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ABSTRACT: Asymptotic symmetries are known to constrain the infrared behaviour of scatter-
ing processes in asymptotically flat spacetimes. By the same token, one expects symmetries
of the black hole horizon to constrain near-horizon gravitational scattering. In this paper, we
take a step towards establishing this connection. We find all near-horizon symmetries that can
be potentially relevant to gravitational scattering near the horizon of the Schwarzschild black
hole. We study large diffeomorphisms of linearised perturbations of the Schwarzschild black
hole in a partial wave basis and in a gauge that allows for gravitational radiation crossing
the event horizon. This setup is ideally suited for studying processes involving near-horizon
gravitons like scattering and black hole evaporation. We find the most general near-horizon
symmetries that are consistent with finite perturbations at the horizon. Since we do not
impose any further boundary conditions, these symmetries represent the biggest set of sym-
metries in this setting. We find the associated covariant charges to be finite and non-zero
showing that these symmetries are physical. Interestingly, for a large black hole, the dominant
symmetries are just two copies of u(1).
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1 Introduction

Classical analyses of perturbations of the Schwarzschild black hole have a rich history. Seeking
an understanding of the classical stability of the background, influential work on the subject
dates back to several decades ago [1-3]. These lead to further important developments due to
Chandrasekhar [4]. In addition to various applications [5-8], an effort to cast the perturbations
in gauge invariant form has culminated in a rather practical and covariant avatar [9-14] which
also allowed for a study of classical gravitational radiation both crossing the horizon and
reaching infinity.

Owing to Hawking’s seminal work [15,16], quantum aspects of black holes have an equally
captivating and yet, as is widely acknowledged, an incomplete story. While the problem of
information loss has been widely debated, quantum aspects of the most general perturbations
of the Schwarzschild black hole have received considerably little attention. Only recently has
a formalism to study scattering processes in the near-horizon region been developed [17-21].!

'For previous work that led to these developments, see [22-25].



These processes naturally include metric perturbations resulting in a new regime of quantum
gravity where elastic 2—2 amplitudes eikonalise. This regime is where centre of mass energies,
E, of scattering processes satisfy EM > M]%l [17,18], where M is the mass of the black hole.
The formalism also allows for calculations of S-matrix elements away from the black hole
eikonal regime. Inelastic processes relevant for black hole evolution can also be explicitly
calculated [20]. A new soft limit is also expected to emerge in the near-horizon limit where
graviton momenta scale inversely with the Schwarzschild radius in the large black hole limit
[26]. These developments are inherently based on the covariant avatar of the black hole
perturbations alluded to earlier.

Black holes notwithstanding, it has become increasingly apparent that the infrared struc-
ture of gravity is far richer than previously thought even perturbatively about flat space.
Gravitational radiation reaching null infinity is known to be intricately tied to infinite dimen-
sional symmetries arising from large gauge transformations that survive at future and past
null infinities [27-29]. In turn, a diagonal subgroup of these future and past Bondi-Metzner-
Sachs (BMS) groups has been argued to be a symmetry of the asymptotically flat quantum
gravity S-matrix [30]. The Ward identities associated with these symmetries have been shown
to be the same as Weinberg’s soft graviton theorem in flat space [31-33].

It is then natural to ask if the radiation crossing the horizon has an analogously rich
relationship with asymptotic symmetries of the horizon and if these are tied to the near-
horizon scattering processes. Infinite dimensional symmetries have in fact been shown to
arise near the horizon of non-extremal black holes [34-49]. Their relevance to the black hole
information problem has also been debated [50,51]. These symmetries can be thought as
being emergent near the horizon, once the collapse process of a large black hole has settled.
They are valid for as long as the black hole is semi-classically large (M > Mp;). It is not
known if these symmetries in the literature are the complete set of all symmetries of the
horizon. Furthermore, any potential relationship between these symmetries and scattering
processes near the horizon is also a glaringly open problem.

Results: In this article, we take an important step towards addressing the questions raised
in the previous paragraph. Within the covariant approach to black hole perturbations, we
derive the set of all near- horizon symmetries assuming only that the perturbations remain
finite on the horizon. Remarkably, with no further boundary conditions on the perturbations
than their finiteness at the horizon, we find the corresponding asymptotic charges to be finite.
The asymptotic Killing vectors thus found, form a closed abelian algebra at the linearised level
but there are non-linear obstructions to closure. These must be taken care of by modifying
the Lie bracket, a la Barnich-Troessaert [52], in a non-linearised analysis which is beyond the
scope of this work. However, if one demands the non-linear closure without modifying the Lie
bracket, the maximal sub-algebra turns out to arise from more stringent boundary conditions
that set certain non-radiative data to zero. The resulting sub-algebra contains Diff (52)
in semi-direct sum with two supertranslations. In fact, we find the Killing vectors to all
orders in the near-horizon expansion parameter. In the large black hole limit, the dominant



symmetries form two copies of u(1), one of which is not contained in the aforementioned
maximal sub-algebra.

Organisation of this paper: In Section 2, we set up the perturbations of the Schwarzschild
black hole in a partial wave basis and explain our choice of gauge that allows for gravitational
radiation crossing the horizon. In Section 3, we derive the residual diffeomorphisms that pre-
serve the said gauge choice. We also impose regular boundary conditions for the perturbations
on the horizon to find the near-horizon symmetries, and work out the associated charges using
covariant phase space formalism. We also discuss the physical interpretation of the charges
and show that two of them represent black hole entropy and angular momentum. In Section
4, we turn to the algebra of these near-horizon Killing vectors and identify the sub-algebras
that close even at the non-linear level without any modification to the Lie bracket. We also
study the symmetries relevant for large black holes. Finally, we consider the extension of our
near-horizon symmetries to all orders in the distance away from the horizon. We conclude
with a brief summary of results and some open questions in Section 5.

2 Black hole perturbations in partial waves

We are interested in metric perturbations, h,,, defined via g,, = g +Khy, with k2 = 87G.
The background is the Schwarzschild black hole denoted by g,, that is specified by

ds®> = A(u,v)dudv +r (u,v)*dQ? where A (u,v) = ?exp <1 - %) , (2.1)

where R is the Schwarzschild radius and r (u, v) is implicitly determined from the relation:

w = 2R? (1 - %) exp (% - 1) . (2.2)

The horizon is located at » = R implying that either u = 0 or v = 0. We call v = 0 and
v = 0 as the future and past horizon, respectively. While we restrict our attention to the past
horizon (wherefrom outgoing radiation emanates) in this article, analogous considerations
directly apply to the future horizon.

Perturbations of the Schwarzschild black hole are most naturally studied in the partial
wave decomposition? of Regge and Wheeler [1]. In this basis, metric perturbations are split
into the so-called even and odd modes, respectively, as follows:

hy o e Da Y, 2.3
we ;n: —hfDy  7? (K + —M;UG) vap +12GDDp ) T (2.32)
- 0 —hgeaPDp

hy, = a Yo 2.3b
w % <—h;eABDB —haea’DpyDe ) (2.3b)

2In this paper, following [17,18], we use the real representation of the spherical harmonics which satisfy the
same orthogonality relations as the complex ones.



All metric components in this decomposition naturally carry partial wave indices which we
have suppressed to avoid a clutter of notation. We will continue to leave the partial wave
indices implicit except when we choose to remind ourselves of their presence. The longitudinal
Kruskal coordinates (u, v) are labelled by lowercase Latin indices, while the corresponding
uppercase ones stand for the angular coordinates. Moreover, D4 stands for the covariant
derivative on the unit two-sphere parametrised by the round metric y45. Finally, e4? is the
completely antisymmetric tensor on the sphere with €y® = sin 6.

2.1 Radiation gauge

Consider a generic vector field decomposed into vector spherical harmonics as

Xa = /{ZXﬁngm and Y4 = /{Z (X?maA +X;meABaB) Yo - (2.4)
Im Im
It is evident that three of the components of the vector field are even modes while x,,  is
an odd mode. As discussed in [17,18,20,53,54], a convenient choice of gauge (the “Regge-
Wheeler gauge”) that leaves no residual gauge symmetry is one where the vector fields are
chosen such that G = 0, hg = 0, h) = 0. This ensures that the even perturbations are block
diagonal whereas the odd perturbations are entirely off-diagonal. However, this gauge does
not allow for any radiative data.
We will use a gauge that allows for gravitational radiation crossing the past horizon,
called the “radiation gauge”, first proposed in [14]:

Hyy =0, Hy =0, and hf = 0. (2.5)

A similar condition can be imposed to study radiation on the future horizon and analogous
results can be obtained. Near the past (future) horizon, v = 0 (u = 0), it was argued in [14]
that the free radiative data can be chosen to be the leading component of G when expanded in
a small v series (u series). This component is at ©(v?). Moreover, as pointed out in [14,17,18]
and further exploited in [20, 53, 54], it may be worth noting that there are no propagating
degrees of freedom in the monopole (¢ = 0) and dipole (¢ = 1) sectors. Only the multipole
modes with ¢ > 1 are physical and propagating.

3 Symmetries and covariant charges

In this section, we find the residual symmetries of the radiation gauge, demand that the
perturbations be regular at the horizon as boundary conditions, and compute the near-horizon
charge using the covariant phase space method.

3.1 Residual gauge symmetry

With the parameterisation (2.4) of a generic diffeomorphism decomposed in partial waves,
the metric components in (2.3) transform as

SH = Vaxi™ + Vaxi™ (3.1a)



- P
ohF, = x4 VaXpm — . (Dar) X[ (3.1b)

a,fm
2 4 m L(+1
5Kfm = ;g b(aar) Xll; - (7"2 )Xz_ma (31C)
2
0Gim = —5Xim (3.1d)
_ _ 2 _
5ha,€m = Vasz o ; (aar) Xem (316)
ShG™ = 2, - (3.1f)

Here all the covariant derivatives are with respect to the background metric and V refers
to the covariant derivative restricted to the longitudinal coordinates. We are interested in
finding those gauge transformations that keep us in the radiation gauge (2.5). The radiation
gauge imposes constraints on the diffeomorphisms in (2.4). Demanding H“™ = 0 leads to

. DuA (1)
_ m __ Im _ “u Im

Therefore, we find that the most general solution for x“™ in terms of an arbitrary integration
constant f{™ (v) is of the form

X" = AT () (3.3)

Next, we have that h;’ om = 0 implies

0 = (au - §8u7"> Xg + X (3.4)

> , (3.5)

where we introduced a new integration constant fo (v). The last gauge condition, H" = 0,

resulting in the solution

A(r)
2

r

W = (1870 = im0 [ au

implies that
0 = duxy™ + 09Xy (3.6)

where we used that, in the background (2.1), g“bfgb = 0. Therefore, we find the following
solution® in terms of yet another integration constant f3 (v):

= @ -0 ) [dud) - 7 ) [dudae). (3.7)

3 Alternatively, the solution to this equation may also be written in terms of an auxillary function ¢®™ (

811 qém .

U, V)
£m

such that ¥ = ¢*®€,0,¢"™ which implies x‘™ = ——A(lr,)



Finally, requiring h_ , = 0 yields the equation

0 = Oy (%) which has the solution x, = r2fim (v) . (3.8)

Collecting these components, we find the residual Killing vectors of the radiation gauge to be

= ADAE L = O -040) [WA@ - A [doAr) (G9)
Xom = T2f1(0) . xg, =7 <f2 (v) = f1(v) / du A:p) : (3.9b)

The derivation of these equations did not require any near-horizon expansion and they are
valid to all orders in v.

3.2 Boundary conditions and equations of motion near the horizon

The only boundary conditions we demand are that the gravitational perturbations do not
diverge at the horizon. As we will see, this rather mild constraint leads to finite near-horizon
charges. The requirement that the perturbations remain finite allows us to expand all the six
remaining off-shell fields ® € {G, K, h, H,,, hq} in a Madhavan-Taylor expansion around
v =0:

o =) oMy, (3.10)
n=0

It may be checked that the uu-component of the leading order linearised vacuum equations
of motion imply that K©) is non-radiative free data determined by two arbitrary constants *
CK(0) and dK(o)i

2K©® = 0 which implies that K© = ¢pou+ dgo - (3.11)

All the other even perturbations can be expressed in terms of G(©) together with other non-
radiative free data

Y — (40, G +207)

2R?
0, KD = —% (¢ +1) 2.0 —ud, KO + R
2htO) — —% (0= 1) (€ +2) 0,G0 — 9, KO
1
OPHO = I ((z — DL+ +2) GO 4 2(l+2) (0 —1) KO — 2u8uK(0)> :

(3.12)
The first of these equations arises from the 8¢ component of the equations of motion, the
second from the ¢¢ component, and the third from the u¢ component. Therefore, it is evident

4In [14], K was set to 0 which turns out to be very constraining for the near-horizon symmetries.



that near the past (future) horizon, v = 0 (u = 0), the free radiative data for the even sector
may be chosen to be the leading O (1) component of G when expanded in a small v series (u
series). Of course, the leading components of h)" or H,, are equally valid choices. The above
equations can be solved to yield

1

KW = T [2ciu® — {00+ 1) e+ (£ +2) (0 — 1) dyo tu] +dga
RO = —% (0 —1)(£+2) </ duG<O>> — u;cmm +cputdy
O HY = 2—]1%2[(5 — DL +1)(L+2) </ du G<°>> + (40 - 3) cxou®
+ 2(0+42) (0 — 1) dgyu+dy] - (3.13)

Here we introduced additional constants of integration: cp, dya), dp, and dy. In the odd
sector, on the other hand, the leading order linearised vacuum equations of motion imply

2R?

0 _ _
Ouhg” = (+2)(—-1)

92h; O (3.14)

)

radiative data. Thus, near the past (future) horizon, v = 0 (u = 0), the free radiative data

(0)

All the subleading fields can be expressed in terms of h, © o h¢,’ together with some non-

for the odd sector may be chosen to be the leading component of hg when expanded in a
small v series.

3.3 Asymptotic Killing vectors

The near-horizon expansions (3.10) together with (3.1) lead to the following expansions for
the Killing vector near the past horizon

X = ) e xg, = YoM X, = Y o™ (3.15)
n=0 n=0 n=0

where the leading order components can be found to be®

2
(0 - v U
Xv 2R2 + R +as, (3163)
X0 = o, (3.16b)
O = —aju+ Rp;, (3.16¢)
x 9 = Ry (3.16d)

where the partial-wave dependent constants «;, ;, and ; are determined in terms of the
integration constants in (3.9). Writing all integration constants appearing in (3.9) also in

®We introduced additional factors of R in some coefficients to ensure that all constants are dimensionless.
These may be fixed by noting the dimensions of the metric perturbations in (2.3) and deducing the dimensions
of the Killing vectors from (3.1). Based on this analysis, it can be checked that [x,] = L°, [Xﬂ =L



a power series as fi(v) = > .07, fi(n)v", we have that a1 = f1(0)7 g = —Rfl(l), az = f?EO),
681 =R fQ(O), and v1 = R fio). These solutions follow from (3.9) where we used that, in the
Schwarzschild background, 9,4 (r) = 0470, A (r) and that
w  u? 3 w  Jue? 3
T(U’U)ZR_ﬁ_zl—R?’—i_@(v)’ A(u,v):l—kﬁ—kw—i-@(v) (3.17)

near the horizon. The subleading terms can similarly be determined to be

V() = Rttt g (3.18a)

XM () = % - % : (3.18b)

@) = (% _ %) wt B, (3.18¢)

O = 4y % , (3.18d)

The new coefficients appearing in this expression are determined as oy = —2R? f1(2)7 a5 =

ngfl), P2 = R2f2(1), and v, = R2f£1). Plugging these solutions into the variations (3.1), we
find the following leading order variations of the metric perturbations

2

3aqu ay—
(0) _ 1 4 3
00, Hy, SR +2 = (3.19a)
3au?  2a0u
0) __ 1 2
5hj() = —W+T+a3+ﬁ2 ) (3'19b)
2 2
1y (@ +€+1)a1u €(€+1)a2u 043—6(64-1)52
SEW = =1 -+ e : (3.19¢)
201 201
sq — 2% il .19d
G = TR (3.194)
2
o _ (PHl+Dow ((+1)f
KO = = - (3.19€)
5hy O = Ay, (3.19¢)
shY = 2Ry, . (3.19g)

It can be verified that these variations are consistent with the equations of motion we found
in (3.13) and (3.14).

3.4 Covariant charges

The gravitational charges associated with the asymptotic Killing vectors (4.1) can be found
using the covariant phase space formalism [55,56] (also see [57] for a review):

JQX [gpa§ hpa] =

K 2 — = | UM, ol no = Vi puo 1 Vol
167TG/(dx)WV g[xVh X'V hP? + % VYA +2hVX

1
+§hya (VM)ZU - VUXM) - (:u A V) ’ (3'20)



where Y was defined in (2.4), § indicates that the charges are not integrable in general and
(d2:17) = %ewpodaﬁp Adz?. Plugging in our solutions for the asymptotic Killing vectors from
Section 3.3 and using the decomposition of the gravitational perturbations into partial waves
as before, we find the charge in the even sector to be

1
Q X i = 5 [W +1) (0uhf© (BB — crw) + 201 1f )
+2R*01 KW + (2R — 3uay) K©

+ (u’a1 — 2Ruay — 2Ra) 8uK(0)] : (3.21)

Here, we used the following orthogonality relation for spherical harmonics to integrate over
the two-sphere

/ AQDAY () DYirm () = €06+ 1)500:5y - (3.22)

The ¢, m labels are again implicit in the charges. Upon imposing equations of motion (3.12),
this charge reduces to

[e (£+1) (0uh® (BB = aru) + 2010

1
Q[Xﬁm7xz—m:| = 5

—u(l(l+1)ch +dgo)ar — L+ 1) arcgo

+ ZE(E + 1)041dh + 2R2OéldK(1):| . (3.23)

The first line of this expression contains free radiative data (which we chose to be hay (0)),
whereas the terms in the second line and below only contain non-radiative data. Such terms
may be eliminated by an appropriate choice of boundary conditions that fix the integration
constants appearing in the solutions to equations of motion in (3.13).% Similarly, in the odd
sector, we find the following linearised charge

Q [Xem] = g[ﬁ (+1) 77070 (3.24)

where we used the following orthogonality relation to integrate over the two-sphere
/ dQ "B DY (Q)ea’ DY () = (€4 1)8008pm - (3.25)

We note that the Iyer-Wald [55] and Barnich-Brandt [56] charges coincide. Furthermore,
there are no central extensions in the charge algebra; therefore the charge algebra is the
same as the algebra of vector fields by the representation theorem of charge algebra [57,59].
Moreover, since we are in the linearised theory, the algebra is abelian and thus the charge
algebra is trivial at the linearised level.

5Similar conditions were used in the study of higher dimensional supertranslations in [58].



3.5 More restrictive boundary conditions

Some of the non-radiative data may be fixed by a slightly stronger boundary condition
WK® = ¢ = 0. (3.26)

This condition implies that a1 = 0 in the asymptotic Killing vector as is evident from (3.19e).
As we will see in Section 4.1, the most general asymptotic Killing vectors do not form a closed
algebra under the usual Lie bracket if we go beyond the linearised theory. However, setting
a1 = 0 indeed leads to a closed algebra under the usual Lie bracket even in the non-linear
regime. Therefore, these boundary conditions are more natural in this sense. The charge in
the even sector then simplifies to

_E [e (€ +1) (auh;m) 51) + 2a2dK(0)} . (3.27)

Q [xﬁm, x?m] 5

cgg) =0,01=0
3.6 Physical interpretation of the charges

Out of the asymptotic Killing vectors, (3.16) and (3.18), some of them are exact isometries
of the background.

Entropy One of them is the generator of Killing horizon

£=0,m=0
x® = /{%T(vav —udy,) . (3.28)
This is the generator of time translations and corresponds to scaling v — pu,v — % for
some constant p. The near-horizon charge corresponds to change in Bekenstein-Hawking
entropy due to perturbation (2.3), 45, times the Hawking temperature, Ty, of the background
Schwarzschild

0 [ag=07m=0 - 1] — ROR = QETHas. (3.29)
s
Here, 0R := dﬁ;g)’mzo, Ty = ﬁ, and 05 = w. This can be seen as follows. In our
setup, the Schwarzschild metric together with the perturbation is *
ds® = A(u,v)dudv + 72 (1 + k6R) dQ? . (3.30)

Therefore the area of the black hole changes from 47 R? — 47 R?(1 + k6 R) and the change in
entropy due to the perturbation is @. Recall that k = V87 G.

"We only consider the perturbation with di?(g;m:o turned on for simplicity. The charge remains the same
0,m=0

even for a more generic perturbation due to the choice of our vector field which is only sensitive to di?(o)

— 10 —



Angular momentum Another Killing vector correspond to the rotation symmetry of the
Schwarzschild background, Jy

—1 e KR |3 j—1m=
WE = kR [P ORY i o] 04 = 7\@% 109, (3.31)

Here we used Yy—1y—g = %\/g cosf. The near-horizon charge corresponds to the angu-
lar momentum of the perturbation (2.3) since the angular momentum of the background
Schwarzschild is zero. The charge is

0 [/}/le,mzo _1/3

S\=| = BoL@. (3.32)

Here, L(u) := %\/g (hy (0))521””:0. This interpretation is motivated by the following argu-

ment. In our setup, the Schwarzschild metric together with the perturbation L(u) turned on
is 8

ds? = A(u,v)dudv + r2dQ? — 2k L(u) sin? 0 dvdé . (3.33)
If L(u) = ua for some constant a, this is the metric of Kerr black hole with a small rotation
parameter ka that has been linearised around Schwarzschild black hole by keeping only the
terms linear in ka. Then the charge (3.32), Q = Ra, is easily seen to be related to the angular

momentum of such a black hole.

4 Symmetry algebra

In this section, we study the algebra of the near-horizon symmetries we found in Section
3.3 and its closed sub-algebras, and the algebra of the symmetries (in (3.9)) to all orders
in v. We examine the closure of these algebras under the usual Lie bracket and determine
necessary conditions for closure beyond the linearised regime. Of the two resulting closed sub-
algebras of the near-horizon asymptotic Killing symmetries, one corresponds to a maximal
sub-algebra while the other is the dominant one for large black holes. It must be noted that in
the linearised theory, the algebra is abelian and therefore always closes. This can be seen from
(2.4) by noting that y is O(k). Therefore, the Lie bracket is O(k?). So, all the statements
we make below about the closure (or otherwise) go beyond the linear approximation and are
only relevant when one works with the full non-linear theory. In the non-linear theory, we
expect that Barnich-Troessaert bracket [52] would lead to closure of the full algebra.

4.1 Near-horizon symmetry algebra

From the solutions for the asymptotic Killing vectors in (3.16) written in terms of arbitrary
partial wave dependent constants, we notice that the complete asymptotic Killing vector can

8We only consider the perturbation with L(u) turned on for simplicity. The charge remains the same even
for a more generic perturbation due to the choice of our vector field which is only sensitive to L(u).

— 11 —



be parameterised in terms of arbitrary functions F (), M (), P () and Z4 (Q) on the unit
sphere as follows:

X[F,M,P,Zz4] = n[(F(Q);—;Z—%M(Q)%—i—P(Q)) 8u—F(Q)8U—R2fyACGCF(Q)8
+ZAL§Q)3A+ } , (4.1)

with the dots representing sub-leading terms and €2 a point on the unit 2-sphere. Here,

Za Yo (€2)
M(Q)=—Za Yo ()
P(Q):_Za }/Zm s

ZAQ) = Z BfmfyACDcng(Q) + 1A DY (Q) . (4.2)

lm

Note that the spacetime index of the asymptotic Killing vector (3.16) must be raised
with the background metric (g"”x,) to arrive at this expression. The even and odd modes
on the sphere result in independent even and odd functions on the sphere which have been
combined into two arbitrary functions Z4 () on the sphere. It can be checked that the lie
bracket of (4.1) does not close,

[X(F1, My, Py, Z{"), X(Fo, Ma, P2, Z3")] # X (Fia, Mia, Pra, Z{3) (4.3)

for any arbitrary functions Fio, Mys, P12, Z12. However, this is a non-linear statement since
the right hand side is O(x?).

It is conceivable that the non-linear closure of this algebra requires the addition of more
terms to the asymptotic Killing vector (4.1) that may resemble [43,48, 49] where diffeomor-
phisms along the horizon (in addition to Diff(5?)) were found. Indeed, it can be checked that
the Lie bracket (4.3) generates terms of the type F,(Q)u"0, for some arbitrary function on
the sphere F,,(€2) and an arbitrary integer n. We defer further discussion to Section 5.

4.1.1 Maximal closed sub-algebra
The maximal sub-algebra that closes is that of vector fields with F' (©2) = 0.

[X(M1, P, Z{), X(Ma, Py, Z3Y)] = X (Mi2, Pr2, Z13) (4.4)
with

ZADA My — ZA0 4 M
M12 = K 18A 2R 28A ! s (45&)

- 12 —



(4.5b)

ZA0Py — ZAO4 P
Py = %[Mlpz—M2P1+ 1742 274 1} ;

R

(4.5¢)

g4 [ZlBaBZf‘—ZzBﬁBZf‘]
12 _— H R .

As pointed out in Section 3.5, this sub-algebra naturally arises from a stronger boundary
condition (3.26) than finiteness of metric perturbations on the horizon. It can be verified
that it consists of diffeomorphisms of the two-sphere, Diff (52) generated by Z4 (), in semi-
direct sum with two supertranslations, generated by M () and P () on the horizon. This
is in agreement with the results of [40] and also the results found in [36] where two copies of
the Virasoro algebra were found and the complete set of Diff (52) was anticipated.

It is interesting to note that in our setup, in contrast to the analysis of [36,40], we see that
one of the supertranslations (associated with M (Q)) and Diff(5?) are suppressed in powers
of R for a large black hole, R > k.

4.1.2 Symmetries of large black holes

While we saw that F(Q2) = 0 was necessary for the maximal closed algebra defined by the
conventional Lie bracket, it is evident that for very large black holes, the Killing vector (4.1)
reduces to

LIF. P = /-;P(Q)&L—F(Q)&ﬁ—@(%)} (4.6)
The algebra generated by this asymptotic Killing vector clearly closes with a trivial commu-
tator leading to an algebra of two copies of u(1). In the maximal sub-algebra discussed in
the previous subsection, the near-horizon symmetry associated with F' () did not contribute.
However, we see that for a large black hole this symmetry dominates and without any ob-
structions to the algebra closure. Thus, it has physical significance for scattering processes
near large black holes which are of semi-classical interest.

4.2 Symmetry algebra to all orders in v

Our boundary conditions allow us to write the asymptotic Killing vector fields (4.1) to all
order in v using (3.9):

o _F(U,Q) A(u,v) y v Oy A(u,v) “F(v
X = [( a0t Am OF@D+F @9 =50 )c% F (v, )9,

— A(u,v) YACOcF (v,Q)d4 + Z4 (v, Q)@A] (4.7)

where we defined the background functions

A(u,v) = /duA(r), and  A(u,v) = /du

A()

r2
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Here,
F(’U’Q) = Zfl(v)gmnm(g) )
lm
Fu,Q) =Y f3(0)"Ym(Q)

lm
Z4(v,Q) = ) f2(0) "y DeYin(Q) + fa(0) " DpYin () - (4.9)
4,m

The algebra of these vector fields does not close in general (since the asymptotic algebra
did not close (4.3))

(L FL 23, X(F2 Fo,28)] # X (Fiz Fio Z3h ) - (4.10)

However, it can easily be checked that the sub-algebra formed by vector fields with F (v, Q) =
0 does indeed close with

Fio = k|Z{'04F> — Z504F1| and Z{), = & [ZP0pZ] — Z50pZ7] . (4.11)

Note that this sub-algebra coincides with the one formed by (4.1) for F = M = 0, in the
near-horizon region. Therefore, it consists of only one supertranslation instead of two. Notice
that the Killing vector now contains arbitrary functions of v and a dependence on u via the
background function A (r). It would be interesting to find less stringent restrictions on the
function F (v, Q) that may still lead to a closed algebra. In general, it is also of interest to
find the general role and meaning of these symmetries that do not lead to a closed algebra,
both on the horizon to leading order and also possibly to all orders in the distance to the
horizon, parametrised by v.

5 Conclusions and outlook

In this article, we studied the perturbations of the Schwarzschild black hole in a partial wave
basis in a gauge that allows for radiation crossing the horizon. This setup is ideally suited
for studying near-horizon scattering. We found the residual symmetries that preserve the
aforementioned “radiation gauge”. By requiring only that the perturbations be finite on the
horizon, we found the Killing vectors not only near the horizon but also to all orders in v in
Section 4.2. Remarkably, with no further restrictions we found the charges on the horizon
corresponding to these symmetries to be finite and non-vanishing. The physical significance of
the sub-leading terms is not clear as they do not contribute to the charges. Nevertheless, there
is some evidence that such sub-leading terms can be related to sub-leading soft theorems for
scattering in flat spacetime [60,61]. Our leading order vector fields correspond to near-horizon
symmetries that were not previously known. In the linearised theory, the algebra is abelian
and therefore closes to leading order. However, it is curious that the complete algebra on
the horizon does not close with the conventional Lie bracket owing to sub-leading non-linear
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obstructions. We identified two important sub-cases that lead to a closed algebra. The first is
obtained by setting F'(Q2) = 0 and leads to an algebra of two supertranslations in semi-direct
sum with all diffeomorphisms of the two sphere, Diff (52). We found a specific restriction
on the boundary conditions that naturally leads to this maximal sub-algebra. The second
sub-algebra emerges in the large black hole limit and is considerably smaller containing only
two copies of u(1). It would be interesting to check if a modified bracket, like the one due to

Barnich and Troessaert [52,62], closes the complete algebra with no restrictions.”

Comparison to previous work: Several authors have studied the symmetries of the
black hole horizon in recent years as mentioned in the introduction. Here we list a comparison
between some of these works and our results. In [36], the gauge that was used is different from
the radiation gauge that we employ. Consequently, we find different near-horizon symmetries.
In [37], the choice of gauge, fixed the size of the horizon. In our paper, we found that some
symmetries do change the size of the black hole, while others affect its shape. In [40,42,49],
further restrictions on the symmetries were imposed in order to, for instance, preserve the
location of the (bifurcate) horizon. In this work, we allow for symmetries that may change the
location of the horizon. Indeed, scattering processes near the black hole horizon may change
the location of the horizon in general. In the linearised theory, the perturbations (including
but not limited to changes in the location of the horizon) are small when /R < 1. However,
we may improve our results order by order in x, thereby generating non-linear effects, all the
while preserving our relaxed boundary conditions. It would be interesting to compare the
results of such non-linear effects with the recent work of [48,49]. In particular, it is of interest
to compare the resulting (potentially) closed algebra (by adding more terms to our vector
fields) with what is found there. The maximal sub-algebra that does close is in line with the
previous literature [36,40]. However, we found an additional symmetry which finds its place
in a smaller commuting sub-algebra that survives in the large black hole limit. Finally, in
contrast to all the above works, we find a hierarchy between the different supertranslations
in the large black hole limit.

The primary motivation for studying linear perturbations in the partial wave basis, as
opposed to the non-linear theory, is that scattering processes in the near-horizon region arise
naturally in this basis [17-21]. The results of this article can therefore to be seen as capturing
all the symmetries of near-horizon scattering. The next natural step is to study the impli-
cations of these symmetries for near-horizon scattering. This warrants an understanding of
the Ward-Takahashi identities of these near-horizon symmetries. The relation between these
identities and emergent soft graviton theorems near the horizon is an important question that
we will report on in an upcoming work [26].

In a dynamical problem of collapse, boundary conditions imposed on past null infinity
would in-principle dictate boundary conditions to be imposed on the horizon. Similarly, if the
black hole is to evaporate in its entirety, boundary conditions on future null infinity would
also determine those on the horizon. However, determining these boundary conditions on

9AA would like to thank Glenn Barnich for insightful discussions related to the modified bracket.
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the horizon in practice is a difficult task. One may approach this by setting up a WKB-like
analysis where equations of motion are solved order by order both near the horizon and near
infinity. An appropriate matching condition in the intermediate region will then determine
boundary conditions on the horizon in terms of the choices at infinity.'® This might be
possible in our formalism because the symmetries are known to all orders in v and therefore
at any point in spacetime.

Recently, in [63], a scattering algebra of 't Hooft’s associated with shockwaves was shown
to be related to the soft algebra near infinity. This can be exploited to provide a physical
interpretation of the familiar antipodal matching condition at spatial infinity from the per-
spective of scattering in the bulk [64]. Our results in this paper, especially given their direct
relevance for near-horizon scattering and an analogous shockwave algebra in black hole back-
grounds, may potentially imply a similar antipodal matching condition on the bifurcation
sphere.!!

While we have entirely focused on gravitational perturbations in this paper, it is also
possible to study charged particle scattering near the black hole horizon [68]. Our analysis can
be extended in a straightforward manner'? to study emergent and potentially new symmetries
of QED near the black hole horizon and ask about their relationship with an emergent soft-
photon theorem near the horizon.

Asymptotic symmetries near null infinity are subtle in different dimensions [44,58,70-83]
because the desirable asymptotic charges seem to diverge in a naive r — oo limit. Such
divergences do not arise in the case of higher dimensional black holes where the near-horizon
charges are computed in the r — R limit. Therefore, our formalism is easily adapted to
the case of higher dimensional black holes.!®> An appropriate choice of spherical harmonics
would imply that in the final expressions, only the eigenvalues would have to be adapted
in comparison to our results. Further potential subtleties, if any, may be interesting to
understand.

Finally, it is conceivable that a version of the memory effect in the near horizon region
owing to the symmetries near the horizon may have observable consequences. For instance, it
would be of great importance to understand whether the radiation emerging from the horizon
can leave an imprint on the luminosity fluctuations of the spectra of stellar oscillations (of
the S-stars orbiting the Saggittarius A* for example). While there are other (potentially
stronger) sources for the said luminosity fluctuations like those due to internal pressure and
density dynamics of the orbiting stars, those owed to near-horizon radiation considered in
this paper are likely to occur on a much shorter time-scale (inverse of the speed-of-light as
opposed to the inverse of the speed-of-sound). This separation of scales may make these signals
potentially observable in the near future. However, such measurements depend greatly on an

1ONG would like to thank Godwin Martin for discussions regarding this idea.

1A primitive, and possibly inaccurate, version of such an antipodal identification was anticipated and
discussed in [24,65-67].

12See also [69).

13 A similar observation was made in [84].
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asteroseismological understanding of the spectral type, or any other signature, that captures
the average and/or dominant luminosity fluctuations of the stellar oscillations of interest.
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