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Abstract

We derive the gravitational Hamiltonian starting from the Gauss-Bonnet
action, keeping track of all surface terms. This is done using the language of
orthonormal frames and forms to keep things as tidy as possible. The surface
terms in the Hamiltonian give a remarkably simple expression for the total
energy of a spacetime. This expression is consistent with energy expressions
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choice of background and whatever the symmetries of the spacetime.
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1 Introduction

The energy of gravitational systems has attracted much interest down the years. In
particular, for Einstein gravity,

S:K/R—QA, (1)

expressions were found for the energy of asymptotically flat [I] and asymptotically
AdS [2] spacetimes. Some time later, Hawking and Horowitz [3] gave a general deriva-
tion of the gravitational Hamiltonian, keeping careful track of surface terms. When
evaluated on a solution, this Hamiltonian gave an expression for the total energy.
This agreed with the earlier expressions found in [I,2]. However, this new expression
could be applied regardless of the asymptotic behaviour of the solution.

Recently, Deser and Tekin have found energy expressions for higher derivative
gravities [4LB]. This inital work has focused on test spacetimes that are asymptotically
maximally symmetric, with background spacetimes (vacua), defined to be maximally
symmetric everywhere. In this paper, we will perform the analogue of Hawking and
Horowitz’s calculation by deriving the Hamiltonian for Gauss-Bonnet (GB) gravity:
a special, but important class of higher derivative gravities. We will obtain an ex-
pression for the energy by once again evaluating this Hamiltonian on a solution. As
with [3], our expression will be consistent with earlier results FLH], but can be easily
applied even if the background is not maximally symmetric. This greater flexibility
allows for a more natural choice of vacua in some cases, as we will illustrate with an
example.

Before going any further, let us briefly mention what GB gravity is, and why it is
important. GB gravity is given by the addition of the Gauss-Bonnet invariant to the
Einstein-Hilbert action (),

S=r / R—2A+ o (R? — 4AR4pR"” + RapcpRMPCP) . (2)

In D = 4 dimensions, the GB term is a topological invariant and does not enter the
dynamics. This ceases to be the case in D > 4 dimensions. Furthermore, in Einstein
gravity, the vacuum field equation are given by a linear combination of the Einstein
tensor and the metric. In four dimensions, this is the most general combination of
tensors that satisfies the following conditions [6]:

e it is symmetric.
e it depends only on the metric and its first two derivatives.
e it has vanishing divergence.

e it is linear in the second derivatives of the metric!.

In D = 4, this condition is actually implied by the other three.



However, it has become unfashionable to restrict ourselves to just four dimensions.
If we go to D = 5 or 6, it turns out that these conditions are satisfied by a linear
combination of the metric, the Einstein tensor, and the Lovelock tensor [6L[[]. The
Lovelock tensor arises from the variation of the Gauss-Bonnet term in the above
action ([B). In this sense, GB gravity is the natural generalisation of Einstein gravity
to higher dimensions.

Perhaps the most compelling reason to study GB gravity is its appearance in String
theory. Consider the slope (ie. o) expansion for the heterotic string. At lowest order,
it is given by the Einstein-Hilbert action ([{l). The first stringy corrections give rise
to quadratic curvature terms [8,9]. For this effective theory to be ghost-free, the
quadratic curvatures must be in the combination given in the GB action (&) [10,1T].
This link to String theory has generated a lot of research into braneworlds in GB
gravity [T2,13, 14115, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21,22, 23, 24, 25, 26,27,28]. Braneworld models
are themselves inspired by String theory [29,80,31] so it is natural to ask what effect
any stringy corrections might have on their cosmology. From a holographic point
of view, we might expect such higher curvature terms in the bulk to correspond to
next to leading order corrections in the 1/N expansion of the CFT on the bound-
ary/brane [21I]. Calculating the GB Hamiltonian will allow us to investigate the GB
version of “exact” braneworld holography [32.33]. This will be discussed in a future
article [34].

The rest of this paper is organised as follows: in section 2 we will give a detailed
derivation of the GB Hamiltonian. We will use orthonormal frames and differential
forms to keep things as tidy as possible. Some readers may wish to ignore the details
of this derivation and go directly to the energy expression at the end of the section. In
section 3 we will show that this expression is consistent with existing literature [35,
1.0). We will illustrate the flexibility of our approach with a special example in
section B2 Section 4 contains some concluding remarks. There are two appendices:
appendix A contains specific proofs, whereas appendix B gives a summary of the
notation used in this paper. Appendix B should be of use to anyone skipping the
details in various places.

2 Derivation of the Gauss-Bonnet Hamiltonian

2.1 The action
2.1.1 The bulk

The Gauss-Bonnet action (B2) is most elegantly written in terms of differential forms.
Suppose our D-dimensional spacetime, M, has metric,

g =napB* x E” (3)

where { E4} is an orthonormal basis of 1-forms, and indices are raised /lowered using
nap = diag(—1,+1,...,+1). We write {X 4} for the dual basis of vectors.



We will find it useful to define the following forms,

1
€Ay Ay = mEAl...AmAmH...ADEAmH AN EAD, (4)

where €4, 4, is the totally antisymmetric tensor with €y _(p—1) = 1. Notice that the
scalar D-form, e, is the volume measure on M. We assume zero torsion so that the
connection 1-form, w?p, is given by

0=dE* +wip ANEP. (5)

Meanwhile, the curvature 2-form, Q4 5, can be expressed in terms of the connection
1-form as follows,

1
QAB = deB -+ wAc A (UCB = §RABCDEC A EP. (6)

The right hand equation above gives the Riemann tensor, R zcp. The Ricci tensor
is then defined by Rgp = Rpep and the Ricci scalar by R = n*PR4p. We now
rewrite the GB action (B, in terms of these newly defined forms,

S =r / —2Me + QB Aeap + aQP AQYP A eqpep. (7)
M

Given the right hand equation in (@), and the useful identity [36],
EP Nea,.a, =04 €A An . — 0% €A1 Ay ody -+ (—1)"7108 €ay.a,,, (8)

it can be checked that the actions (2l) and () are indeed the same.

2.1.2 The boundary

If M has a boundary, OM, we need to define boundary conditions on M. We
usually demand that the geometry of the boundary is fixed. If we are near OM, we
can go to Gaussian normal coordinates, (y,z®), and write the metric as

g = Fdy® +n.sE* x EP. (9)

where E% = E%(y,z7)dz”. Here the boundary is given by y = 0, so the induced
metric on OM is given by

h=naES X Ey,  ES = E4(0,27)dz”. (10)

The +dy? in (@) corresponds to a spacelike (timelike) boundary. From now on, we
write EY for the extension of dy into the bulk. The dual vector X, is the extension
of the inward pointing normal vector 9/0y.

The boundary condition now states that

SE* = 6w =0 on OM (11)



Notice that dEY = 0 is automatic on M, but crucially we are allowed dw?* # 0. If
we vary the action ([) with respect to the connection, we get [36],

0uwS = Ii/ SwAB A €aB + 206wAB A QEP A €ABCD- (12)
oM

Since dw” is allowed to be non-zero, we see that 0,5 does not necessarily vanish
on shell, which violates the action principle. The problem is that our action and
boundary conditions are inconsistent. To cure this, we need to add a boundary
integral. In Einstein gravity, this is the well known Gibbons-Hawking term [37]. The
generalisation to higher derivative gravities was worked out by Myers [36]. For GB
gravity it is given by

2
Shoundary = —m/ 048 A eqp + 20048 N (QCD — gecE A HED) Aeapep, (13)
oM

where 648 is the second fundamental form [38,89], defined as follows. Consider the
product metric which agrees with ¢ on the boundary, OM,

go = Hdy? 4+ nosES x Ef. (14)

This metric gives a new connection, wi'?, and we define the second fundamental form

as

948 = A8 B, (15)
It is clear from this definition that #¥* = w¥* and 6 = 0 on M. Furthermore, we
can relate #¥* to the more familiar extrinsic curvature, Kz of oM in M,

v = —(£)K* = —(£)K°*3E°  on OM. (16)

Again the (£) corresponds to a spacelike (timelike) boundary.
We conclude that a fully consistent action for Gauss-Bonnet gravity is given by,

S = Sbulk + Sboundary (17)

where Spuk and Shoundary are given by equations () and (IE3)) respectively.

2.1.3 The background

If M were spatially compact, equation (Il) would give a well defined action. However,
for spatially noncompact spacetimes, this action diverges [3]. To get round this we
need to choose a reference background, M with metric g. This background should
be a static solution to the field equations [3], but does not have to be maximally
symmetric. The boundary conditions are unchanged which means that M should
have the same geometry as M. We can then define the background action, S, in
the same way as before. The physical action is the difference,

I=AS=S-38. (18)

In the Hamiltonian picture, this background can be thought of as defining a back-
ground energy or zero energy solution. For example, for an asymptotically AdS
spacetime, we would probably choose the background to be pure AdS, but we do not
have to. Any asymptotically AdS black hole spacetime would be equally valid.

>



2.2 Splitting space and time

Although the physical Hamiltonian will be constructed from the action (I8, it is
clear that it will just be the difference of the Hamiltonian constructed from S and
that constructed from S [B]. For the time being we will concentrate on the former.

2.2.1 Foliations of M

To proceed, we need to deconstruct the spacetime M by separating space from time
in the following way. First, we choose a timelike vector field, 9/0t. Now introduce
a family of spacelike hypersurfaces {3;} labelled by the parameter t. This family is
a foliation of the full spacetime. We assume that the hypersurfaces have no inner
boundaries and do not intersect each other. They meet the timelike part of the
boundary (call this B) orthogonally, and in the far past/future, they coincide with
the spacelike part of the boundary (call this ¥). Therefore the total boundary,
OM = BUZX.
We can write the metric for M in ADM form [I],

g = —N2dt* + yap(t, 2%) (dz* + Ndt)(da® + N°dt), (19)

where N is the lapse function, N the shift vector, and 7y, (¢, %) the induced metric
on ;. It is natural to choose the following orthonormal basis of 1-forms,

Et = Ndt,  E®= E%(dz®+ N°dt) (20)

where 0, F%E%; = 7.q. We would like to emphasize some notation at this point.
Lowercase latin indices label components in Y;, whereas uppercase latin indices label
components in M. For example, { %} is an orthonormal basis for ¥; whereas { E4} =
E+ U {E%} is an orthonormal basis for M.

The dual basis of vectors is given by [A0]

1 (a .0 0
XL_N<§—N8xa), Xo= Bl (21)

X is the vector normal to ¥, and is not necessarily equal, or even parallel to 0/0t.
We should also note that X is tangent to B, as X; and B are orthogonal.

Normally, the next step is to use the Gauss-Codazzi equations [A1] to rewrite
the bulk part of the action (see for example [3]). This has infact been done for GB
gravity [42] although the contribution from surface terms was ignored. In this paper
we are using the language of orthonormal frames and differential forms. We therefore
need to know how to translate the Gauss-Codazzi equations into this language. This
is explained in [43], although we will review the main points presently.

The Gauss-Codazzi equations describe the decomposition of the bulk Riemann
tensor into spatial tensors defined on ¥;. In the language of forms, it is the curvature

2-form that we wish to decompose. We start by decomposing the connection, w?.

wt = —H"+a"E*, (22)
wab — a)ab + ZabEl. (23)



Here, we have two O-forms: a vector, a®, and an antisymmetric tensor, 1%, The 1-form
H®* = H%E®, where H%, is the extrinsic curvature of 3, in M. The other 1-form, @,
is the connection for the induced metric v = d,,E% A E°. All four forms live entirely
in ¥, and know nothing about E-+.

We will also need to know the decomposition of the exterior derivative. For a
general p-form, A, in M, we write

A=A+ E*NAL, (24)

where A and A, are p and (p — 1)-forms respectively, living entirely on 3,. The
exterior derivative is given by

. - 1 -
dA =dA+ E*- A $J_A_Nd(NAJ_) : (25)

A couple of things need to be explained here. Firstly, anything with a tilde is intrinsic
to X, as opposed to M. So for example, in ([23), d is the exterior derivative on M,
whereas d is the exterior derivative on ;.

We also need to define $,. For a scalar p-form, A, the Lie derivative with respect
to the spacetime vector Y satisfies

Ly A = d(iyA) + iy (dA), (26)

where iy A is the interior product of Y and A [#4]. For A living entirely on ¥, we
can define the projection of Ly A:

Sy A =P [LYA} —p [d(z’yfl) +iy(dA)] . (27)

Here, the projection operator P simply takes the part that does not contain E+. If
Y is a spatial vector, $y A is just the intrinsic Lie derivative on ;. However, we are
interested in $, for which Y = X |, so we need this more obscure/confusing definition.

The operator $, can also act on tensor valued forms. Normally, Lie derivatives
recognise the tensor structure of forms. However, by definition, $, ignores it and acts
on each component as if it were a scalar. So for example,

$.H = Pld(i,H) + i, (dH")] (28)
$.0% = Pld(i o)+ (do™)] (29)

We shall now give the frame-form version of the Gauss-Codazzi equations. As we said
earlier, this is the decomposition of the curvature 2-form.

B 1= -
Qe = —vH +ELA [—&H“ - V(Va*) - l“"Hb} (30)

~ 1 =~ ~
Qab — Qab + H® /\Hb_l_EJ_ A [$L®ab . Nv(Nlab) +Haab . Hbaa:| (31)



where Q% = dp® + O% A @ is the curvature 2-form for 3,. The operator V is the
covariant exterior derivative (on ;). It acts on an arbitrary tensor valued p-form,
A®rany o in the following way.

n
ay...a aj...an ~ Qg Qi —1Cayg
VA 1 nbl...bm — dA 1 Lbl...bm + E w 10 /\A 1—1CAi+1 b..bom

i=1

m
N Z Wy N ATy by (32)
j=1

Note that V reduces to d when acting on scalars.

In principle we could also decompose the torsion 2-form (see [43]). However, we
have set torsion to zero, which means that every component of the torsion decompo-
sition must vanish. This gives the following conditions:

H® = H"™, (33)
dN

JE = —, 4

“ N (34)

VE* = 0 (35)

$,E* = —H"—[%E". (36)

For a far more detailed explanation of everything in this section, refer to [43].

2.2.2 Foliations of B

Since we intend to keep careful track of surface terms, we will need a foliation of B,
as well as M. On B, the foliation is given by the family of surfaces {S;}. For a given
value of t, S; is the intersection of B and ;.

We need to understand how bulk quantities project on to B and then S;. Near B
the metric can be written in Gaussian normal coordinates,

g=d2*+n,E"x E". (37)

In analogy with section EET.2, we write E* for the extension of dz into the bulk, and
X, for the extension of the inward pointing normal d/9z. Notice that we are using
greek indices, pu, v etc to label components in B.

Near B, we can decompose the bulk connection and bulk curvature form into well
defined forms on B.

w*t o= K*, (38)
wt = Wi+ IV ER, (39)
Q* = VoKt +E*N{---}, (40)
o o= QY —KFANKY"+ E*AN{---}. (41)

Here, the suffix “0” labels anything intrinsic to B (in analogy with tilde in the last
section). The 1-form, K* = K*,E" where K", is the extrinsic curvature of B in M.

8



The slight differences in signs compared with equations (22) to (B1), are due to the
fact that B is timelike whereas ¥; is spacelike. We will not care what is contained in
{---} as the integration of E* over B is zero.

We are now ready to project on to S;. We will use latin indices like ¢, j, k etc
to label components in S;. Furthermore, anything wearing a hat is intrinsic to S;.
Using equations (22)), [23)), (BY) and (BY), we can deduce the decomposition of the

connection.

wt = hE' + Bt (42)
wt= —H + JdE- + VE* (43)
wi= K + bVE (44)
wi= W 4+ [TEt 4 19 B~ (45)
where @% is the connection on S;. The O-forms ¢ and b; are given by,

c =a°=—-K", (46)
b= —H = K= ki = (47)

where we have used the symmetry of H% and K*. We have also defined,
H = H,F (48)
K' = K E (49)

Here, we should interpret H’; and K*; as the extrinsic curvatures of S; in B and %,
respectively. R

To decompose the curvature form, we need to introduce the operator $,. This is
the analogue of $, on B. More precisely, if Aisa p-form living on S,

§.A=pP [do (uﬁ) Yl (doﬁ)} (50)

where dj is the exterior derivative on B. $, and § | can be related to one another as
we will now explain. Suppose A is an arbitrary p-form in ;. Near S;, we can write
A=A+ AN E*, where A and A, are p and (p — 1)-forms respectively, living on S;.
By the proof given in appendix [Al we can say

$A=$ A+ E N{- -} (51)

We are nearly ready to decompose the curvature form. We will use equations (B0),
B1), @) and (ET), along with the following results,

S H = —$, (b,E) + E*{---}. (52)
$10% = SK+ B} (53)
VH* = —d(0,E") — H' ANK;, + E*{---} (54)
I ¢ z\ 1~ 7% z
?V(Na) = T (Nc¢)+a'K; + E*{---} (55)
SVINF) = V() = i+ B} (56)



where V is the covariant exterior derivative on S;. Recall that this reduces to the
exterior derivative, d, when acting on scalars. Equations (52) and (B3]) are examples
of equation (BII). The proofs of equations (B4)), (E3) and (Bf) are very similar to one
another. As an example, equation (Bf) is proven in appendix [Al

The curvature decomposition is given by,

O = d(bE)+ H AR +E A}

. , 1 ~ s N
OY = VH +hEANK + B A{--}

~ . 1~ ) N ~ ) ;
+BS A |<§LH - SV (Nd) —l”Hj+cKl—bejE]} (58)
O = VK —b,FP ANH + E* N (-}
[~ ~. 1~ . ~ o ~ .
+E+ A $le—NV(Nb’)+Kjl” —bjE]a’—cHZ] (59)

O = QY+ HANH —K'ANK + E*A{---}

[~ 1 e o e
+EL A 8807 — V(NI + 2Ha + 2K[Zb”} (60)
As long as we are near B, these are the frame-form version of the Gauss-Codazzi
equations for a hypersurface of codimension two [45].

We have introduced a huge amount of notation in this section so we remind the
reader that a summary of this can be found in appendix [Bl

2.3 The Hamiltonian

We are now ready to start calculating the Hamiltonian. However, we will find it
convenient to continue working with the action until virtually the bitter end. When
our action finally has the desired form we will switch to the Hamiltonian picture, and
give an expression for the gravitational energy of a solution.

We will start with the bulk part of the action (). Our aim is to write it so that it
contains no derivatives of the lapse function or the shift vector. This is because these
are ignorable coordinates, and should behave like Lagrange multipliers. They will be
paired with the Hamiltonian and momentum constraints respectively, as is the case
in Einstein gravity [3]. We also want to eliminate terms like $; H* which contain
second time derivatives of the canonical variable £*. We will need to use integration
by parts to achieve these aims. This means that the bulk action () will contribute
surface terms. In summary, we expect to write () as

Shulk = S + Sleftovers (61)

where Sieiover are the leftover surface terms, and

Sgulk:'l{'/dt/ 7Ta/\$6§Ea_NH_NaHa (62)
St ‘

10



Here 7, is the momentum conjugate to £, and H and H, are the Hamiltonian and
momentum constraints respectively.
At this stage, the surface part of the action is given by equation ([3). We can
split this into two parts,
Sboundary = SB + Soou (63)

where S contains the integration over B and S, the integration over ¥.,. In sec-
tion 20, we will group these terms with Siefiover. This will give us a modified boundary
term

Sgoundary = Sboundary + Sleftover- (64)

which will be closely related to the gravitational energy of a solution.

2.4 The bulk

As promised, we start with the bulk part of the action (), in the hope of deriving
Sgulk and Sloftovor-
Consider the Gauss-Codazzi equations (BUl) and (BIl). They take the form,

QJ_a — Fa _'_EJ_ A Ga7 Qab — Fab+El /\Gab7 (65)

where F'* and F'% are 2-forms living on Y, whereas G* and G are 1-forms living on
Y¢. We insert this into the bulk part of the action. Making use of the formula (§]),
we find,

Sbulk = K/ EJ'/\{—QAC‘FQGb/\Cb‘FFab/\Cab
M
o [4(FP NG+ G NF) A CGpea + FP NFON Cabcd}} (66)

where we have introduced?

1

Carottm = €lay..am = m&n...amam+1...aD71Ea1 Ao N E*PTL (67)

Note that (B8) does not contains terms like FY A G or FO A FY A Cyeq, contrary to
what we might have expected. This is because they are D-forms that depend only
on {E%} and not E+. {E%} is a basis on Y, which is (D — 1)-dimensional, so we
conclude that terms like F? A ¢, and F? A F4 A (yeq should vanish.

We now expand the bulk action (B6]) even further to give,

Shulk = Skinetic T 91 + S2 + S3, (68)

2Compare with equation @). Ca,..a,, 1s just the analogue of e4,.. 4, on X;.

11



where
Skinotic = "i/ EJ_ A {_2$J_Hb A Cb
M
—da [VHY AS10% + 8 LY A (00 + HE A HY) | A cbcd} (69)
Sl = I{/ EJ_/\{—2A<+Fab/\Cab“—aFab/\FCd/\Cabcd} (70)
M
S, = K/ E+ A {—Eﬁ(zvab) A G
M N
da %wzvab) N (80 4 HE A HY) 4 2T H A H[Cad}] A <} (71)
. 1. .
Sy = & / E* A {4a [VH*’ A 5 VNI = P H, A (ch +HEA Hdﬂ A gbcd} (72)
M

We will now attempt to rewrite each of the above expressions, bearing in mind the
goals we mentioned at the beginning of this section.

2.4.1 Skinetic

Let us start with Syipetic. This contains terms like $; H®, which need to be eliminated
by integration by parts. Using the fact that

$J_Ca1...am - $J_Eam+1 A Cal...am+1a (73)
we find

Siinetic = /@/ El/\{ﬂa/\$LE“+4a HbA$szcd—?H”/\$wcd] /\Cbcd}
M

—K / 2HY A Gy + 4aH N AN Chea (74)
Here we have,
To = —2Cw A H® —4aCapeq N HY A A (75)
~ 1

A = Qe gHC A H? (76)
We will eventually show that 7, is indeed the momentum conjugate to E®. If we note
that +° = —H? is the only non-zero component of #48 on .., we can use equations

([@3) and B1) to show that,
S =K / 2HY A Gy 4+ 4aHP A AL A Cpea. (77)

This will cancel off the second line in equation ([4). In appendix [Al we prove the
relation,

EXAS. Q9 =dt AV (NS @™). (78)

12



We also have the following identities,
Viayoa, = 0=V (79)

The left hand side follows automatically form the zero-torsion condition (BH), whereas
the right hand side is just the frame-form version of the Bianchi identity. We can use

[8) and (@) to show that,
/M Et A [Hb NS, Q — VH A $J_CDCd] A Coed
= / dt /2 [HbA V (N$ &) — ?HbAN&azﬂ A Ched
_— / dt /E d [NH® A$10 A Gea]
- / dt | NH® A$, 0% A Chea (80)

Note that we have applied Stokes’ Theorem in the following way. If A is a (D—2)-form
on Y, then

/dt/ CZA:/ thcZA:/ dt A dA
P M M
:—/ d(thfl):—/dt/\flz—/dt/ A (81)
M B St

where we have used the fact that dA = dA + E+{---} [43]. We now insert () and
[®0) into equation () to give,

Skmeticzli/dt/ 7Ta/\N$J_Ea+/€/dt/ 4aNH NS 1A Cpea — Soo. (82)
Et St

Notice that $, @ has been removed from the bulk part of Siinetic. This is because
we have zero torsion. @@ is not an independant dynamical variable, so any time
derivatives of it should indeed disappear from the bulk.

We are not yet finished with Syipetic. Equation (82) still contains derivatives of

the shift vector. From equation (ZII), we deduce that

§ Bo— - ($%E" - $]\7E") . N= N“aia

= EYN°X,.
~ ; (83)

Since N lives entirely on X, $ is just the intrinsic Lie derivative on ¥;. Therefore,

$¢E* =ig(dE®) + d(igE®) = —NVip g j(@%) E° + V(E%N?). (84)

oz

After some integration by parts we see that,

/dt/ Ta NS5 E° :/dt/ N“”Ha—/dt/ ()P Nm,E’,, (85)
>t 3t St
13



where the momentum constraint,
H, = (—1)PVE, V. (86)
In deriving the momentum constraint, we have used the fact that,
7 A E¢ = 7° A EP. (87)

This is not obvious but can be shown using the symmetries of H,, and the Riemann
tensor® (on ;).
We are now ready to write down our final expression for Syinetic,

Skinetic = Ii/dt/ Ta A $6QECL — NaHa
N K
+K / dt / 4aNH A$1 0N Gpea + (1) PN M By — Sao. (88)
St
We now consider the remaining terms in the bulk action, starting with .S;.

2.4.2 S

S; can be written

S = —x / it [ Nu, (89)

P

where the Hamiltonian constraint, , is given by,
H =20 — F° Alwp — aF™ A FNA Capeq- (90)

Notice that the bulk part of (Skinetic + S1) already has the form given in equation
([&2). We therefore expect Sy and S3 to give surface terms only.

2.4.3 59

Making use of the torsion-free and Bianchi identities ([[9), it is easy to show that,
Sy = K / dt / d [—2Nabgb — 4aNd® (ch +HEA Hd) A Q,cd} (91)
DY
By Stokes’” Theorem we conclude that S5 is indeed eliminated from the bulk,

Sy =k / dt [ N [Qab(’b + 4aa’ F A (bcd] ) (92)
St

3The Riemann tensor on ¥; is given by R“bcd where Q“b = %R“bchc A E4,

14



2.4.4 S,

Now consider S3. Integrating by parts we find that,
Sy = —k / dt / 4aNH, A [Zbach + 190 | A Cpea
Xt
—K / dt /S 4aNV H I A Cpea, (93)
where we have used the fact that,
ViH® = Q' A HC. (94)

At first sight, it appears that S3 contributes something to the bulk part of the action.
However, in appendix [Al we show that,

H, A [Zbach + chfzba] A Coed = 0 (95)

This ensures that we are only left with a surface term,

Sy =k / dt / AaNFPI4 A Cpeq. (96)
St

Collecting together equations (BS), [&9), (@), and (@), we conclude that Sy
takes the desired form

Sbulk = Sgulk + Sleftover (97)
with ;' . given by equation (B2) and Sitover given by

Sleftover = —900 /i/dt/ (—1)DNCL7TbEba
St

YN {2@be +da [Hb AL+ ab Fed 4 Fbicd} A gbcd} . (98)

2.5 The boundary

As expected, rewriting the bulk part of the action in the desired form (G2) has altered
the boundary part of the action. In particular, we have a leftover surface integral (GS))
that must be added to the original boundary part of the action (G3). This gives the
modified boundary action,

Sgoundary = Sleftover T Soo + 5B- (99)

In order to combine each term in the above equation, we need to write them in a
common form. This will involve integrations over S;, of well defined quantities on S;.

15



Let us begin with Siegiover + Soo- From (B7) we know that near B, E?, = §%, and
N? = 0. This means that the momentum term in (@) gives

m/dt/ (-1)PNmE, = f-c/dt/ (-=1)PNim; B, (100)
St St

We now use equations (@f), [@7) and (B3) to rewrite the remaining terms. We find
that,

Sleftover + Soo = ’i/dt/ (—1)DNi7TjEji + 2NC¢
St
QN <" A810Y + oFY 4 FoI — 2 ASLRT — 20'F — 2F'W | A
(101)
where ¢;,..;,, is the S; analogue of (,,..q, and e4,...s,. More precisely,
¢len = szlzn = €12i1ip- (102)
Meanwhile, terms like F'* and F'“ can be deduced from equations (&1) to (B0),
F* = d(bE*) + H* N K,
F' = —6?[1 +bkEk /\I?i
F¥ = VK —bEF A
FO o= 94 BT - ROAR
Note that we have dropped all terms like £*{---} as we are now integrating over B.
Now consider Sp. Since #** = K" is the only non-zero component of §4% on B,
we can write
2
SB:—/@/QK“/\eZM%—ZlaK”/\ [Q”U—l—gK”/\K”} A€o (107)
B
Again using ([@f) and (@), we can rewrite Sp in the following way,
~. ~. . 2~ ~
St
+4aN {—zbl [Fﬂ — gbkE'“ A Kﬂ] + 2K A [G’ +3 <—cK” + b’bkE’“)]
i 25, 7 k ij 4[1'A']
where from (BS) and (E0),
G = —$,H — NV(NaJ) — P Hy + ¢ K7 — Vb, E” (109)
G = 8,07 = SV(NIY) + 20 + 2Ky (110)
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The expressions ([[]) and (I08) now have a common form, so we can combine them
to get
*
Sboundary - Sboundary,l + Sboundary,2 + Sboundary,?) (111)

where
Sboundary,l = /dt/ DNZW]E]
St
; 2~ ~
{2K1A¢,+muw th+§KJAK*}A@%}(1m)
0 k\ 7ij 1 k A </ ATTij
Sboundary,2 = '%/dt/ 4daN {d (bkE )l] — kaE /\V(Nl])
St
e AN A 2 AN AN .
—MWKL7W@AVWMﬁA@j(n$
Sboundary,?) = K/dt/ 4QN{—2ﬁZA§L[/€] —2[?7'/\§J_ﬁ]
St
+H" A K9 — 2K A Zj’ff]k} ANy (114)

As with our analysis of the bulk, we will focus on each term, one at a time, beginning
with Sboundary,1~

2.5.1 Sboundary,l

There is not much to do here. We simply use the expression for F'¥ given in equation

([0g)), to write (IT2) as
Sboundary,l = /{/dt/ (_1)DNi7TjEji + N {2[?7' N ¢z
St
AN . AN AN . AN 1 AN . AN
+4a KA {QJ’“ + H' A HF — gKﬂ A K’“] A qsijk} (115)

2.5.2 Sboundary,2

Now consider equation ([T3). In analogy with the left hand side of ([{d), we have the
zero torsion condition,

Vi, =0 (116)

This enables us to write the integrand in (II3) as a total derivative,
Sboundary,2 = /i/dt/ 40éC/l\|:N (bkEkiw - 2aiIA(j) A ¢ZJ:| . (117)
St

Since S; is a boundary of ¥, it has no boundary of its own. This means that,

Sboundary,2 =0 (118)
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2.5.3 Sboundary73

From the decomposition of zero torsion (Bf), we can infer that
§ E = —H — [, F. (119)

We now do integration by parts on the time derivatives in (IId]). This gives,

Shoundary.3 = n/dt/s 4aN {—foi A HI N HE A ¢
‘
FHE A K A ¢y — 2K° A HlP% A ¢y — 2K A HITF N B A qsijk} . (120)
where we have used ([T9) along with the fact that,
§L¢ii~~im =§, B+ A Pi- i 41 (121)
We have also thrown away some far past/future integrals over S, for the same reason

that we threw away the surface integrals in the previous section.
Using the useful formula (§), we can show that,

H* A KG9 A iy — 2KF N HylPF A ¢y — 2K A HIF A EY A ¢
— K'ANE; ANHITF A ¢y = 0. (122)

where the last equality follows from the symmetry of K. We conclude that we are
only left with the following,

Shoundary 3 = n/dt/ 4aN {—2?(2' A HI A HF A qbijk} . (123)
St

We now collect together equations ([1H), (II8) and (CZ3) to deduce that,

Sgoundary = ’%/dt/ (_1)DNi7TjEji + N {2[?1 VAN ¢2
St

~. ~. ~ . ~ 1~. ~
+4a K" A [QJ’“ — HINHF — gK’ A K’“} A %-k} (124)

2.6 The conjugate momentum

Now that we have the action in its correct form, it remains to calculate the momentum
conjugate to E®. This is given by,

0Lk

7& <$%EG) (125)

Pa =
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where Ly, is the bulk integrand. We could take Ly, from S} ,,.. However, it is
convenient to temporarily undo the integration by parts that gave equation (83). In
other words, we leave the derivatives of N* in the bulk action. This is perfectly OK,
because it does not affect the bulk dynamics, and therefore the value of the conjugate
momentum. The bulk integrand is temporarily given by,

Lbulk = Ty A\ N$J_Ea — NH (126)

where 7, and ‘H are given by equations (Z3) and (B0) respectively. Using the zero
torsion decomposition (BH), we can say

Ebulk:_Nﬂ-a/\<Ha+l~abEb> —NH=—-Nrn, N\H* — NH (127)

where the right hand equation follows from (87), and the antisymmetry of [,
Referring to equations (B@l) and (83), we use the chain rule to show that,

1 OLyux
pa = —— — —_= ﬂ'a 128
N i (128)
This non-trivial result is due to the following cancelation,
0 ~ OH
UL s N L] (129)
OH® OH®

We conclude that 7, is indeed the conjugate momentum. It should be thought of
as a function of $a E*. To derive the Hamiltonian, we should invert this function.
However, m, is cublc in $ 2 E% so the inverse is multivalued. This is a well known
property of higher derivative gravities. In the Hamiltonian picture, this could mean
that we could jump from one solution to another. These “zigzagging” histories still
provide an extremum of the action. In this paper, we will assume that at any given
time, we have a unique solution. This is just the same as saying that we are not in the
process of jumping from one solution to another. For more discussion on multivalued
Hamiltonians in this context, refer to [42,46].

2.7 The physical Hamiltonian

We have shown that we can write our action as,

S = Spuk T Shoundary = £ / { . Ly + / Eboundary:| (130)
where
Lo = maA$a B~ NH — NH, (131)
Loty = N {gfc’ A G+ 40K A {@ S AR LR A f(] A %k}
+H(=1)P N B, (132)
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The corresponding Hamiltonian is defined as,

_ a * *
H = ’%/ Ta N $%E - Ebulk — kK ‘Cboundary
¢ St

= k| NHA+N"H,— K/ L} oundary (133)
P St

To arrive at the physical Hamiltonian, we need to subtract off the background Hamil-
tonian,

FI = —kK ‘C_i:oundary (134)

St

Here we have used the fact that the background is a stationary solution to the field
equations [3],

H=H,=7,=0. (135)
The physical Hamiltonian is therefore given by,
Hppys =K | NH A+ NH, — /{/ ALY sundary (136)
S St

where
ALbguntary = (~D)PN'm B+ N {28K 7 6y
o [m MO B A - LA (RAR A f?k)} A W} (137)
For any quantity () in the test spacetime with corresponding quantity @ in the back-
ground, AQ = Q — Q. Notice that we have AQ* = AHJ = 0. This is because the

geometry of the boundary is the same in the test spacetime, as in the background.
If our test spacetime is a solution to the field equations, it satisfies the constraints

H=H,=0 (138)
Its energy is then given by the value of the physical Hamiltonian,
E = _,f/ (-)PN'm Bl + N {2Af<i A b
St
~. ~. ~ . ~ 1 ~. ~ . ~
+a {AKZ A (QJ’“ — i Hk) -4 (KZ A KT A K’f)] A @-jk} (139)
Given the technical complexity of Gauss-Bonnet gravity, we believe that this expres-
sion is remarkably simple. Note that for & = 0, we recover the correct result for
Einstein gravity, as of course we should.

For the benefit of anyone who has skipped the details of this section, we remind
them that a summary of notation can be found in appendix
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2.8 Using a coordinate basis

Although the final result ([I39) is neat and tidy, we might prefer to work in a coor-
dinate basis, and express the Hamiltonian in terms of the familiar tensors of General
Relativity. In this case, our canonical variable is the induced metric 7v,. The conju-
gate momentum, 7%, is given by [#3],

1
rdP 1y = §7T“ N E. (140)
With this in mind, we can verify that the Hamiltonian and momentum constraints
given by equations (@) and (8O) respectively, agree with the corresponding expres-
sions in [42]. If 2 is the normal to the timelike boundary, B, and n* the normal to
¥, the Hamiltonian (I30) can be written

Hyppys = 5 / d° o [NH + NH,] — & / dP 722 ALY pundary (141)
Et St
where now

AEif)oundary = 2Ni7rijzj + N\/X {2AK

+2a(3N) 857! {AKZ (fzﬂ'kmn - 2H£1H,’j) - %A (K;K;ij)] } (142)

Here, Ejkmn is the Riemann tensor on S;, constructed out of the induced metric A;;.
K]Z: and H ; are the extrinsic curvatures of S; in ¥; and B respectively, and K is the
trace of K} . More precisely,

Ki; = _)‘l(i)‘;);vlzma H;; = —/\Z(MESLme, K= )\ZK; (143)

3 Comparison with previous energy expressions

3.1 Deser and Tekin

Now that we have derived an expression for the energy in GB gravity, we should
compare it with previous results in the literature. In particular, Deser and Tekin [4L5]
used a “conserved charge” technique to derive the energy of asymptotically maximally
symmetric spacetimes above backgrounds of constant curvature. This method can be
applied to generic higher derivative gravities, but we can check it is consistent with
our result in the Gauss-Bonnet case.

Suppose our test spacetime M, is asymptotically maximally symmetric. We
choose our background, M to be the maximally symmetric solution with curvature

form,
2Aeff

(D—-1)(D-2)

QA8 = EANEP (144)
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The effective cosmological constant is given by,

1 i . (D-3)(D-4)
Aot = =7 1:t\/1+8Aa], o =5 D=2 (145)

which is real and multivalued for 1+ 8Aa* > 0.
Our aim is to calculate the energy associated with the timelike Killing vector
0/0t. We can choose our foliation {3;} so that the shift vector vanishes. Since 0/0t

is Killing, it is clear that H'=0. The expression for the energy reduces to,

E= —/{/ N{2Af(" A @i + da {Af{" A QiF %A (f{ A K7 /\f{’f)] /\gbijk}
St

Since S; lies in the asymptotic region, we can say, o)
A(f{"Af{j/\[A{’f) A Gigr = BAK A (K9 A K*) A gy, (147)

where K7 is K7 evaluated on the background. The energy is now given by,
E= —m/s N {2Af<i A ¢ + 4aAR A (ﬁjk ~ KA f(’f) A %-k} (148)

Using the fact that H7 = 0, it is clear from equations (GU) and ([Z4) that,
VF — KA KR = (D—ij)xg)—z)Ej/\Ek' (149)

This implies that the energy,
E = —r(1+ 40" Aeg) / INAK' A ¢; = £rV1 + SAar / INAK A ¢ (150)
St St

where we have used the S; analogue of the useful formula (§)), and the cosmological
constant relation ([ZH).
In order to make contact with [4B], we switch to a coordinate basis,

E = +rV1+ 8Aa* / AP 2V \2NAK (151)
St

We now follow the procedure described in [3] for Einstein gravity. Let us start with
the test spacetime. Near S;, we can express the metric on ¥; in Gaussian normal
coordinates,

ds$, = yapdrda® = d2* + q;;(2, 2%)da' da? . (152)

where ¢;;(0, %) = \;; is the metric on S;. Similarly, for the background, we can write

the metric on ¥, (near S;), as,
dst, = Jadi®dz® = dz* + G (z,3")di'dz’. (153)
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To ensure that the normals to S; agree on the test spacetime and the background, we
choose the diffecomorphism z = z and z* = 7'. In these coordinates,
L - L i
K = 54" iz K = 50 @iz (154)

Since both metrics agree on the boundary, we note that Ag;; = 0 there. Therefore
on S;,

1. 1
AK = =5\ (Agy) . = —5 (Aqg) (155)

7'2.

where Ag = A7 Ag;;. This gives a final energy expression,
E =FrV1+ 8Aa*/ dP2xVAN (Ag) . - (156)
St

We now use Deser and Tekin’s method [HLH] to calculate! the energy associated
with the timelike Killing vector, t4.

Epr = :Fl%\/m/ dSanp {tc VPR — tcVARPC + 1PV A — VPR
St
+hPCV A e — WAV Pt + 'V ehPC — PV oh € + VP (157)

where h48 = ¢g48 — g8 and h = gaph?®. Here gap and gap are the metrics on
M and M respectively. We will choose to work in a synchronous gauge for which
n“hap = 0 [3]. As the metrics agree on the boundary we can also set h4Z = 0 on S;.
If S, has inward pointing normal 9/0z, the measure is given by dS4 = —dP~22v/\5%.
For vanishing shift vector, we have t4 = Nn“, and the energy ([[37) simplifies to,

Epr = £kV1+ 8Aa* / dP~2aVAN (8,h7 — 07h) . (158)
St

In the Gaussian Normal coordinates we have recently described, h** = 0 and h = Agq.
Deser and Tekin’s energy now reads,

Epr = FrV1 + 8Aa* / dP2e VAN (Aq) . (159)
St

This expression clearly agrees with the equation ([[56). We can conclude that although
our derivation was very different to that in [FLB], our results are consistent.

3.1.1 Application to GB black holes

One of the nice features of GB gravity (B2) is that it contains static, spherically sym-
metric solutions [A7, 85,48 49,60, 61L27.46] of the form,

dr?
ds® = =V (r)dt* + —— +r?dQ5_, (160)
V(r)
4In @A), the authors do not explicitly write down an energy expression for the GB action with
a bare cosmological constant A. However, they give enough information to easily derive equation

it}
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where dQ%,_, is the metric on a unit (D —2)-sphere. We will assume that 1+8Aa* > 0,
so that there are two possible branches for the potential,

V) =1+ 5 1)T(D o (1 + \/1 +8har 4 2P 122131_ 2)0‘*“) (161)

Here 1 > 0 is a constant of integration that gives mass to the spacetime. The upper
branch has a naked singularity at » = 0, whereas the lower branch is a real black
hole with a unique event horizon surrounding the singularity [35]. We wish to cal-
culate the mass, M, of these spacetimes above the appropriate maximally symmetric
background,

_ dr?
ds? = —V (r)dt? + —

_ 2403 162
V(T) +r D—-2 ( 6 )

where )

Vi) =1+ D~ 1)T<D o (1 +vV11 8Aa*> . (163)

The foliation in each case is given by surfaces of constant ¢, so we soon see that,

¢ij = 1 (2)Xij @i = 7 (2)x (164)

where x;; is the metric on the unit (D — 2)-sphere, and

dr dr =

If 7(0) =7(0) = R, on Sy, it follows that,

(Aq) .. = —@A\/V(R) ~ —(Z\;;)AV(R) on S,. (166)

For large R,

1 7
AV(R) ~ e (167)

Finally, we note that N = +/V and apply equation ([58) to give,
M = KQD_Q(D - 2),u (168)

where Qp_5 is the volume of the unit (D — 2)-sphere. This is the standard result.
It is always valid for Aeg < 0. For Aeg > 0 our analysis is valid only if the de Sitter
horizon is much larger than the black hole horizon [5].

3.2 A special case

In the last section, we assumed that 1 + 8Aa* > 0. Now consider what happens
when 1+ 8Aa* = 0. We cannot make use of the expression ([hf) because it involves
multiplying an infinite integral, by zero! We will not worry about how one would

24



modify the approach of ] to accomodate this. Instead, we will sell the approach
developed in this paper. Let us focus on the 5-dimensional black hole with,

2

r [
V() =1+ = — /2= (169)

To calculate the mass, we need to go back to equation ([39). We also need to choose
a background. In this example, the maximally symmetric solution with p = 0 is
not necessarily the most natural choice. We might prefer u to be chosen so that the
horizon has zero area [35]. Whatever our choice, we illustrate the flexibility of this
work by allowing for non-maximally symmetric backgrounds. We will keeps things
general and say that the background potential is given by
r? n
V()—1+5— % (170)

As before, our foliation is made up of surfaces of constant ¢, with boundary S; given
by r = R. To apply the energy expression ([39), we need the following ingredients,

: = vV ~. ~ 1 .
N=VV, N=0 K= gE’, o=o0, Q= =B A E*. (171)
Now use the useful formula (§) in (39), to derive the energy,

E = —kQs RV {%A (VV7) + 22—3 [A (VV) - %A (V\/V)} } (172)

To keep things tidy, we write
V=y’'-m, V=y’—m (173)

y2=1+4i:, m:\/%, m:\/%. (174)
vV = y{ ——+O(i4)} (175)

) e
A (V\/V) = 3y [?ym Aé ) (yi)] (177)
If we plug this back into ([ZZ) we find,

where

Now for large v,

1
E =33 [2aA(m?)] + O (—2) (178)
Y
Now we send R, or equivalently y, to infinity, to derive the black hole mass,
M = 3rQ3Ap. (179)

If we had chosen the background to be the black hole of zero size, we would have
i = 2a. Our black hole mass would be given by M = 3kQ3(p — 2«v), which agrees
with the “minisuperspace” method employed in [35].
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4 Discussion

In this paper, we have derived a neat and easy to use expression for the gravitational
energy of a solution in Gauss-Bonnet gravity. This was done using a Hamiltonian
approach, much like the one used by Hawking and Horowitz [3] for Einstein grav-
ity. Given the technical complexity of the derivation, our final expression (I39) is
remarkably simple.

There have been other ways of calculating the energy of certain Gauss-Bonnet
solutions [B5LALE]. We have shown that our Hamitonian approach yields results that
are consistent with these. Each approach has its advantages and disadvantages, as
we will now discuss.

Consider the “conserved charge” method given in [ELB]. The authors identify a
conserved current associated with a timelike Killing vector. The gravitational en-
ergy corresponds to the “charge” of this current. This method can be applied to
generic higher derivative gravities, of which Gauss-Bonnet gravity is just a special
case. However, the background spacetimes, or vacua, are always assumed to be maxi-
mally symmetric everywhere. That is not to say that this method cannot be extended
to a more general choice of background. This should clearly be a topic for future re-
search. It would also be interesting to know how to apply this method to the special
case discussed in section B2

Similarly, we should also ask if we can extend our Hamiltonian approach to more
general higher derivative gravities. It should be fairly easy to consider the Lovelock
action [6],

(23]
S=Y S, S, :/ QUBLA L ANQAB Ney o aB,. (180)
n=0 M

The structure is very similar to GB gravity, with the surface terms for the action given
n [36]. Life would be more difficult if we wanted to consider an arbitrary combination
of Riemann tensors, as the surface terms are generally unknown.

The “minisuperspace” method used in [35] is closest in spirit to the Hamiltonian
approach. The idea is to consider a static, spherically symmetric ansatz for the metric,
and insert it back into the action. The action becomes one-dimensional, making it
easier to fix the boundary term. When we turn to the Hamiltonian, and evaluate it
on one of the black hole solutions given in sections BTl and B2, we derive the black
hole mass. This method is very simple and easy to use, but somewhat limited. It can
only be applied when the one-dimensional “minisuperspace” model is valid. This is
OK for the black hole spacetimes discussed in [35], but a more general approach is
clearly desirable.

The Hamiltonian approach developed in this paper is the appropriate generalisa-
tion. It can be applied whatever the symmetries of the solution, and without having
to reduce the number of dimensions. In particular, we will use it to investigate the
generalisation of braneworld holography [33] for Gauss-Bonnet gravity [34].

To sum up, we have derived an expression ([39) for the energy of a solution to
Gauss-Bonnet gravity. This can be applied whatever our choice of background, and
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whatever the symmetries of our solution. This should, hopefully, give us a platform

to investigate Gauss-Bonnet gravity more thoroughly.
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A Proofs

A.1 Proof of equation (51I)

We start with ) R
A=A+ A, NE?,

as described in the paragraph leading up to equation (&1l). Now
$LA=$ A+ A NS E*+E*N{---}.
From equation (Bl we know that
$F* = -H*E' - I*;E' + E*{---} = B*{--- }.
The last result comes from equation (7). By definition
$.4=Pd(in4) +iu (aA)] = P [is (a4)].
In analogy with equation (2H), we also have that

A

dA = oA+ B N {---} = it (dA) =iy (doA) + E* A -

So from equations (I84) and (IXH) we deduce that
A= p [ ()] ~5.4
Putting ([83) and (I8H) into equation ([82) gives the desired result,
SLA=8 A+ B ().
A.2 Proof of equation (56

By definition,

%6(]\][22) _ iCZ(NZZZ) + a)za[ai + ajiaiza

l - 7z ~z 7ji ~i 72J
Nd(Nl )‘i‘td jl] —i—wjl 7.
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In analogy with equation (2H), we know that

A(NIP) = d(NT?) + E*{-- -} (189)

From equations (22)), ([23), ([@d) and (@H), the connection pieces can be written as
&y o= K+ EB{-- (190)
@y = @+ E--} (191)

From equation (@), we know that b® = [**. Therefore, combining this with equations

([[BY) to (IUI) yields the following,

L & sz Lo ~i 7] 754 2
NV(NZ ) = Nd(Nb)+wjbf+Kjlﬂ + FE*{---}
1 ~ . oy

where we have used the antisymmetry of [¥/ in the last line.

A.3 Proof of equation ([Z8))
We start by showing that

EY A$ (doh) = EX Ad($,.0%Y) + dt AdN A $L o (193)
From equation (ZH), we know that
At = do*d + B A $ % (194)

This means that

EX NS (do*!) = E+AS$) [do™ — B A$ 0]

= E'A[$.(do™) —$ BT A8 0. (195)

Now Lie derivatives commute with exterior derivatives, which implies that
Et A$, (do*) = EX Ad($.0). (196)
Since $, is actually the projection of the Lie derivative (see section ZZ2.TI), the wedging
with B+ is crucial in the above equation. We also know that $; B+ = —dN/N.

Equation ([[93) now gives
EY NS (do*h) = EXAd($. 0% +dt AdN NS o
E+ Ad($,0%) + dt AN A $ Lo (197)

where we have once again used equation (ZH). Now consider,

dt AV(N$ &) = dr A [JN A$Lo o+ Nﬁ(wﬁd)}
— dtAAN A$ G+ B A [J(&aj“l) 3% A S0 4 o, A $Laﬁa]
= EtA [$ L (do) + 0% AL+ D% A S lwm]
= FiAS, (ciafd + W A wad>

= EtA$.Q“ (198)
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A.4 Proof of equation (95])

Since H, A H* = 0, we can write
H, A [Zbach + chfzba} A Cood = Hy A [Zbach + chFba] A Croa. (199)
Rearranging some indices on the right hand side,

Hy A [ZbaFCd + ZCdea} ACed = 1F[Hy A Cood + He A Caap)
= [PFhAH, A E® A Capea. (200)

Here we have used the formula given in equation (). Since H.r is symmetric, we
know that H, A E¢ = 0. Equation (@3) now follows automatically.

B Summary of notation

In this section, we give a summary of some of the notation used throughout this
paper, to provide a quick and easily accessible reference.

B.1 Overview of manifolds

Manifold Description Dimension Other features
M Test spacetime D Indices labelled with A,B,C.
hw Spacelike surfaces D-1 Indices labelled with a,b,c.
labelled by t Objects labelled with a “tilde”.
Yo Spacelike part of OM D—-1 Limit as ¢t — £oo of X;.
B Timelike part of IM D—-1 Indices labelled with u,v,o.
Objects labelled with suffix “0”
St Intersection of >; and B D -2 Indices labelled with ,5,k.
Objects labelled with a “hat”
M Background spacetime D Objects labelled with a “bar”.
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B.2 Objects on M

Object Description Notes
JAB The metric g = gapdax?da®
= —N2dt? + g (da® + Ndt)(dz® + N°dt)
RA4scp The Riemann tensor
{EA} | The orthonormal basis E4 can be B+, E? or E'.
of 1-forms
{Xa} The dual basis X4 canbe X, X, or X;.
of vectors
wAB The connection 1-form | See equations ([22) and (23)) for its decomposition.
0AB The curvature 2-form | See equations (B) and (BI) for its decomposition.
€A,..A,, | The “measure” forms See equation (@) for their formal definition.
d The exterior derivative
v The covariant See equation (BZ) for the analogue on ;.
exterior derivative
iy A The interior product Y is a vector, A is a p-form. See [44]

of Y and A
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B.3 Objects on Y

Object

Description

X, or n?

The unit normal to >

Yab

The induced metric

R%cq

The Riemann tensor

{E}

The orthonormal basis

of 1-forms

E° can be E? or E*.

wab

The connection 1-form

See equations (@) and (R for its decomposition.

Qab

The curvature 2-form

See equations (BY) and (B0) for its decomposition.

Cal---a'm

The “measure” forms

See equation (B1) for their formal definition.

o

The exterior derivative

<

The covariant
exterior derivative

See equation ([B2) for its definition.

$, and $

Slo

The “time” derivatives

See equation (21).

B.4 Objects on B

Object

Description

Notes

X, or z4

The unit normal to B

XZ:% near B

{E"}

The orthonormal basis
of 1-forms

E* can be E+ or E°.

wWo

7%

The connection 1-form

See equations (f3)) and EH) for its decomposition.

7
QO

The curvature 2-form

See equations (B8)) and (@) for its decomposition.

do

The exterior derivative

Vo

The covariant

exterior derivative

See equation (BZ) for the analogue on ;.
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B.5 Objects on S;

Object Description Notes
Aij The induced metric
ﬁijkl The Riemann tensor
{E"} The orthonormal basis
of 1-forms
oY The connection 1-form
Qi The curvature 2-form
iy i The “measure” forms | See equation ([[IZ) for their formal definition.
d The exterior derivative
v The covariant See equation (BZ) for the analogue on ;.
exterior derivative
§ L and § o | The “time” derivatives | The analogue of $, on S;. See equation (B0).
ot

B.6 Extrinsic Curvatures

Symbols Description

Ki= KijEj Kij is the extrinsic curvature of S; in X;

H=H ijEj H' j is the extrinsic curvature of S; in B

Kt =Kt EY | K*, is the extrinsic curvature of B in M

H® = H%E" | H%, is the extrinsic curvature of ¥; in M
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