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Abstract

Let k be a nontrivial finite-dimensional Lie algebra of vector fields

on a manifold M , and consider the family of Lorentzian metrics on

M whose Killing algebra contains k. We show that scalar relative

differential invariants, with respect to a Lie algebra of vector fields on

M preserving k, can be used to detect the horizons of several well-

known black holes. In particular, using the Lie algebra structure of

k, we construct a general relative differential invariant of order 0 that

always vanishes on k-invariant Killing horizons.
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1 Introduction

Black holes are solutions to Einstein’s field equations describing the result
of the gravitational collapse of stellar objects. The study of these solutions
gives insight into higher curvature regimes in the universe and by studying the
boundaries of these surfaces, it is possible to model the possible gravitational
waves arising from perturbed solutions [1, 2]. However, to do this, it is
necessary to have a firm definition of a black hole horizon. In the case of
stationary black holes used in astrophysics, such as the Kerr solution [3],
the horizon can be determined and this coincides for the event horizon. For
more general black holes that admit a time-like symmetry, determining a
quasi-local invariant surface is a difficult problem.

The event horizon is not an ideal candidate as a boundary for a black
hole. It is, generally, not quasi-local and in black hole solutions admitting
a positive cosmological constant may not exist at all [4]. In practice, quasi-
local surfaces, known as future trapped outer horizons or more briefly as
apparent horizons are used to determined boundaries of dynamical black
holes [1]. However, such surfaces are often not invariant in the sense that
they depend on the foliation of spacetime and therefore cannot be considered
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fully physical. The observation that in the case of stationary and weakly
isolated black hole solutions [5] the horizon can be detected as a quasi-local
invariant surface has motivated the Geometric horizon conjectures which
posit an appropriate quasi-local invariant hypersurface that bounds the black
hole must arise as the zero-set of some scalar curvature invariant [6].

The classification of black hole solutions has been investigated using scalar
polynomial curvature invariants [7] and the horizon has been shown to be
detectable in terms of these curvature invariants [8, 9]. More generally, the
classification of black hole solutions can be accomplished using Cartan in-
variants [10, Chapter 9] and the Killing horizons were shown to be zero-sets
of certain Cartan invariants [11].

Initially the investigation of horizon detecting curvature invariants pre-
supposed knowledge of the horizon’s location for a given spacetime and a
curvature invariant was found that vanishes on the horizon. Using symmetry
arguments, [9] described the construction of scalar polynomial curvature in-
variant that would detect the Killing horizon. However, the existence of such
curvature invariants was not guaranteed. Later, by employing the framework
of weakly isolated horizons [5] a first order curvature invariant was found that
would always detect the Killing horizon, without knowledge of its location
[12].

There are other approaches to classification of spacetimes, and in par-
ticular black hole solutions, beyond curvature invariants. In principle, an
IDEAL classification of spherically symmetric black hole solutions is possi-
ble [13]. However, a general approach to the IDEAL classification has yet
to be determined for general spacetimes. Lastly, one can obtain differential
invariants by directly investigating the appropriate Lie pseudogroup actions
on jet bundles. For instance, this approach has been used to classify Kundt
spacetimes [14] and also spacetimes admitting two commuting Killing vec-
tors [15, 16]. Kerr-like solutions can be treated within the framework of [16],
but the differential invariants and analysis presented there are not adapted
to horizon detection, as the required differential invariant that detects the
Killing horizon must be extracted from an algebraic combination of the dif-
ferential invariants provided in [16].

In this paper we will focus on spacetimes admitting Killing vectors, with
the goal of determining relative differential invariants that vanish on physi-
cally important hypersurfaces, such as black hole horizons and Killing hori-
zons. Let k be a given Lie algebra of of vector fields on a manifold M and
consider the family of metrics on M with Killing algebras containing k. We
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fix the coordinate expressions of the Killing vectors, imagining that observers
agree on the local form of the Lie algebra of Killing vectors (but not necessar-
ily on a basis of the Lie algebra). By investigating the remaining coordinate
freedom, and in particular the corresponding scalar differential invariants, we
aim to find conditions that determine important hypersurfaces in M , and in
particular black hole horizons.

Our approach is as follows. We consider a family of metrics with Killing
algebra containing k. They are sections of the bundle π : S2

LorT
∗M → M

that satisfy a partial differential equation (system), (PDE), which we will in
general denote by E . In the extreme case, E is defined by the system

LXg = 0, ∀X ∈ k, (1)

in which case the space Sol(E) of solutions consists of all metrics for which
every element in k is a Killing vector field. In general, we will also allow
for E to be a sub-PDE of that defined by (1). We then treat the PDE E
geometrically, namely as a family of submanifolds in the spaces of jets of
sections of the bundle π, i.e., E i ⊂ J iπ for i ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . .}.

Let G ⊂ Diff loc(M) be the Lie pseudogroup of symmetries of E that also
preserve the Lie algebra k of vector fields on M . It encodes the remaining
coordinate freedom, after fixing k and E . The Lie algebra (sheaf) g of vector
fields corresponding to the Lie pseudogroup G contains k as an ideal, and it
is always a Lie subalgebra of the Lie algebra of all vector fields preserving k,

{X ∈ D(M) | [X,K] ∈ k, ∀K ∈ k}. (2)

In this paper, we will in general not impose the Einstein equation on our
Lorentzian manifolds, but simply note that it is possible to do that within
our framework. Due to covariance of the Einstein equations, the sub-PDE
of (1) obtained by imposing the Einstein equation has the full Lie algebra
(2) as symmetries. The Lie algebra g prolongs to a Lie algebra g(i) of vector
fields on E i for i = 0, 1, 2, . . . .

Our goal is to investigate to which extent scalar relative g(i)-invariants
on E i (or relative differential invariants of order i) can be used to detect
black hole horizons of metrics admitting Killing vectors. It is natural to
conjecture that they would do that, at least in some cases, as they determine
hypersurfaces in a coordinate-independent way. We outline the structure and
main results of the paper.
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In Section 3.1 we show how an ideal of g can be used to construct one
relative differential invariant of order 0, and also one of order 1 giving the
theorem:

Theorem 1. Let i = 〈K1, . . . , Kr〉 be an ideal of the Lie algebra g of sym-
metries of the PDE E , and assume that dim i = r ≥ 1. Then

LX(K1 ∧ · · · ∧Kr) = λX(K1 ∧ · · · ∧Kr), ∀X ∈ g

where λ ∈ g∗. Consequently, the function

Ri = ‖K
(0)
1 ∧ · · · ∧K(0)

r ‖2h

on E0 ⊂ J0π is a relative invariant with weight 2λ. Moreover, the function
S i = ‖d̄Ri‖2h on E1 ⊂ J1π is a relative invariant with weight 4λ.

We note that for some ideals Ri may be an absolute invariant with λ = 0,
and it is even possible that Ri is simply a constant function.

We will focus on g-invariant ideals of k (which are also ideals of g). De-
pending on the initial Lie algebra k there may be several ways of choosing
the ideal i, and in general different choices will lead to different relative dif-
ferential invariants. Due to the importance of i being an ideal of g, special
attention is paid to characteristic ideals of k. In particular, the radical ideal
r of k, and the elements of its derived sequence r1, r2, . . . , rk are character-
istic ideals. In Section 3.2 we use the terms of the derived sequence of r
to construct a characteristic abelian ideal a(r), and show that it intersects
nontrivially with any other ideal of r.

In Section 3.3 we introduce the concept of k-invariant Killing horizon, and
show that the existence of such implies that k contains a nontrivial solvable
ideal, spanned by the generators of the Killing horizon. Thus, the radical r
in the Levi decomposition k = s ⋉ r is nontrivial, which in turn guarantees
that a(r) is nontrivial. We show that the relative invariant constructed from
a(r) by Theorem 1 always vanishes on k-invariant Killing horizons.

Theorem 2. Let (M, g) be a Lorentzian manifold with Killing algebra k =
s ⋉ r, let g be a Lie algebra of vector fields on M containing k as an ideal,
and let a(r) = 〈K1, . . . , Kr〉 be the abelian ideal defined by (5). If H is a
k-invariant Killing horizon, then the function

Rg = ‖K1 ∧ · · · ∧Kr‖
2
g

vanishes on H. The function Rg is the restriction of the relative invariant of
Theorem 1 to g: Rg = Ra(r) ◦ g.

5



While it is possible to determine the Killing horizons of a stationary black
hole by computing the norm of the appropriate Killing vector fields which
are null on a particular horizon and are proportional to the generator for
the hypersurface, in practice this requires finding a Killing vector field for
the horizon. This difficulty is exemplified in the example of the Kerr black
hole where determining the Killing vector field for the outer horizon is not
completely trivial [17, section 5.2]. On the other hand, computing Rg for the
Kerr black hole is easy and requires no a priori knowledge about the Killing
horizon, as shown in Section 4.2.

In Section 4 we focus on several specific examples of Killing algebras. We
apply the results of Section 3 together with an independent orbit analysis
on E0 to get a complete picture of the relative differential invariants of order
0, and in some cases we also make a similar analysis on E1. When k is the
Killing algebras of the Schwarzschild metric, the Kerr metric, or the Near
Horizon geometries we see that the well-known horizons can be deduced from
the orbit structure on E0. Furthermore, since these horizons are k-invariant
Killing horizons, they are also detected by the relative differential invariant
of Theorem 2.

Even in some cases where the relative differential invariant of Theorem 2
is not defined (for example if k is simple), the orbit structure on E i can be
used to detect horizons. In Section 4.4 we consider the family of spherically
symmetric spacetimes, for which k contains no nontrivial ideals. In this case,
E0 is 8-dimensional and all orbits on E0 are 7-dimensional. In particular,
there are no proper relative invariants on E0 (only an absolute invariant).
However, there are relative invariants on E1, and we show that one of these
determines the horizon of imploding spherically symmetric metrics.

To provide background for these results, we begin in Section 2 with a
quick introduction to jets and differential invariants, after which we outline
the general set-up of our approach in more detail.

2 Jets and differential invariants

In this section we give a brief introduction to some language and notations
related to jet spaces and differential invariants. For more information about
these subjects, we refer to [18, 19, 20].
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2.1 Jet spaces

A Lorentzian metric on a 4-dimensional manifoldM is a section of the bundle
π : S2

LorT
∗M → M of symmetric 2-forms with Lorentzian signature. A metric

g ∈ Γ(π) defined on a domain U ⊂ M determines a submanifold g(U) ⊂
S2
LorT

∗M . We say that two metrics g, g̃ are k-equivalent at a ∈ M in a
neighborhood U of x if the submanifolds g(U), g̃(U) ⊂ S2

LorT
∗M are tangent

up to order k at a, for k = 0, 1, 2, . . . . We call the equivalence class of g the
k-jet of g at a, and denote it by [g]ka. It can be thought of as the collection
of kth-degree Taylor polynomials of the components of g at the point a. We
denote by Jk

aπ the space of k-jets of metrics at the point a, and define the
jet space Jkπ =

⊔

a∈M Jk
aπ. Note that J

0π = S2
LorT

∗M . We have the natural
projections πk,l : J

kπ → J lπ for 0 ≤ l < k and πk : J
kπ → M .

A local diffeomorphism ϕ, defined on U ⊂ M , prolongs to a local dif-
feomorphism defined on π−1

k (U) ⊂ Jkπ in the following way. Consider a
general point θ = [g]ka ∈ π−1

k (U) ⊂ Jkπ, where g is a section of π defined in
a neighborhood of a ∈ U . Then ϕ(k)(θ) = [(ϕ−1)∗g]kϕ(a). In a similar way, a

vector field X on U ⊂ M can be uniquely prolonged to a vector field X(k)

on π−1
k (U) ⊂ Jkπ.
The total space S2

LorT
∗M is naturally equipped with a horizontal sym-

metric 2-form h, defined by hθ = θ ∈ S2
LorT

∗
aM for any point θ ∈ S2

LorT
∗
aM .

In particular, for g ∈ Γ(π) we have h◦g = g. The 2-form h is invariant under
the prolongation of any local diffeomorphism ϕ and any vector field X on
M , meaning

(ϕ(0))∗h = h, LX(0)h = 0.

Often we use these properties for computing formulas for ϕ(0) and X(0) from
the formulas for ϕ and X , respectively.

For example, if x1, . . . , xn are local coordinates on M , they can be ex-
tended to a coordinate system on S2

LorT
∗M by adding coordinates uij, 1 ≤

i < j ≤ n in such a way that h takes the form

h =
∑

i≤j

uijdx
idxj .

Furthermore, they can be extended canonically to coordinates (uij)σ on Jkπ,
where σ is a multi-index with |σ| ≤ k.

If g =
∑

i≤j gij(x)dx
idxj is a section of π, we write uij|g = uij ◦g = gij(x),

and easily verify that h◦g = g. The lift of a general vector field X = ai(x)∂xi
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takes the form
X(0) =

∑

i

ai(x)∂xi +
∑

i≤j

bij(x, u)∂uij
,

where the functions bij(x, u) are uniquely determined from the linear alge-
braic system LX(0)h = 0. Higher prolongations X(k) are then computed by
the standard jet-prolongation formulas (see for example [19, sect. 1.5]).

A function f on Jkπ can be composed with the k-jet of a section g of π to
give a function fg := f◦jkg on the baseM . The horizontal exterior derivative,
denoted by d̄, satisfies (d̄f) ◦ jk+1g = d(f ◦ jkg) for any g, where d is the
exterior derivative onM . In coordinates it can be written as d̄f = Dxl(f)dxl,
where Dxl(f) denotes the total derivative operator

Dxl = ∂xl +
∑

i≤j

∑

σ

(uij)σ+1l∂(uij )σ .

The total derivative satisfies Dxl(f) ◦ jk+1g = ∂xl(f ◦ jkg).

2.2 PDE coming from Killing vectors

In this paper, k will be a fixed finite-dimensional Lie algebra of vector fields
on M . The elements of k are Killing vectors of a section g ∈ Γ(π) if and only
if

LKg = 0, ∀K ∈ k. (3)

This gives an (in general overdetermined) system E of PDEs on the com-
ponents of g. Bringing this system to involution, which we will always
do, gives us for each k ≥ 0 a submanifold Ek ⊂ Jkπ such that the maps
πi+1,i|Ei : E i+1 → E i are submersions. In this case, E is called a formally in-
tegrable PDE [19]. It is possible that the inclusion E0 ⊂ S2

LorT
∗M is strict.

Let τ i : E i → J iπ be the inclusion map. Then hE = (τ 0)∗h is a horizontal
symmetric 2-form on E0.

We will use E to refer to the infinite collection {E0, E1, . . . } of submani-
folds. We denote the space of (smooth) solutions of E by Sol(E):

Sol(E) = {g ∈ Γ(S2
LorT

∗M) | LKg = 0, ∀K ∈ k}.

Geometrically, the fact that g ∈ Sol(E) means that [g]ka ∈ Ek.
We will throughout this paper assume that k is the Lie algebra of Killing

vectors for at least one Lorentzian metric on M , so that Sol(E) is nonempty.
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If k is the Lie algebra of killing vectors of a section g ∈ Γ(π), we call it the
Killing algebra of g.

In some cases it is desirable to consider a sub-PDE Ẽ given by submani-
folds Ẽ i ⊂ E i, i = 0, 1, 2, . . . . For example, we may add to (3) the constraints
of the Einstein equation.

2.3 The Lie algebra preserving k

There exists a Lie pseudogroup G consisting of the diffeomorphisms on M
preserving k:

G = {ϕ ∈ Diff loc(M) | ϕ∗k = k}.

We denote the corresponding Lie algebra (sheaf) of vector fields by g:

g = {X ∈ D(M) | [X,K] ∈ k, ∀K ∈ k}.

It is obvious that k is an ideal of g. Both G and g are often infinite-
dimensional.

Any diffeomorphism in G lifts to a diffeomorphism of Jkπ for any integer
k ≥ 0, and it is a symmetry of E , i.e., it preserves the set Ek for each k, and
also the space of solutions Sol(E). In most cases we will work with g rather
than G. The Lie algebra g consists of (infinitesimal) symmetries of E :

X
(k)
θ ∈ TθE

k, ∀θ ∈ Ek, ∀X ∈ g.

As mentioned in the previous subsection, it is possible to restrict to a
sub-PDE Ẽ . If Ẽ is not g-invariant, one should restrict to a subalgebra g̃ ⊂ g

of symmetries of Ẽ . We will use the notation

g(i) = {X(i) | X ∈ g}

for the Lie algebra of prolonged vector fields.

2.4 Differential invariants

Let E be a PDE, defined as a sequence of submanifolds E i ⊂ J iπ, i =
0, 1, 2, . . . , and let g a Lie algebra of symmetries of E . We define absolute
and relative differential invariants in this context.

9



Definition 1. A function I on Ek is called an absolute differential invariant
of order k if

X(k)(I) = 0, ∀X ∈ g.

A function R on Ek is called a relative differential invariant of order k if

X(k)(R) = λXR, ∀X ∈ g,

for some λ ∈ Hom(g, C∞(Jkπ)).

Both equations in the definitions are required to hold only on Ek (in
general, differential invariants on Ek do not extend to differential invariants
on Jkπ). All the differential invariants that we consider will turn out to be
rational. We will not give a detailed explanation of this fact, but simply note
that it is related to transitivity of g and algebraicity of the corresponding Lie
pseudogroup (see [20] for more details). Moreover, for polynomial relative
invariants we actually have λ ∈ Hom(g, C∞(M)), as explained in [21].

Absolute differential invariants are constant on g(k)-orbits, meaning that
their level sets are g(k)-invariant. For relative invariants, only the zero sets
are invariant in general. Any nonvanishing function on Ek technically satisfies
the conditions of Definition 1, and in general we will avoid these. (The space
of relative invariants forms a group under multiplication. This group can be
endowed with an equivalence relation that identifies relative invariants that
differ by a nonvanishing factor, under which any nonvanishing function is
equivalent to a constant function. See [21] and references therein for more
details.)

Example 1. The function det(h) on E0 ⊂ J0π satisfies the condition

X(0)(det(h)) = λX det(h), ∀X ∈ g,

but det(h) never vanishes on E0 ⊂ J0π = S2
LorT

∗M . We therefore do not
consider it to be a proper relative differential invariant.

A differential invariant is in general not a function onM , but on Ek ⊂ Jkπ.
Let I be an absolute differential invariant of order k. Then, for any g ∈ Sol(E)
the function I|g = I ◦jkg is a function onM . Intuitively, its invariance means
the following: Its definition in terms of the components of g and their partial
derivatives up to order k does not depend on the coordinates in which g was
expressed, with the coordinate freedom being given by the (Zariski connected
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component of the) Lie pseudogroup G corresponding to g [22, Section 1.1].
Assume that I|g is not constant in any neighborhood of a ∈ M . Then we can,
in a neighborhood of a define a hypersurface I|g = C in a g-invariant way.
Here C can be any constant in the image of I|g, and by varying C one easily
realizes that M is foliated by such hypersurfaces in a neighborhood of a. For
a relative invariant R of order k, we define the restriction R|g = R ◦ jkg in
the same way. If we assume that R|g does not vanish entirely on M , and that
it does vanish on some points, we will often get a unique invariantly defined
hypersurface {R|g = 0} ⊂ M .

Remark 1. In general, the relative invariants computed in this paper can
not be restricted to arbitrary metrics, but only to those satisfying the PDE
E . This is explained by the fact that functions on Ek ⊂ Jkπ can not neces-
sarily be extended to invariant functions on Jkπ. Invariants of this type are
sometimes referred to as “conditional invariants” (see [21]).

Since relative differential invariants single out particular hypersurfaces,
rather than providing a foliation of such, they will be our main object of
study. However, note that for a hypersurface to be “special” it is strictly
speaking not sufficient that it is given in terms of a relative differential in-
variant, as the following argument shows. Let I = R/Q be a rational absolute
differential invariant, and assume that the level sets of I|g foliates the space-
time. Any leaf of this foliation is given by I|g = C for some constant C.
This equation is equivalent to R|g − CQ|g = 0, where R − CQ is a relative
invariant.

Given a Lie algebra g of vector fields on M , and its prolongation g(k) to
Ek, the important relative invariants of order k are often found by locating
the points in Ek where the orbit dimension drops. In particular, if g(k) is
transitive almost everywhere on Ek, then all proper relative invariants are
found in this way.

If generic g(k)-orbits have smaller dimension than Ek, it is possible (but
not necessary) that the orbit dimension drops on the level set of an absolute
invariant. To illustrate this, let us consider the following two very simple
examples of Lie algebras on R

2: g1 = 〈y∂x〉 and g2 = 〈x∂x〉. In both cases
I = y is an absolute invariant. In the first case {I = 0} is exactly the
hypersurface consisting of points where the orbit dimension drops. In the
second case R = x is an additional relative invariant, and {R = 0} is the
hypersurface of singular points. These examples illustrate general phenomena
that occur for differential invariants as well.
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3 Differential invariants, and ideals of k

In this section we use the structure of the Killing algebra k to construct
relative differential invariants with respect to a Lie algebra g of vector fields
on M that contains k as an ideal. In Section 3.1 we show how to construct a
general relative differential invariant of order 0 (and one of order 1) from an
ideal of g. We discuss candidates for such ideals in Section 3.2. In particular,
we construct an abelian characteristic ideal a(r) from the derived sequence of
the radical ideal r of k and show that it intersects nontrivially with all ideals
of r. In Section 3.3 we show that the (solvable) Lie algebra kH of generators
of a Killing horizon H is an ideal in k if H is k-invariant. The fact that
a(r) ∩ kH 6= {0} implies that the relative differential invariant given by the
ideal a(r) vanishes on H.

3.1 Ideals of g giving rise to relative invariants

As in Section 2, let k be a finite-dimensional Lie algebra, g a larger Lie algebra
that contains k as an ideal, and let E be g-invariant PDE system on the space
of k-invariant Lorentzian metrics, meaning that the vector fields of g(i) are
tangent to E i ⊂ J iπ.

Our first theorem does not involve k explicitly.

Theorem 1. Let i = 〈K1, . . . , Kr〉 be an ideal of the Lie algebra g of sym-
metries of the PDE E , and assume that dim i = r ≥ 1. Then

LX(K1 ∧ · · · ∧Kr) = λX(K1 ∧ · · · ∧Kr), ∀X ∈ g

where λ ∈ g∗. Consequently, the function

Ri = ‖K
(0)
1 ∧ · · · ∧K(0)

r ‖2h

on E0 ⊂ J0π is a relative invariant with weight 2λ. Moreover, the function
S i = ‖d̄Ri‖2h on E1 ⊂ J1π is a relative invariant with weight 4λ.

Proof. Let X ∈ g be a general element, and X(0) its prolongation to E0. The
expression LX(K1∧· · ·∧Kr) is by the Leibniz rule a sum of exterior products
that have factors K1, . . . , Ki−1, LXKi, Ki+1, . . . , Kr where i runs from 1 to
r. Since i is an ideal of g, we have LXKi = Cj

iKj for some set of constants
Cj

i . Thus the only terms that remain in this sum are constant multiples of
K1 ∧ · · · ∧Kr, which proves the first part of the proposition.
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By denoting the norm of the r-form as

||K
(0)
1 ∧ · · · ∧K(0)

r ||2h = h(K
(0)
1 ∧ · · · ∧K(0)

r , K
(0)
1 ∧ · · · ∧K(0)

r ),

since LX(0)h = 0 for every X ∈ g, it follows that

LX(0)Ri = LX(0)(h(K
(0)
1 ∧ · · · ∧K(0)

r , K
(0)
1 ∧ · · · ∧K(0)

r ))

= 2h(LX(0)(K
(0)
1 ∧ · · · ∧K(0)

r ), K
(0)
1 ∧ · · · ∧K(0)

r )

= 2λXh(K
(0)
1 ∧ · · · ∧K(0)

r , K
(0)
1 ∧ · · · ∧K(0)

r )

= 2λXR
i, ∀X ∈ g.

Next, since the Lie-derivative with respect to X(1) commutes with the hori-
zontal exterior derivative d̄, we have

LX(1)(d̄Ri) = d̄(2λXR
i) = 2d̄(λX)R

i + 2λX d̄R
i = 2λX d̄R

i,

where the last equality follows from the fact that λX is constant for every
X ∈ g. It follows that

LX(1)(h−1(d̄Ri, d̄Ri)) = 2h−1(LX(1) d̄Ri, d̄Ri) = 4λXh
−1(d̄Ri, d̄Ri).

Notice that the choice of basis of i above influences the relative invariants
R and S only by a constant scalar factor. Although the statement is tech-
nically true in general, it is possible that Ri is constant or even constantly
zero. This happens for example always when dim i ≥ dimM .

Given a metric g ∈ Sol(E) on M , we can compute the restriction of Ri

and S i (or any other function on E i) to g:

Ri
g = Ri ◦ g, S i

g = S i ◦ j1g.

The functions Ri
g and S i

g are functions on M .
Our main application of Theorem 1 will be to g-invariant ideals of k. If

i is an ideal of k, then the vector fields of i span a (not necessarily regular)
distribution in TM which is invariant with respect to the vector fields of k.
If in addition i is an ideal in g, this distribution is g-invariant. This happens
in particular when i is a characteristic ideal of k.
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Definition 2. An ideal i in k is called a characteristic ideal if it satisfies
D(i) ⊂ i for any derivation D : k → k.

Recall that a derivation of the Lie algebra k is a linear map D : k → k

satisfying D[X, Y ] = [DX, Y ] + [X,DY ] for every pair X, Y ∈ k. It follows
that if g is a (possibly infinite-dimensional) Lie algebra that contains k as an
ideal, and i is a characteristic ideal of k, then i is an ideal of g. This is due
to the fact that for any Z ∈ g, the operation adZ = [Z, ·] is a derivation of k.
Thus any characteristic ideal of k can play the role of i in Theorem 1.

3.2 An abelian ideal of k

For any Lie algebra k, the Levi decomposition lets us write

k = s⋉ r,

where s is a semisimple Lie algebra and r the radical (largest solvable ideal)
of k, and we will be using this decomposition throughout the paper, so that
s and r will always denote the components of the Levi decomposition of k.

The derived sequence of the Lie algebra r is defined as follows:

r0 = r, ri = [ri−1, ri−1]. (4)

As r is solvable, there exists some k ∈ N such that rk 6= 0 and rk+1 = 0. In
this case rk is abelian. The radical r = r0 is a characteristic ideal of k by
Theorem 2.5.13 of [23]. Furthermore, if ri is a characteristic ideal, then ri+1

is a characteristic ideal, since

Dri+1 = D[ri, ri] ⊂ [Dri, ri] + [ri, Dri] ⊂ [ri, ri] = ri+1.

It follows by induction that all the Lie algebras r0, . . . , rk are characteristic
ideals of k. In particular we have the following statement:

Lemma 1. Let g be a Lie algebra and k = s⋉ r an ideal of g. If r0, r1, . . . is
the derived sequence of r, then ri is an ideal of g for each i = 0, 1, . . . .

For any Lie algebra h, we let z(h) denote the center of h:

z(h) = {X ∈ h | [X, Y ] = 0, ∀Y ∈ h}.

14



In particular, since rk is abelian, we have z(rk) = rk. The Lie algebra z(ri) is
a characteristic ideal of k, for each i, because ri is a characteristic ideal:

[Dz(ri), ri] ⊂ D[z(ri), ri] + [z(ri), Dri] ⊂ [z(ri), ri] = {0}.

This argument was adapted from [24]. It is obvious that the sum of charac-
teristic ideals is a characteristic ideal, resulting in the following statement:

Proposition 1. Let g be a Lie algebra and k = s ⋉ r an ideal of g. If
r0, r1, . . . , rk is the derived sequence of r and rk+1 = {0}, then the abelian Lie
algebra a(r) ⊂ r defined by

a(r) = z(r0) + z(r1) + . . .+ z(rk). (5)

is a characteristic ideal of k. In particular, a(r) is an ideal of g.

It turns out that the abelian ideal a(r) intersects nontrivially with each
ideal of r. This turns out to be a useful property that will be utilized in the
next section.

Proposition 2. Let i 6= {0} be an ideal of r. Then i ∩ a(r) 6= {0}.

Proof. Let rk be the last nontrivial element of the derived sequence of r. If
i∩ rk 6= {0}, then it is obvious that i∩ a(r) 6= {0}. If i∩ rk = {0}, then there
exists an integer j < k such that i ∩ rj 6= {0} and i ∩ rj+1 = {0}. We have

[i ∩ rj, rj] ⊂ i ∩ rj+1 = {0},

which implies that i ∩ rj ⊂ z(rj) ⊂ a(r).

3.3 Killing horizons

Theorem 1 explains how to construct a relative invariant from an ideal of
g, and Proposition 1 gives us one particular such ideal, a(r). It turns out
that a(r) can be used to construct a relative differential invariant that always
vanishes on k-invariant Killing horizons. This will be the focus of this section.

We use the following definition, adapted from [25]:

Definition 3. A Killing horizon on a Lorentzian manifold (M, g) is a null
hypersurface H ⊂ M for which there exists a Killing vector K ∈ k which
satisfies g(K,K)|H = 0 and Ka ∈ TaH \ {0} for each a ∈ H.
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The Killing vector K in the definition is called a generator of the Killing
horizon, and it satisfies K⊥

a = TaH for each a ∈ H. More generally, we
will call K a generator of the Killing horizon H if g(K,K)|H = 0 and Ka ∈
TaH\ {0} for each a in an open dense subset of H. Let kH denote the union
of all generators of H and the trivial Killing vector 0 ∈ k. By Theorem 2 of
[25], the set kH is a Lie subalgebra of k. If dim(kH) > 1, then H is called a
multiple Killing horizon.

Remark 2. We will not worry about topological properties ofH, for example
whether it is an embedded or injectively immersed hypersurface.

In order to focus in on Killing horizons that are geometrically special, we
introduce the following definition:

Definition 4. Let (M, g) be a Lorentzian manifold, and k the Lie algebra
of its Killing vector fields. A Killing horizon H ⊂ M is k-invariant if each
vector-field in k is tangent to H. That is, Xa ∈ TaH for each X ∈ k and
a ∈ H.

To motivate our focus on k-invariant Killing horizons, notice that if H is
not k-invariant, then there exists a vector field X ∈ k satisfying Xa /∈ TaH
for some a ∈ H. In this case, the flow ϕs of X gives a continuous family
Hs = ϕ−1

s (H) of distinct Killing horizons, at least in a neighborhood of a
in M . Since ϕs is an isometry on (M, g) for each s, there is no way to pick
out a single, special Killing horizon using local arguments, as they are all
geometrically (locally) equivalent. There are several well-known spacetimes
that are foliated by Killing horizons in this way, the simplest example being
the 2-dimensional Minkowski space (R2,−dt2 + dx2), with Killing algebra
〈∂t, ∂x, x∂t + t∂x〉, and Killing horizons generated by (x− x0)∂t + (t − t0)∂x
for each (t0, x0) ∈ R

2.
We start with a simple result concerning k-invariant Killing horizons.

Lemma 2. Let (M, g) be a Lorentzian manifold, and k the Lie algebra of its
Killing vector fields. Assume that there exists a Killing horizon H ⊂ M with
generator K. Then H is k-invariant if and only if g(X,K)|H ≡ 0 for every
X ∈ k.

Proof. The Killing horizon H is k-invariant if and only if Xa ∈ TaH for every
X ∈ k and every a ∈ H. Since K is a generator of H, we have Ka ∈ (TaH)⊥

for each a ∈ H, implying that g(X,K)|H ≡ 0 for every X ∈ k. Conversely, if
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g(X,K)|H ≡ 0, then Xa ∈ K⊥
a for each a ∈ H, implying that Xa ∈ TaH for

each a in an open dense subset of H. By continuity of the vector field X , H
is k-invariant.

The following proposition is a consequence of Lemma 2.

Proposition 3. Let (M, g) be a Lorentzian manifold, k its Lie algebra of
Killing vectors, and assume that there exists a k-invariant Killing horizon
H ⊂ M . Let i = 〈K1, . . . , Kr〉 be an ideal of g satisfying i ∩ kH 6= ∅. Then
the function

Ri
g = ‖K1 ∧ · · · ∧Kr‖

2
g

vanishes on H. Furthermore, Ri
g is simply the restriction of the relative

invariant of Theorem 1 to g: Ri
g = Ri ◦ g.

Proof. We assume without loss of generality that K1 ∈ kH. The quantity
g(K1∧· · ·∧Kr, K1∧· · ·∧Kr) can be expressed in terms of a sum of products of
g(Ki, Kj) where each term in the sum contains a factor of the form g(K1, Kj).
Since eachX ∈ k is tangent toH (by k-invariance), and sinceK1 is a generator
of the null-hypersurface H, it follows from Lemma 2 that g(K1, X)|H = 0 for
every X ∈ k. Thus

(Ri
g)|H = g(K1 ∧ · · · ∧Kr, K1 ∧ · · · ∧Kr)|H = 0.

The last sentence of the proposition follows directly from Theorem 1 (and
this is the only place we use that i is g-invariant).

Remark 3. Our focus is on k-invariant Killing horizons for the reasons ex-
plained above. Still, it is worth pointing out that if i is also an ideal of k, it is
sufficient that H is i-invariant (not necessarily k-invariant) for the conclusion
of Proposition 3 to hold.

When H is a k-invariant Killing horizon, the Lie algebra kH is not only
a Lie subalgebra, but also an ideal in k. Before we prove that, we recall the
following lemma from Appendix A of [25].

Lemma 3 ([25]). If X 6= 0 is a Killing vector of a Lorentzian manifold
(M, g), then the subset on which X vanishes has codimension at least 2.

This lemma turns out to be quite useful. For example, if H ⊂ M is a
k-invariant hypersurface, then there exists a Lie algebra homomorphism

k → k|H,
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defined by restricting the vector fields of k to H (k|H should not be confused
with kH). From Lemma 3 it follows that this is a Lie algebra isomorphism.

Proposition 4. Let (M, g) be a Lorentzian manifold, and k the Lie algebra
of its Killing vector fields. For any k-invariant Killing horizon H ⊂ M , the
Lie algebra kH of generators of H forms an ideal in k.

Proof. For X ∈ k we have LXg = 0, implying that

LX(g(Y, Z)) = g([X, Y ], Z) + g(Y, [X,Z]), X, Y, Z ∈ k.

If K ∈ kH, then g(K,Z)|H ≡ 0 for every Z ∈ k, by Lemma 2. By setting
Y = K in the above equation, we see that

g([X,K], Z)|H = LX(g(K,Z))|H = 0, X, Z ∈ k.

The last equallity holds since g(K,Z)|H = 0 and X is tangent to H. Thus
[X,K] is either a generator for H or it vanishes on H (in which case it
vanishes everywhere, by Lemma 3).

Theorem 3 of [25] says that if m = dim kH ≥ 2, then there exists an
abelian ideal kdegH ⊂ kH of dimension at least m− 1. Thus kH is solvable, and
if H is k-invariant, then kH is a solvable ideal of k. It follows that kH is an
ideal of the radical r of k = s⋉ r. Thus Proposition 4 leads to the following
corollary:

Corollary 1. Let (M, g) be a Lorentzian manifold with Killing algebra k,
and let s ⋉ r be the Levi decomposition of k. If H ⊂ M is a k-invariant
Killing horizon, then the ideal kH of k is contained in r. In particular, k has
a nontrivial radical ideal.

Let us take the ideal a(r) from Proposition 1. Since kH is an ideal of r, it
follows from Proposition 2 that kH ∩ a(r) 6= {0}. Proposition 3 then gives us
a relative invariant that vanishes on H. We summarize this in a theorem:

Theorem 2. Let (M, g) be a Lorentzian manifold with Killing algebra k =
s ⋉ r, let g be a Lie algebra of vector fields on M containing k as an ideal,
and let a(r) = 〈K1, . . . , Kr〉 be the abelian ideal defined by (5). If H is a
k-invariant Killing horizon, then the function

Rg = ‖K1 ∧ · · · ∧Kr‖
2
g

vanishes on H. The function Rg is the restriction of the relative invariant of
Theorem 1 to g: Rg = Ra(r) ◦ g.
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We have thus shown that the relative differential invariant Ra(r) defined on
E0 ⊂ J0π detects k-invariant Killing horizons, in the sense that the function
Rg = R ◦ g : M → R vanishes on them.

Note that while Rg always vanishes on k-invariant Killing horizons, it is
possible that a hypersurface given by Rg = 0 is not a Killing horizon. An
example of this can be seen in Section 4.2.2. It is also possible in general that
{Rg = 0} ⊂ M is not a hypersurface at all. We end this section by looking at
two examples where Rg vanishes everywhere on M , for two different reasons.

Example 2. The pp-wave

g = dx2 + dy2 + (2dv +H(x, y, u)du)du

on R
4 has Killing algebra k = 〈∂v〉 for generic H . In this case a(r) = k, and

the function Rg = ‖∂v‖
2
g vanishes everywhere. This can be explained by the

fact that (R4, g) is foliated by k-invariant Killing horizons. They are the level
sets of the coordinate function u, and they have generator ∂v.

Example 3. The particular highly symmetric pp-wave (see [26, p. 194])

g = dx2 + dy2 + (2dv + x2du)du

on R
4 has the six-dimensional Killing algebra

k = 〈∂y, ∂u, ∂v, u∂y − y∂v, e
−u(∂x + x∂v), e

u(∂x − x∂v)〉.

The abelian ideal a(r) = 〈∂y, ∂v〉 gives Rg = ‖∂y ∧ ∂v‖
2
g. Since k is transitive,

there are no k-invariant Killing horizons. Still, it is clear that Rg vanishes ev-
erywhere. This is because ∂y and ∂v are both tangent to the Killing horizons
u = const.

4 Analysis of orbits on E0 and E1

In this section we collect examples of computation. We look at cases where
k is isomorphic to the Lie algebras

so(3)⊕ R, R
2, sol(2), so(3),

which is the case for several well-known metrics. For each of these cases, we
will compute the Lie algebra g of vector fields preserving the coordinate form
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of k, and a PDE E whose solutions have Killing algebras containing k. Then
we will analyse the orbits on E0, and in some cases also on E1. From this
analysis we find a relative invariant that vanishes on physically important
hypersurfaces. In the first example we will be quite detailed in order to
clearly explain how the computations are done, while the later examples we
will be more brief.

When k has a nontrivial ideal, in all the examples we examine, we will see
that the relative invariant Ra(r) vanishes on the g(0)-invariant hypersurface in
E0 ⊂ J0π containing orbits of submaximal dimension.

4.1 Static and spherically symmetric (k = so(3)⊕ R)

Consider the Lie algebra

k =

〈

∂t, ∂ϕ, sin(ϕ)∂θ +
cos(ϕ)

tan(θ)
∂ϕ, cos(ϕ)∂θ −

sin(ϕ)

tan(θ)
∂ϕ

〉

of vector fields defined on R× (0,∞)× (0, π)× (0, 2π), where t, r, θ, φ are the
coordinates on each factor, respectively.

Proposition 5. The Lie algebra g preserving the Lie algebra k of Killing
vectors is infinite-dimensional, and spanned by the vector fields

t∂t, a(r)∂t, b(r)∂r, a, b ∈ C∞
loc((0,∞))

in addition to the last three generators of k:

∂ϕ, sin(ϕ)∂θ +
cos(ϕ)

tan(θ)
∂ϕ, cos(ϕ)∂θ −

sin(ϕ)

tan(θ)
∂ϕ.

Notice that the vector field ∂t is already included in g, just set a(r) ≡ 1.
A metric has Killing algebra containing k if and only if it takes the form

g = g11(r)dt
2 + g12(r)dtdr + g22(r)dr

2 + g33(r)(dθ
2 + sin2(θ)dϕ2),

where g11, g12, g22, g33 are functions on (0,∞). The PDE E determining g is
given by

E0 = {u13 = 0, u14 = 0, u23 = 0, u24 = 0, u34 = 0, u44 = sin2(θ)u33}
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on J0π. The differential constraints of E1 ⊂ J1π are given by the total
derivatives of the constraints of E0 and the additional constraints (uij)t =
0, (uij)θ = 0, (uij)ϕ = 0. For each k ≥ 0 we have dim Ek = 8 + 4k. The
restriction of the horizontal symmetric 2-form h from Section 2.1 is given by

h = u11dt
2 + u12dtdr + u22dr

2 + u33(dθ
2 + sin2(θ)dϕ2).

Each element X ∈ g can be lifted to a vector field X(0) on E0, by the require-
ment that LX(0)h = 0. The lifts of the first three vector-fields in Proposition
5 are given by

t∂t−2u11∂u11−u12∂u12 , a∂t−2a′u11∂u12−a′u12∂u22 , b∂r−b′u12∂u12−2b′u22∂u22 ,

respectively, while the lifts of the elements in k are trivial (they have no
vertical components).

As a(r) = 〈∂t〉, the relative differential invariant of Theorem 1 is given by

Ra(r) = ‖∂t‖
2
h = u11.

Proposition 6. Generic g(0)-orbits on E0 are 7-dimensional. The field of
absolute invariants on E0 is generated by the absolute invariant u33. The
subset of E0 on which the orbit dimension is less than 7 is given exactly by
Ra(r) = 0. All orbits on this 7-dimensional subset are 6-dimensional.

Proof. It is easy to verify that u33 is an absolute invariant. Since dim E0 = 8
this implies that the dimension of g(0)-orbits is at most 7. To verify that
this is upper bound is attained, we look at the lift of the 8-dimensional Lie
subalgebra of g spanned by

〈

t∂t, ∂t, r∂t, ∂r, r∂r, ∂ϕ, sin(ϕ)∂θ +
cos(ϕ)

tan(θ)
∂ϕ, cos(ϕ)∂θ −

sin(ϕ)

tan(θ)
∂ϕ

〉

.

Lining the generators up in an 8× 8 matrix and computing the rank, shows
that the generic rank is 7, implying that the upper bound is attained by
generic orbits. The rank of this matrix drops when u11u22 − 4u2

12 = 0 or
u11 = 0. (These computations are well suited for computer algebra systems.
We have used Maple with its PolynomialIdeal package.) The first of these
equations never holds since we assume that h is nondegenerate. The second
equation is exactly Ra(r) = 0. To see that the same result is true for the
infinite-dimensional Lie algebra g(0), we look at the expressions for the lifted
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Lie algebras. When u11 = 0, the vector fields of g(0) have vanishing ∂u11-
component and vanishing ∂u33-component, implying that the rank on the
subset given by u11 = 0 is never greater than 6. It is also easy to check that
the rank of the 8×8 matrix never drops below 6 as long as h is nondegenerate.

Notice that the absolute invariant u33 can also be described in terms of
the Lie algebra k:

‖∂ϕ‖
2
h +

∥

∥

∥

∥

sin(ϕ)∂θ +
cos(ϕ)

tan(θ)
∂ϕ

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

h

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

cos(ϕ)∂θ −
sin(ϕ)

tan(θ)
∂ϕ

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

h

= 2u33.

More generally, let Y1, Y2, Y3 be a basis of the ideal so(3) of k which is or-
thonormal with respect to the Killing form on so(3). Then ‖Y1‖

2
h + ‖Y2‖

2
h +

‖Y3‖
2
h is proportional to u33.

4.1.1 The Reissner-Nordström metric

As an example, for the Reissner-Nordström metric

g = −

(

1−
rs
r
+

r2Q
r2

)

c2dt2 +

(

1−
rs
r
+

r2Q
r2

)−1

dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2)

we have

Ra(r)
g = ‖∂t‖

2
g = −

(

1−
rs
r
+

r2Q
r2

)

c2.

This function vanishes exactly on the event horizon, which is a k-invariant
Killing horizon with generator ∂t. For the Schwarzschild metric, we have
rQ = 0 and R

a(r)
g = −(1− rs/r)c

2.

4.2 Stationary and axisymmetric (k = R
2)

Consider the 2-dimensional abelian Lie algebra

k = 〈∂x0 , ∂x1〉

on M = R
4(x0, x1, x2, x3).
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Proposition 7. The Lie algebra g of vector fields preserving the Lie algebra
k of Killing vectors is infinite-dimensional and spanned by the vector fields

x0∂x0 , x0∂x1 , x1∂x0 , x1∂x1 ,

3
∑

i=0

ai(x2, x3)∂xi, ai ∈ C∞
loc(R

2).

The general metric admitting these Killing vectors is given by

g =
∑

i≤j

gij(x
2, x3)dxidxj .

It can be thought of as the solution to the PDE system defined by

E1 = {(uij)x0 = 0, (uij)x1 = 0 | 0 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ 3}.

In this case E0 = S2
LorT

∗M . The horizontal symmetric 2-form h is given by

h =
∑

i≤j

uijdx
idxj .

Since k is abelian, there is a priori no special Killing vectors. In fact, the
Lie pseudogroup corresponding to g acts transitively on the 2-dimensional
space of Killing vectors. We have a(r) = k, and the relative invariant Ra(r) of
Theorem 1 is given by

Ra(r) = ‖∂x0 ∧ ∂x1‖2h = 2u00u11 − u2
01/2.

Proposition 8. There is a (14-dimensional) open g(0)-orbit on E0, and thus
no absolute invariants on E0. The subset of E0 on which the orbit dimension
is less than 14 is a reducible algebraic set, whose 13-dimensional component
is given exactly by Ra(r) = 0.

Proof. To show that there is a 14-dimensional open orbit on E0, take for
example the 16 independent vector fields in g having polynomial coefficients
of degree ≤ 1, and lift them to E0. It is easily verified that the rank at a
generic point is 14. Next, one can check that the rank of these 16 vector fields
drops exactly on the algebraic subset S13∪S11 ⊂ E0 where S13 = {Ra(r) = 0}
has dimension 13 and S11 has dimension 11 (we remind that det(h), which
appears in these computations, never vanishes on S2

LorT
∗M). In the end we

check that the set S13 ∪ S11 is g(0)-invariant (since we so far used only a
16-dimensional Lie subalgebra).
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Thus, there is a unique g(0)-invariant hypersurface in E0, and it is given
by Ra(r) = 0.

We note that the analysis provided in this section is similar to that in
[16] where they provide a complete list of all absolute differential invariants
for such spacetimes. However, our focus is on finding relative differential
invariants of the lowest possible order that detect the Killing horizon.

4.2.1 The Kerr-Newman metric

As an example, consider the Kerr-Newman metric in coordinates x0 = t, x1 =
ϕ, x2 = r, x3 = θ whose nonzero components are given by [17]

g00 = −
∆− a2 sin2(θ)

Σ
, g01 = −

2a sin2(θ)(r2 + a2 −∆)

Σ

g11 =
(r2 − a2)2 −∆a2 sin2(θ)

Σ
sin2(θ), g22 =

Σ

∆
, g33 = Σ,

where Σ = r2+ a2 cos2(θ) and ∆ = r2+ a2+ e2− 2Mr. In this case, we have

Ra(r)
g = −2 sin2(θ)(r2 − 2Mr + (a2 + e2)),

which vanishes exactly on the event horizon, which is well-known to be a
Killing horizon.

4.2.2 A metric of Eichhorn and Held

The invariant R may also detect hypersurfaces that are not Killing horizons.
Consider the stationary and axisymmetric spacetime given in [27]:

g = −
r2 − 2Mr + a2χ2

r2 + a2χ2
du2 + 2dudr −

4Mar

r2 + a2χ2
(1− χ2)dudφ

−2a(1 − χ2)drdφ+
r2 + a2χ2

1− χ2
dχ2 (6)

+
1− χ2

r2 + a2χ2

(

(a2 + r2)2 − a2(r2 − 2Mr + a2)(1− χ2)
)

dφ2.

Here u, r, φ, χ = cos(θ) are coordinates and M is a function of r and χ. The
Lie algebra of Killing vectors is 2-dimensional: k = 〈∂u, ∂φ〉. The invariant R
restricted to g takes the form

Ra(r)
g = ‖∂ϕ ∧ ∂u‖

2
g = 2(1− χ2)(2M(r, χ)r − a2 − r2).
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We have χ ∈ (−1, 1) since θ ∈ (0, π). Therefore, the invariant vanishes if and
only if f := (2M(r, χ)r−a2−r2) = 0, and we use the notation H = {f = 0}.
However, the surface H is not null, since the normal vector field

g−1(df, ·)|H =
2(a2 + r2)(r∂rM +M − r)

a2χ2 + r2
∂u

−
2(χ2 − 1)r∂χM

a2χ2 + r2
∂χ +

2a(r∂rM +M − r)

a2χ2 + r2
∂φ, (7)

has, in general, non-vanishing norm:

‖df‖2g|H = −
4(χ2 − 1)r2(∂χM)2

a2χ2 + r2
.

4.3 Two-dimensional solvable (k = sol(2))

Consider the Lie algebra

k = 〈∂v, v∂v − r∂r〉

on R
4(x1, x2, r, v).

Proposition 9. The Lie algebra g of vector fields preserving the Lie algebra
k of Killing vectors are spanned by the vector fields

∂v, v∂v−r∂r, a1(x)∂x1+a2(x)∂x2+a3(x)r∂r+a4(x)r
−1∂v, ai ∈ C∞

loc(R
2).

The general invariant metric takes the form

g =
g33(x)

r2
dr2 +

gi3(x)

r
dxidr + dv

(

g34(x)dr + rgi4(x)dx
i + r2g44(x)dv

)

+ gij(x)dx
idxj,

(8)

where Einstein notation will be used and the indices satisfy i ≤ j in the last
term. If we write the horizontal symmetric form as

h =
u33

r2
dr2 +

ui3

r
dxidr + dv

(

u34dr + rui4dx
i + r2u44dv

)

+ uijdx
idxj ,

then the PDE E is given by the following first-order system and its derivatives:

E1 = {(uij)r = 0, (uij)v = 0}.
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Let us focus on a neighborhood of r = 0, and consider the sub-PDE E1
0 ⊂ E1

given by the additional constraints u13 = u23 = u33 = 0, and their derivatives
(in particular E0

0 = {u13 = u23 = u33 = 0}). Its general solution has the form
of g above, but with g13, g23, g33 identically equal to zero. This is the general
expression of a Near Horizon geometry (see for example [25, Sect. 4.5]).

As we have considered the subclass of regular spacetimes, we will consider
vector-fields that are regular around r = 0 as well. Let g0 ⊂ g be the Lie
algebra of vector fields defined around r = 0, i.e., those with a4 ≡ 0.

From the two invariant ideals, a(r) = 〈∂v〉 and k itself, we get from The-
orem 1 two relative differential invariants of order 0:

Ra(r)|E0
0
= ‖∂v‖

2
h = r2u44, Rk|E0

0
= ‖∂v ∧ (v∂v − r∂r)‖

2
h = −

r2u2
34

2
.

Due to assumed nondegeneracy, u34 never vanishes. It is easily verified that
the two relative invariants have the same weight, implying that their ratio
u44/u

2
34 is an absolute differential invariant.

Proposition 10. Generic g
(0)
0 -orbits on E0

0 are 10-dimensional. The field
of rational absolute invariants on E0 is generated by the absolute invariant
u44/u

2
34. The orbit dimension drops exactly on the set {r = 0} ⊂ E0

0 .

4.3.1 Near Horizon geometries

For the Near Horizon geometries, the hypersurface H = {r = 0} is well-
known to be a Killing horizon [28]. In fact, it is a multiple Killing horizon
since dim(kH) = 2 (see [25]):

‖(v − v0)∂v − r∂r‖
2
g = r(v − v0)(g44(x)r(v − v0)− g34(x)).

This computation also shows that the spacetime is foliated by Killing hori-
zons, given by v = v0. The latter ones are not k-invariant, because ∂v ∈ k,
which explains why they are not detected by Ra(r)|E0

0
. On the other hand, the

restriction of Ra(r)|E0
0
to a Near Horizon metric does vanish on H, consistent

with Theorem 2.

4.4 Spherical symmetry (k = so(3))

Consider the Lie algebra

k =

〈

∂ϕ, sin(ϕ)∂θ +
cos(ϕ)

tan(θ)
∂ϕ, cos(ϕ)∂θ −

sin(ϕ)

tan(θ)
∂ϕ

〉
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defined on the open chart R × (0,∞) × (0, π) × (0, 2π) with coordinates
t, r, θ, ϕ. This Lie algebra is abstractly so(3,R). Since k is simple, the only
ideal that can be used in the context of Theorem 1 is k itself. However, since
k is 3-dimensional while the distribution it spans in TE0 is 2-dimensional, the
function Rk is just identically vanishing. However, we can still find relative
invariants by analyzing orbits on J0π and J1π.

Proposition 11. The Lie algebra g of vector fields preserving k is given by

g = 〈a(t, r)∂t + b(t, r)∂r | a, b ∈ C∞
loc(R× (0,∞))〉⋉ k.

The general metric admitting these Killing vectors is given by

g = g11(t, r)dt
2 + g12(t, r)dtdr + g22(t, r)dr

2 + g33(t, r)(dθ
2 + sin2(θ)dϕ2).

Writing the horizontal symmetric form h as

h = u11dt
2 + u12dtdr + u22dr

2 + u33(dθ
2 + sin2(θ)dϕ2),

the PDE E determining g is given by

E0 = {u13 = 0, u14 = 0, u23 = 0, u24 = 0, u34 = 0, u44 = sin2(θ)u3,3}

on J0π. The differential constraints of E1 ⊂ J1π are given by the total
derivatives of the constraints of E0, in addition to the constraints (uij)θ =
0, (uij)ϕ = 0. In particular dim E0 = 8 and dim E1 = 16.

Proposition 12. All g(0)-orbits on E0 are 7-dimensional. Generic g(1)-orbits
on E1 are 14-dimensional, and the orbit dimension drops on the subset given
by (u33)t = 0, (u33)r = 0. The field of absolute invariants on E1 is generated
by the two invariants

I = u33, J = ‖d̄I‖2h =
4 (u11(u33)

2
r − u12(u33)r(u33)t + u22(u33)

2
t )

4u11u22 − u2
12

.

Notice that the absolute invariant I can be described in terms of the Lie
algebra k in the same way as was done in Section 4.1.

Among the invariant hypersurfaces that can be singled out by a function
of the form f(I, J) = 0, there is a special (irreducible) one, namely the one
containing the g(1)-invariant subset {(u33)t = 0, (u33)r = 0} ⊂ E1. It is given
by J = 0 or, equivalently, by the vanishing of the relative invariant

Q = u11(u33)
2
r − u12(u33)r(u33)t + u22(u33)

2
t .
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4.4.1 The imploding spherically symmetric metric

Let us consider the imploding spherically symmetric metric in advanced co-
ordinates (see [12]):

g = −2eβ(t,r)
(

1−
2m(t, r)

r

)

dt2 + 2eβ(t,r)dtdr + r2(dθ2 + sin2(θ)dϕ2).

We have Qg = −8eβ(t,r)(r − 2m(t, r))r, which vanishes on the “future outer
trapping horizon” given by r = 2m(t, r). In general this horizon will not be a
null hypersurface, except when m,t = 0 when it becomes an isolated horizon.
Otherwise it will be a spacelike or timelike hypersurface [29].

5 Discussion

In general relativity it is helpful to determine invariantly defined hypersur-
faces. These hypersurfaces give physical insight into the nature of solutions.
An important example of such a hypersurface is the boundary of a black hole
spacetime. For most black hole spacetimes, determining this boundary can
be difficult. However, for idealized black hole spacetimes which admit a high
degree of symmetry, encoded in terms of a Lie algebra k of Killing vector
fields, the boundary of the black hole spacetime is a null hypersurface known
as a Killing horizon where a Killing vector field becomes null and acts as a
generator of the null hypersurface. Such hypersurfaces can be characterized
invariantly using the norm of the Killing vector field and using curvature
invariants [9, 11].

While it is reasonable to suspect that for a given class of black hole
solutions, the horizon can be detected by a relative differential invariant, such
as with the stationary axisymmetric black hole solutions contained in [15, 16],
it is less obvious that such invariants can be singled out in a systematic way
without a priori knowledge of the location of the horizon.

In this paper we focused on the Lie algebra g preserving a fixed, but
general, finite-dimensional Lie algebra k of Killing vectors of a family of
spacetimes, and computed relative invariants with respect to the prolongation
of g on appropriate jet bundles. We showed in Theorem 1 that any finite-
dimensional ideal of g, i = 〈K1, . . . , Kr〉, gives rise to a relative differential
invariant of order 0:

Ri = ‖K
(0)
1 ∧ · · · ∧K(0)

r ‖2h.
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To properly model black hole horizons, which are located in a specific
region of a spacetime, we considered Killing horizons that are invariant under
the group of isometries, called k-invariant Killing horizons. We showed that
there exists a particular g-invariant abelian ideal i = a(r) of k. Theorem 2
guarantees that the corresponding relative differential invariant Ra(r) always
vanishes on k-invariant Killing horizons.

For several concrete examples of k, we also directly analyzed the g(0)-orbits
in J0π and g(1)-orbits in J1π to successfully produce relative differential in-
variants of order 0 or 1 that vanish on horizons of several well-known black
hole spacetimes. The obtained relative invariants are compared with Ra(r) in
the cases where it makes sense. While this second approach is computation-
ally more cumbersome than the first, it is also more general. For example,
when the Killing algebra is so(3) there are no k-invariant Killing horizons,
but there is a relative differential invariant of order 1 that detects the unique
spherically symmetric apparent horizon of imploding spherically symmetric
metrics.

This last example motivates the investigation of horizon detecting relative
differential invariants for more general black hole solutions. The methods
used in this paper could be extended to study conformal Killing horizons
[30] by examining conformal Killing algebras. This could be applied to black
hole solutions conformal to stationary black holes and give further insight
into conformal Killing horizons as a valid black hole boundary for dynamical
black holes [31, 32]. More generally, for explicit classes of dynamical black
hole solutions, such as the Robinson-Trautmann class of solutions [33] or
black hole spacetimes within the class of LRS spacetimes [34], this approach
may be able to provide insight on the appropriate boundary.
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