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Abstract: Covariant conserved 2-form currents for linearised gravity are constructed

by contracting the linearised curvature with conformal Killing-Yano tensors. The corre-

sponding conserved charges were originally introduced by Penrose and have recently been

interpreted as the generators of generalised symmetries of the graviton. We introduce an

off-shell refinement of these charges and find the relation between these improved Penrose

charges and the linearised version of the ADM momentum and angular momentum. If

the graviton field is globally well-defined on a background Minkowski space then some

of the Penrose charges give the momentum and angular momentum while the remainder

vanish. We consider the generalisation in which the graviton has Dirac string singularities

or is defined locally in patches, in which case the conventional ADM expressions are not

invariant under the graviton gauge symmetry in general. We modify them to render them

gauge-invariant and show that the Penrose charges give these modified charges plus certain

magnetic gravitational charges. We discuss properties of the Penrose charges, generalise to

toroidal Kaluza-Klein compactifications and check our results in a number of examples.
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1 Introduction

In a remarkable paper [1] Penrose introduced a conserved 2-form current Y in linearised

gravity of the form

Y [K]µν = RµναβK
αβ (1.1)

where Rµναβ is the linearised curvature tensor for metric fluctuations about a background

Minkowski spacetime. This is conserved, i.e.

∂µY [K]µν = 0, (1.2)

if the vacuum Einstein equations hold, i.e. Rµν = 0, and Kαβ is a 2-form satisfying

∂λKµν = K̃λµν + 2ηλ[µK̂ν] (1.3)

where

K̃λµν = ∂[λKµν] and K̂µ =
1

d− 1
∂νKνµ (1.4)

Tensors satisfying (the covariant version of) this equation are known as conformal Killing-

Yano (CKY) tensors [2, 3], so that the tensors K satisfying eq. (1.3) are the CKY tensors

for Minkowski space. Penrose gave a twistorial interpretation of this equation in four

dimensions [1].

While Penrose focused on four dimensions, his construction extends to d dimensions.

From eq. (1.2), ⋆Y is a closed (d − 2)-form and the integral of this over a (d − 2)-surface

Σ defines a conserved charge

Q[K] =

∫

Σ
⋆Y [K] (1.5)

This charge is unchanged under deformations of Σ that do not cross any points at which

Rµν 6= 0 and the charge provides a measure of the amount of mass/energy contained

within Σ. Penrose interpreted these charges as giving covariant expressions for the total

momentum and angular momentum contained within Σ. He argued that for each Minkowski

space Killing vector there is a corresponding CKY tensor and that the charges Q[K] for

these CKY tensors give covariant expressions for the total momentum (corresponding to the

translation Killing vectors) and angular momentum (corresponding to the Lorentz Killing

vectors).

Penrose went on to generalise his construction to curved spacetime. General spacetimes

do not admit Killing vectors or CKY tensors, but, to construct Q[K] in eq. (1.5), ⋆Y is

only needed on the surface Σ, not over the whole spacetime. Penrose constructed a 2-form

⋆Y on Σ using ‘surface twistors’ and proposed that this gives a quasi-local definition of
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momentum and angular momentum in general relativity. On taking Σ to be at null infinity

he obtained the BMS momentum together with an angular momentum.

Penrose’s charges have been rediscovered a number of times (see, e.g., Refs. [4, 5]), and

have been considered recently in Refs. [6–10] in the context of higher-form symmetries of

the graviton. The Penrose charges can be viewed as gauge-invariant topological operators

defined on codimension-2 cycles that generate 1-form symmetries [11].

Not all the CKY tensors correspond to Killing vectors. Namely, a particular class of

CKY tensors are the Killing-Yano (KY) tensors which satisfy eq. (1.4) with K̂µ = 0, and

do not have corresponding Killing vectors. For example, in four dimensions the space of

Killing vectors is 10-dimensional while that of CKY tensors is 20-dimensional. This raises

the question of the significance of the Penrose currents corresponding to the KY tensors.

Penrose avoided this mismatch by imposing a hermiticity condition on the (twistor form

of) his charges that left 10 real charges. This eliminated certain gravitational analogues

of magnetic charge and one of the aims of this paper is to revisit this correspondence if

gravitational magnetic charges of the kind analysed in Ref. [12] are included. In Ref. [6], all

the Penrose charges for linearised gravity in four dimensions were associated with certain

parameters (e.g. a NUT parameter) in a linearised solution, providing some insight into

their significance in that case.

In this paper we consider the Penrose charges for the d-dimensional free graviton theory

in Minkowski space with the Fierz-Pauli action. We construct an off-shell refinement of

the Penrose currents with extra terms involving the linearised Ricci tensor that vanish

on-shell. For the case in which K is a KY tensor, the improved Penrose currents are

identically conserved (without using field equations) and are in fact the currents constructed

by Kastor and Traschen [13]. We then derive a precise relation between the charges that

are given by integrating the improved Penrose currents and the momentum and angular

momentum that arise from the linearisation of the ADM construction [14, 15]. If the

graviton field is non-singular and defined on the whole of Minkowski space, then the relation

is straightforward and the Penrose charges for one class of CKY tensors give the ADM

charges while the remainder vanish. However, if the graviton field is not globally defined

in the sense that it has Dirac string singularities or is defined in patches with transition

functions involving gauge transformations, then topological or magnetic charges for gravity

of the kind recently constructed in Ref. [12] can arise. In particular, if the graviton field

is not globally defined, then total derivative contributions become important. We show

that the standard expression for each ADM charge is only gauge-invariant up to a surface

term, and this can be non-zero if the graviton is not globally defined. As a result, the

standard ADM expressions are in general not gauge-invariant if the graviton field is not

globally defined. We find a surface-term modification of the standard ADM expressions

that is fully gauge invariant under these circumstances. We then relate the Penrose charges,

which are manifestly gauge-invariant, to these covariant improved ADM charges together

with certain gravitational magnetic charges.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In section 2, we review the theory of linearised

gravity and outline the construction of the ADM charges and the gravitational magnetic

charges introduced in Ref. [12]. In section 3, we discuss Penrose’s 2-form current in more
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detail and derive an off-shell refinement of it which is used in section 4, where the rela-

tionship between the Penrose and ADM charges is derived. We then analyse the charges

constructed by integrating the Penrose 2-form current and the dual charges constructed by

integrating its Hodge dual. We do this for spacetime dimensions d > 4 in sections 5 and 6.

The situation in d = 4 dimensions is different and is analysed in section 7. In section 8, we

discuss the charges that arise when the background Minkowski space is replaced by a prod-

uct of Minkowski space with a torus, allowing the Kaluza-Klein reduction of the linearised

theory. These form a more general set of charges than those that arise in Minkowski space.

We first derive the charges in the dimensionally reduced theory, then give their uplift to the

higher dimensional theory. Section 9 gives examples of solutions of the linearised theory,

calculates their charges and checks the relationship between the Penrose charges and the

ADM and magnetic charges. Finally, in section 10, we summarise our results and discuss

their implications.

2 Linearised gravity and its conserved charges

We study the spin-2 free graviton field hµν in d-dimensional Minkowski space with global

Cartesian coordinates xµ and with Minkowski metric ηµν = diag(−1, 1, 1 . . . , 1). We will

later consider configurations in which the graviton field is singular at the locations of certain

sources, and in that case we will restrict to the space M given by Minkowski space with

points or regions removed, so that hµν is a non-singular field on M.

The graviton is a symmetric tensor with gauge transformation

hµν → hµν + ∂µζν + ∂νζµ (2.1)

The invariant field strength is the linearised Riemann tensor

Rµναβ = ∂αΓµν|β − ∂βΓµν|α (2.2)

where1

Γαβ|µ = ∂[αhβ]µ (2.3)

The Fierz-Pauli field equation with source is

Gµν = Tµν (2.4)

where Gµν is the linearised Einstein tensor

Gµν = Rµν −
1

2
ηµνR (2.5)

with Rµν and R the linearised Ricci tensor and scalar respectively. The source is a sym-

metric tensor that is conserved,

∂µTµν = 0 . (2.6)

In general, solutions of this free theory need not arise as the linearisation of solutions of

the full non-linear Einstein theory.

1We will used square brackets to indicate anti-symmetrisation with unit weight, e.g. T[µν] =
1
2
(Tµν−Tνµ).
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The Minkowski space Killing vectors kµ satisfy

∂(µkν) = 0 (2.7)

and are given by

kµ = Vµ + Λµνx
ν (2.8)

where V is a constant 1-form and Λ is a constant 2-form, corresponding to translations

and Lorentz transformations respectively. Then for any Killing vector k,

j[k]µ = Tµνk
ν (2.9)

is a conserved current

∂µjµ = 0 (2.10)

using eqs. (2.6) and (2.7).

Using the field equation (2.4), the current can be written in terms of the graviton field

as

j[k]µ = Gµνk
ν (2.11)

which is a total derivative [15],

j[k]µ = ∂νJµν (2.12)

where

J [k]µν = ∂σK
µν|ρσkρ −Kµσ|ρν∂σkρ (2.13)

with

Kµν|ρσ = −3ηµνα|ρσβhαβ (2.14)

and

ηµνρ|αβγ = ηασηβκηγλδµ[σδ
ν
κδ
ρ
λ] (2.15)

For a (d− 1)-dimensional hypersurface S with boundary Σd−2 we define the charge

Q[k] =

∫

S
j[k]µ dΣ

µ (2.16)

which can be rewritten as a surface integral over the boundary

Q[k] =
1

2

∫

Σd−2

J [k]µν dΣ
µν (2.17)

If S is taken to be a hypersurface of fixed time with Σd−2 the (d − 2)-sphere at spatial

infinity, then Q[k] for a Killing vector of the form (2.8) is a conserved charge giving the

linearised ADM momenta Pµ and angular momenta Lµν ,

Q[k] = VµP
µ +

1

2
ΛµνL

µν (2.18)

If S is taken to be a region of a hypersurface of fixed time with boundary Σd−2 then Q[k]

is conserved if Σd−2 is contained within a region without sources (where j[k] vanishes).

Then Q[k] gives the momentum and angular momentum in the (d− 1)-dimensional region
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S bounded by Σd−2. Note that this is different from Einstein gravity where the charge is

only conserved if Σd−2 is taken to be the sphere at infinity and the fields satisfy suitable

boundary conditions.

The Killing vectors k give invariances of the theory: any field configuration is invariant

under the gauge transformation (2.1) in which ζµ is a Killing vector. Then Q[k] is the

conserved charge corresponding to the invariance under eq. (2.1) with ζµ = kµ, and we will

refer to it as an electric-type charge for the graviton. We will refer to j[k] as the primary

current associated with the invariance and a 2-form current Jµν with

jµ = ∂νJµν (2.19)

will be referred to as a secondary current. Note that if J is such a secondary current, then

so is J ′ = J + d†L for any 3-form L.

In Ref. [12], magnetic charges for linearised gravity were discussed. These are all of

the form

Q =
1

2

∫

Σd−2

Jmag
µν dΣµν (2.20)

where the current is a total derivative

Jmag
µν = ∂ρZµνρ (2.21)

for some totally antisymmetric Zµνρ, so that Jmag is automatically a conserved 2-form

current. If Zµνρ is a globally defined 3-form, the current is trivial and the charge is zero,

so non-trivial magnetic charges only arise when this is not the case.

In the cases we consider here, Zµνρ has a local expression in terms of the graviton field

hµν and globally defined Killing vectors or Killing tensors. If the components of hµν are

non-singular functions defined over the whole of Minkowski space, so that hµν is a globally

defined tensor on Minkowski space, then ⋆Jmag is exact and the charge Q =
∫

Σ ⋆J
mag is

zero. Then, to obtain a non-trivial magnetic charge, it is necessary that hµν is not a globally

defined tensor field on the entire Minkowski space. Typically for the solutions to eq. (2.4)

with magnetic charges, the graviton field is not defined on the whole Minkowski space but

instead on a space M which is Minkowski space with some points or regions removed, so

that it can have non-trivial topology. (The regions removed from Minkowski space can be

associated with the locations of magnetic sources [12].) Then to obtain non-trivial charges,

hµν should be a field on M with a Dirac string singularity or it should be defined locally

in patches of M with transition functions involving non-trivial gauge transformations of

the form (2.1), giving a topologically non-trivial field configuration. Although hµν need

not be globally defined, the field strength Rµνρσ is globally defined and gauge-invariant.

In cases with magnetic charges, if we try to analytically extend such a hµν defined in one

patch to the whole of Minkowski space, we find Dirac string singularities. As these charges

are integrals of a total derivative, they are topological charges. See Ref. [12] for further

discussion.

In principle, any local 3-form Z could be used to construct such a charge. Ref. [12]

focused on the charges that arise as electric charges for the dual graviton theory introduced
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in Ref. [16]. These charges arise from invariances of the dual graviton theory that corre-

spond to Killing vectors k in four dimensions or to generalised Killing tensors denoted κ

and λ in d > 4. In regions without magnetic sources for the dual graviton, some of these

electric charges for the dual graviton can be dualised to the graviton theory where they

become magnetic charges given by the integral of a total derivative. We now discuss these

in more detail.

In four dimensions, these electric charges for the dual graviton result in a topological

charge Q̃[k] for the graviton theory for each Killing vector k, with currents J̃ [k] given by

eq. (2.21) with

Z[k]µνρ = −ǫµνρσk
τh σ

τ (2.22)

giving dual momentum and angular momentum

Q̃[k] = VµP̃
µ +

1

2
Λµν L̃

µν (2.23)

Here P̃µ is the linearised version of the dual momentum or NUT 4-momentum introduced

for general relativity in Refs. [17, 18] and L̃µν can be viewed as a dual angular momentum

charge.

In d > 4, there are two types of magnetic charges for the graviton theory which

correspond to electric charges for the dual graviton. The first involves a rank-(d − 3) KY

tensor λµ1...µd−3
which by definition satisfies

∂ρλµ1µ2...µd−3
− ∂[ρλµ1µ2...µd−3] = 0 (2.24)

Then a current J [λ]µν is defined by eq. (2.21) with [12]

Z[λ]µνρ = (−1)d+1 4

d− 1
λ̃[σµνhρ]

σ (2.25)

where

λ̃αβγ =
1

(d− 3)!
ǫαβγµ1µ2...µd−3λµ1...µd−3

(2.26)

is a closed CKY tensor.2 For constant KY tensors λ, the charge

Q[λ] =
1

2

∫

Σd−2

J [λ]µν dΣ
µν (2.27)

arises as an electric charge for the dual graviton theory [12]. The magnetic charge P̂µ1...µn
is defined as the charge constructed from J [λ] for constant λ, that is

Q[λ] =

∫

Σd−2

⋆J [λ] =
1

n!
λµ1...µnP̂

µ1...µn (2.28)

However, the integral of (2.25) gives a conserved charge for any (d−3)-form λ, and in later

sections this charge will arise for non-constant tensors λ. For non-constant λ, however,

they cannot be straightforwardly interpreted as electric charges for the dual graviton due

2This is because the dual of a KY tensor is a closed CKY tensor (see Appendix A).
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to the non-local relation of the graviton to its dual. Further discussion of this will appear

in a forthcoming paper.

The other charge that arises as an electric charge for the dual graviton theory involves

a generalised Killing tensor κµ1...µd−4|ρ which is in the GL(d) representation corresponding

to a Young tableau with one column of length d − 4 and one of length 1. It satisfies the

generalised Killing condition [12]

∂[λκµ1...µd−4]|ρ = 0 (2.29)

In this case, the secondary current is of the form (2.21) with the 3-form Zµνρ given by

Z[κ]µνρ = (−1)d
1

d− 1
κ̃µνρσ|τh

στ (2.30)

where

κ̃αβγδ|ν =
1

(d− 4)!
κµ1µ2...µd−4|

νǫµ1µ2...µd−4αβγδ (2.31)

giving a current Jµν [κ] and a charge Q[κ]. These do not play a role here as they do not

correspond to Penrose charges; they will be discussed in a forthcoming paper.

Finally, our analysis below will involve a total derivative current with

Z[K]µνρ = 12K [µνΓ
ρβ]

|β + 4h
[µ
β K̃νρβ] (2.32)

where K is a CKY tensor and K̃ is defined in eq. (1.4). This will be seen to arise in the

relation of the ADM charges to the Penrose ones.

3 The Penrose currents

In this section, we discuss the Penrose currents for the free graviton in d-dimensional

Minkowski space. In particular, we investigate improvement terms that make them con-

served off-shell in certain cases.

3.1 The Penrose 2-form current away from sources

For any 2-form Kµν there is a 2-form

Y [K]µν ≡ RµναβK
αβ (3.1)

where Rµναβ is the linearised curvature tensor (2.2). We now show that the condition for

this to be conserved, i.e. ∂νY [K]µν = 0, when Rµν = 0 is that K is a CKY tensor. We

have

∂νY [K]µν = (∂νRµναβ)K
αβ +Rµναβ∂

νKαβ (3.2)

From the contracted Bianchi identity

∂νRµναβ = −2∂[αRβ]µ (3.3)

with Rµν the linearised Ricci tensor, the first term on the right-hand side of eq. (3.2)

vanishes if the vacuum Einstein equations Rµν = 0 hold. The remaining term in eq. (3.2)
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will also vanish, using Rµν = 0 and the Bianchi identity Rµ[ναβ] = 0, provided that K

satisfies

∂νKαβ = aναβ + ην[αbβ] (3.4)

where aναβ = a[ναβ] is a 3-form and b is a 1-form. Indeed, we would then have

∂νY [K]µν = Rµ[ναβ]a
ναβ −Rµβb

β = 0 (3.5)

Antisymmetrising eq. (3.4) over the ν, α and β indices fixes aναβ = ∂[νKαβ], while con-

tracting the ν and α indices fixes bβ = 2
d−1∂

γKγβ. Hence, the condition on K for Y [K] to

be conserved when Rµν = 0 is

∂νKαβ = K̃ναβ + 2ην[αK̂β] (3.6)

where

K̂µ ≡
1

d− 1
∂νKνµ, K̃ναβ ≡ ∂[νKαβ] (3.7)

Eq. (3.6) is the condition that Kµν is a rank-2 CKY tensor of Minkowski space. We refer to

currents Y [K] of the form eq. (3.1) with K a CKY tensor as ‘Penrose currents’ or ‘Penrose

2-forms’.

Given a CKY tensor K, we can then integrate ⋆Y [K] over a codimension-2 cycle Σd−2

to define a conserved charge

Q[K] ≡

∫

Σd−2

⋆Y [K] (3.8)

Since Y [K] is conserved in regions where Rµν = 0, the value of Q[K] remains unchanged

as Σd−2 is deformed through such regions.3 This statement holds irrespective of the field

equations. However, when the field equations Gµν = Tµν hold this statement is equivalent

to saying that Q[K] is conserved in regions where Tµν = 0, i.e. in regions without sources.

On Minkowski space, the CKY tensors can be found explicitly. It is shown in Ap-

pendix A.2 that taking two further derivatives of eq. (3.6) leads to the integrability con-

dition ∂µ∂ν∂ρKαβ = 0. It is then simple to demonstrate that the most general solution of

eq. (3.6) is [19, eq. (6.4.8)]

Kαβ = Aαβ + B[αxβ] + Cαβγx
γ + 2x[αDβ]γx

γ +
1

2
Dαβxγx

γ (3.9)

where A, B, C, and D are constant antisymmetric tensors. Therefore, in d dimensions there

are d(d + 1)(d + 2)/6 rank-2 CKY tensors. Particularly, in d = 4 dimensions, there are 20

independent solutions.

An important result for our analysis is that the divergence of a rank-2 CKY tensor on

Minkowski space gives a Killing vector4 K̂α and the exterior derivative gives a closed CKY

3That is, the charge is unchanged if the (d− 1)-dimensional surface swept out by Σd−2 as it is deformed

is entirely contained in a region in which Rµν = 0.
4For CKY tensors on a curved space, it is not guaranteed that the covariant divergence K̂µ = (d −

1)−1
∇

νKνµ is a Killing vector but GµνK̂
ν remains covariantly conserved — that is, ∇µ(GµνK̂

ν) = 0 — as

a result of the integrability condition (d− 2)∇(µK̂ν) = R
ρ

(µ
Kν)ρ satisfied by CKY tensors [20].
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tensor K̃αβγ . We now show this. Explicitly, taking the divergence of the general rank-2

CKY tensor in eq. (3.9) gives

K̂α =
1

d− 1
∂βKβα = −

1

2
Bα +Dαβx

β (3.10)

which is the form of the Killing vectors of Minkowski space. The K̂’s for the B-type CKY

tensors are the translational Killing vectors, while the K̂’s for the D-type CKY tensors

are the Killing vectors for Lorentz transformations. We see that only CKY tensors of the

B- and D-types in eq. (3.9) correspond to Killing vectors as the A- and C-type terms are

divergenceless. In section 5, we will relate the Penrose currents for B- and D-type CKY

tensors to the ADM currents for the corresponding Killing vectors K̂µ.

A Killing-Yano (KY) 2-tensor is one that satisfies

∂νKαβ = ∂[νKαβ] (3.11)

so that it is a CKY tensor whose divergence K̂µ = 0. The general KY tensor is then

Kαβ = fαβ where

fαβ = Aαβ + Cαβγx
γ (3.12)

In Minkowski space, this is co-exact: it can be written explicitly as the divergence of a

3-form

fαβ = ∂γFαβγ (3.13)

where

Fαβγ =
3

d− 2
A[αβxγ] +

1

2(2 − d)

(

Cαβγx
2 − 6x[αCβγ]σx

σ
)

(3.14)

(We can explicitly verify that F in fact satisfies the rank-3 CKY equation, given in Ap-

pendix A, on Minkowski space.) In section 8, we will consider the case in which Minkowski

space is replaced with R
1,d−1−n × T n where the KY tensors need not be co-exact.

The exterior derivative of the general rank-2 CKY tensor in eq. (3.9) gives

K̃αβγ = ∂[αKβγ] = Cαβγ + 3D[αβxγ] (3.15)

which is precisely the form of a general rank-3 closed CKY tensor (see Appendix A.2 for

the definition of CKY tensors of general rank). We note that only the CKY tensors of the

C- and D-types in eq. (3.9) contribute to rank-3 closed CKY tensors K̃µνρ. The rank-2

CKY K is itself closed if K̃µαβ = ∂[µKαβ] vanishes. So the general closed CKY tensor is

Kαβ = σαβ where

σαβ = Aαβ + B[αxβ] (3.16)

On Minkowski space, closed CKY tensors are in fact exact,

σαβ = ∂[αΣβ] (3.17)

where

Σα = −Aαβx
β −

1

2

(

1

2
Bαx

2 − Bβxαx
β

)

(3.18)
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We can then verify that Σα satisfies the rank-1 CKY equation; that is, Σα is a conformal

Killing vector.

One important property of CKY tensors which we will use throughout is that the

Hodge dual of a rank-p CKY tensor is, itself, a rank-(d−p) CKY tensor (see Appendix A).

In particular, the dual of a KY tensor (i.e. a tensor of the form of eq. (3.12)) is a closed

CKY tensor (i.e. of the form of eq. (3.16)) and vice-versa. This property is true of CKY

tensors on any manifold, and several of the other properties discussed above are also true

on more general spaces [2, 3, 21–23].

3.2 Improved Penrose 2-form in the presence of sources

The Penrose 2-form (3.1) is conserved provided that the Ricci tensor vanishes. We now

consider adding sources and suppose Einstein’s equation Gµν = Tµν is satisfied for some

conserved energy-momentum tensor Tµν . As has been seen, the Penrose 2-form Y [K] is

conserved in the region in which Tµν = 0.

However, there exists an improvement which is conserved without use of the field

equations for KY tensors. We define the ‘improved Penrose 2-form’

Y+[K]µν ≡ RµναβK
αβ + 4Rα[µKν]α +RKµν (3.19)

In regions without sources, this reduces to the Penrose 2-form Y [K]. Now, using eq. (3.3)

as well as the contracted Bianchi identity

2∂αRαβ = ∂βR (3.20)

we find

∂νY+[K]µν = 2(d− 3)GµαK̂
α (3.21)

This is proportional to the conserved current (2.11) with Killing vector kα = 2(d − 3)K̂α.

If K is a KY tensor (i.e. K̂ = 0), Y+[K] is conserved and is precisely the current of Kastor

and Traschen [13]. In what follows, we will use the improved 2-form current Y+[K] for

general CKY tensors.

We may now define a quantity by integrating ⋆Y+[K] over a codimension-2 cycle:

Q+[K] ≡

∫

Σd−2

⋆Y+[K] (3.22)

If K is KY tensor (i.e. an A- or C-type CKY tensor), then Y+[K] is conserved off-

shell, i.e. without using the field equations or any condition on Tµν , at all points and so

Q+[K] is conserved. This means that the value of Q+[K] is unchanged as Σd−2 is deformed

arbitrarily (including deformations through regions where Tµν 6= 0). For the B- and D-type

CKY tensors, however, Y+[K] is only conserved at points at which Rµν = 0, so that on-shell

this means at points at which Tµν = 0. Then for surfaces Σd−2 that lie in a region R in

which Rµν = 0, the charge Q+[K] given by the integral of ⋆Y+[K] over Σd−2 is unchanged

under deformations that keep the surface in the region R. In this region Y+[K] = Y [K],

so

Q+[K] = Q[K] when Σd−2 ⊂ R (3.23)
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In this paper, we will primarily restrict ourselves to the case where Σd−2 ⊂ R for some

region R in which Rµν = 0.

For general CKY tensors K, the proportionality of ∂νY+[K]µν and the 1-form cur-

rent j[k]µ = Gµαk
α, suggests a link between the improved Penrose 2-form Y+[K] and the

secondary current J [k]. We will discuss this in detail in the following sections. The im-

provement terms in eq. (3.19) are not unique and there are other improvements of the

Penrose 2-form which reduce to eq. (3.1) on-shell (c.f. [24]). The particular combination

in eq. (3.19) is chosen to simplify the relation with the 1-form current j[k].

3.3 Triviality of Penrose charges for KY tensors in d > 4

In this section we show that the Penrose charges for KY tensors in Minkowski space vanish

for d > 4. In Ref. [8] it was shown that ⋆Y [A] and ⋆Y [C] are exact (d − 2)-forms in d > 4

when Rµν = 0, and it was concluded that Q[A] and Q[C] vanish. Here we improve on their

argument, showing that ⋆Y+[A] and ⋆Y+[C] are exact (d − 2)-forms off-shell, i.e. without

requiring Rµν = 0, and conclude that the corresponding Penrose charges Q+[A] and Q+[C]

vanish identically, and this remains true even when the surface of integration is deformed

through regions in which Rµν 6= 0. Note that these results are for Minkowski space and

there are modifications when considering toroidal compactifications.5

For a KY tensor Kµν = fµν given by eq. (3.12), the corresponding improved Penrose

2-form Y+[f ] is the divergence of a 3-form built from the linearised curvature tensor and

the rank-3 CKY tensor F defined in eq. (3.14); that is, we have

Y+[f ]µν =
d− 2

d− 4
∂ρYµνρ (3.24)

for d > 4, where Y is the 3-form with components

Yµνρ = 3R αβ
[µν Fρ]αβ − 6Rβ[µFνρ]β +RFµνρ (3.25)

This follows from eq. (3.13) and the contracted Bianchi identities (3.3) and (3.20), as

well as R[µνρ]σ = 0 but does not require assuming Rµν = 0. Since the right-hand side of

eq. (3.25) depends on hµν only through the linearised curvature tensor, it is globally defined

irrespective of whether hµν is globally defined or not as the curvature tensor is globally

defined. Therefore, in d > 4 Minkowski space, integrals of ⋆Y+[f ] over codimension-2 cycles

vanish by Stokes’ theorem. Then the only non-zero Penrose charges in d > 4 Minkowski

space come from the CKY tensors of the B and D types (that is, those which are not KY

tensors). These are precisely the ones which correspond to non-zero Killing vectors K̂ in

eq. (3.10).

Note that in d = 4, eq. (3.24) is no longer valid so the improved Penrose current for

KY tensors cannot be written as the divergence of a tensorial 3-form and the associated

Penrose charges can be non-vanishing.

While eq. (3.24) is valid without using the field equations, in regions away where

Rµν = 0, the left-hand side of eq. (3.24) reduces to the Penrose 2-form Y [f ] and the final

5In sections 8 and 9 we study linearised gravity on the product of Minkowski space with a torus and

find, for example, that they can have non-zero C-type Penrose charges.
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two terms of Y in eq. (3.25) vanish. For this case, Ref. [8] has given a similar covariant

3-form potential for the Penrose 2-forms associated with KY tensors.

We note that Kastor and Traschen [13] have also given a 3-form potential for the

improved Penrose current when K is a KY tensor (which they refer to as a Yano current).

Theirs, however, is not a covariant expression in terms of h. Therefore, if we allow non-

global gauge-field configurations (as we are here) then we must re-examine the contributions

of total derivative terms. Our 3-form potential in eq. (3.25), in contrast, is covariant. As

is necessary from the Poincaré lemma, these two 3-form potentials differ by the divergence

of a 4-form. Furthermore, Kastor and Traschen consider the integration of the Penrose

current for a KY tensor over a (d− 2)-dimensional space Σd−2 with a (d− 3)-dimensional

boundary ∂Σd−2. In this case the charge
∫

Σd−2
⋆Y+[f ] can be written as an integral over

the boundary
∫

Σd−2

⋆Y+[f ] =
d− 2

d− 4

∫

∂Σd−2

⋆Y (3.26)

for d > 4. For surfaces Σd−2 that are closed this clearly vanishes, and we only consider

closed surfaces in this paper.

4 Relation between Penrose charges and ADM charges

In this section we analyse the connection between the charges constructed from the im-

proved Penrose 2-form Y+[K]µν and the ADM charges associated with the Killing vectors

of Minkowski space kµ.

We have seen in section 3 that the divergence of a CKY tensor on flat space is a Killing

vector. It will be convenient to define

kµ = 2(d− 3)K̂µ (4.1)

Then eq. (3.21) gives a relation between the improved Penrose 2-form and the 1-form

primary current j[k]µ = Gµνk
ν which can be written as

∂νY+[K]µν = j[k]µ (4.2)

The secondary current J [k] given in eq. (2.13) satisfies ∂νJ [k]µν = j[k]µ so that

∂νY+[K]µν = ∂νJ [k]µν (4.3)

It follows from eq. (4.3) and the Poincaré lemma that, on contractible open sets, Y+[K]

and J [k] should be related by the divergence of some locally defined 3-form Z. Moreover,

from the algebraic Poincaré lemma it is to be expected that Z has a local expression in

terms of the graviton field and K. Indeed, we show in appendix B.1 that

Y+[K]µν = J [k]µν + ∂ρZ[K]µνρ (4.4)

where

Z[K]µνρ = 12K [µνΓ
ρβ]

|β + 4h
[µ
β K̃νρβ] (4.5)
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with K̃ given in eq. (3.7). We emphasise that Z[K] is a 3-form which depends explicitly

on the gauge field hµν . The divergence of eq. (4.4) then gives eq. (4.2).

Integrating eq. (4.4) over a codimension-2 cycle Σd−2 gives

Q[K] = Q[k] +

∫

Σd−2

d ⋆ Z[K] (4.6)

We shall generally restrict ourselves to surfaces Σd−2 contained in a region where Rµν = 0,

i.e. in a region without sources if the field equations hold. Recall that Y+[K] and J [k] are

only conserved in such regions since ∂νJ [k]
µν = j[k]µ = T µνkν . Therefore, the integral is

unchanged under any deformation of the surface Σd−2 that does not cross a region where

Rµν 6= 0.

If h is a globally defined tensor, then Z is also globally defined, so that
∫

d ⋆ Z[K] = 0

and eq. (4.6) reduces to

Q[K] = Q[k] (4.7)

Then Q[K] depends only on K̂ and is precisely the ADM charge for the Killing vector

k = 2(d− 3)K̂ .

The general form of K̂ is given in eq. (3.9) in terms of constant antisymmetric tensors

A, B, C, and D. We will use the notation Q[A], Q[B], Q[C] and Q[D] to refer to the Penrose

charges Q[K] with the CKY tensor K given by the relevant term in eq. (3.9). Then if h is

a globally defined tensor we have

Q[A] = Q[C] = 0 (4.8)

as the A- and C-type CKY tensors do not contribute to K̂. From subsection 3.3 we already

knew this to be the case for d > 4, so here we learn that this also applies for d = 4 if h is

globally defined. In four dimensions, we have

Q[B] = −BµP
µ, Q[D] = DµνL

µν (4.9)

where Pµ, Lµν are the ADM momentum and angular momentum defined in eq. (2.18).

The current Y+[K]µν is invariant under the gauge transformation (2.1) while J [k]µν is

not. Under the gauge transformation (2.1), Z[K]µνρ changes by

δZ[K]µνρ = −8K̃ [µνρ∂σζ
σ] + 6(d− 3)K̂ [µ∂νζρ] (4.10)

so that it follows from eq. (4.4) that

δJ [k]µν = ∂ρ

(

8K̃ [µνρ∂σζ
σ] − 6(d− 3)K̂ [µ∂νζρ]

)

(4.11)

as can be explicitly verified. If h is a globally defined tensor then the gauge transformation

is (2.1) with ζ a globally defined 1-form. Then δJ [k] in eq. (4.11) is the total derivative of

a globally defined 3-form and it follows that the integral of this variation vanishes so that

the charge Q[k] is gauge invariant.

We now turn to the case in which hµν is not a globally defined field configuration, either

with a Dirac string singularity or defined in patches with non-trivial transition functions
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involving the gauge transformation (2.1). Then Z[K] is not globally defined in general and

the total derivative term
∫

d ⋆ Z[K] in (4.6) need not vanish but is instead a topological

term. Moreover the variation δJ [k]µν under a gauge transformation given in eq. (4.11) is

not globally defined in general6 so that the charge Q[k] defined in eq. (2.17) is no longer

gauge-invariant. Then the definition of ADM charges needs modification for non-globally

defined hµν . Adding the topological term to the ADM charges Q[k] as in eq. (4.6) gives a

gauge-invariant result, and provides such a covariantisation. The results of subsection 3.3

place further restrictions on the topological charges for d > 4, which we discuss in the next

section. In section 7 we discuss the case d = 4.

5 Analysis of Penrose charges in d > 4

We have seen in the last section that for globally defined hµν the Penrose charges give the

ADM charges, while if hµν is not globally defined, then the Penrose charges give the naive

ADM charges (2.17) plus a topological charge. In this section, we further investigate the

general case in which hµν need not be not globally defined for dimensions d > 4.

In dimensions d > 4, the results of subsection 3.3 restrict the charges. The right-hand-

side of eq. (3.24) is a globally defined total derivative even if hµν is not globally defined,

so the CKY tensors with coefficients A or C in eq. (3.9) give a current Y+[K]µν that is

co-exact and so give zero charge

Q[A] = Q[C] = 0 (5.1)

Consider next the B-type CKY tensors, Kµν = B[µxν]. From eq. (3.10), these corre-

spond to constant translational Killing vectors K̂µ = −1
2Bµ and give K̃µνρ = 0. Then

Z[B]µνρ = 12B[µxνΓ
ρβ]

|β (5.2)

and

Y+[B]
µν = J [k]µν + ∂ρZ[B]

µνρ (5.3)

Neither of the two terms on the right hand side are gauge-invariant in general but their sum

is, so that adding an identically conserved term d†Z to J gives a gauge-invariant current.

Thus Y+[B]
µν can be viewed as an improved ADM current and the integral of this gives an

improved ADM charge

Q[B] = Q[k] +

∫

Σd−2

d ⋆ Z[B] (5.4)

with K̂µ = 1
2(d−3)kµ = −1

2Bµ. This is unchanged under deformations of Σd−2 which do not

cross regions where Tµν 6= 0. This agrees with the usual ADM charge when h is globally

defined and is gauge-invariant even when h is not globally defined, so that it provides a

6If h is defined in patches then we can consider different gauge transformations in each patch, so that

there could be a different ζ in each patch, and as a result ζ need not be a globally defined 1-form in general.
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natural improved definition of the ADM charge, which we denote Pµ, for a constant Killing

vector kµ. It can be written as

P
µkµ = −

1

2(d− 3)

∫

Σd−2

Rµναβk
αxβ dΣµν (5.5)

The Penrose 2-form Y [K] for the B-type CKY tensors can be written

Y [B]µν = ∂[µbν] (5.6)

where b is the 1-form

bν = 2Γαβ|νBαxβ + hναB
α (5.7)

Under a gauge transformation (2.1) this transforms as a 1-form gauge field

δbµ = ∂µχ (5.8)

where

χ = 2∂[αζβ]Bαxβ + 3ζαBα (5.9)

Since we assume that Σd−2 is contained in a region where Rµν = 0, we have Y [K] = Y+[K]

on Σd−2, so the Penrose charge for the B-type CKY tensors is

Q[B] =

∫

Σd−2

⋆db (5.10)

which is the electric charge for the 1-form gauge field bµ.

Now, consider the D-type CKY tensors,

Kµν = 2x[µDν]ρx
ρ +

1

2
Dµνx

2

These have both K̂ and K̃ non-zero:

K̂µ =
1

2(d− 3)
kµ = Dµνx

ν , K̃µνρ = 3D[µνxρ] (5.11)

from eqs. (3.10) and (3.15), so that k is a Killing vector generating a Lorentz transformation.

Then

Y+[D]µν = J [k]µν + ∂ρZ[D]µνρ (5.12)

As before, adding the identically conserved improvement term d†Z to J [k] gives a gauge-

invariant current. Integrating this gives a covariant improved ADM angular momentum

which we denote L
µν ,

1

2
ΛµνL

µν =
1

4(d − 3)

∫

Σd−2

Rµναβ K
αβ dΣµν (5.13)

with

Kµν = 2x[µΛν]ρx
ρ +

1

2
Λµνx

2 (5.14)
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This charge agrees with the ADM angular momentum when h is globally defined and is

gauge invariant even when h is not globally defined.

Note that in this case eq. (4.6) can also be written as

Q[D] = Q[k] +Q[λ] +

∫

Σd−2

d ⋆ W [D] (5.15)

where Q[λ] is given by eq. (2.27) with λ̃µνρ = (−1)d−1(d− 1)K̃µνρ and W [D] is given by

W [K]µνρ = 12K [µνΓ
ρβ]

|β (5.16)

with K a D-type CKY tensor. The variation of the total derivative term involving W [D]

cancels the gauge variations of both Q[k] and Q[λ]. However, there seems to be no gauge-

invariant way of separating the total charge
∫

d ⋆W [D] into a covariantisation of Q[k] plus

a covariantisation of Q[λ]. We will return to this point in a future publication, where we

will show that this term can alternatively be understood as the covariantisation of one of

the magnetic charges discussed in Ref. [12] that arises as an electric charge for the dual

graviton.

6 Dual charges in d > 4

For each K, the Penrose 2-form current Y [K] is conserved on-shell and can be integrated

over a (d−2)-cycle to give a conserved charge Q[K]. It is a topological charge that generates

a 1-form symmetry [11]. The dual (d − 2)-form current ⋆Y [K] is also conserved if K is

chosen so that Y [K] is closed. If this is the case, it can be integrated over a 2-cycle to give

a conserved dual charge q[K]. This dual charge then generates a (d − 3)-form symmetry

[11].

We now consider the conditions on K for the closure of the Penrose 2-form. Taking

the curl of eq. (3.1) and using the CKY equation (3.6), we find

∂[ρY [K]µν] = Rαβ[µνK̃
αβ

ρ] + 2Rαβ[µνδ
α
ρ]K̂

β

= Rαβ[µνK̃
αβ

ρ]

(6.1)

where we have used the differential Bianchi identity ∂[ρRµν]αβ = 0 in the first equality and

the algebraic Bianchi identity Rα[µνρ] = 0 in the second. It is clear that this vanishes for

closed CKY tensors K, for which K̃ = 0. For d > 4, Y [K] is closed only when K is a

closed CKY tensor. However, in d = 4 we will see in section 7.1 that Y [K] is closed for all

CKY tensors in regions where Rµν = 0. We note in passing that (in d > 4) the improved

Penrose 2-form Y+[K] is not closed unless K is closed and Rµν = 0, in which case it is

simply equal to the Penrose 2-form Y [K]. The closed CKY tensors are given in eq. (3.16):

they are the A- and B-type CKY tensors.

We can form conserved charges by integrating Y [K] over a 2-cycle Σ2 which is contained

in a region where Rµν = 0, where Kµν = σµν is a closed CKY tensor,

q[σ] ≡

∫

Σ2

Y [σ] (6.2)
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The charge q[A] for the A-type closed CKY tensors can be written as

q[A] =

∫

Σ2

da (6.3)

where

aν = 2Γαβ|νAαβ (6.4)

This is the magnetic charge for the 1-form gauge field a and is non-zero only when h is not

a globally defined gauge field configuration.

For the B-type closed CKY tensors, the charge can be written

q[B] =

∫

Σ2

db. (6.5)

which is the magnetic charge for the 1-form b defined in eq. (5.7). These charges also vanish

unless the gauge field is not globally defined.

There are d(d+1)/2 such dual charges q[A], q[B] in d dimensions. There are d(d+1)(d+

2)/6 CKY tensors but, as discussed in section 3.3, on Minkowski spacetime the Penrose

charges are trivial whenK is a KY tensor, so that only Q[B] and Q[D] are non-trivial. Then

the number of non-trivial Penrose charges is d(d+1)/2 also (for d > 4). This is in accordance

with the discussion of Ref. [8], which argued that the equality between the number of 1-

form and (d − 3)-form symmetries was to be expected for higher-form symmetries that

are charged under continuous spacetime symmetries and that this required Q[A] and Q[C]

to be trivial. For example, in the present case, the 1-form symmetries generated by the

Q[K] transform non-trivially under the Lorentz group as the CKY tensors K carry Lorentz

indices [9]. This stems from the principle that higher-form symmetries always come in dual

pairs [25]. It is natural to regard the d charges Q[B] as pairing with the d charges q[B] and

the d(d− 1)/2 charges Q[D] as pairing with the d(d− 1)/2 charges q[A].

It will be seen in section 8 that for spacetimes that are the product of Minkowski space

with a torus the classification of charges and dual charges is slightly different, but the

equality between the numbers of 1-form symmetries and (d− 3)-form symmetries remains.

7 Penrose charges in d = 4

The case of d = 4 is special due to several properties of the Riemann tensor and the CKY

tensors.

7.1 No independent dual charges in d = 4

We have seen that for any CKY tensor K the Penrose current Y [K] is conserved in regions

where Rµν = 0, i.e. on-shell in regions away from sources. However, in d = 4, Y [K] is also

closed on-shell in these regions. This follows from eq. (6.1) which, in d = 4, implies

∂[ρY [K]µν] =
2

3
ǫµνργG

γ
δ(⋆K̃)δ (7.1)

This result is derived in Appendix B.2. The right-hand side of eq. (7.1) vanishes by the field

equations in regions without sources. Note that this result holds only in four dimensions.
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However, in regions where sources are present, Y [K] is only closed when K is a closed CKY

tensor.

As Y [K] is both closed and co-closed in the absence of sources, we can build charges by

integrating Y [K] or ⋆Y [K] over 2-cycles. The integral
∫

⋆Y [K] gives the Penrose charges

while
∫

Y [K] gives further conserved charges. However, in four dimensions, these charges

are not independent of the Penrose charges. This follows from the duality of the CKY

tensors in four dimensions, as we now show.

First, we recall from section 3 that the Hodge dual of a CKY tensor is also a CKY

tensor. So in four dimensions the Hodge dual of a rank-2 CKY tensor K is another rank-2

CKY tensor ⋆K, giving a conserved current Y [⋆K]. In four dimensions there is a 20-

dimensional vector space of CKY 2-tensors K and the dual tensors ⋆K form the same

20-dimensional space; Hodge duality is an automorphism of this space. The set of currents

Y [⋆K] is precisely the same as the set of currents Y [K].

Next, the closure of Y [K] is equivalent to the co-closure of its Hodge dual,

⋆Y [K]µν = (⋆R)µναβK
αβ (7.2)

which can be written

⋆Y [K]µν = −(⋆R⋆)µναβ(⋆K)αβ (7.3)

in terms of another CKY 2-tensor ⋆K. Now, when Rµν = 0, the Riemann tensor and Weyl

tensor, Wµναβ , are equal. Therefore,

⋆Y [K]µν = −(⋆W⋆)µναβ(⋆K)αβ =Wµναβ(⋆K)αβ = Rµναβ(⋆K)αβ = Y [⋆K]µν (7.4)

where we have used the property that ⋆W⋆ = −W . Hence

∫

Y [K] =

∫

⋆Y [⋆K] (7.5)

As a result, in the absence of sources, Hodge duality doesn’t give any new currents: Y [⋆K],

⋆Y [K] and hence ⋆Y [⋆K] all give the same set of currents as the Y [K]. The equivalence

of these charges was checked in Ref. [6] for a specific solution of the linearised vacuum

field equations. The dual charges q[K] defined in eq. (6.2) are then related to the Penrose

charges in d = 4 by

q[K] = Q[⋆K] (7.6)

Similarly, in four dimensions the double dual Riemann tensor ⋆R⋆ has many of the

same properties as the Riemann tensor in the absence of sources so we could construct

the conserved 2-form currents (⋆R⋆)µναβK
αβ but, again, this reproduces the same set of

currents; this follows from (⋆R⋆)µναβK
αβ = (⋆R)µναβ(⋆K)αβ .

7.2 Relation of Penrose and secondary currents

In four dimensions, eq. (4.4) becomes

Y+[K]µν = J [k]µν + ∂ρZ[K]µνρ (7.7)
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where

Z[K]µνρ = 12K[µνΓ
β

ρβ]| − ǫµνρβh
β
τ k̃

τ (7.8)

with

k̃µ = (⋆K̃)µ =
1

3!
ǫµαβγK̃

αβγ (7.9)

Note that in d = 4, K̃ is a closed CKY 3-form and hence k̃ = ⋆K̃ is a Killing vector that

is, in general, different from K̂, as is explicitly shown in appendix A.2.

As discussed in section 4, if hµν is globally defined then so is Z[K] and the integral

of eq. (7.7) gives Q[K] = Q[k] with k = 2(d − 3)K̂, so that the Penrose charges give the

ADM charges. On the other hand, if hµν is not globally defined then the Penrose charges

give the naive ADM charges (2.18) plus a topological term (4.6).

Note that comparing with eqs. (2.22) and (5.16) we also have

Y+[K]µν = J [k]µν + J̃ [k̃]µν + ∂ρW [K]µνρ (7.10)

with W [K] given by eq. (5.16), so that integrating over a 2-cycle Σ2 gives

Q[K] = Q[k] + Q̃[k̃] +

∫

Σ2

d ⋆ W [K] (7.11)

This suggests that the Penrose charge for a CKY tensor K gives the ADM charge for the

Killing vector k given by eq. (4.1) plus the dual ADM charge for the Killing vector k̃ given

by eq. (7.9) plus a topological charge associated with the 3-form W [K]. However, we saw

in the last section that for d > 4 the topological term serves to covariantise the naive ADM

charges. Our aim in this section is to analyse the situation for d = 4.

The improved Penrose 2-form Y+[K] depends on a CKY tensor K, which is given in

terms of the constant antisymmetric tensors A, B, C and D in eq. (3.9). The results of

subsection 3.3 restrict the charges in dimensions d > 4, so that the only non-trivial Penrose

charges arise for the B and D tensors. However, in d = 4 that result does not apply and

there are potential Penrose charges for all four tensors A, B, C and D.

From the results of section 3, only the B and D terms contribute to the Killing vector

kµ = 2(d − 3)K̂µ, whereas only the C and D terms contribute to the Killing vector k̃µ =

(⋆K̃)µ. Therefore, the Penrose charges for the CKY tensors with only A and C non-zero

do not contribute to the charges Q[k] and only appear in the topological terms Q[k̃] and
∫

d ⋆ Z[K].

An explicit four-dimensional solution to the linearised Einstein equations is given in

Ref. [6] and has charges corresponding to all four types of CKY tensor. The parts of the

solution which couple to the B- and D-type CKY tensors are globally defined field con-

figurations (they are linearised Schwarzschild and Kerr solutions respectively). However,

the parts of the solution which couple to the A- and C-type CKY tensors are, indeed, not

globally defined (they are a linearised C-metric and Taub-NUT space respectively). We

review part of this solution in section 9.
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7.3 Analysis of Penrose charges in d = 4

We now analyse the Penrose charges for the four types of CKY tensor in eq. (3.9).

The A-type CKY tensors are constant 2-forms and so give kµ = 0 and k̃µ = 0. There-

fore, eq. (7.11) simplifies to give

Q[A] =

∫

Σ2

d ⋆ Z[A] (7.12)

with

Z[A]µνρ = 12A[µνΓ
β

ρβ]| (7.13)

from eq. (7.8). As discussed above, these charges are non-zero only for non-globally defined

hµν configurations. We will study an example of such a solution in section 9.

The Penrose 2-form for A-type CKY tensors can be written as

Y [A]µν = ∂[µaν] (7.14)

where a is the 1-form defined in eq. (6.4). The surface Σ2 is required to be in a region

where Rµν = 0 so that Q[K] is conserved. Therefore, on Σ2, we have Y+[K] = Y [K]. Then

in terms of a, we can write the Penrose charge as

Q[A] =

∫

Σ2

⋆da (7.15)

which is an electric charge for the 1-form gauge field a. We define 2-form charges Mµν by

writing this charge as

Q[A] =
1

2
AµνM

µν (7.16)

The B-type CKY tensors in eq. (3.9) give the constant translation Killing vectors
1

2(d−3)kµ = K̂µ = −1
2Bµ and k̃µ = 0 and so eq. (7.11) becomes

Q[B] = Q[k] +

∫

Σ2

d ⋆ Z[B] (7.17)

with

Z[B]µνρ = 12B[µxνΓ
β

ρβ]| (7.18)

If hµν is globally defined, then the integral of the total derivative term
∫

d ⋆ Z[B] vanishes

and the B-type Penrose charges give the ADM momenta in eq. (2.18). As discussed in

section 5 for d > 4, if hµν is not globally defined the total derivative term serves to

covariantise the result to give a gauge-invariant definition of the ADM momentum P
µ:

Q[B] = −BµP
µ (7.19)

As for the A-type charges, the Penrose 2-form for the B-type CKY tensors can be

written as

Y [B]µν = ∂[µbν] (7.20)
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where b is the 1-form defined in eq. (5.7). Then the Penrose charge for the B-type CKY

tensors is

Q[B] =

∫

Σ2

⋆db (7.21)

which is the electric charge for the 1-form bµ.

The C-type CKY tensors in eq. (3.9) give kµ = 0 while k̃µ = (⋆C)µ are constant Killing

vectors. Then eq. (7.11) yields

Q[C] = Q̃[k̃] +

∫

Σ2

d ⋆W [C] (7.22)

with

W [C]µνρ = 12xσCσ[µνΓ
β

ρβ]| (7.23)

The dual momenta Q̃[k̃], given in eq. (2.23), are not gauge-invariant in general and the

term involving W [C] serves to covariantise them. Then the Penrose charge gives a gauge-

invariant definition of the dual momenta which we denote P̃
µ,

Q[C] = (⋆C)µP̃
µ (7.24)

In particular, the dual mass (which is related to the four-dimensional NUT charge) is the

Penrose charge for (⋆C)µ = −δtµ.

The D-type CKY tensors are the only ones to yield both non-zero K̂µ = 1
2kµ = Dµνx

ν

and k̃µ = (⋆D)µνx
ν , so both Q[k] and Q̃[k̃] contribute to eq. (7.11). For a given D, the

two Killing vectors kµ and k̃µ are Lorentz Killing vectors giving Lorentz transformations

with parameters Λµν = Dµν and Λ̃µν = (⋆D)µν . As in section 5, the charge Q[D] gives the

ADM angular momentum when hµν is globally defined and the total derivative term serves

to covariantise the definition of the angular momentum when hµν is not globally defined.

This yields the improved definition of angular momentum

Q[D] =
1

2
DµνL

µν (7.25)

that is gauge-invariant even when hµν is not globally defined.

7.4 Counting and duality

In four dimensions, there are 20 CKY tensors, and hence 20 Penrose charges, while there

are only 10 Killing vectors, and hence only 10 ADM charges. This mismatch was one of

the puzzles considered in Ref. [1]. We have seen that the 4 charges Q[B] correspond to the

4-momentum and the 6 charges Q[D] correspond to the angular momentum, and in each

of these cases the Killing vectors are proportional to K̂. There is another map from CKY

tensors K to Killing vectors, with the Killing vectors given by k̃ = ⋆K̃, as in eq. (7.9),

suggesting that the remaining 10 Penrose charges Q[A], Q[C] could be related to the Killing

vectors k̃. This turns out to be the case for the C-type CKY tensors but not for the A-type

ones. For the C-type CKY tensors, the vectors k̃ are constant and so are the translation

Killing vectors. However, the A-type CKY tensors have vanishing k and k̃ and so the
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Penrose charges Q[A] are not related to any of the charges based on Killing vectors. It is

the D-type CKY tensors for which k̃ are the Lorentz transformation Killing vectors.

In addition to the 10 charges Q[B], Q[D] corresponding to the ADM charges there are

the 10 charges Q[A], Q[C] which we have seen correspond to the 10 KY tensors (that is,

the A- and C-type CKY tensors). As discussed in section 6, higher-form symmetries are

expected to come in dual pairs with equality between the number of 1-form and (d − 3)-

form symmetries [25]. If d = 4, the duality is between two 1-form symmetries. In this

case, the four charges Q[B] are dual to the four charges Q[C] the six charges Q[A] are

dual to the six charges Q[D]. This gives a pairing between the 4-momentum P
µ and the

dual 4-momentum P̃
µ together with a pairing between the angular momentum Lµν and the

charges Mµν defined in eq. (7.16). While we treat the theory classically here, this pairing

can also be understood in a canonical quantisation framework [7, 9].

It is interesting to compare this with the pairing for d > 4 in section 6 in which Q[D]

is paired with q[A] and Q[B] is paired with q[B]. In d = 4, q[A] = Q[⋆A] is the magnetic

charge (6.3) for the potential a defined in eq. (6.4). Comparing with eq. (7.15), it is also

the electric charge for the dual potential ã defined by eq. (6.4) with A replaced by ⋆A:

ãν = 2Γαβ|ν(⋆A)αβ (7.26)

which satisfies

dã = ⋆da (7.27)

As q[A] = Q[⋆A], we can use (7.16) to write

q[A] =
1

2
(⋆A)µνM

µν (7.28)

so that the pairing of Lµν with Mµν indeed corresponds to a pairing of Q[D] with q[A].

In d = 4, from eqs. (7.17) and (7.22),

Q[B] = −BµP
µ, Q[C] = (⋆C)µP̃

µ (7.29)

while

q[B] = −
1

2
BµP̃

µ, q[C] = −2(⋆C)µP
µ (7.30)

so that the pairing between the 4-momentum P
µ and the dual 4-momentum P̃

µ can be

viewed as a pairing between Q[B] and q[B].

In the absence of sources, the free graviton theory has a dual formulation in terms

of a dual graviton h̃µν and the dual 4-momentum P̃
µ can be interpreted as the ADM

4-momentum for the dual graviton theory [12].

8 Penrose charges in Kaluza-Klein theory

8.1 Linearised gravity on the product of Minkowski space with a torus

Kaluza-Klein monopole solutions are BPS states carrying magnetic charges that are an

important part of the spectrum of supergravity and M-theory. In particular, the gravipho-

tons which arise from compactification on tori have magnetic monopole solutions whose
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uplift to the gravitational theory carry the gravitational magnetic charges discussed in

Refs. [12, 26].

In this section, we analyse the Penrose charges for a background which is the product

of Minkowski space with a torus and in the next section we will evaluate these charges for

linearised Kaluza-Klein monopoles and other solutions. We will show that the higher-form

symmetries of the graviton and the graviphoton fields in the dimensionally reduced theory

are unified from the higher-dimensional perspective, thus giving an interpretation of the

uplift of these symmetries.

We focus on solutions of linearised gravity on M = R
1,D−1 × T n with D + n = d.

We denote the coordinates xµ = (xm, yi) where yi are periodic coordinates on T n, yi ∼

yi + 2πRi, and the xm are Cartesian coordinates on R
1,D−1. The metric on M is the

Minkowski metric ηµν .

There are local solutions of the Killing equation (2.7) of the form (2.8) but those with

explicit dependence on yi are not globally defined on M. The globally defined Killing

vectors are the constants kµ = Vµ and the vectors kµ with km = Λmnx
n and ki = 0

corresponding to Lorentz transformations on R
1,D−1. These give rise to conserved charges

Pµ and Lmn as before, but now there are no charges Lim and Lij . The ADM energy for

Kaluza-Klein theories was discussed in Ref. [27].

Similarly, there are local CKY tensors of the form (3.9) but only those with no explicit

dependence on yi are globally defined on M. The CKY tensors on M are then of the

form (3.9) with the only non-zero parameters being Aµν , giving a constant 2-form on M,

Cmnp, giving a constant 3-form on R
1,D−1, and By, giving a constant scalar on R

1,D−1.

From these CKY tensors we can construct corresponding Penrose currents and charges, as

before. Note that, as there are no CKY tensors with Bm 6= 0 or Dmn 6= 0, it appears that

Pm and Lmn cannot be expressed as Penrose charges. We will discuss below how these

charges do in fact have a covariant expression in the dimensionally reduced theory.

Of particular interest are configurations in which the graviton field is independent of

the toroidal coordinates,

∂ihµν = 0 (8.1)

For these, as we shall see, more conserved charges can be defined. Such configurations can

be dimensionally reduced to a field theory in D dimensions and the charges are most easily

analysed in the dimensionally reduced theory. We analyse the currents and charges in the

dimensionally reduced theory in the following subsections, and then examine their lift back

up to d dimensions.

8.2 Kaluza-Klein Ansatz

We take a Kaluza-Klein Ansatz of the following form for the d-dimensional graviton hµν

hµν −→ hmn = h̄mn −
2

D − 2
ηmnφ, hmi = 2A(i)

m , hij = 2φ(ij) (8.2)

where φ ≡
∑n

i=1 φ
(ii). We see that theD-dimensional theory is governed by aD-dimensional

graviton h̄mn, n one-form graviphoton fields A
(i)
m , and n(n + 1)/2 scalars φ(ij), which are
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arranged in a symmetric n×n matrix. We take all fields to be independent of the compact

dimensions; that is, ∂ihµν = 0. It immediately follows that the d-dimensional linearised

Riemann tensor satisfies

∂iRµνρσ = 0 (8.3)

The components of the linearised Riemann tensor are

Rmnpq = R̄mnpq −
2

D − 2

(

ηm[p∂q]∂nφ− ηn[p∂q]∂mφ
)

Rmnpi = ∂pF
(i)
mn

Rminj = ∂m∂nφ
(ij)

(8.4)

where R̄mnpq = −2∂[mh̄n][p,q] is the curvature of the D-dimensional graviton and F
(i)
mn =

∂mA
(i)
n − ∂nA

(i)
m is the field strength of the ith graviphoton.

The Ansatz in eq. (8.2) is chosen so that Gmn = Ḡmn, where Ḡmn is the Einstein tensor

for the D-dimensional graviton h̄mn. Then the d-dimensional field equations Gµν = Tµν
imply the D-dimensional equations

Ḡmn = Tmn, ∂pF (i)
pm = Tmi, ∂m∂mφ

(ij) = Tij −
1

D + n− 2
ηijT

µ
µ (8.5)

Denoting the various components of the energy-momentum tensor as

Tmn, Tmi ≡ j(i)m , Tij ≡ f (ij) +
1

D + n− 2
ηijT

µ
µ (8.6)

the equations of motion for the D-dimensional fields can be written

Ḡmn = Tmn

∂pF (i)
pm = j(i)m

∂m∂
mφ(ij) = f (ij)

(8.7)

Therefore, in the D-dimensional theory we see that Tmn is the source for the graviton h̄mn,

the Tmi = j
(i)
m are electric sources for the graviphotons, and the scalars are sourced by both

Tij components and the trace T µµ .

8.3 2-form currents in the absence of sources

As in section 3, we will first consider the conserved 2-form currents in a region where

R̄mn = 0 and ∂pF
(i)
pm = 0. If the field equations (8.7) hold, this is a region where Tµν = 0.

We can build two such 2-forms in the D-dimensional theory,

Y [K̄]mn = R̄mnpqK̄
pq, X[ξ]mn = Rmnpiξ

(i)p (8.8)

for a 2-form K̄mn and n one-forms ξ
(i)
p in D dimensions. (2-tensors of the form Rminjϑ

(ij) =

∂m∂nφ
(ij)ϑ(ij) are symmetric in the m,n indices and do not lead to charges of the type
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discussed here.) By the same arguments as in section 3, the 2-form current Y [K̄] is con-

served in regions where R̄mn = 0 provided that K̄mn is a CKY tensor on R
1,D−1. The

conservation of X[ξ] follows similar lines. We have

∂nX[ξ]mn = ∂nRmnpiξ
(i)p +Rmnpi∂

nξ(i)p (8.9)

The first term vanishes when ∂pF
(i)
pm = 0, viz.

∂nRmnpi = ∂n∂pF
(i)
mn = 0 (8.10)

The other term in eq. (8.9) similarly vanishes provided that ξ(i) satisfies

∂nξ(i)p = ηnpξ̂(i) (8.11)

where

ξ̂(i) =
1

D
∂pξ

(i)p (8.12)

This is the condition for the ξ(i) to be closed conformal Killing vectors (closed CKVs) on

D-dimensional Minkowski space. The general solution for ξ(i) on R
1,D−1 is

ξ(i)m = n(i)m +m(i)xm (8.13)

where the n(i) are constant one-forms and m(i) are constants. Then

ξ̂(i) = m(i) (8.14)

is a constant.

8.4 Improvement in the presence of sources

We now relinquish the constraint that R̄mn = 0 and ∂pF
(i)
pm = 0. As seen in section 3.2, in

the presence of sources we can add improvement terms to the 2-form currents which involve

Ricci tensors. These improvements were useful in writing the relations between the Penrose

charges and the ADM charges in section 5. We now give the relevant improvement terms

for Kaluza-Klein solutions, the conserved 2-form currents for which are given in eq. (8.8)

with K̄mn a CKY tensor and ξ
(i)
m closed CKVs.

The 2-form current Y [K̄]mn is the D-dimensional Penrose 2-form current for the CKY

tensor K̄pq on R
1,D−1. Therefore, the improvement terms are the D-dimensional version

of those considered previously in eq. (3.19),

Y+[K̄]mn = R̄mnpqK̄
pq + 4R̄p[mK̄n]p + R̄K̄mn (8.15)

However, X[ξ]mn is of a different form. We find that the relevant improved 2-form is

X+[ξ]mn = Rmnpiξ
(i)p + 2Rpip[mξ

(i)
n] (8.16)

Their divergences are given by

∂nY+[K̄]mn = 2(D − 3)Ḡmn
ˆ̄Kn = j[k̄]m (8.17)

∂nX+[ξ]mn = ℓ(i)∂nF (i)
mn (8.18)
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where j[k̄]m = Ḡmnk̄
n, with Ḡmn the Einstein tensor of the D-dimensional graviton, and

we have set
1

2(D − 3)
k̄m = ˆ̄Km ≡

1

D − 1
∂nK̄nm, ℓ(i) = −(D − 3)ξ̂(i) (8.19)

The right-hand side of both equations (8.17) and (8.18) vanishes on-shell in regions where

Tµν = 0 from the field equations (8.7), as was required by the arguments of the previous

subsection.

As seen in previous sections, this gives a relation between the 2-form currents Y+[K̄]

and X+[ξ] and the 2-forms F
(i)
mn and J [k̄]mn (whose divergence gives the 1-form current

j[k̄]m). The relation is found in the same manner as before. We have a 2-form sec-

ondary current J [k̄]mn, given by eq. (2.13) for the D-dimensional graviton instead of the

d-dimensional one, such that

j[k̄]m = ∂nJ [k̄]mn (8.20)

Then by the Poincaré lemma, eqs. (8.17) and (8.18) imply relations between the 2-forms

Y+[K̄] and X+[ξ], and the 2-forms J [k̄] and F (i). Indeed, we finds

Y+[K̄]mn = J [k̄]mn + ∂pZ̄mnp (8.21)

X+[ξ]mn = ℓ(i)F (i)
mn + ∂p∆mnp (8.22)

where Z̄ and ∆ are 3-forms given by

Z̄mnp = 12K̄[mnΓ̄
q

pq]| + 4h̄q[m
˜̄Knpq] (8.23)

∆mnp = 3F
(i)
[mnξ

(i)
p] (8.24)

The form of Z̄ is the same as that of Z in eq. (4.5), here evaluated for the D-dimensional

graviton.

Notice that when ⋆X+[ξ] is integrated over a cycle, the total derivative term ∂p∆mnp

will vanish as ∆ depends on A
(i)
m only through the curvature F

(i)
mn, which is globally defined.

8.5 Analysis of the charges

For the D-dimensional dimensionally reduced theory, conserved charges are constructed by

integrating ⋆Y+[K̄] and ⋆X+[ξ] over a (D− 2)-dimensional surface ΣD−2. We now require

that ΣD−2 is contained in a region of R1,D−1 where R̄mn = 0 and ∂pF
(i)
pm = 0, so that the

following charges are conserved in the sense that ΣD−2 can be arbitrarily deformed within

that region. We define

Q[K̄] =

∫

ΣD−2

⋆̄Y+[K̄] (8.25)

Q[ξ] =

∫

ΣD−2

⋆̄X+[ξ] (8.26)

where ⋆̄ is the Hodge dual on R
1,D−1.
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These charges can be written in terms of J [k̄] and F (i) using eq. (8.22). Recalling that

the ∆ contribution in eq. (8.22) vanishes when integrated, we have

Q[K̄] = Q[k̄] +

∫

ΣD−2

d ⋆̄Z̄ (8.27)

Q[ξ] = ℓ(i)
∫

ΣD−2

⋆̄F (i) (8.28)

where

Q[k̄] ≡

∫

ΣD−2

⋆̄J [k̄] (8.29)

are the ADM charges of the D-dimensional graviton. Eq. (8.27) is the D-dimensional

version of the result we had previously for d dimensions, and the analysis of the previous

sections then immediately applies here, with different results for the cases D = 4 and

D > 4.

The new feature of these results is the set of Q[ξ] charges. Eq. (8.28) equates these

charges to the electric charges for the graviphotons. These generate electric U(1) 1-form

symmetries [11]. Recalling eqs. (8.14) and (8.19), we note that this charge is associated

with the m(i)-type terms in ξ(i). The n(i)-type terms in eq. (8.13) contribute to X+[ξ] only

via ∆ in eq. (8.24), which vanishes when integrated.

As a result, the charges associated with the D-dimensional fields in the Kaluza-Klein

reduction of d-dimensional linearised gravity on an n-torus include the ADM charges of

the D-dimensional graviton, the electric charges of the graviphotons, together with the

magnetic charges for the D-dimensional graviton arising when h̄mn is a non-globally defined

gauge field configuration.

8.6 Dual charges

As noted in section 6, in d dimensions there are dual charges in the linearised graviton

theory which are supported on 2-dimensional surfaces and which are parameterised by

closed CKY tensors σ. We now show that the same is true of the Kaluza-Klein theory.

For the case D = 4, we find that Y [K̄] is closed and co-closed for all CKY tensors K̄mn

and X[ξ] is closed and co-closed for all closed CKVs ξ
(i)
m . This results from the duality

properties of CKY tensors in four dimensions discussed in section 7. As found previously,

the dual charges q[K] are already included in the set of Penrose charges Q[K].

For D > 4, we find that Y [K̄]mn is closed when K̄mn = σ̄mn is a closed CKY tensor.

We also finds that X[ξ] is closed for all closed CKVs ξ(i). Therefore, we can integrate over

a 2-cycle Σ2 in a region of R1,D−1 away from sources to give conserved charges. Integrating

Y [σ̄] over a 2-cycle gives the charge q[σ̄] for the D-dimensional graviton which is familiar

from section 6. Integrating X[ξ] over a 2-cycle yields new charges. We write

Rmnpiξ
(i)p = ∂pF

(i)
mnξ

(i)p = −
1

2
ξ̂(i)F (i)

mn −
1

2
∂[m

(

F
(i)
n]pξ

(i)p
)

(8.30)

where we have used eq. (8.4) in the first equality and ∂[pF
(i)
mn] = 0 in the second. Integrating

over a 2-cycle, the final term vanishes by Stokes’ theorem as it is the exterior derivative
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of a globally defined 1-form. Therefore, integrating Y [σ̄] and X[ξ] over a 2-cycle yields

charges

q[σ̄] =

∫

Σ2

Y [σ̄]

q[ξ] =

∫

Σ2

X[ξ] = −
1

2
ξ̂(i)
∫

Σ2

F (i)
(8.31)

The charges
∫

F (i) are the magnetic charges for the graviphotons, which generate (D− 3)-

form symmetries [11]. Recall from eq. (8.14) that ξ̂(i) is only non-zero for m(i)-type closed

CKVs ξ
(i)
m , so the constant n(i)-type terms in eq. (8.13) yield vanishing charges as they

contribute only to the total derivative term in eq. (8.30), which integrates to zero.

Finally, we return to the expectation that higher-form symmetries should come in dual

pairs that was discussed in section 6. We have seen that the Kaluza-Klein type solutions

considered in this section have charges supported on codimension-2 cycles and dual charges

supported on 2-dimensional cycles (generating 1-form and (D−3)-form symmetries respec-

tively). When D = 4, both types of cycles are 2-dimensional and the two types of charges

are not independent. They are generated by charges corresponding to four-dimensional

CKY tensors Kmn and four-dimensional closed CKVs ξ
(i)
m . The constant closed CKVs

ξ
(i)
m = n

(i)
m produce vanishing charges. Therefore, there are 20 + n non-trivial charges in

D = 4.

When D > 4, the charges q[σ̄] defined on 2-cycles are built only from the closed D-

dimensional CKY tensors and the charges q[ξ] are built only from the m(i)-type closed

CKVs. Again, the charges associated with the constant n(i)-type closed CKVs are trivial.

The Penrose charges Q[K] are built from the B- and D-type D-dimensional CKY tensors

and the charges Q[ξ] are built from them(i)-type closed CKVs. The remaining CKY tensors

and the constant closed CKVs produce trivial charges. So, again, there is the expected

duality between the dimension-2 and codimension-2 charges (generating (D− 3)-form and

1-form symmetries respectively), with 1
2D(D + 1) + n of each.

8.7 Uplift to d dimensions

We now ask whether these 2-form currents in D dimensions and their associated charges

have a unified origin in d dimensions. First we introduce a 2-form K on M with compo-

nents

Kmn = K̄mn, Kmi = ξ(i)m /2 (8.32)

with Kij unrestricted. (Kij does not enter in the following analysis and can be chosen

arbitrarily, e.g. Kij = 0.) We will consider the object

Y [K ]mn = Y [K̄]mn +X[ξ]mn (8.33)

which are the mn components of the d-dimensional 2-form

Y [K ]µν = (Rµνρσ + Vµνρσ)K
ρσ (8.34)

– 28 –



where the only non-zero components of Vµνρσ are

Vmnpq =
2

D − 2

(

ηm[p∂q]∂nφ− ηn[p∂q]∂mφ
)

(8.35)

This is seen as follows. We note that the first of eqs. (8.4) can be written

Rmnpq = R̄mnpq − Vmnpq (8.36)

from which it follows that

Y [K ]mn = R̄mnpqK
pq + 2RmnpiK

pi (8.37)

Upon comparison with eq. (8.8), this gives eq. (8.33).

The charge corresponding to a given K is found by integrating ⋆Y [K ] over a codimension-

2 cycle in a region of M away from sources. We take this cycle to fully wrap the n-torus

Σd−2 = ΣD−2 × T n (8.38)

so that the charges built from Y [K ] can be related to those of Y [K̄] and X[ξ] in R
1,D−1.

For example, we may take ΣD−2 to be the (D− 2)-sphere at spatial infinity in R
1,D−1. We

then have

Q[K ] ≡

∫

Σd−2

⋆Y [K ] = volTn

(

Q[K̄] +Q[ξ]
)

(8.39)

where Q[K̄] and Q[ξ] were defined in eqs. (8.25) and (8.26) respectively, and

volTn =

n
∏

i=1

2πRi (8.40)

is the volume of the torus. Therefore we see that the charges generating the higher-form

symmetries in the D-dimensional theory have an uplift to the d-dimensional theory.

Then, from eqs. (8.27) and (8.28), the charges on the right-hand side of eq. (8.39) are

related to the ADM and dual ADM charges of the D-dimensional graviton so eq. (8.39)

gives a covariant d-dimensional origin for these charges.

Note that the terms involving φ in eq. (8.34) can be absorbed into a field redefinition

of the d-dimensional graviton. We define h′µν to have components

h′mn = hmn +
2

D − 2
ηmnφ = h̄mn, h′mi = hmi, h′ij = hij (8.41)

where h̄mn is defined in eq. (8.2). The curvature tensor R′ for h′ is

R′
µνρσ = Rµνρσ + Vµνρσ (8.42)

so that now Y [K ] in eq. (8.34) can be written

Y [K ]µν = R′
µνρσK

ρσ (8.43)

which is of the form of a Penrose current.
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However, the current is not quite a Penrose current of the type discussed in previous

sections as K is not a CKY tensor in d dimensions. Instead, it satisfies

∂pKmn = K̃pmn + 2ηp[mK̂n], ∂iKmn = 0 (8.44)

where

K̂m ≡
1

D − 1
∂nKnm, K̃mnp ≡ ∂[mKnp] (8.45)

and

∂nKpi = ηnpK̂i, ∂jKpi = 0 (8.46)

where

K̂i =
1

D
∂pKpi (8.47)

That is, its Kmn components are those of a D-dimensional CKY tensor, while its Kmi

components are those of n closed CKVs in D-dimensions. This leads to the conservation

of the current (8.43) as R′
µνρσ satisfies

ηpqR′
µpνq = 0 (8.48)

in the absence of sources, from eq. (8.7). The fact that its trace with the D-dimensional

metric ηpq vanishes allows the possibility of terms involving ηpq on the right hand side of

∂nKµν in the conditions for conservation of the current.

The analysis of section 3 can be extended to allow for such possibilities in which

restricting to a special set of configurations allows a more general set of conserved charges.

For configurations in which the curvature is traceless with respect to some symmetric tensor

Πµν , i.e.

ΠµνRµρνσ = 0 (8.49)

the condition for the current (3.1) to be conserved when Rµν = 0 is that

∂ρKµν = K̃ρµν + 2ηρ[µK̂ν] + 2Πρ[µK
′
ν] (8.50)

for some 1-forms K̂µ and K ′
µ. Here Πµν = ηµρηνσΠ

ρσ and K̃ρµν ≡ ∂[ρKµν], as before. The

one-forms K̂µ and K ′
µ are then constrained by taking traces with ηµν , Πµν and (ΠN )µν

(where, e.g., for N = 2, (Π2)µν = ΠµρηρσΠ
σν).

For the case analysed above, R′
µνρσ satisfies

ηpqR′
µpνq = 0 (8.51)

on-shell, which can be written as in eq. (8.49) with

Πµν =

(

ηmn 0

0 0

)

(8.52)

However its Ricci tensor doesn’t vanish in general: R′
µν = ηρσR′

µρνσ 6= 0. Then the

condition for the conservation of the 2-form (3.1) is

∂ρKµν = K̃ρµν + 2Πρ[µK
′
ν] (8.53)
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This then implies that

Πρµ∂ρKµν = DK ′
ν −ΠνρK

′ρ (8.54)

giving

K ′
m ≡

1

D − 1
∂nKnm (8.55)

and

K ′
i =

1

D
∂pKpi (8.56)

in agreement with eqs. (8.45) and (8.47) on replacing Kµν → Kµν and K̂µ → K ′
µ.

9 Penrose charges for various solutions

In this section we evaluate the charges discussed in the previous sections for various so-

lutions of the linearised Einstein equations. The linearisation arises from writing the full

metric as gµν = ḡµν + hµν with ḡµν a solution of the Einstein equations and then the

Fierz-Pauli equations for hµν are the terms in the Einstein equation for gµν that are linear

in hµν , and involve the metric connection ∇̄µ for the background metric ḡµν . In this paper,

we take ḡµν to be the Minkowski metric. We have so far used Cartesian coordinates for

which ∇̄µ = ∂µ, but in this section we also use spherical polar coordinates.

In the linearised theory, linear superpositions of solutions are again solutions, while of

course this is not the case in the non-linear Einstein theory.

We discuss a solution with electric gravitational charges (i.e. ADM mass and angular

momentum) which correspond to the B- and D-type CKY tensors, a solution with magnetic

gravitational charge corresponding to the C-type CKY tensors, a solution which carries the

(d−3)-form symmetry charge q[K], and finally a solution which carries the A-type Penrose

charge.

9.1 Five-dimensional linearised Myers-Perry black hole solution

An example of a solution which carries electric gravitational charges is the linearised five-

dimensional Myers-Perry black hole metric. This solution is not well-defined at the origin

of the spatial R4, so we are considering its linearisation around a background space which

is R
1,4 with the line r = 0 removed. We denote this space (R1,4)• and parameterise it by

spherical coordinates {t, r, θ, φ, ψ}.

The linearised Myers-Perry metric has non-vanishing components

htt = hrr =
M

r2
, htφ =

J1 sin
2 θ

r2
, htψ =

J2 cos
2 θ

r2
(9.1)

where M is the mass parameter of the black hole and J1, J2 are parameters corresponding

to the rotation of the black hole in the φ and ψ directions respectively (that is, in the

planes spanned by the Cartesian coordinates x1, x2 and x3, x4 respectively).

Calculating the Penrose charges for the different types of CKY tensors yields

Q[A] = 0, Q[B] = −12π2MB0, Q[C] = 0, Q[D] = −16π2(J1D12 + J2D34) (9.2)
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where B0, D12 and D34 are the components in Cartesian coordinates. Firstly, we note that

the charges Q[A] and Q[C] vanish. This is in agreement with the discussion of section 3.3

as the A- and C-type CKY tensors are KY tensors and so do not contribute to the Penrose

charges when d > 4.

The Penrose charge Q[B0] is the ADM mass, in agreement with eq. (4.9) as the B-type

CKY tensors correspond to translational Killing vectors. The Penrose charge Q[D] gives

the two independent ADM angular momenta, which also agrees with eq. (4.9) as the D-type

CKY tensors correspond to rotational Killing vectors. Note that the rotation parameters

J1 and J2 are picked out by the components of the CKY parameter Dµν in the planes

orthogonal to the rotation axis.

For the solution in eq. (9.1), the total derivative contributions to the Penrose charges

vanish so the Penrose charges give precisely the ADM charges in this case.

9.2 Linearised Lorentzian Taub-NUT

We now consider an example of a graviton configuration in four dimensions with non-trivial

topology that carries magnetic gravitational charge. We denote the coordinates on R
1,3

by xm = (t, xα) with α = 1, 2, 3. We will consider a background spacetime (R1,3)• which,

similarly to the previous section, is defined as R1,3 with the line given by xα = 0 removed.

Consider the Ansatz

hαt = 2Aα(x
β) (9.3)

where Aα is a 1-form connection on R
3 \ {0} which is independent of t with field strength

Fαβ = ∂αAβ − ∂βAα (9.4)

We choose A so that the field strength is given by a potential V with

Fαβ = ǫαβγ∂γV (9.5)

and we choose V to be

V (xα) = −
N

|x|
(9.6)

corresponding to a source at xα = 0 with strength N , referred to as the NUT charge. The

non-zero components of the curvature tensor are then

Rαβγt = ∂γFαβ (9.7)

This is the linearisation of the four-dimensional Lorentzian Taub-NUT solution [28–30] and

was referred to as a ‘gravitypole’ in Ref. [31]. This solution was also discussed in Ref. [6].

The dual ADM mass is the charge Q̃[k̃] in eq. (2.23) with k̃ the constant timelike

Killing vector k̃m = δmt and is proportional to the NUT charge N [12]

Q̃[k̃] = 4πN (9.8)

We have seen in section 7 that this charge is related to the C-type CKY tensors, e.g. in

eq. (7.22). To that end, consider a C-type CKY tensor

Kmn = λ̃mnpx
p (9.9)
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where λ̃mnp has non-zero components

λ̃αβγ = −ǫαβγ (9.10)

Then k̃m is related to Kmn by eq. (7.9), viz.,

k̃m =
1

3!
ǫmnpqλ̃

npq =⇒ k̃t = 1, k̃α = 0 (9.11)

We evaluate the Penrose charge by integrating over a 2-sphere at constant r and t. From

eqs. (9.5) and (9.7), we find

Y [K]tα = 2xβ∂α∂βV = −4N
xα

|x|3
(9.12)

Then integrating over the 2-sphere gives

Q[K] =

∫

S2

⋆Y [K] = 8πN (9.13)

The result is independent of r and t, reflecting the topological nature of the charge.

Note that the result in eq. (9.13) is a factor of 2 larger than Q̃[k̃] in eq. (9.8). The

remaining contribution comes from the topological
∫

d ⋆ W [C] term in eq. (7.22). In par-

ticular, for K given by eq. (9.9), we find

∂βW [C]tαβ = −2N
xα

|x|3
(9.14)

such that
∫

S2

d ⋆ W [C] = 4πN (9.15)

Hence the results in eqs. (9.8), (9.13) and (9.15) are consistent with eq. (7.22).

In the linearised gravity theory, this can be simply extended to multi-centred solutions

with

V (xα) = −
∑

s

Ns

|x− xs|
(9.16)

for some sources labelled by s of strength Ns at positions xs ∈ R
3. Provided the 2-sphere

on which the charge is defined is large enough so as to contain all the sources, we recover

the result (9.13) above with N replaced by
∑

sNs. This can be shown directly via a slightly

more involved integration.

We can also consider this as a part of a higher dimensional Kaluza-Klein type solution.

Namely, we consider a solution in d = 4+n dimensions on the space (R1,3 × T n)• which is

defined to be R
1,3 × T n with the cylinders where x = xs ∈ R

3 removed. The coordinates

on the full space are denoted xµ = (xm, yi), as in section 8, with xm = (t, xα) as above

and the coordinates on T n are periodic with yi ∼ yi + 2πRi. The solution is given by

simply taking the only non-zero components of hµν to be hαt = 2Aα(x
β) where Aα satisfies

eqs. (9.4), (9.5), and (9.6) so the higher-dimensional solution is the product of the linearised

Lorentzian Taub-NUT space with a torus.
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In section 8.7, we have seen that for Kaluza-Klein solutions of this type, the ADM and

dual ADM charges on (R1,3)• are related to charges Q[K ] via eq. (8.39). Here, Kµν is a

2-form on (R1,3 × T n)• related to Kmn by eq. (8.32). This can be verified explicitly by

calculating Q[K ] for the Lorentzian Taub-NUT solution above. The integration surface is

a codimension-2 cycle in d dimensions, which we take to be Σ = S2 × T n where S2 is a

2-sphere of constant t and r within (R1,3)•. From the higher-dimensional perspective, the

charge could then be interpreted as that of an n-brane fully wrapping the torus. Similar

manipulations to those above yield

Q[K ] =

∫

Σ3

⋆Y [K ] = 8πN volTn (9.17)

which is indeed related to Q[K] in eq. (9.13) by a factor of the volume of the n-torus, as

expected from eq. (8.39).

9.3 Linearised Kaluza-Klein monopole

In Ref. [12] a solution was considered with a source carrying both mass m and a topological

charge p. When m = |p| this is a linearisation of the Kaluza-Klein monopole solution. In

the linearised theory, this can be regarded as a superposition of a solution with mass m

and a solution with topological charge p, and further more there are superpositions of such

solutions with multiple sources at different locations. In this subsection, we will consider

multi-source solutions with magnetic charges and show that these carry the charges defined

on 2-cycles introduced in section 8.6.

Consider a background spacetime given by R
1,3 × S1 with the cylinder {0 ∈ R

3}

excluded. We denote this space by (R1,3 × S1)• and its coordinates by xµ = (xm, y). The

coordinates on R
1,3 are xm = (t, xα) as in the previous subsection, and the coordinate on

the S1 is y ∼ y + 2πRy. We take a Kaluza-Klein Ansatz

hαy = 2Aα(x
β) (9.18)

where Aα is a 1-form connection on R
3 \ {0} whose field strength (9.4) satisfies

Fαβ = ǫαβγ∂γU (9.19)

with

U(xα) = −
p

|x|
(9.20)

This is a similar solution to that of section 9.2, with the roles of t and y reversed. Upon

reduction over the S1 fibre, this gives a four-dimensional solution with a Dirac monopole

of strength p at x = 0. The five-dimensional Riemann tensor has non-zero components

Rαβγy = ∂γFαβ (9.21)

In particular, for a single monopole at the origin, we can take the Dirac monopole solution

of Fθφ = p sin θ and all other components equal to zero. Note that R[αβγ]y = ∂[γFαβ] is
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a delta-function at the point x = 0, so we exclude this point from R
3 and exclude the

corresponding cylinder x = 0 from R
1,3 × S1 to give (R1,3 × S1)•.

From the discussion in section 8.6, for Kaluza-Klein type solutions, we can construct

the charges q[σ̄] and q[ξ] where σ̄mn is a closed CKY tensor and ξ(i) are closed CKVs in

D = 4 dimensions. For the linearised solution above hmn = 0, so q[σ̄] = 0. However, we

find

q[ξ] =

∫

Σ2

X[ξ] = −
1

2
ξ̂

∫

Σ2

F = 2πmp (9.22)

where we have written the closed CKV as ξm = nm+mxm as in eq. (8.13), whose divergence

is ξ̂ = m from eq. (8.14). Here we have taken Σ2 to be a 2-sphere at fixed r = (xαx
α)1/2, t,

and y. The fact that the charge q[ξ] is topological (i.e. unchanged by small deformations

of the surface on which it is defined) is manifest as the result is independent of r, t, and y.

Again this can be generalised simply in the linearised theory to a solution with multiple

sources of strengths ps at locations xs ∈ R
3. In this case all the locations xs of the sources

should be removed from the background manifold and the potential is

U(xα) = −
∑

s

ps
|x− xs|

(9.23)

The result in eq. (9.22) is modified simply by replacing p by
∑

s ps, provided that Σ2 is

large enough such that r > |xs| for all s. The manipulations leading to this result are

similar to those that lead to eq. (9.17).

From eq. (9.22), for this example the charge reduces to the first Chern number of the

graviphoton field Am = hmy/2 evaluated on Σ2. Therefore, only when h (and therefore

A) is a non-globally defined gauge field configuration will these charges be non-zero. The

fact that the charge is non-zero and proportional to p in the example above reflects the

non-trivial winding of the gauge field configuration around the compact direction.

9.4 Linearised C-metric solution

As noted in section 7.3, since the constant A-type CKY tensors neither contribute to Killing

vectors K̂ nor to closed CKY tensors K̃, the Penrose charges Q[A] are not related to the

ADM charges.

An example of a solution with non-zero Penrose charge Q[A] has been given in Ref. [6,

eq. (4.89)], where it was said to arise as a linearisation of the C-metric solution to general

relativity. It has a discontinuity along the z-axis and this discontinuity can be remedied

by the addition of a pure gauge solution for z > 0 and a different one for z < 0, with the

two solutions related by a gauge transformation.

This example and the example studied in section 9.2 are in accordance with our con-

clusion that the Penrose charges correspond to other charges as well as the ADM charges,

and that the total derivative term in eq. (4.6) must be included for topologically non-trivial

gauge field configurations.
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10 Conclusion and outlook

We have seen that for any CKY tensor K, the corresponding improved Penrose 2-form

current Y+[K] is conserved in regions without sources so that ⋆Y+[K] is a closed (d − 2)-

form that can be integrated over a (d− 2)-cycle Σ contained in a region where Rµν = 0 to

give a charge Q[K]. This gives a topological charge that depends only on the cohomology

class of ⋆Y+[K] and the homology of Σ. To obtain non-trivial charges, the space on which

the graviton field is defined cannot be the whole of Minkowski space but must be Minkowski

space with some regions removed, so that Σ can have non-trivial homology. The excluded

regions are associated with the locations of sources.

In Minkowski space, the CKY tensors are given in terms of constant forms A, B, C, D

by eq. (3.9). If d > 4 then ⋆Y+[A] and ⋆Y+[C] define trivial cohomology classes and so the

charges Q[A] and Q[C] vanish. They also vanish in d = 4 if the graviton field is globally

defined. The remaining Penrose charges Q[B] and Q[D] then give the standard ADM

momentum and angular momentum when the graviton field is globally defined. In the case

where it is not globally defined, these charges give improved gauge-invariant versions of

the ADM charges.

The most interesting case is that in which d = 4 and the graviton is not globally defined.

Then Q[B] and Q[D] give the covariantised ADM momentum and angular momentum as

before, but now Q[A] and Q[C] can be non-zero and give magnetic-type charges for the

graviton. Each magnetic charge can be expressed as the integral of a closed form which is

locally exact; however it is the exterior derivative of a form which is not gauge-invariant

and so is not globally defined in general. The charge Q[C] gives the NUT momentum of

the linearised theory while the charge Q[A] is the electric charge for the gauge potential

aµ defined in eq. (6.4). In the case in which the 2-form A is basic, i.e. it defines a 2-plane,

then aµ can be thought of as the projection of the connection Γ onto that 2-plane.

As a particularly interesting application of our findings, we have considered the Kaluza-

Klein setting, in which d-dimensional Minkowski space is replaced with the product of D-

dimensional Minkowski space with a torus of dimension d−D. With an appropriate Kaluza-

Klein Ansatz to reduce from d to D dimensions, we have found Penrose charges together

with graviphoton electric charges in D dimensions. In this case, interesting gravitational

magnetic charges arise for D = 4.

The Penrose charges may be regarded as generators of 1-form symmetries while the

dual charges given by integrating the Hodge duals of the Penrose currents may be regarded

as generators of (d − 3)-form symmetries. We have checked that the number of 1-form

symmetries equals the number of (d−3)-form symmetries in Minkowski space, in accordance

with the discussion of Refs. [8, 25], and show that this remains true on the product of

Minkowski space with a torus.

We have presented a unified framework for discussing charges in linearised gravity and

the corresponding currents. In particular, global properties and dualities are discussed.

Although some of the results have appeared previously, they are understood here in a

wider context that facilitates generalisations. In particular, the triviality of Penrose charges

associated with Killing-Yano tensors in dimensions d > 4 was shown in Ref. [8]. We have
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extended the relation of Ref. [8] to an off-shell identity and gave a systematic construction

using the properties of conformal Killing-Yano tensors. The equality between the numbers

of 1-form and (d − 3)-form symmetries is expected on general grounds in Ref. [25] and

was seen explicitly for linearised gravity on Minkowski space in Ref. [8]. Here we confirm

their results and extend them to Kaluza-Klein compactifications of the linearised graviton

theory. A relation between the Penrose charges and the ADM charges was anticipated in

Ref. [1] and seen in the examples studied in Ref. [6], but the general relation given here is

novel and makes a number of properties explicit.

In addition to the charges discussed here, the linear graviton theory also has the

magnetic charges of Ref. [12] given by integrating the currents (2.21) with Z given by

eq. (2.30), constructed from κ-tensors satisfying eq. (2.29). These do not arise from the

Penrose charges and it would be interesting to find a covariant origin for them similar to

the Penrose construction.

A natural issue is the generalisation of our discussion here to the non-linear theory to

give covariant charges for general relativity and supergravity. This will be addressed in a

forthcoming paper.

Acknowledgements. CH was supported by the STFC Consolidated Grant ST/T000791/1.

MLH was supported by a President’s Scholarship from Imperial College London. UL grate-

fully acknowledges a Leverhulme visiting professorship to Imperial College as well as the

hospitality of the theory group at Imperial.

A Conformal Killing-Yano tensors

A.1 General properties

Consider a manifold M with metric g. A conformal Killing-Yano (CKY) tensor, K, of

rank p is a p-form which satisfies

∇µKν1...νp = ∇[µKν1...νp] + pgµ[ν1K̂ν2...νp] (A.1)

where ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection for g and

K̂ν2...νp :=
1

d− p+ 1
∇ν1Kν1ν2...νp (A.2)

We note that K̂ satisfies

∇ν2K̂ν2...νp = 0 (A.3)

and a further integrability condition of eq. (A.1) is that the CKY K satisfies [23]

∇µ∇λKν1...νp = (−1)p+1 (p + 1)

2
Rσ

µ[λν1
Kν2...νp]σ − (p + 1)gµ[λ∇ν1K̂ν2...νp]

+ p∇µ(gλ[ν1K̂ν2...νp])

(A.4)

where Rµνρσ is the curvature tensor for ∇.7 For the case of p = 2, it follows from eq. (A.4)

that [20]

(d− 2)∇(µK̂ν) = Rσ
(µKν)σ (A.5)

7This is not to be confused with Rµναβ , which we reserve for the linearised Riemann tensor around

Minkowski space.
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where Rµν is the Ricci tensor of the full spacetime. Similar integrability conditions follow

for higher-rank CKY tensors.

Two further definitions of note are:

• A Killing-Yano (KY) tensor is a CKY which is co-closed; that is, K̂ν2...νp = 0, hence

the final term in eq. (A.1) vanishes.

• A closed conformal Killing-Yano (closed CKY) tensor is a CKY which is closed;

hence the first term in eq. (A.1) vanishes.

Throughout the discussion, the following facts will be of frequent importance [21, 22]:

• The Hodge dual of a CKY tensor is a CKY tensor.

• The Hodge dual of a KY tensor is a closed CKY tensor, and vice-versa.

A CKY tensor of rank 1 is simply a conformal Killing vector and, similarly, a KY

tensor of rank 1 is a Killing vector. Not all manifolds admit Killing vectors and even fewer

admit CKY tensors, although there are examples of spaces with no isometries which admit

a rank-2 KY tensor [32].

A.2 CKY tensors of Minkowski space

We now describe the CKY tensors of Minkowski space, M = R
1,d−1, though all these

results apply to flat space of any metric signature. Consider a CKY 2-tensor K, which

satisfies eq. (3.6). An integrability condition of the CKY equation is that K must satisfy

∂µ∂ν∂ρKαβ = 0. This is seen as follows. The Riemann curvature tensor vanishes for

Minkowski space and hence the integrability condition in eq. (A.5) becomes

∂(µK̂ν) = 0 (A.6)

so K̂µ is a Killing vector on Minkowski space. That is, the general solution for K̂µ is simply

K̂µ = uµ + vµνx
ν (A.7)

where u is a constant 1-form and v is a constant 2-form. Noting that K̂µ is proportional to

the divergence of Kµν , this implies that Kµν is at most quadratic in xµ. Inserting the most

general quadratic Ansatz quickly leads to the conclusion that the most general solution is

that given in eq. (3.9).

Analogous arguments hold for higher-rank CKY tensors on flat space. Namely, inte-

grability conditions of eq. (A.1) on flat space imply that K̂µ1...µp−1 is a rank-(p − 1) KY

tensor. Just as the Killing vectors, these are at most linear in xµ and so one again finds

that the CKY tensors Kµ1...µp are at most quadratic in xµ. Substituting the most general

quadratic Ansatz into the CKY equation then implies that a CKY tensor of rank p can be

parameterised by four constant forms, denoted A,B, C and D, of rank p, p + 1, p− 1 and

p respectively, as

Kµ1...µp = Aµ1...µp + B[µ1...µp−1
xµp] + Cµ1...µp+1x

µp+1

+
1

2
Dµ1...µpx

2 + (−1)ppDσ[µ1...µp−1
xµp]x

σ
(A.8)
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which reduces to eq. (3.9) when p = 2.

The constant tensors A, B, C, and D furnish representations of the Lorentz algebra

so(1, d − 1) which can be assembled into a (p + 1)-form representation of the conformal

algebra so(2, d) [22]. Therefore we can interpret the four types of CKY tensors as follows:

the A-type term corresponds to translations, the B-type to dilatations, the C-type to rota-

tions, and the D-type to special conformal transformations. The A- and B-type terms of

eq. (A.8) give the parameterisation of the closed CKY tensors of flat space, while the A-

and C- terms parameterise the KY tensors.

On maximally symmetric spaces with non-zero scalar curvature, there is a unique

decomposition of a CKY tensor into a KY tensor and a closed CKY tensor [2]. On flat

space, however, this decomposition degenerates because the term involving A in eq. (A.8)

is both closed and co-closed, also the D-type solution is neither closed nor co-closed.

We now explicitly verify that the dual of a rank-2 CKY tensor on four-dimensional

Minkowski space is also a CKY tensor. Defining the dual by

(⋆K)µν =
1

2!
ǫµναβK

αβ (A.9)

and taking the solutions on flat space in eq. (3.9), one explicitly finds

(⋆K)µν = Ãµν −
1

2
B̃µνρx

ρ + 2C̃[µxν] −

(

2x[µD̃ν]ρx
ρ +

1

2
D̃µνx

2

)

(A.10)

where the Hodge duals of the constant coefficients A, B, C, and D are defined as

Ãµν =
1

2!
ǫµναβA

αβ , B̃µνρ = ǫµνραB
α, C̃µ =

1

3!
ǫµαβγC

αβγ , D̃µν =
1

2!
ǫµναβD

αβ (A.11)

Therefore, the dual ⋆K is also a CKY tensor, parameterised by the same four tensors A,

B, C and D as K. We note that the terms involving the B and C coefficients transform into

each other under duality, whereas the A and D terms transform into themselves (up to a

sign). That is to say, KY tensors are dual to closed CKY tensors and vice-versa (this also

holds on general manifolds). These results hold on Minkowski space of any dimension.

We now show that the divergence of a rank-2 CKY tensor on flat space gives a Killing

vector and the curl gives a closed CKY tensor. The divergence of a rank-2 CKY tensor on

flat space gives

∂βKαβ =
d− 1

2

(

Bα − 2Dαβx
β
)

(A.12)

The B-type terms give rise to translational Killing vectors, and the D-type ones give rota-

tional ones. Similarly, the curl of a rank-2 CKY tensor gives

∂[αKβγ] = Cαβγ + 3D[αβxγ] (A.13)

which is precisely the form of a rank-3 closed CKY tensor. These results generalise to

CKY tensors of arbitrary rank on Minkowski space. Namely, the divergence of a rank-p

CKY tensor is a rank-(p−1) KY tensor, while its curl is a rank-(p+1) closed CKY tensor.

Furthermore, on flat space all KY tensors can be written as the divergence of a CKY tensor,

and all closed CKY tensors can be written as the curl of a CKY tensor.
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A.3 Relations with dual tensors

We have shown that given a rank-2 CKY tensor K on flat space, K̂µ = 1
d−1∂

νKνµ is a

Killing vector and K̃µνρ = ∂[µKνρ] is a closed CKY 3-form. It follows that ⋆K̂ is a closed

CKY tensor of rank d− 1 and ⋆K̃ is a KY of rank n ≡ d− 3. We now derive the relations

between these objects.

We repeat the CKY condition in eq. (3.6) here for reference,

∂αKβγ = K̃αβγ + 2ηα[βK̂γ] (A.14)

Contracting this with ∂β, we have

∂α∂βK
βγ = −∂βK̃

βαγ + 2ηα[β∂βK̂
γ] (A.15)

which implies, using ∂βK̂
β = 0,

∂βK̃
βαγ = −(d− 2)∂αK̂γ (A.16)

Similar considerations can be done for the duals. Firstly, contracting eq. (A.14) with

ǫµ1...µn+1βγ gives

1

2
ǫµ1...µn+1βγ∂αKβγ =

1

2
ǫµ1...µn+1βγ

(

K̃α
βγ + 2δα[βK̂γ]

)

=
1

2!n!
ǫµ1...µn+1βγǫαβγσ1...σn(⋆K̃)σ1...σn + ǫµ1...µn+1αγK̂γ (A.17)

which implies

∂α(⋆K)µ1...µn+1 = −(n+ 1)ηα[µ1(⋆K̃)µ2...µn+1] + (−1)n+1(⋆K̂)αµ1...µn+1 (A.18)

where

(⋆K)µ1...µn+1 =
1

2!
ǫµ1...µn+1βγKβγ (A.19)

(⋆K̂)α1...αn+2 = ǫα1...αn+2βK̂
β (A.20)

Contracting the α and µ1 indices in eq. (A.18) gives

∂α(⋆K)αµ2...µn+1 = −3(⋆K̃)µ2...µn+1 (A.21)

Now acting on eq. (A.18) with ∂µ1 and using eq. (A.21) and the fact that ∂µ1(⋆K̃)µ1...µn = 0

(since ⋆K̃ is a KY), one finds

∂σ(⋆K̂)σαµ2...µn+1 = 2(−1)n+1∂α(⋆K̃)µ2...µn+1 (A.22)

B Manipulations involving the Penrose 2-form

B.1 Relating the Penrose current to the secondary current J[k]

In this appendix we show the manipulations leading to eq. (4.4). Firstly, we manipulate

the improved Penrose 2-form to write it in terms of the connection Γ of eq. (2.3).
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We recall from the discussion in section 3 that K̃µνρ = ∂[µKνρ] is a closed CKY 3-form,

and that K̂µ = 1
d−1∂

νKνµ is a Killing vector. In terms of K̂ and K̃, the CKY equation for

K is given in eq. (3.6), which we repeat here for convenience,

∂µKνρ = K̃µνρ + 2ηµ[νK̂ρ] (B.1)

Now, from eq. (2.2), we have

KµνR = 2Kµν∂αΓ
αβ

|β

= 2∂α

(

KµνΓαβ|β

)

− 2∂αKµνΓ
|β

αβ

= 2∂α

(

3K [µνΓ
α]β

|β − 2Kα[µΓ
ν]β

|β

)

− 2∂αKµνΓ
|β

αβ

= ∂αΛ
µνα
1 − 4∂αK

α[µΓ
ν]β

|β
− 4Kα[µ∂αΓ

ν]β
|β
− 2∂αKµνΓ

|β
αβ

= ∂αΛ
µνα
1 − 4Kα[µ∂αΓ

ν]β
|β − 4(d − 1)K̂ [µΓ

ν]β
|β − 2

(

K̃αµν + 2ηα[µK̂ν]
)

Γ
|β

αβ

= ∂αΛ
µνα
1 − 4Kα[µ∂αΓ

ν]β
|β − 2K̃µναΓ

|β
αβ − 4(d − 2)K̂ [µΓ

ν]β
|β (B.2)

where we have integrated by parts in the second equality and then used the CKY equation

(B.1) in order to write the result in terms of K̂ and K̃. We have collected total divergence

terms into a 3-form Λ1 given by

Λµνα1 = 6K [µνΓ
α]β

|β (B.3)

Similarly, we have

RµναβKαβ = 2Kαβ∂αΓ
µν

|β

= 2∂α(K
αβΓµν|β)− 2∂αK

αβΓµν|β

= −2∂α

(

3Kβ[αΓ
µν]

|β − 2Kβ[µΓ
ν]α

|β

)

− 2(d− 1)K̂βΓµν|β

= ∂αΛ
µνα
2 + 4∂αK

β[µΓ
ν]α

|β + 4Kβ[µ∂αΓ
ν]α

|β − 2(d− 1)K̂βΓµν|β

= ∂αΛ
µνα
2 + 4Kβ[µ∂αΓ

ν]α
|β − 2(d− 1)K̂βΓµν|β + 4

(

K̃αβ[µ + ηαβK̂ [µ − K̂βηα[µ
)

Γ
ν]
α|β

= ∂αΛ
µνα
2 + 4Kα[µ∂βΓ

ν]β
|α + 4K̃αβ[µΓ

ν]
α|β − 2(d− 3)K̂βΓµν|β + 4K̂ [µΓ

ν]β
|β

(B.4)

where we have integrated by parts in the second equality and again used the CKY condition

(B.1). Again, we have collected total divergence terms into a 3-form Λ2 given by

Λµνα2 = −6Kβ[µΓ
να]

|β (B.5)

The sum of eqs. (B.2) and (B.4) is

RµναβKαβ +RKµν = ∂αΛ
µνα − 4Kα[µ

(

∂αΓ
ν]β

|β − ∂βΓ
ν]β

|α

)

+ 4K̃αβ[µΓ
ν]
α|β

− 2K̃µναΓ
|β

αβ − 2(d − 3)
(

K̂βΓµν|β + 2K̂ [µΓ
ν]β

|β

) (B.6)
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where

Λµνα = Λµνα1 + Λµνα2 = 12K [µνΓ
αβ]

|β (B.7)

It follows from eq. (2.2) that the linearised Ricci tensor can be written

Rµα = ∂αΓ
µβ

|β − ∂βΓ
µβ

|α (B.8)

Hence eq. (B.6) can be written

RµναβKαβ + 4Rα[µKν]
α +RKµν = ∂αΛ

µνα + 4K̃αβ[µΓ
ν]
α|β − 2K̃µναΓ

|β
αβ

− 2(d− 3)
(

K̂βΓµν|β + 2K̂ [µΓ
ν]β

|β

) (B.9)

The left-hand side is the improved Penrose current in eq. (3.19), and a simple rearrangement

of the right-hand side yields

Y+[K]µν = ∂αΛ
µνα + 6K̃α[µνΓ

β]
α|β − 6(d− 3)K̂ [βΓ

µν]
|β (B.10)

We now show that the final two terms of the right-hand side give the secondary current

J [k], with k = K̂, up to a total divergence. First, consider the term involving K̂, we have

K̂ [βΓ
µν]

|β = ηµνα|ρσβΓσβ|αK̂ρ = ηµνα|ρσβ∂σhαβK̂ρ = −
1

3
∂σK

µν|ρσK̂ρ (B.11)

whereKµν|ρσ is given in eq. (2.14). For the term involving K̃ in eq. (B.10), we use Γ[αβ|γ] = 0

to write

6K̃α[µνΓ
β]
α|β = −4K̃ [µναΓ

β]
αβ| = −4δµναβρσκτ K̃

ρσκΓ τ
αβ| (B.12)

Now using the identity

ǫµναβγ2...γnǫρσκτγ2...γn = −4!(n− 1)!δµναβρσκτ (B.13)

where n ≡ d− 3, we have

6K̃α[µνΓ
β]
α|β = −

1

(n− 1)!
ǫµναβγ2...γn∂αh

τ
β (⋆K̃)τγ2...γn

= ∂αΞ
µνα +

1

(n− 1)!
ǫµναβγ2...γnh τ

β ∂α(⋆K̃)τγ2...γn (B.14)

with

K̃αβγ =
1

n!
ǫαβγσ1...σn(⋆K̃)σ1...σn (B.15)

and Ξ is a 3-form given by

Ξµνα = −
1

(n− 1)!
ǫµναβγ2...γnh τ

β (⋆K̃)τγ2...γn = 4h
[µ
β K̃ναβ] (B.16)

Note that since K̃ is a closed CKY 3-form, ⋆K̃ is a KY (d− 3)-form. Therefore, it satisfies

the KY condition ∂α(⋆K̃)τγ2...γn = ∂[α(⋆K̃)τγ2...γn]. Using this, we have

6K̃α[µνΓ
β]
α|β = ∂αΞ

µνα +
1

(n− 1)!
ǫµνβγ1...γnh τ

β ∂τ (⋆K̃)γ1...γn (B.17)
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It is shown in appendix A.3 that ⋆K̃ is non-locally related to ⋆K̂ by

∂σ(⋆K̂)στγ1...γn = 2(−1)n+1∂τ (⋆K̃)γ1...γn (B.18)

where

(⋆K̂)α1...αn+2 = ǫα1...αn+2βK̂
β (B.19)

is a rank-(d−1) closed CKY tensor dual to the Killing vector K̂. Substituting into eq. (B.17)

gives

6K̃α[µνΓ
β]
α|β = ∂αΞ

µνα −
1

2(n − 1)!
ǫµνβγ1...γnǫστργ1...γnh

τ
β ∂σK̂ρ

= ∂αΞ
µνα − 3(d − 3)ηµνβ|σρτhβτ∂σK̂ρ

= ∂αΞ
µνα + (d− 3)Kµν|σρ∂σK̂ρ (B.20)

Now from η[ασµ|ν]ρβ = 0 we note that

K[σµ|ν]ρ = −3ηα[σµ|ν]ρβhαβ = ησµν|αβρhαβ = 0 (B.21)

Hence

Kµν|σρ + 2Kσ[µ|ν]ρ = 0 (B.22)

Substituting this into eq. (B.20) we find

6K̃α[µνΓ
β]
α|β = ∂αΞ

µνα − 2(d− 3)Kσµ|νρ∂σK̂ρ (B.23)

Note that the result is antisymmetric in the µ and ν indices as a result of eq. (B.21) and

the fact that K̂ is a Killing vector. Finally, substituting the results of eqs. (B.11) and

(B.23) into eq. (B.10) we find

Y+[K]µν = 2(d− 3)
(

∂σK
µν|ρσK̂ρ −Kσµ|νρ∂σK̂ρ

)

+ ∂ρ(Λ
µνρ + Ξµνρ)

= 2(d− 3)J [K̂ ]µν + ∂ρZ
µνρ (B.24)

where the result follows from comparison with eq. (2.13), and Zµνρ = Λµνρ+Ξµνρ. There-

fore, associating the Killing vector k with the divergence of the CKY tensor K,

kµ = 2(d− 3)K̂µ (B.25)

we find eq. (4.4).

B.2 Conditions for the closure of the Penrose 2-form

We have seen in section 6 that in d > 4 the Penrose 2-form Y [K] is closed on-shell in regions

without sources only when K is a closed CKY tensor. In this appendix we show that in

d = 4, Y [K] is closed for all CKY tensors in such regions. Firstly, we recall eq. (6.1),

∂[ρY [K]µν] = Rαβ[µνK̃
αβ

ρ] (B.26)
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This can equivalently be written

∂[ρY [K]µν] = δσκλµνρRαβσκK̃
αβ

λ

= −
1

3!
ǫµνργǫ

σκλγRαβσκK̃
αβ

λ (B.27)

where δσκλµνρ = δσ[µδ
κ
ν δ
λ
ρ]. In the second equality we have used that

ǫµνργǫ
σκλγ = −3!δσκλµνρ (B.28)

The Hodge dual satisfies

K̃λαβ = ǫλαβδ(⋆K̃)δ (B.29)

which, along with eq. (B.28), implies

∂[ρY [K]µν] = −ǫµνργδ
σκγ
αβδR

αβ
σκ(⋆K̃)δ

=
2

3
ǫµνργG

γ
δ(⋆K̃)δ (B.30)

where we have used that

Gµν = −
3

2
δµαβνγδ R

γδ
αβ (B.31)

in the final equality. From eq. (B.30), we see that Y [K] is closed on-shell for all CKY

tensors in regions without sources. If this series of manipulations are used in d > 4, the

result does not give the Einstein tensor and does not vanish on-shell.
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