The
equation of motion for this Lagrangian is (I3]) with N = 6 and

Ew=—Aguw — Gu+
g [kl (%R“MﬁRM P9 Regpo G — 3Ry " P R P Ragpr — 3R,y PN oV Ryrgy—
6V R0 PPV Ryppp — 6VOR, PPV 5 Ryape — 3R, PPNV o Ryosp—
3R, V0V Ruggp — 3R, "0V a Ry ) +

1
ko < - R,u K nARun aBRaBpJEHApJ - §R/J77 H)\Raﬁ paRnApaenaﬁ v — Ru " AaE)\aﬁpvﬁvaRuaﬁp_

26" PP R, piaV Rugap — 26 P VPR, 7 AV Rypas — Ry " 2a€ P VoV  Ryoppt
Rx P NV ) Ryvas + 265 Vo R, PPN s Rynpo + 265 ,VP R, POV Ryapo +

R, "€PP7 N, Vs Raapo + Rir P,V )V Ruvap + Ry €777,V 5V 1 Raapo —

1
§Rw7 HAROLB paRnApaenaﬁ [T R," AaE)\aﬁpvﬁvaRuaBp_

Ry " 3a€ PPNV Ruvsp + Run P € NV yRypap + 265 VR, PP7V g Ry po+
26" VPR3V . Raapo + Ry "% NV, Vs Ryaps + Rix P,V ,V Rygap+

A
R,u " Rl/naﬁRn}\paeaﬁpU -

RI/ li)\aeﬁﬁcr /,LVBVHR)\CMpO'>:|
(57)

We now must find the IWW entropy current for this theory. £ depends only on the Riemann tensor
and not its derivatives up to and including order I*, and hence we can calculate the IWW entropy
density sy, using the formula (23). Splitting this into the individual contributions from Leyen
and Lyqq we get

4
S?WW =1+1 (k132ven + kQSde) - SZuadratic (58)
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where

SZUGn = 6RT’UABRTUCDNACNBD - 24RTUTART’UUB,UAB + 12Ryyro Rppro — 24RTAUBKACKB C
804 = — 4RapcERrorce™ P ¢ — 8R, apc Rrvop € P — 8RBy aRypope? ptP —
16RTUTARTUUB€AB + 16RrvABRrvrv€AB + 16RTAUBKACKCD€BD+

16RT’A’!}BKA C’KB DGCD - 16RTAUBKCDKBD€AC

(59)

and where s;’uadmtic is there to cancel any terms that are quadratic or higher in positive boost
weight quantities when the Riemann components above are expanded out in GNCs, so that s7y;4
is only linear or zero order in positive boost weight. After expanding, we find
SZuadratic :l4 |:k71(12KABKCDKA0KBD — 36KABKA CKB DKCD)—I- ( )
60
ko(32K4 PKp CKp P Kopet? —16K4 PKOP KppKopet!)

v
even’

v

The quantities s quadratic

50,4 and s are separately gauge invariant. This is because each of them
is a zero boost weight quantity depending only on Riemann components, 8, eA8 K 5 and K p,
all of which transform homogeneously on C. Hence s}y, is also gauge invariant without the need
to add terms of quadratic or higher order in positive boost weight quantities (discussed at the end
of section 2.4)). The gauge invariance of s,
part of (22). What is perhaps surprising here is that s
discuss this further in section

We can expand out the Riemann components in GNCs on N using the expressions in the

Appendix of [5] to get

and s?,, follows from the gauge invariance of the first

Zuadrati . 1s also gauge invariant. We shall

S?WW :1+

3
' [kl (1202 = 8D"6” DaBs +8D" B Disfa+ 60" B + 26" 848" B+
24D*BPKp “Kac — 12D*B K4 PKcp — 120470, 840, 8p—
12K483,40,8p + 6K425,40,8p + 12K P K 4 ©Bpfc + 24K P K 4 C&;KBC)
ko — ADaBB R[N + 16D Bpact? + 4D, 8pBC foet P+
8DABP K acKppe® +8DaKp “e*P0,8c + 8DaKp “ Ko ¥ BpetP - (61)
AK 4 BBce“0,85 + 16DaK 5 “e*P0, 0 + 8K 4 P BoeCd, B —
8DAKp “Kc ¥ ppe? — 8K BKp BB — 8¢*50, 840,85+
8K 4 BBpea, B + 4K 4 B Bpe© 0,80 — 8K 4 P Ko P Bppet® —
8K 4 PKpoR[u]e? — 16DABP Ko K apeC + 32K 4 PK poac’C +
8K PKpcBPBre’® —8D4BPKpC Kopet + 16KAP K 40¢“F0,Kpp—

16K PKcFe?C0,Kpp +8DABKe PK Ape®C —16K4 P K CeAEavKCE)]

In this expression, the terms involving only boost-weight 0 quantities give the Iyer-Wald entropy.
The other terms, which are linear in positive boost weight quantities, are the Wall terms. We can
calculate s” using the method in [8]. The expression is very lengthy and is given in Appendix [B.1l
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Proceeding with the HKR algorithm, we calculate F' = E,, — 9, [ﬁ@v (\/ﬁsyww) +D ASA] in

GNCs on N, swap out any non-allowed terms using the equations of motion and then manipulate
the order [* terms into the required form:

F =9, [%av (\/ﬁz‘lg};)] + (Kap + 1" Xaap) (K42 + ' X315) + DAY +0(15)  (62)
where we find
& =k ( —36K*BK, Ky PRop + 6KK PR, CRpe + 6KABK 4 © KKBC) +
ko (32KA BRpCRp T Repe'f — SKK 4 BRe ERppelC + 8K4 BKCPRppKopet —  (63)
8K PKp O K Rope'?)
and X fB and Y4A are very lengthy expressions. The IWWHKR entropy density is then
SV = sYw + 1Y (64)

As expected (section[), ¢f is gauge invariant since it involves only pAB eAB K and Kap. Thus,
the leading order (6-derivative) EFT corrections to vacuum gravity in four dimensions produce a S
that is gauge invariant on C. It can be written in a manifestly gauge invariant way by re-instating
the Riemann components in sy

8" =141 [k (= 6Rpoan RrcopnP = 24Rpura Ryt + 12 Rrory Rrory—
2R, 4o KACKB ¢ — 12KABKPR 4o Rpp + 6KKABR 4 C Ko + 6KABK , C KKBC>
k‘z( — AR spcE RrorceP O 16 — 8RRy apc Rrvope? u? — 8Ryyra Rypope? uB —
16Rpr 4 Rrp € P 4+ 16 Ry a5 Ryprve™® + 16R, 4op K49 KopePP+
16R, 4o K KB peC? —16R, aos Kep KPP eAC — 8K K 4 P Ko P K ppetC+
SKABKCERppKope — 8K 4 PKpCKopKeAf + 16K 4 BKCEKBEKCF&FH
(65)

This satisfies the second law, to quadratic order, modulo terms of order 6.

We have followed a “strict” definition of the IWW entropy density, in which it contains terms
only of up to linear order in positive boost weight quantities. An alternative definition might allow
terms of quadratic or higher order in such quantities (which do not affect the linearized second law).
For example, Wall defines the entropy for the above theory to be s{y;;, + sfl’uadmtic, corresponding
to the just the first part of ([22). Adopting this alternative definition for the IWW entropy would
not affect our final answer for SV because adding a quantity to s}y, and then running the HKR
algorithm simply results in subtracting the same quantity from ), "¢ and so this quantity cancels

out in the definition of S, equation (0).

5.3 An Example Quartic Riemann Theory

We can go beyond 6-derivative, i.e. O(I*), terms in our EFT Lagrangian in d = 4 and consider the
next order, 8-derivative terms, i.e. O(I®). To do this in the most general case, we should include all
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possible 8-derivative terms in the Lagrangian, up to field redefinitions and topological terms. We
should also be aware that the algorithm used to construct ¢f above produces higher order terms via
two sources: (a) swapping non-allowed terms using the higher order equations of motion and (b) the
remainder, —I8X 45X fB , from completing the square in (62). However since there are no O(I?)
terms in our theory, both of these sources produce terms of order at least (I*)? = I8. Therefore, the
O(1%) terms in the entropy arise only from the 8-derivative terms in the Lagrangian.

The minimal set of 8-derivative terms in EFT after field redefinitions and neglecting total deriva-
tives is discussed in [I7]. Here we will restrict our attention to just one term since this is enough
to demonstrate that the IWWHKR entropy can be gauge non-invariant. Therefore let us consider
adding to our d =4 EFT Lagrangian (53] the following 8-derivative term

1L = KI° R,y p0 RMP7 Rygp g REMXT (66)

This contributes the following to the equation of motion:

E$) =ki® %RX”“)‘RXWARO‘B”"RQL;MQW — 4R, " Ry R Ry o —
ARPR, 3 asVP (VO Rypo) — 16RPPVPR 1, OV Ruras—
SR, ", "RYPP7V, (VaRuppo) — 16R, " , "V . R*P7 NV R0 — (67)
ARPR 05 V? (VO Ryuoyp) — I6RPPVPR, 7, NV Riras—
S8R, ", "R, (V, Ragpo) }

We can calculate the contribution to the IWW entropy current:
EY =9, {iav <\/ﬁs§6V)VW> + DAs(6>A] + . (68)
NE

where the ellipsis denotes terms at least quadratic in positive boost weight quantities. The lengthy
expression for s(®4 is given in Appendix B2l For sgﬁv%;)w we find

S%)fw =kl° <128RmrARmmRmvBMAB — 8RapceRrcH1 Ryorop ™ pBC pCH p Bl —
64 R, 45c Ryoro Ruopra i P 1% — 64R, avp Rycon Ryorop™F nP¢ -
64, ar B Ryoro Rocop i PP + 32Ryy 4 Ryvc 5 Ryoro i pPF —
32R, yro Ryoro Reveo — 8Rapce Rraui K7V K ppt B0 pCH Pl —
64R, apc Ropra KM K g ? pPF pC¢ — 64R, aop Rrcop KF¢ KpapF nPe -
64R, arp Rocos KX KpapC PP — 64R, 4rp Rocor KAPK P+

32RT’!)ABRT’UCEKFGKF NAC BE + 128RrvrARrvaK KC’EN
32RrvrervrvK BKAB) — 8(6)

(69)

quadratic

where we cancel the terms that are of quadratic or higher order in positive boost weight quantities

21



with

S

(6)v
quadratic

:k;lG( — PKABK  p K Kopa — SKABK sp KCE Kop Y fr—
2KAPKCPR s pKopa+ 64KAP K K P Kopo+
16KAP KA K PKepBt Br — 128KAP KCP K gy Kppo+
64K4PK 4 €08, Kpc + 16 KAP K 4 ¢ BE Brd, Kpc + 32K KB K o K R[] —
RKAPKE K pKopR[py) — 32K P Kap K P Kop KFC K po—
RKAPKP KR g KopKpa + 64K P KA KPP K “Kog Kpp—
128DAKBY Dy Kpc KPY Kpp + 128DAK P Dp K oo KEF Ko+
64DAK P Kpc KP  KppBa — 64D KPC K A KFY K pp B —
64DAKBCKPY K po Kppfia + 6ADAK PO KEY Ky s K pr Bo—
22KABPKCPR g Ko ¥ Brfr +128DABP K O KEY Ko Kpp+
128KAP KPR g Ko 0, Kpp — 128 KAPKCPKTCK y g Kop Kpg—
64K BK s ppCPufCo, Kopd,Kpa + 64K P K4 C KFF K ppd,. K go+
64K P K op KPR Y0, Kpp — 64KAPKCED, K A0y Ko+
64K P K4 “KPY Kpod, Kpp + 64K P K4 “ Kpc K¥F 0, Kpp—
64K B Ky KPP Ko K CKpe — 64DABP K C KPFY K gy Kpp+
64K AP K 458, 00,0E + 64AKAPK P K 4,580, Br—
32K B KA K" Bc0,8E — 32K P KP K \c KppB" Br
- 24KABKCEKABKCE5F5F>

(70)

(%

We shall prove that s&%w is gauge invariant in the next section. Proceeding with the HKR algorithm
once again with [8Fy = Ef,?,) — 0Oy [L&) (\/ﬁsg%}w) + DAS(G)A:|, we find

Vi
1

Fﬁ:a”[ﬁ

Oy (\/ﬁgg)} + 2K A XE8 + DAY + O(1?) (71)
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g [ — GAKABRCEY. K apdyKop + 6AKABK 4 C K po KEF O, K ppo—
64K BK ypuCEut o, KordyKpg + 6AKAP K \p K KT 50, Kop+
96DADAKKBC0, Ko — 96DAD KKB K P Keop — 96D DAK P K0, K g+
96DADAKP KK PKep — 96DAKBC KPP K pe KppBa + 48D K KB K PKopfa—
192DAKBC D K KE K + 192DA KBS D K ac KEF Kgp — 48 DAK KB 8,0, K g+
96DAKBCKEY K o Kppfp — 96D K4 PKP K pp KopBt + 96DAK KPCK s p K pe BF—
48DAKBCK B0, Kpc + 48DAKB KK P Kopfa — 192D K4 PDC Ko KFF K+
192DAK 4 BDp KK Ko + 96D KA PKCP K KepBp + 192D KDPK o KCP Kop—
192DAKD4KKP Kpc — 96DAKKPCK KpcBa + 96D Ka P Dp (0, Kop) KOF -
192DAK 4 PDpKep K Kp¥ + 96DA*K D (0, Kpc) KPY — 192D KDsKpc KFP K ©+
96D KP D (8, Kpc) KA¥ — 192D KP°DpKop KA Kp ' — 48DsKBY KAF B0, Kpo—
48DAK 4 BPKCE B0, Kop + A8DAKPC KAP K F KepBr + 48D KA PKCP Ko P KprBp—
96DAKPCD 4 (0, Kpc) K + 192D KP°DyKep KKp ¥ — 16K KAP R[1)0, Kap—
16D 4B K BKCED, Kop + 16 KAPKCF 84850, Kop + 32K KAPAO, K ap+
16KKAPK A “KpoR[u) + 16D KAPKP Ko P Kpp — 16KAPKCP K 4 P KprBoBr—
32KKAPK A Kpc\ — 48DA B4 KKBC0, Kpc + 48D BAK KB K P Kop+
206K P KK \pKopR[u] — 60K KAP KK Ap R[] + 48D Ko KB KEPY K 84—
64DAKpc KAP K KppB© + 28KAP KCP K yp KopBY Br — 48K KB K g KopBC BE —
112D48p KB KPP Ky Kpp + 112D A BB KA KPP Kpc K + 8D 4B KA P KCP K Ko —
3UUKAPKCPRK ypKeopA + 104K KAB KK sp\A — 96DAK s KK P Ko 8B+
96D AKKKPCKpep? + 8KKAP KK ApB° B + 64DAK s KB KPF Ky Bo—
48D KKPAKC P KepBp — 28KABKCP KK upBcfr — 16DAD s Ko KBC KFF K+
16DADEKac KB KFF K pp — 8DABAKBC KPY Ko Kpp — 16 DADP K e KA KFF K o+
16DADpKKAPKF Kop — 48D 4 (8, Kpc) KKPCBA + 96 DAKpc K KPP K € g4 —
96 KB K 4 “R[1)0, Kpc + 96D 4D (0, Kcp) KAPKYY 192D DpKepKAP K Kp P
192D4Kp “DpKop KAPKPY 1 192KAP KCP K yo KppRlp) + 48KAP K \p K°P Ko p R[] —
96K 4P K\ K KopRlu) — 48D (0, K po) KPC K™ + 96DAKpo KPAK P K |
(72)

and Xé4B and Y6A are (also) very lengthy expressions. The IWWHKR entropy for this 8-derivative

(6)v

theory is given by adding s IWW—I—ZGCé’ to the result for the general 6-derivative theory in the previous
section. The main reason for performing this calculation is to investigate whether or not the result
is gauge invariant. This will be done in the next section.
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6 Gauge (Non-)Invariance

6.1 Introduction

In order to define our dynamical black hole entropy, we took a spacelike cross-section C' of the
horizon N and chose Gaussian Null Co-ordinates (r,v,z?) with » = v = 0 on C. This choice
defines a foliation C'(v) of A/. The entropy of C'(v) is then given by the integral

Stwnicn) =47 [ 4ty (73)
C(v

If we fix C' then there are two freedoms in our choice of GNCs: (a) picking a different set of
co-ordinates 24 on C, and (b) rescaling the affine parameter on each generator v’ = v/a(z?) with
a(xz?) > 0. The procedure for calculating SV is manifestly covariant in A, B, C, ... indices and so (a)
will not change Srww rrr(v). If instead we make the rescaling (b) then in general our foliation will
change C'(v") # C(v). Therefore Srww rrr(v) and Sty g (V') calculate the entropy of different
surfaces, so we do not expect them to be the same. However, we should hope that Srwwrrr(v) is
gauge invariant at v = v’ = 0, since C'(0) and C’(0) are the same surface C.

Hence we concern ourselves with how quantities change under the rescaling (b) when evaluated on
C'. The transformation laws of tensorial components and all allowed GNC quantities on C' are given
in Section Most terms transform homogeneously: Tl " uap,ean, Rapoplu], Da, 00 Kap
and OF K 4p just gain a factor of a®, where b is their boost weight. However, 34 transforms as

B4 = Pa+2Dsloga (74)

and so the presence of 54 is a warning sign of gauge non-invariance. Also note that a quantity such
as D4 Kpc transforms as

D Ko =Da(aKpe)

75
=a(DaKpc + Da(loga)Kpc) (75)

which is also inhomogeneous. This will be the case for all D derivatives of 05 K p or O Kap. We
can get round this by swapping D4 derivatives for gauge covariant derivatives D4 defined by [5]

DT = DT — (b/2)B4T (76)

for T =Dy4,..Da, 05 Kap or Da,...Da, OF K o with boost weight b. This can be shown to transform
homogeneously as D',T" = a*D4T on C.

6.2 IWW entropy

We shall start by discussing how the IWW entropy behaves under a gauge transformation. For
EGB theory, the IWW entropy is the same as the Iyer-Wald entropy, which is manifestly gauge
invariant. For the cubic and quartic Riemann Lagrangians, the IWW entropy is determined by
equation (22)). The first part of this equation is manifestly gauge invariant. Hence s{y;/ + Squadratic
must be gauge invariant, as confirmed by equations (59) and (69). For the cubic theories we found

that sZu adratic 15 also gauge invariant, and hence so is s}, The same is true for the quartic theory
(6)v

quadratic (€quation ([Z0)) we swap out non-
allowed terms for allowed terms plus Ricci components using the elimination rules in Appendix A.

considered above. This can be shown as follows. In s
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Here we do not eliminate the Ricci components using equations of motion, we are simply working
with Ricci components since, as tensor components, they transform homogeneously under gauge
transformations. We also swap D derivatives for D derivatives on Ksp and K4p terms. Of the
terms that are left, the only ones that can transform inhomogeneously under a gauge transformation
are those involving Dy, ...D4,54. We find that

(6)v
quadratic

=192k KAB KPR . p K¢ FD[Eﬁp} + terms independent of 54 (77)
But Dy48p is clearly gauge invariant (it is the “field strength” of the connection 84). Hence séi);) dratic
is gauge invariant. In summary, for both the cubic and quartic Lagrangians, we have found that
Sguadmtiw and hence also s7yy,, i gauge invariant.

This is puzzling. HKR proved that, without modification, the IWW entropy is gauge invariant
to linear order in perturbation theory. Since the IWW entropy is of at most linear order in positive
boost weight quantities, one might think that this automatically implies that is gauge invariant to
all orders. That this is not true can be seen as follows. The easiest way to perform a gauge transfor-
mation of an expression involving (derivatives of) a, 84 etc is to rewrite it in terms of a new set of
quantities (e.g. Ricci components) that transform nicely under gauge transformations. In general,
this rewriting does not preserve the property of being “linear in positive boost weight quantities.”
(For example the linear term D 40,0p can be eliminated in favour of V4 R,p but this introduces
nonlinear terms of the schematic form K2K.) Hence after applying a gauge transformation, when
we transform back to the original set of quantities, the difference S?WW — 87w w will involve not just
terms of linear order in positive boost weight quantities, but also possibly terms of higher order.
The former must vanish by the linear argument of [5] but the latter may not. This problem is what
the “improvement” terms of [5] are designed to fix. But surprisingly, in the cases we have studied,
such terms are not required, and sfy;y;, is gauge invariant without improvement.

To solve this puzzle, we shall now show that this result holds for any Lagrangian that depends
only on the Riemann tensor (and not its derivatives). For such a Lagrangian, s}, is given by
[22), which involves the Riemann tensor but not its derivatives. Since the Riemann tensor has
dimension 2, this implies that sfy;;;; depends only on quantities with dimension of 2 or less. Any
such quantity is built from “primitive factors” (in the terminology of [5]) belonging to one of the
following sets, where the subscript refers to the boost weight: So = {0,Kap}, S_2 = {0,Kag},
S1 ={DaKpc,Kap,0:84}, S—-1 = {DaKpc,Kap,0:fa} and

So = {pap, uB,eap, a, Ba, DaBn, Rl aBcD, OwOriian}- (78)

Furthermore, s%y; 1, depends at most linearly on elements of Sy and S1. We can write sy, = s¢+57
where s§ is built only from terms of zero boost weight and s{ is a sum of terms, each containing
exactly one primitive factor of positive boost weight. Now, s{ is simply the Iyer-Wald entropy
density, which is gauge-invariant by definition. So we just need to understand how sy transforms.
Using a formula from appendix[A.], 9,54 can be eliminated in favour of R, 4 and other elements
of the above sets. Importantly, 0,84 depends linearly on R,4 and other quantities with positive
boost weight so when we eliminate it, we do not introduce any nonlinear dependence on positive
boost weight quantities (unlike what happens for a term like D 40,55, mentioned above, which
might arise from a more general Lagrangian involving derivatives of the Riemann tensor). Similarly
we can eliminate 0,084 in favour of R,4 and other quantities listed above. We can also eliminate
DsKpc and DaKpe in favour of D4Kpc and DaKpe respectively. The result is to replace S

25



and S_; with S| = {DaKpc, Kap, Rya} and S’ | = {DaKpc, Kap, Rr-a} respectively. So now s?
is a sum of terms built from quantities belonging to St2, S’.; and Sy, and each term in s} contains
exactly one element of Sy or S]. We can write

s => PNZ (79)

where P; is an element of Sy or S, with boost weight b; € {2,1}, N; has boost weight —b; and is
either an element of S_5 or S’ 1 or a product of two elements in S’ 1- Zi has boost weight 0 and is
a product of elements of Sy. Now P; and N; are quantities that transform homogeneously under a
gauge transformation and P;N; has boost weight zero so it is gauge invariant. Hence, under a gauge
transformation the change in s{ is

Asy =Y PN,AZ (80)

where AZ; is the change in Z;, which arises from the dependence of Z; on the quantities o, 84, DAfB
and 0,0,uap which do not transform homogeneously under a gauge transformation. Importantly,
the transformation laws for these quantities involve only other quantities of boost weight 0 and not,
say, quantities like K K. This is obvious for 4 and D48p. We can write 0,0, uap in terms of Rap
(appendix [AJ)) to deduce how it transforms. The result is that A(9,0,uap) depends only on the
first and second derivatives of loga, and on S4. By writing « in terms of R, and Rap one sees
that the same is true fo Aa. Thus AZ; depends only on elements of Sy and on the first and
second derivatives of log a.

We can now rewrite P; and NV; of (80) in terms of our original basis, i.e., in terms of S instead
of §',;. Recall that this does not spoil the property of having exactly one primitive factor of positive
boost weight. This rewriting may generate extra factors (e.g. 54) belonging to Sy. The result is
that we have shown

Asy =Y PN Zi (81)

where 15Z is an element of Sy or Sp, with boost weight b;, NZ has boost weight —b; and is either an
element of S_o or S_7 or a product of two elements of S_1, and Z; depends only on elements of Sy
and on the first and second derivatives of log a.

Given an arbitrary dynamical black hole with metric g,,,, Ref. [5] explains (section 3.3) how to
construct a “background” black hole metric g,,, (not necessarily satisfying any equations of motion)
such that, on C', all background quantities of positive boost weight vanish whereas background
quantities of non-positive boost weight agree with those of g,,,. Let 0g,, = g — g, for which all
quantities of non-positive boost weight vanish on C. Consider the 1-parameter family of metrics
Guv(A) = Guv+Adgu, for which all quantities of non-positive boost weight agree with the correspond-
ing quantities of g, and g, on C and henceANi [g(N)] = Ni[g] = Nilg] and Zi[g(N)] = Zi[g] = Zilg].
Since F; is an element of So or S7 we have P;[g(\)] o A, i.e., the linear approximation to P;[g(\)]
is exact: there are no terms of order A2 or higher. Hence we have P;[g(\)]Ni[g(M\)]Zi[g(N)] x X
so AsV[g(N)] o< A. However, Ref. [5] proved that the IWW entropy is gauge invariant to linear

13 An alternative way of obtaining these results is to observe that A(9,9ruap) and A« are of boost weight 0 and
dimension 2 and are a sum of terms, each of which involves at least one factor of a (first or second) derivative of
loga. A derivative of log a has boost weight 0 and dimension at least 1, and so must multiply a boost weight 0 term
of dimension at most 1. A term with boost weight 0 that contains primitive factors with non-zero boost weight must
have dimension at least 2. So primitive factors of non-zero boost weight cannot appear in these quantities.
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order in perturbations around any background solution defined as above, i.e., As?[g()\)] = O()\2).
Combining these results we have As{[g(\)] = 0. Setting A = 1 we obtain As{[g] = 0 and we have
proved that the IWW entropy is nonperturbatively gauge invariant for this class of theories.

6.3 IWWHKR entropy

Now we shall discuss gauge invariance of the IWWHKR entropy. In Section 4], we explained why the
IWWHKR entropy density S¥ must be gauge invariant up to and including order {* terms, simply
because there are no gauge-noninvariant terms that can appear at this order. This is confirmed by
our calculations for the EGB and cubic Lagrangians. We shall now discuss the quantities calculated
at order I® for the quartic Lagrangian above. As just discussed, the IWW part of the entropy is
gauge invariant so we just need to discuss the transformation of the quantity ¢§ given in equation
([72)). This quantity is made out of allowed terms, so we already know how all the terms transform.
We again swap all D derivatives for D derivatives on K4p and K4p terms. We then find

k _ _ _ _
< =3 [D(AﬁB) ( — 8KKH10, Ky P + 8KKHY Ky PKjppAP —112KAP K19, Ky +

112KABKHJKH PKJP) + 240D[AﬁB}KAIKJPKB [KJP—I—

/3,4( KM DAK S, Ky + A8SKT DAK Ky P yp — 48K DAKHI 9, K 17+

U8KDAKT Ky PR p — 32K HKIPKapDAK jp + 32K KIP Koy D KA p—

2RKY KR eyDP K p + 32K KCH Koy DK — 144K D KA 00, Ky — (82)
VUKAC K DG (0, Kpp) + MAKT DO KA oKy PR yp + 288K K9 K "D K jp—
ASKKMI'DA (8, Kpp) + 96K K Ko "DAK jp — 144K Dp K10, Ky 1+

44KAE D K1 Ky PKJP)+

BaBB (16KABKHIOTKH1 — 16KABKHJKH PKJP) ] + homogeneous terms

The Ba-dependence strongly suggests that this is not gauge invariant. To confirm this, we apply a
gauge transformation and find

, k _ o
6 = + 3 [ZDADB loga< —48KKM 9. KypP + 48KK* Ky P K jpuB—

112KAP K19, Ky + 112K P KT Ry PKJP>+
2D log a( — ASKMIDAKO, Ky + 8K DAK Ky PR yp — ASKDAKMI0, K gy 1+
U8KDAKT Ky PRy p — 32K P KIPKapDAK jp + 32K KIP Koy D KA p—
2RKY K KeyDP K p + 32K K Koy DK — 144K D KA 0, Ky — (83)
VUKAC K DG (0, Kpr) + MMAKTDOKA oKy PR yp + 288K K9 K "D Ky p—
ABKKHIDA (8, Kyr) + 96KKC Ko "DAK j p — 144K Dp K10, Ky +
TAKAE D KT Ky P K;p) +

4(BaDploga+ DalogaDgloga) (16KAPKH10, Ky — 16K K" Ky P K yp)
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The IWWHKR entropy involves the above expression integrated over the horizon cross-section C.

Integration by parts can be used to simplify the dependence on a(z4) in this integral:
/ 2 klﬁ CE nB A 7
SIWWHKR :S[WWHKR+47T d x?\/ﬁ 2DA10gCL<—32K DK B@TKCE—
C

32K BDpKF0, Kep — 32K*P K Dy (0, Kop) +
32K PDBKA Ko ' Kpp + 32KAPDg KCP Ko P Kpp+
64KAPKCP Ko ' DpKpp — 32KBC KPP Kpe DAK po—
168 KB K Ko Kpp + 32K P KB KepDp KA p+
168°P K CKFY KA ¢ Kpp — 32KAKPF K ppn DP Kep—
168" KAPKCP K ppKeop + 32KAPKCP KepDp K +
168°P KA s KCP KopK + 3288 KA g KCF0, Ko p—

3288 K4 s KCE R FKEF>

+4Dlog aDploga (16K*PKF9, Ko — 16KAP K“FP Ko ' Kp)

For gauge invariance to hold the coefficients of the terms linear and quadratic in Dj4 log a must
vanish independently. However, these coefficients depend in a complicated way on expressions of
quadratic order in positive boost weight quantities. There is no reason why they will vanish for
a generic perturbation. Therefore the IWWHKR entropy of this 8-derivative theory is not gauge
invariant at order 6.

This statement concerns non-perturbative gauge invariance. However, since the IWWHKR
satisfies the second law only to quadratic order in perturbation theory, modulo terms of order
I8, it is natural to demand gauge invariance in the same sense, i.e., only to quadratic order in
perturbation theory, modulo terms of order I8. Positive boost weight quantities are of at least
linear order in perturbation theory so, to quadratic order, we can evaluate the negative boost
weight quantities above in the unperturbed stationary black hole geometry. This might lead to
extra cancellations. To investigate this, we shall focus on the D 4logaDploga term above. It has
coefficient proportional to IS KABKC P R,.c,p (using the expression for R,c,p in [5]). To quadratic
order, we can evaluate R,c,p in the stationary black hole geometry. Gauge invariance in the sense
just discussed would require that R.c,.p = O(1%) on C. Using the equation of motion R,, = O(I?),
this gives Crcrp = O(I%?) on C, where the LHS is a component of the Weyl tensor. This is the
statement that n = 9/0r is a principal null direction of the unperturbed black hole, modulo terms
of order [?. Recall that, by definition, n is orthogonal to C. For a generic choice of C there is no
reason why n should be close to being a principal null direction (although it can be in special cases
e.g. a spherically symmetric cross-section of a spherically symmetric black hole). In particular,
for a rotating black hole, one would expect an “ingoing” principal null direction to have non-zero
rotation at the horizon (e.g. this is true for a Kerr black hole), whereas n has vanishing rotation
by definition. We conclude that, in general, the D4 logaDploga term above is generically non-
vanishing, of order 18, to quadratic order in perturbation theory. Thus, for this 8-derivative theory,
the IWWHKR entropy is not gauge invariant in the desired sense.
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7 Discussion

We have explained why the IWWHKR entropy is gauge invariant to order 14, i.e., up to an including
6-derivative terms in the Lagrangian. But we have seen that it is not gauge invariant at order [°
for a specific 8-derivative term in the Lagrangian. It is conceivable that if we allowed all possible
8-derivative terms then demanding gauge invariance might lead to non-trivial relations between
their coefficients, i.e., it might function as a selection rule for such theories. However we think this
is unlikely, and that the lack of gauge invariance is a flaw of the HKR prescription. Nevertheless,
we repeat that the IWWHKR entropy is gauge invariant for terms with up to 6 derivatives in the
Lagrangian, i.e., for the leading order EFT corrections to 4d vacuum gravity (and next to leading
order for higher dimensional gravity). It is only for the next to leading order corrections that the
problem arises so this is probably not a serious issue for practical applications.

We shall end by mentioning possibilities for future work. HKR highlighted the issue of how
the IWWHKR entropy transforms under EFT field redefinitions, and possible non-uniqueness of
dynamical black hole entropy. This remains an interesting open question that we intend to return
to. It would also be interesting to generalize the HKR algorithm beyond vacuum gravity, or gravity
plus a scalar field, to include EFTs with more general matter content e.g. a Maxwell field.
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A Details of HKR Algorithm

A.1 Elimination Rules for Non-allowed Terms

In our GNC expansion of F' = E, — 0, [ﬁ@v (\/ES?WW) + DASA] on N, we want to reduce the

set of terms that appear up to O(I") from the set given in (27) to the set of "allowed terms" given
in (28)). To eliminate non-allowed terms we study Ricci components and their covariant derivatives
evaluated on A/. For the EGB, cubic and quartic Lagrangians above, we need the following:

Ovfa =—2DBKap +2DAK — KB4+ 2Rya
_ _ _ 1 -
0B84 =DPKap — DaK + KA P85 — 5 KBa = Rra

_ 1 _ _ 1 - 1 _
OvKap :§RAB[,U] + Kp“Kac+ Ka“Kpo - §KKAB — §KABK_ (85)

1

1 1 1
“DpBa— Bafp — >Dafp — =
1 BBA 45ABB 1 ABB 2RAB

1 _ _ 1
= — iDAﬁA - IUABavKAB + KABKAB - §5A5A - Rrv
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2 _ 4 _ _ _ _ _ _ 4 _
OrrBa =3 D7 (0K ap) — 3DPKa“Kpo +2D4K " Kpo = 2DPKp “Kac + 3 DPKKap—

2 _ 2 _ — - 2 - 10 — -

304 (0:Kpe) pPC = SK0,Ba+ KK PBp = 3Pan” 0, Kpo — - KaPKp“Bo+

SB70,Kap + 2K 0,65 + K" Kpofa — VeRay
K an :%DBDCKAC - %DBDAK - %DCDCKAB + %DCDAKBC + ZDCBAKBC_
%DBﬁAK + iDBﬁCKAC + ZDCﬁBKAC +2K490,Kpc + Kp©0, Kac+
2Kp “0,Kac + Ka €0, Kpc + iDAﬁCKBC - %Dcﬁcf(AB - %KABMCE&)KCE—
%KOTKAB - %K&JKAB - %KABMCE&*KCE - iDAﬁBK + %KB “KEKac+
KKA“Kpe —2K“PKacKpp —3Kp“Ka"Kep + iDCKBC/BA - iDBKBA‘i‘

_ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _
KpBafc — 1K BaBE — 3K 4 “KpPKep + KPKapKeop + KapK“PKop—

3 _ _ _ _ 1_

§DCKABBC + DpKa%Bo — KapB°Bc + Ka®Brbc — §KB “Rac|u]+

1 _ 1 _ 1 _ 1 _

SKa “KKpc + ZDCKAoﬁB — DK B — §KCERACBE[M] + DaKp“Bo—
1

_ 3 3 1 1
=Dp (0,84) — Kapa — ZﬁA&ﬂB — ZﬁB@ﬁA — §DA (0,8B) — §VTRAB

2

L SasB 7 LA LA L ap B L oag L
Ora =3D B Kap — 7 KB Ba - 3D (0rBa) + oD Ka”Bp ~ 3D KBa— gHo-

1 _ _ _ 1 _ 4 _ _ D =

S0 Kap + K40, Kap + S K470, Kap = SKAP K “Kpo + KA Bapp—

7 1
E/BAar’BA + gervr
(86)

We also need elimination rules for dyy/54, OurBa, OvwwBa, OverBa, Opw K ap and Oy, but these can
be found by taking 0, derivatives of the above. We can then use the equation of motion R, =
dT22AgW — ﬁgPUHpgguy +H,, + O(I) to exchange R, for ﬁAgw/ plus terms that are at least
O(1%). We can repeat this process until all non-allowed terms are of order [V, at which point we
can neglect them for our calculation of the HKR entropy.

A.2 Calculation of ¢ Terms

The HKR algorithm involves finding numbers a; such that

1 p1+p2—1 ' '
(51 K) (DFOB2 ) Ay pp = O ﬁav Vi a0t K (DROITVR) Ak | |
7j=1

(87)
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where the ellipsis denotes terms of the form (05" K) (D’fafzK)A];@@ with p1 + Po < p1 + po or
p1 =0 or pa =0.

How to calculate the a; for any k,pi,ps is given in [5], and is as follows. When the derivative
term on the RHS is expanded out we get a set of p; + p2 — 1 linear equations on the a; in order to
satisfy the required conditions. The linear equations can be written in matrix form as

My, +p,—1a = Vp, (88)
where
0
2 1 0 0 0 a
1 2 1 0 0 . 0
Mpipo1=[0 1 2 1 0|, a= 2 L V= | 1 (89)
0 w001 2 Oprtra1
0
where (vp,)p, = 1 and (vp,); = 0 for j # pa. My, 1p,—1 can be shown to have non-vanishing

determinant, and so the system of equations has a unique solution.

When performing the HKR, algorithm for specific Lagrangians in practice, one should investigate
for which values of k, p1, p2 do terms of the form on the LHS of (87) appear in F', and pre-calculate
the corresponding RHS of (87). For the EGB, cubic and quartic Lagrangians above, the only
relevant terms that appear are 9, K A0y, Kcp, Oy KaDcOyKpg, Oy KapDcDpd,Kgpr which have
(p1,p2) = (1,1) and a; = 1, and 9, Kap0yw Kcp which has (p1,p2) = (1,2) and (aq,a2) = (—%, %)

B Results for s

B.1 s“ for Cubic Riemann Lagrangians
st = 1 (k150yen + k255a) (90)
where

sA =—18DPKA“DpBc +12DP KA Defp + 9D Bc KAC B — 6DpBc KAPC +
12DPKA K PKpp — 12D KA KB Koy — 12KAP K C KeopBE +
6KAP KPR ppBo — 24p P 0,800, K pp + 12K*P K5 €0, o+
12K5 %420, Kpr — 6D 850,85 — 1208 u°* 8, K 500, B+
6KPCRA 00,8 + 6K Kp"K* ppc — 38" 820,85 — 12070, 85— (91)
12K4B 0By — 385 BppC0,8c — 6DP K “DApc — 12DP K *F 0, Kop—
3DPKp“B*Bc — 6D DppcKAC — 12D (9,Kpc) KA — 3DP B KAY B~
12DPKAC9, K pe — 3DBKACBpBc + 12K4B 30, K e — 6D DA B K BC —
12Dp (9, Kcp) KP€utF — 3DpBcKPC 34 — 3D K9P B
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soya = — 8DpBce®C 10, Bp — 12D B KA BpePY — 8K “Kope®® 1t 0, 8r—
8Kp “K*P KorBre®™ — 1667 170,850, Kop — 8K “ KA 0e"F0, Bp+
SKpc PPy o,Kpr + 8Kp C KA ¢ KppfPePr — 4DABpePC0, 60—
8eBC 0, Kppd,Be + 4Kp KA ¢ePP0,p + AKp CKp P KA o fpePP —
26564€298,6c + 16D Ko 2aePC + 8Kz YafcePC + 4Dp Ko 4B BpePC —
12DB K PDpBre’’ + 8DP Ko P DpBre®C + 6DpBoKp € BB el —
4DpBcKp BBC e + 8DPKep K Kppef — 8D Ko PKPF K ppedC—
8Kp “Kc PRKppp e + 4Kp “KE KopBre? — 16648 190, 00, Kpp+
8K Ko Pe'B0,8p + 8KP 09" 0,Kpp — 4DpB° B0, 60—
8PP0, Kpcd,Br + AKPC Kope'to, 5 + AKPC Kp ¥ Kppfoett -
288 €*P0,8c — 8ae*P0,Bp — 8K “abce? — 288 e 0, 80—
8DpKc A R[u)eB — 4K R[u)BcePC — 8DBPKA ¢ K “ KprePt +
8D K Ky PRopeft — 4K C KA  KppBoe®t + 16D Ko PePC uAr 0, K pp—
8DpKopKAT Kp PP — 8K CBpePf 1A Y o, Kop + AKAP K “ KopBrett +
ADpKe PDABpePC + 8Dp Ko FePC 1A 0, Kpr — 8DpKop KCF KA pePE — (92)
4K Ko PR BpePt + 2D Ko P2 BReC + ADP Ko DA BpeF +
8DPKpce®Curro,Kpp + 2DP K e Bpfe“F —ADPDpBco Ky 4¢P —
8DP (8,Kpc) Ki*e“F + 2DP B Ke 4 Bpe“? + 2DpBc K 4 5% ePF +
4DPKcADpBEre’? + 8DBPK-4e¢“Fo,Kpp + 2DP K¢ 4 8pBpefF —
8KpB°ePE0,Kop — 4D D BcKp e’ — 8D (0,Kcp) Kp B ptf -
2DpBcKp " pAe“r + 2D K P Bpe’ — 4ADp Do Bp K PePC -
6DpBcKACBpeP? — 4D KAC D BcePf — 8D KACePEo, Kop—
2D KA BcBreP? + 8KAPBoe“Fo,Kpp — ADDABc K g € PP —
8Dp (0uKcp) Kp Pt u*f — 2DpBoKp© BAePE — 2Dpp Ko ¥ BpeP —
8DPKoPeC8,Kpp — 2DP Ko PBpBre’C + 8K 8E AP, Kop—
4DpDefrKBeAC — 8Dy (0,Kop) KPYetr — 2D 5B KPC Bpett —
2DpBcKFBBReY —ADPKpCDpBeet” —8DPK5 AP0, Kop—
2DP K5 BB —ADPDpBoKp et —8DP (0,Kpc) Kp “e? -
2DPBpKc ¥ Bpe” — 8Dp (0,Kop) KACPE
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B.2

A _
Sg =

A . . .
sg for Quartic Riemann Lagrangian

k1 [BNAB&,ﬁBR[uF 16K K R B8, 85 + 16K BC K go R[u) AP0, B —
16KAB K KR[]8 + 16KYP KCP KopR[u)Bp + 16 K PC K po KPY K ppp”© 0,86+
16KAPKPKep KF“Kpa B + 16K P KPY K po K g0, Ba+
16KPKOP KT KRopKraBp — 32KP K P Ko ¥ Kprp©0,86—
RKAPKPK YKy “Kpapfp + 64DPKCP D Keoppt' 0,6r—
64DB KE Do K pput 0, 8r — 32D Kop KOF P u 8, 8p+
32D KcpKBCBE AT 0,8p + 64ADP K Dy Kop KAY Bp — 64ADP K P Do K gp KA Bp—
32DpKep KA KO BpBP + 32D Kep KAT KBC 8pBY + 32DP KCF Kep Bppt 0, 8p—
32DP KF K 5 Bou™ 0,8r — 16K Kpe Y Bput 0,8r + 16K 5° Ko pBp Y 1t 0,8r+
32D KOP K KopBpBr — 32DP KP KA K ppBoBr — 16K*P KOF Ko p BB Br+
16K*P KO K ppBpBe Bt + 32u*P uCF 1'% 0, Ko p 0y K 0y 85—
32KPC K AT 0, Kopdy,Br + 32KAP BpuCF uf'%0, Ko pdy K pa—
KA BKCEK P8R0, Kpr — 32KPKY oy AT 0,Kppd,Br — 32KAPKCP KT 180, Kop—
16D" 3% DB 0,85 + 32D B° D fppP 0,85 + 32D B K“P K ppp™t 0,85+
32D" B KA P KY Kppfp — 64D KPP Keppt' 0,8r — 64Dp Y KAP KPF KopBp+
64K PC KPP K pp KoppC0,Bc + 6AK AP KCP KPS K op KpaBp + 64D BC AP0, K 50, B+
16D 0B B¢ 1" 0,85 + 64u P P 10, Kop0, Kpadu B — 64K PC K F 1" 0, Ko g0y Br—
64K P KV Ko ¥ B0, Kpr + 3287 8 u* 0, K 30, B + 687 BB BepF 0,85 —
320" P 0, 800, B0y BE — 32K P BP0, 800, Br — 32K4P BP0, Bods Br—
2K4PKF Bppeo,fe + 16K “ B2 1P 0, 500,88 + 16K P Ko P 85870, 8p+
32488, 8p0% + 16088 B0, 80 + 8DB KA gR[u)*> — 16 DP KA 5 DB DS+
32DP KA s DCBEDpBe + 64DP KA 5 DC BP0, Kop + 16DP KA sDeBpBC BE+
64DB KA gy ¢, KopdyKpa + 32DP K4 p°3Y0,Kop + 6DP KA 55° oY Bp+
32DBKA ga?® +16DP KA pafCBe + 16D RIu| KAP R[j] — 32D DB DC P KAB+
64DpDcBrDPBC KAP + 64D DC BEKAP0, K + 16D De Bk AP 3¢ BE +
64D5 8 D (0,Kpc) K4 +128Dp (0,Kor) K42 ¥ 0, K+
32Dp (0,Kcr) KAPBCBYE +16 DB DofrK AP BE + 64D Y KAP B0, Kop+
24DpBcKAP B BpAY + 16D Y DpfcKAPBE + 64DpaK AP a+
16D K B 3% Bc + 32D B KA BasC }

(93)
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