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ABSTRACT: This work extends the proof of a local version of the linearized second law involving
an entropy current with non-negative divergence by including the arbitrary non-minimal coupling
of scalar and U(1) gauge fields with gravity. In recent works, the construction of entropy cur-
rent to prove the linearized second law rested on an important assumption about the possible
matter couplings to gravity: the corresponding matter stress tensor was assumed to satisfy the
null energy conditions. However, the null energy condition can be violated, even classically, when
the non-minimal coupling of matter fields to gravity is considered. Considering small dynamical
perturbations around stationary black holes in diffeomorphism invariant theories of gravity with
non-minimal coupling to scalar or gauge fields, we prove that an entropy current with non-negative
divergence can still be constructed. The additional non-minimal couplings that we have incorpo-
rated contribute to the entropy current, which may even survive in the equilibrium limit. We also
obtain a spatial current on the horizon apart from the entropy density in out-of-equilibrium situa-
tions. We achieve this by using a boost symmetry of the near horizon geometry, which constraints
the off-shell structure of a specific component of the equations of motion with newer terms due to
the non-minimal couplings. The final expression for the entropy current is U(1) gauge-invariant
for gauge fields coupled to gravity. We explicitly check that the entropy current obtained from our
abstract arguments is consistent with the expressions already available in the literature for specific
model theories involving non-minimal coupling of matter with higher derivative theories of gravity.
Finally, we also argue that the physical process version of the first law holds for these theories with
arbitrary non-minimal matter couplings.

KEYWORDS: Entropy current, Second law of black hole thermodynamics, Non-minimal matter
coupling with gravity, Higher derivative theories of gravity
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1 Introduction

Tt is well known that black hole solutions in Einstein’s General Relativity (GR), a two-derivative
classical theory of gravity, obey the laws of thermodynamics [1-4]. However, GR cannot provide
a complete description. Upon taking the low energy limit of any UV complete theory of quantum
gravity, one generically expects to obtain higher derivative corrections to the leading two derivative
theory. Motivated by this, it is, therefore, quite natural to consider modifications of Einstein’s GR
by allowing arbitrary higher derivative terms in the Lagrangian of the theory !, and further wonder
whether black holes in these diffeomorphism invariant higher curvature theories of gravity would
obey the laws of thermodynamics. Surprisingly enough, we still do not entirely understand black
hole thermodynamics in the arbitrary diffeomorphism invariant theory of gravity.

For arbitrary diffeomorphism invariant theories of gravity, the first law was shown to be obeyed
in [5, 6] 2. This construction also defines an equilibrium entropy for stationary black holes 3, known
as the Wald entropy. An understanding of the zeroth law for arbitrary higher derivative theories
of gravity is also available in the literature. For arbitrary higher curvature theory of gravity, using
specific space-time symmetries, this was shown explicitly in [15]. Recently in [16], the zeroth law
has been abstractly argued for diffeomorphism invariant theories of gravity where higher derivative
terms could be considered as corrections to a leading two derivative theory of Einstein’s GR. %.

Our focus will be on the second law for dynamical black holes in this work. It is well known
that when out of equilibrium dynamical configurations are taken into account, the Wald entropy
suffers from possible ambiguities, known as the JKM ambiguities [7, 21, 22], and we still lack a
complete proof of the second law for arbitrary higher curvature theory of gravity. Various attempts
have been made to extend the equilibrium definition of Wald entropy to configurations involving
non-stationary dynamics such that the second law is satisfied in such higher derivative theories of
gravity, see [6, 7, 21-28]. In a given theory, one generally considers the following setup: an initial
stationary black hole configuration is perturbed slightly with an external source, and then the black
hole finally settles down to another stationary configuration. The amplitude of the external time-
dependent source is assumed to be very small so that one can perform an approximate linearized
expansion in that small parameter, known as the linearized amplitude expansion. The main idea
of all the works mentioned above was to argue that a particular way of non-stationary extension
of the Wald entropy, i.e., fixing the JKM ambiguities, establishes a linearized version of the second
law. We refer the readers to the recent reviews [29, 30] which discuss the progress in black hole
thermodynamics in theories beyond GR.

Recently in [14, 31], following the work of [26], a linearized version of the second law was argued
for arbitrary diffeomorphism invariant theory of gravity by constructing an entropy current with
non-negative divergence on the horizon of a dynamically perturbed black hole ®. As explained above,
these analyses were carried out working within the approximation of linearized amplitude expansion
around stationary black hole space-time. Since we will be extensively using the construction of the
entropy current in our present calculations, let us briefly point out some highlighting features of its
basic working principle; for details, see [14, 31].

The small amplitude of the dynamical perturbation is denoted by €. The discussion will focus

1When we say modifications of GR, we have in mind a situation allowed by the relevant length scales, where
gravity is still weakly coupled so that we can treat it classically ignoring quantum effects. However, the higher
derivative corrections to the Einstein-Hilbert piece in the Lagrangian cannot be ignored. We assume such a window
will be available, at least in principle, in a UV complete theory of gravity.

2A different version of the first law, known as the physical process version of it, has also been discussed in the
literature, see [7-14].

3Stationary black holes possess Killing horizons, a null hypersurface where the norm of a Killing vector vanishes.

4Previously, for specific theories of higher derivative gravity this has been worked out in [17-20].

5See the interesting recent work [32] for exploration of the second law beyond linearized approximation.



on terms up to linear order in e, i.e., O(e), whereas all terms of the quadratic order O(€?) and higher
will be ignored. Without any loss of generality, a particular choice of gauge for the stationary black
hole metric is fixed. Once this gauge is fixed, there are certain residual coordinate transformations
under which the near horizon space-time of the stationary black hole is invariant: we call this
the boost symmetry. Of course, dynamical fluctuations slightly break this boost symmetry of the
stationary black hole. However, within the linearized amplitude expansion, one can systematically
organize the breaking in a perturbative expansion in the amplitude of the perturbation, i.e., €,
up to linearized order. Furthermore, in order to obtain the entropy current, the main object one
needs to study is the off-shell structure of the equations of motion (EoM) that follows from the
diffeomorphism invariant Lagrangian of the theory following the Noether charge construction of [6].
The boost symmetry, along with its small breaking due to fluctuations arranged in the e-expansion,
is powerful enough to predict this off-shell structure of the EoM up to O(e), when evaluated on
the null horizon. Consequently, the off-shell structure of specific components of the EoM, involving
the metric coefficient functions and various derivatives acting on them, gets manifestly expressed
in terms of the divergence of an entropy current defined on the horizon. At this point, it is
essential to emphasize that these statements about the structural form of the EoM hold true for
any diffeomorphism invariant theory of gravity, without any reference to the second law of black
hole thermodynamics.

In the next step, to construct the proof for the linearized second law using the result mentioned
above about the off-shell structure of the EoM, one needs to consider the energy-momentum tensor
corresponding to the matter sector present in the Lagrangian for the theory. One may restrict oneself
to situations where only pure gravity theories are studied and a geometric version of the second law
can still be devised. However, that is not very physically appealing since the energy-momentum
tensor is required as a source in the gravity equations to initiate the dynamical fluctuations. An
important assumption is made at this point: the energy-momentum tensor satisfies the classical null
energy condition (NEC). Within the setup of linearized amplitude (¢) expansion, this is equivalent
to demanding that up to O(e) the null projected components of the energy-momentum tensor would
vanish %, Implementing the NEC for the energy-momentum tensor, in turn, fixes the sign of the
relevant component of the EoM. This is where one needs to use the fact that the dynamical black
hole configuration satisfies the EoM in the e-expansion; however, it is used in a formal sense without
ever explicitly solving it. From this, one readily obtains that the divergence of the entropy current
is non-negative up to O(e), and hence the linearized second law is proved.

The main goal of this paper is to critically examine this assumption of the NEC, which was a
crucial input in the construction of the entropy current in [14, 31]. We should recollect that the
classical energy-momentum tensor is obtained by varying the matter part of the Lagrangian with
respect to the metric. Therefore, while varying the Lagrangian of a given diffeomorphism invariant
theory of gravity involving additional matter fields, we need to understand how to separate the
terms corresponding to the EoM of the metric from the energy-momentum tensor for the matter
fields. Once we have decided what the energy-momentum tensor is, we should be able to verify that
it satisfies the classical NEC, or the relevant components of it vanish up to O(e). In this context,
the most important and subtle issue that needs special attention is the following: how the matter
fields are coupled to gravity. The simplest possible scenario is when the matter fields are minimally
coupled to gravity. We will be working with the following prescription for minimal coupling given
in [33, 34]: given a Lorentz invariant expression of matter fields coupled to the flat Minkowski
metric in the Lagrangian, the minimal coupling is defined by simply lifting the Minkowski metric
N to the metric of the gravitational field g,, and the partial derivative 0, to covariant derivative

6In other words, this requires that the components of the energy-momentum tensor would have to be O(e2). This
is because depending on the sign of the amplitude €, which is arbitrary, any O(e) piece can never guarantee a definite
sign for the energy-momentum tensor components relevant for the NEC.



D,, compatible with the metric g,,,. Any other couplings between the matter fields and the metric
tensor, which does not originate following the mentioned prescription, will be termed non-minimal
coupling,.

However, it is known in the literature that if one considers the diffeomorphism invariant theory
of gravity with non-minimal couplings with matter fields, the classical NEC can get violated, [29, 35—
37). In other words, for such non-minimally coupled Lagrangian, we may get a non-vanishing
contribution to the EoM or energy-momentum tensor even at O(¢), for which the NEC may easily
get violated for some choice of the sign of the amplitude € of the dynamical perturbation. In that
case, the analysis of [14] will not be applicable, and the validity of the linearized second law will
break down. However, the status of the linearized second law has already been examined in the
literature focussing on particular models of non-minimal coupling. In the recent works [38, 39], the
authors have looked at models of theories where a scalar or a U(1) gauge field has non-minimal
couplings with the space-time metric, but the couplings are restricted to only four derivative terms in
the Lagrangian. In these references, a brute force calculation of such problematic terms mentioned
above in those specific models argued that the second law holds true. However, just like [26], their
calculations missed the spatial components of the entropy current as they were arguing for the
increase of the entropy integrated over a compact spatial slice of the horizon.

In our present work, motivated by the results mentioned above, we focus on theories with
non-minimal coupling between scalar or U(1) gauge fields with gravity. Very recently, in [32], the
authors have considered scalar fields coupled to gravity as an effective field theory (EFT), and they
have argued for the second law up to quadratic order in perturbations in an EFT approximation.
However, we consider the validity of the second law only up to the linear order in perturbations.
Thus we do not explicitly mention any restrictions on the size of the coupling of higher derivative
terms 7. For gauge fields coupled to gravity, we focus on Lagrangians which are manifestly gauge-
invariant involving only the field strength tensor but arbitrary otherwise. Firstly, once we vary
the Lagrangian with respect to the metric g,,, there will be contributions that will follow from
the purely gravitational part of the Lagrangian, which we will consider as the EoM for the space-
time metric. These contributions will, in principle, be relevant at O(e). However, they are trivial
because they have already been taken care of in [14] leading to an entropy current resulting from
the purely gravitational terms in the Lagrangian. Then, for the minimally coupled matter fields in
the Lagrangian, we will receive contributions classified as the energy-momentum tensor. However,
they will always be of O(e?) and thus will be taken care of by the NEC [37]. Finally, we will have
to determine the contributions that the energy-momentum tensor receives from the non-minimal
couplings. As we argued before, they can, in principle, be relevant at O(e), and thus cannot be
thrown away with the assumption of the NEC.

Following the same setup prepared in detail in [14], we will analyze these non-minimal energy-
momentum tensor components in this paper. More precisely, using the Noether charge construction
of [6], and the boost-symmetry of the near horizon space-time of the black hole [14], we will ab-
stractly argue that all such contributions to the energy-momentum tensor from the non-minimal
couplings will also have the exact off-shell structure, up to O(e), required to construct an entropy
current when evaluated on the horizon. Thus we will be able to show that these non-minimal terms
would simply lead to contributions to the entropy current in addition to what comes from the purely
gravitational piece in the Lagrangian. Although these additional non-minimal terms can violate the
NEC, they have the same off-shell structure as the purely gravitational terms already considered in

7Our final result for the scalar field coupled to gravity is more or less evident given what has been recently
reported in [32]. Nevertheless, our analysis is done in a slightly different language which is more aligned with the
methodology followed in [14]. Additionally, we will explicitly construct the algorithm to obtain the entropy current
once a Lagrangian with arbitrary scalar field coupling is provided. Furthermore, it will set up the context for
discussing the gauge field coupling, which has not been considered in [32].



[14]. In other words, the conclusions regarding constructing an entropy current and the linearized
second law obtained in [14] can be generalized to theories involving arbitrary non-minimal coupling
of scalar and gauge fields with gravity. This is the main result of this paper.

As compared to coupling the scalar field, for gauge fields non-minimally coupled to gravity,
one needs to be more careful in defining a stationary configuration for the gauge field. Since every
diffeomorphism invariant (or covariant) statement can possibly suffer from redundancies involving
the U(1) gauge invariance. Once this issue is taken care of in developing the formalism, it is
not guaranteed that the components of the entropy current that one constructs will be invariant
under the U(1) gauge transformations. One approach would be to fix the U(1) gauge, much like
choosing the horizon adopted coordinates for the diffeomorphism. However, it will then become
even trickier to examine the gauge invariance of the components of entropy current. Instead, we will
work without fixing the U(1) gauge and, interestingly enough, will find that the resulting entropy
current is gauge-invariant.

Next, we consider the issue of the “physical process first law” (PPFL) for theories with gauge
fields non-minimally coupled to gravity. Following the analysis of section 5 of [14], one sees that if
we can construct an entropy current for these theories, the physical process version of the first law
follows immediately. This is a consequence of the fact that the setup of PPFL is the same as that of
the linearized second law. While it is clear that the proof should follow through for the scalar fields
non-minimally coupled to gravity once we construct the entropy current, minor subtleties remain
when we consider the gauge field case. This is because, in the gauge field case, there is an additional
work term in the first law relation due to the change in the charge of the black hole. The proof of
PPFL for the simplest minimally coupled theory, namely the Einstein-Maxwell theory, was given
in [8]. It is interesting to examine if their results can be generalized for arbitrary non-minimally
coupled gauge theories following the strategy outlined in [8]. Our results will iron out these issues,
and we will explicitly construct a proof of the PPFL along the lines of [8].

Before we move on, let us mention how the rest of this paper is structured. We will start
with a brief description of the setup and a precise statement of the problem in §2. Here we will
also present a particular example showing that the non-minimal couplings can contribute to the
entropy current at linear order in e-expansion. In the next section §3, we will define the meaning
of stationarity in the presence of scalar and gauge fields. In the following section §4, we will briefly
outline our strategy of constructing entropy current for arbitrary higher curvature theory of gravity
non-minimally coupled to scalar and gauge field. In the technical heart of our paper, we will present
the construction of the entropy current for the non-minimally coupled scalar field in section §5 and
for the non-minimally coupled gauge field in section §6. We will discuss the proof of the PPFL
for the non-minimally coupled gauge field in section §7. We will end with a summary and outlook
in §8. Important technical details as supplementary materials will be presented in the appendices

§A-§D.

2 A review of the set-up and statement of the current problem

In this section, we would like to review the basic setup for constructing an entropy current and
the conventions and notations used in the following sections. We will be very brief here, and
the interested reader is referred to [14] for the details. Once the setup is ready, we will provide
an explicit example of non-minimal matter coupling where one gets contributions to the entropy
current at the linear order in amplitude expansion. Finally, we will lay out a precise mathematical
statement regarding the main results derived in this current paper before getting involved in the
technical details.



2.1 Brief review of the set-up to construct an entropy current

We are primarily interested in dynamical black hole solutions of diffeomorphism invariant theo-
ries of gravity coupled to matter fields. These black hole solutions necessarily have a horizon, a
co-dimension one null hyper-surface. Such black hole horizons, dynamically perturbed by external
sources, can be suitably described by a coordinate system adapted to the horizon. We will be work-
ing with a d-dimensional space-time spanned by the coordinates z* = {v,r,z'}. The coordinates
{v,2'} (i = {1,...,d — 2}) span the horizon, a co-dimension one null hyper-surface. Here, v is
an affine parameter along the null generators , of the horizon, and x*’s (i = {1,...,d — 2}) are
the coordinates that run along the spatial tangents, i.e., 8;’s, of the horizon 8. Also, 7 is an affine
parameter that runs along the null geodesics 0, that pierce the horizon at specific angles with the
null generators and the spatial tangents. The horizon is chosen to be positioned at » = 0. A gauge
choice for the space-time metric is made as follows

d$2 = gyudéﬂ”dxy, where grv = 13 Grr = Gri = gm}|7‘:0 = T’gvv|7,:0 = g”i|r:0 = 07 (21)

and thus the near horizon space-time for the most general dynamical black hole can be always
expressed by the following metric ©

ds®* = 2dvdr —r* X (r,v,2") dv* + 27 w;(r,v,2") dvdz" + hyj(r,v,2") dz’ da? . (2.2)

A stationary black hole, with a space-time metric gl(f}?) in our gauge eq.(2.1) is given by

ds® = gEfV‘J) dzt dz¥ = 2dvdr —r* X (rv, ') dv® + 27 w;(rv, 2*) dvdz® + hj(rv, 2*) da' da? | (2.3)

where the metric coefficient functions (X, w; and h,;) are functions of the product of the coordinates
rv. It is easy to check that the Lie derivative of gl(f}?) with respect to the vector field £# vanishes,
ie. ngfﬁ,q) =0, for

€ =19, = vdy, — 10, . (2.4)

This & is the generator of the transformation (the infinitesimal version of it) given by
r—7f=Ar, and v—0=uv/A, (2.5)

which will be called the boost transformation, which, as one can check easily, corresponds to a
residual symmetry after one fixes the gauge as in eq.(2.1), eq.(2.2) 19 . The vector field &* is also
the Killing vector ! which generates the Killing horizon of this stationary space-time eq.(2.3).

To describe the dynamics, we will employ a perturbative expansion in the amplitude of the
dynamics and we will be working up to linearized order in the dynamics. Mathematically, this
means that we can decompose the metric g, given in eq.(2.2) as follows

Guw = 950 (rv, @) + €0g,u(r, v, 27) | (2.6)
where gffyq) is the equilibrium metric given by eq.(2.3), and € is the small parameter denoting the
amplitude of the fluctuations dg,,, .

The boost symmetry for the near horizon metric gets slightly broken by the dynamical fluctu-

ation 6g,,, which is evident from the fact that gff,f) depends on the product of coordinates rv, but

8The Greek indices in «* will be used to denote the full space-time coordinates and the lower case Latin indices
in z* will denote the spatial directions tangent to the null horizon.

9This fact has been explicitly argued for in the appendix A of [28].

10The nomenclature follows that of [14, 26, 31]. It should be noted that in eq.(2.5) we are focussing on a sub-class
of a bigger residual symmetry.

1 The norm of the Killing vector £* also vanishes on r = 0, thus making it a Killing horizon.



09, can have arbitrary dependence on both 7 and v individually. We will need to decide how to fix
whether any covariant tensor quantity will contribute to O(e) or to O(e?), when evaluated on the
perturbed metric in eq.(2.6). For this, we need to know how any covariant tensor would transform
under the boost transformation given in eq.(2.5). The quantity that signifies this is called the boost
weight, defined as the difference in the number of lower v-indices and the lower r-indices of any
particular tensor. We can also learn that any quantity with positive boost weight will always vanish
when dynamics is switched off. This is explained in detail in [14]; also see Appendix-A for a brief
discussion on this and related issues.
The gravity theories which we will consider will have an action of the following form,

1
= A /ddﬂj \/jg (‘Cgrm; + Linat) 27)

where Lg,.q, is the Lagrangian for the degrees of freedom corresponding purely to the gravity part
without involving any matter fields 2,

£gra'u = ﬁgrav (gaﬁa Raﬁ;un D)\Roc,ﬁ;un o ) ) (28)

where D), is the covariant derivative compatible with g,s, and the dots signify arbitrary number of
derivatives on Ragu,. Also, L4 is the Lagrangian corresponding to the matter part, which will
obviously include g,g coupled to matter fields.

The total equation of motion, denoted as &,,, follows from the variation of the full Lagrangian
in eq.(2.7), which contains gravity as well as matter part. We decompose &,,,, as follows

5pw = Euu + Tuu ) (29)

where, E,,,, is the part of the equation of motion coming from the variation of Lg;.q, with respect to
the space time metric g,,, and T},, is the part of the equation of motion coming from the variation
13 It is important to note that this split of F,, and T, crucially
depends on the definition of the energy-momentum tensor. In [31], and [14] the same action as in

of Lpq: with respect to g,

eq.(2.7) was considered along with the following convention: All the terms which involve only the
metric components were grouped in £, and the terms which involved both the metric and matter
field components were grouped together in 7),,,. Thereafter, following [26], one knows that a certain
component of the equations of motion, namely &,, (in our gauge eq.(2.2)) will be crucial in proving
the second law. It was shown in [14] that E,, in eq.(2.9) has the following structure when evaluated
on the horizon r =0

1
Vh

where h is the determinant of the induced metric h;; on the horizon, and V; is the covariant
derivative compatible with h;;. This eq.(2.10) serves as the definition for the objects JV and T,
as they are obtained algorithmically expressed in terms of the basic building blocks: the metric
coefficient functions X, w?, hij and derivatives 0, 0,, V; acting on them.

In the next step, the analysis in [14] assumes that T),, satisfies the NEC, namely T,, > 0 .
Thus, using the NEC together with fact that for on shell configurations &,, = 0 in eq.(2.9), one

Byl _ = Bv{ Dy (x/ﬁj”) + VJZ] +0(e?), (2.10)

120ne can argue that, (see section 2 of [6]), any diffeomorphism invariant Lagrangian will have the specific functional

dependence as mentioned here.

1 6Lmat
13 . _ ma
T, is defined as T, = 779 Sghv .

M1n our gauge eq.(2.2), the generator of the null horizon is given by x = 8, and therefore Tuvxtx? ~ Tyy.




readily obtains E,, < 0. Further using this in eq.(2.10) one can show that '°

1 .
—_a, (JH j”) FV, 7 >0 for all finite v. (2.11)
Vh
Thus, we can interpret J° and J* as components of an entropy current, and there is local entropy
production at each point on the black hole horizon. We should also note that both J" and J i as
defined in eq.(2.10) get contribution only from E,,, without involving the matter fields.

2.2 An example of non-minimal couplings contributing to entropy current at O(e)

As discussed in the previous sub-section §2.1, a couple of key ingredients that go into the proof
devised in [14] are essentially the definition of the energy-momentum tensor and the assumption that
it satisfies the NEC. Now, since T}, > 0 and it vanishes in the equilibrium limit ¢, in our amplitude
approximation, it essentially vanishes up to O(e), i.e. T, ~ O(€?). So within the assumptions and
the setup of [14], the matter couplings do not contribute to the entropy current. This assumption is
based on the premise that such couplings satisfy the NEC. However, there might be matter couplings
that do not satisfy the NEC. In particular, it is known that non-minimally coupled matter fields
do violate the NEC, see [29, 35-37]. Then within our approximation, these terms are potentially
contributing to O(e) and apriori, there is no reason to justify that they will have the same entropy
current structure of the purely gravitational terms given in eq.(2.10). Therefore, based on these
arguments, the proof presented in [14] seemingly does not work for such non-minimally coupled
theories.

In other words, we are trying to argue that non-minimal couplings present in the Lagrangian
can give rise to additional terms, say we denote them by iw, in a form as follows

Evol,_y = (E + Ty + T) o
= (&, [\}E&} (JE J“) + vm} + Ty + Tw>

One can now argue that if the contribution from the non-minimal couplings contribute to linear
order in the amplitude expansion

(2.12)
+ O(é?).

r=0

Ty ~ O(e), (2.13)
we do not get eq.(2.11) even if we get T, > 0 7.
Let us first show by example that non-minimal couplings can indeed give rise to contributions
such that eq.(2.13) is true. Consider the following action of a scalar field non-minimally coupled to
gravity

Snonfmin = /ddx\/jg RMV(DM¢) (Dy(b) . (214)

15We have used the physical boundary condition that the dynamics settles down to some equilibrium configuration
1 .
at the end, i.e. we assumed ﬁav <\/ﬁ JU) +V;J*— 0asv— co.

16This tensor component has positive boost weight.

17Tt is worth highlighting that our subsequent analysis concerning Tow will be important even if we consider non-
minimal coupling terms as small corrections (within an EFT perspective) to the leading NEC satisfying matter field
terms. One might then wonder that the O(e) contributions from non-minimal coupling (denoted by Ty, in eq.(2.12))
can never be as important as the NEC satisfying terms (denoted by Ty, in eq.(2.12)). However, there might be
non-trivial scenarios where a particular field configuration results in the leading order minimal coupling contribution
to Tyy being zero. In such extreme cases, the O(e) contribution of Tov dominates and can potentially violate NEC,
and thus also violate the linearized second law.



It is easy to derive the EoM from this Lagrangian giving us the fwj for this particular example as
written below

Tuu = %Q#VRQB(DQ¢)(D’8¢) - RMQ(DV¢)(DQ¢) - RBV(DB¢)(DH¢)

+5[D"DADLO) (D)} + DD (Dad)(D10)} ~ DID(DLO)(D0)}  (215)

— 9 D*D{(Dad)(D59)}]

We can now evaluate Tm, at the horizon r = 0 in our gauge eq.(2.2) in a brute-force fashion and
after a tedious but straightforward manipulations we get

1
Vh
It is obvious from eq.(2.16) that we do indeed get a non trivial Tyy ~ O(e), for the example given
in eq.(2.14).

Very interestingly, we must note that the off-shell structure of this term eq.(2.16) is precisely of
the form eq.(2.10), which is required to construct an entropy current. Therefore, the proof of [14]

Tonlvo = O, [ dy (\/H (8,6 &,qﬁ)) +V, (Vi avfb)} +O(?). (2.16)

goes smoothly, but the entropy current receives an additional contribution from the non-minimal
coupling.

2.3 The statement of the current problem

In the previous sub-section, for an example, we have seen that the additional contributions coming
to the equations of motion from non-minimal couplings have the desired structure that felicitates the
proof of a linearized second law constructed in [14]. However, there is just the following modification:
we get an entropy current with non-negative divergence as in eq.(2.11), but it gets contribution both
from the purely gravitational term as well as the non-minimal coupling. Additionally, in some of
the recent works [38, 39], it has also been argued that for some particular models of non-minimally
coupled matter interactions, the linearized second law holds '®. However, in these references, the
version of the second law was local in time but not in the spatial directions of the constant v-slices
of the horizon as the spatial components of the entropy current were missed °.

Motivated by these examples, our primary goal is to analyze whether the most general La-
grangian, which contains scalars and gauge fields non-minimally coupled to gravity, has this desired
structure in the equations of motion. Automatically, this would give us an entropy current such
that a proof of the linearized second law, along the lines of [14], is available to us.

We will be working with systems where scalar fields and U(1) gauge fields can have all possible
coupling with diffeomorphism invariant theory of gravity such that the Lagrangian would have the
following form

L= L(Qa,@; Raﬁpm DalRa,Bmﬂ Tty ¢a Da1¢7 Tty F;un DouF;wa D(alDaz)Fuw o ) ’ (2'17)

where F,,(= 0,A,—0,A,) is the field strength tensor for the gauge fields A,,, and the dots represent
arbitrary number of derivatives acting on Ragp0, ¢ Or F),y

18The example in [38] considered a specific non-minimally coupled scalar field Lagrangian and [39] looked at a non-
minimally coupled U(1) gauge field Lagrangian. But both of them considered only specific models of four derivative
theories of gravity.

19Here, the spatial constant v-slices were considered to be compact, similar to the construction in [26]. Conse-
quently, one compares an expression of Wald entropy integrated over the spatial slices between the initial and final
equilibrium. Because of this integration over the spatial slices, the total derivative terms as Viji vanish, and the
locality in spatial directions is lost.



In this paper we will explicitly prove the following statement:
If one considers all possible couplings (including non-minimal interactions) of scalar fields and
U(1) gauge fields with arbitrary diffeomorphism invariant theory of gravity (with all possible higher
derivative terms), it can be abstractly argued that the full equations of motion will have the following
off-shell structure

+ O(€?), (2.18)
r=0

Eunl,ep = (av [;Eav (VR +T7) + VT + ii)} + Tw)

where possible generic non-minimal couplings may in principle have O(¢€) contributions (denoted by

T, ) to the equations of motion but they can always be written as

1

Vh

such that it adds to the entropy current exactly in the same way (denoted by JY and jl) as the
purely gravitational terms (denoted by J° and J*). As a consequence, we will always get a linearized

Tyolr=o = 0y [ By (\/55”) + VJZ} +0(e?), (2.19)

second law given by

L
Vh

once we assume the other contributions from matter sector satisfies the NEC, T, > 0. Additionally,

we will also find that the components of the entropy current are U(1) gauge-invariant for theories
t 2.

Oy (\/E (J° + j”)) + VAT + TN >0 for all finite v, (2.20)

inwvolving the gauge field coupled to gravity. This is our main resul

In mathematical terms, in the rest of this paper, our aim would thus be to focus on just the
generic non-minimal coupling of scalar and gauge fields with gravity and to show that the EoM for
such terms, TW, would have an off-shell structure given by eq.(2.19), and to figure out an abstract
algorithm to compute J? and J° given any Lagrangian.

3 Stationarity and its breaking in the presence of scalar and gauge fields

As we have discussed in §2.1, for theories with the space-time metric g,, as the only degrees of
freedom, the stationarity of black hole solutions is defined by the vanishing of the Lie derivative
of gfﬁ,‘n with respect to the generator of boost transformations, eq.(2.5), i.e., £ given in eq.(2.4).
In this paper, our primary focus is on scalar and gauge fields coupled to gravity, and, therefore,
it is essential to understand the statement of stationarity involving them. As a consequence of
stationarity, we must also understand the implications of the boost symmetry and its breaking for
scalar and gauge fields present in theory. This will be useful in discussing the dynamics of matter
fields like scalar or gauge fields. We will address these issues in this present section.

Let us start by discussing a scalar field ¢ on the background space-time given by eq.(2.3).
The scalar field inherits the symmetry of the background space-time and thus the stationarity is
implemented as

Lep=0, (3.1)

where ¢ is the Killing vector given by eq.(2.4). In dynamical situations, the scalar field thus has a
similar decomposition as the metric field (see eq.(A.7) in Appendix-A)

¢(r,v,2") = ¢°U(rv,2") + €6¢(r, v, 2"). (3.2)

20To be very precise, in our framework we are only analysing quantities upto linear order in e-expansion. Therefore,
we will effectively argue that the RHS of eq.(2.20) will vanish at O(e).
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Here, the form of the equilibrium configuration ¢ is fixed by
Lep® = (00, —10,)91 =0, (3.3)

which can be solved to obtain

%1 = ¢°(rv, z%). (3.4)
Let us now comment on the non-equilibrium structures for quantities involving the scalar field.
Most importantly, we must be able to decide which quantities involving the scalar field (possibly
with various derivatives acting on it) would contribute because of only dynamics or would it be
non-zero when evaluated on equilibrium configurations. For example, based on our analysis of boost
weights of various quantities, we would learn that the quantity 979 ¢(r, v, x?) will be non-zero

solely due to dynamics and that too it will be of O(e) when evaluated on the horizon for m, > m,
(see eq.(A.11) in Appendix-A),

O O (1, v, %) | =0 ~ O(€) whenever m, > m,. . (3.5)

The statement of stationarity for gauge fields is more involved because of the gauge redundancy
of the theory. For simplicity, we consider a U(1) gauge field A, ?'. The naive expectation of
stationarity given by demanding

LeA, =0, (3.6)

is not completely consistent because the above equation is not invariant under a gauge transfor-
mation 4, — A, + D, A 22 This issue has been addressed in its various guises in the literature
[8, 40-42]. Basically, the main issue is that when one has fields that transform non-trivially under
some internal gauge transformation, one cannot distinguish the action of a diffeomorphism on the
space-time from the action of a diffeomorphism followed by an internal gauge transformation. In
the following, we will adopt the following convention for defining the stationary configurations of a
gauge field: AS? is said to be stationary if there exist a A such that

LA+ DyA=0. (3.7)

From this, one can derive a statement equivalent to the zeroth law for the electrostatic potential,
as follows
(A%9€™ 4 A)|_, =0, (3.8)

r=
where as usual ¢ is the Killing vector generating the boost transformation, given in eq.(2.4). A
justification for the condition in eq.(3.8) is provided in Appendix-B.

It is important to note that this is an extended notion of symmetry in the presence of fields
that transform non-trivially under some internal gauge transformation. This definition is gauge
invariant in the following sense: If one does the gauge transformation A7 — AF? = Af? + DA,
then A:fq satisfies the equation

LAY+ DN =0, (3.9)

where, A’ is given by A’ = A — (£ - 9)\, which implies the invariance of the stationarity condition
(3.7) under gauge transformation.

From eq.(3.8) we note that A%2¢* 4+ A evaluates to zero on the horizon. Any quantity that
vanishes when evaluated on the horizon r = 0 for equilibrium configurations is necessarily O(e) in
dynamical situations. This follows directly from the boost weight analysis mentioned above, see
Appendix-A for an explanation. Hence, we have

(Aa® + A)|r=0 = O(e), (3.10)

21We believe that the analysis is easily generalizable to higher gauge groups.
22Here D,, denotes the covariant derivative compatible with the full dynamical metric eq.(2.2).
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which, by using eq.(2.4), can be equivalently written as the following
(A, + A)|r—o = Ofe) . (3.11)

We will work with this definition of stationarity for the U(1) gauge fields.

4 Outlining the strategy to construct entropy current with non-minimal
coupling

To construct an entropy current at linearized order in amplitude expansion for the non-minimal
coupling of scalar and gauge fields with gravity we will essentially follow the formalism developed
in [14] based on Noether charge analysis of [6]. In the following sections we will execute this in
details by considering scalar and gauge fields one at a time. Before we get into the technical details,
in this section our aim is to provide a schematic sketch of the main steps involved in that technical
derivation. This will be brief as the purpose of this section is to present a guideline highlighting
only the important features of the construction by referring to the corresponding portions in [14]
for the details. We summarize them as follows

e The starting point will be to relate an arbitrary variation in the Lagrangian £(g,., 1) to the
equations of motion (EoM) and thus defining the total derivative term ©#[dg, 61]

0 [V=9L] =v=gE" g + V=9 Gy 8¢ + V=g D,O"[3g, 6¢], (4.1)

where 9 denote the matter fields collectively, £/ is the EoM for g,,,, and Gy is the EoM for
the matter fields .

e Next, we would show that the EoM can be related to ©# and the Noether charge Q*¥. Starting
from eq.(4.1), and considering variations that are symmetries of the theory, we can arrive at
the following equation

C2£ - (H)MCM + Cu DVQHV =2 Cucyg/u/ + T[Gw]a (42)

where (* is an arbitrary diffeomorphism, z# — z* 4+ (#. The derivation of eq.(4.2) can be
understood following the steps outlined in section 2.5 of [14]. However, we must be careful
that the EoM for 1, i.e. the second term involving G, was not considered in [14]. But this
term can now, in principle, contribute and that is exactly what we have indicated as T[Gy)]
in RHS of eq.(4.2). As we will explicitly show later, for scalar field coupled to gravity, there
will be no extra contribution to eq.(4.2) in the form of 7[Gy]. But, for gauge fields coupled
to gravity, we will get a non-vanishing contribution

T[Gd):Au] ~ GHC,LL(AVCV + A)a (43)
where A is a parameter for the U(1) gauge transformation.

e Choosing (* to be the Killing vector &* given in eq.(2.4) and evaluating the expression of
eq.(4.2) on the horizon r = 0 in our metric gauge eq.(2.2), we get to our main equation that
relates vv-component of EoM to ©" and Q™"

20 (Byo + Too)|,_y = (= O"+DuQ™)| _, +O(). (4.4)

r=0

This is our key equation and the intermediary steps to derive eq.(4.4) are detailed in section
2.5 of [14].
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— The last term on the RHS of eq.(4.2), which was a new contribution due to explicitly
keeping track of the matter fields in our present analysis as compared to [14], does not
contribute to linear order in e-expansion. As we will show (see §5.1 for scalar coupling
and §6.1 for gauge field coupling), using eq.(3.11), the extra term 7T [Gy=4,] written in
eq.(4.3) will be negligible since it will contribute to O(e?). In this sense, the RHS in
eq.(4.4) retains the same structure as was obtained in [14].

— As is known from [14], all contributions to F,, from the purely gravitational terms will
have the desired structure shown in eq.(2.10) to construct the entropy current.

— However, it is important to note that in the LHS of eq.(4.4), the contributions from the
non-minimal couplings, which we have denoted as ﬁw in §2.2 (see eq.(2.12)), appears
explicitly. But, we are not including the part T, on the LHS of the same equation, as
it will satisfy the NEC and hence will be of O(e?).

— Interestingly, through the eq.(4.4), the i”, term also gets related to ©" and Q™*. These
quantities now get contributions from ¢ and dv. Thus, eq.(4.4) would be crucial to
establish that T}, also has the required structure as in eq.(2.19).

e Following the same strategy that was adopted in [14], our next step would be to analyze both
the terms ©" and Q™" on the RHS of eq.(4.4) and extract out their exact dependence on the
coordinate v. We need to remember that our main interest in this paper is to capture the
matter field contributions, and hence we will primarily focus on those contributions in ©" and
Q"*. After some manipulations, we will be able to argue eq.(2.19).

e The definitions of ©# and Q" in terms of g,., 6g,u, ¥, and d9 can be obtained from [6].
For example, ©# is defined in Lemma-(3.1) of [6] and can also be obtained from eq.(3.16),
(3.17), and (3.17) in [14]. The Q"* is defined in Proposition-(4.1) of [6], and is also written
in eq.(3.58) in [14].

e Starting with these definitions, we will also use the boost symmetry of the near horizon metric
in our chosen gauge while manipulating the terms ©" and Q"*. More specifically, we must
remember that these quantities will have a definite boost weight determined by how they
would transform under boost transformation eq.(2.5). For concreteness, from the discussion
in §2.1 and the discussion in Appendix-A, it would be clear that both ©” and Q™ will have
boost weight equal to +1, and Q™ will be boost invariant.

e Another important technical ingredient that we will need to borrow from the construction in
[14] is the following: one can determine the general off-shell structure of any covariant tensor
quantity, having a definite boost weight in terms of the basic building blocks. This was called
“Result: 17, and was given in eq.(3.14) in [14].

— This was, for example, very crucial in determining the structure of the vv-component of
the EoM eq.(2.10), which we write here schematically
Euy|,_o~ 00 [0, (T") + ViT'] + O(?). (4.5)

r=

On the LHS of the equation above, F,, has boost-weight = 2, on the RHS each of the
0, has boost weight = 1, so J" is boost invariant, and J* has boost-weight = 1.

— In the context of [14], where the degrees of freedom are only the metric of pure gravity
theory, the basic building blocks are the metric coefficient functions (X, w;, hi;j) and
various derivatives (9,, 0,, V;) acting on them (see Table-1 in [14]). It is also important
to recollect that each one of X, w;, h;; are boost invariant. One can only generate positive
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boost weight by acting with 0, on these boost invariant objects. This fact was important
in deriving the “Result:1”7, and also in deciding the structure on the RHS of eq.(4.5): all
the boost weight of F,, (which is = 2) is generated by the action of two 9,s on the RHS.
If we had another element with positive boost weight as the basic building block, that
might have also appeared, and we could not have concluded the RHS of eq.(4.5).

— However, in our present context, where we have scalar or gauge fields as additional
degrees of freedom in addition to the metric, the set of “basic building blocks” must
be expanded. In addition to the metric coefficient functions and their derivatives, we
must consider the matter fields along with the derivatives (9,, 9,, V;) acting on them as
eligible candidates for the basic building blocks. The main point is to examine if we are
getting any new elements in the basic building blocks with positive boost weight other
than 0,. Suppose we have one such new object due to the matter fields with a positive
boost weight. In that case, we must also appropriately modify the “Result: 1”7 since the
generic structure of any tensor quantity now will certainly involve these newer elements.

— For scalar fields coupled to gravity, we indeed have a new basic element, i.e., the scalar
field ¢ itself and other possible objects that we can form by acting with 0, 0., V; on
¢. From our discussions in §2.1 and §3 we learn that ¢ is boost invariant. Therefore, all
new terms with positive boost weight can only be built by acting with 9,’s on ¢. So, we
do not need to modify “Result: 17, and the construction of [14] can trivially be extended
to incorporate contributions from scalar fields into the construction of entropy current.

— For coupling gauge fields (A,) with gravity, the situation is not so trivial as the scalar
fields. We certainly get newer basic elements such as the components of the gauge field
and various derivatives of them. However, most importantly, there is now one component
of the gauge field, i.e. A,, that has a boost weight = +1 (A4, has a boost weight = —1,
and A; is boost invariant), see §2.1 and §3. Therefore, we now encounter a situation
where apart from operating with 9, on a boost invariant object (say 9,X, which also
has boost weight = +1), we have A, that has a positive boost weight (= 1). So we need
to modify “Result: 1”7 keeping in mind these possible extra contributions, which we will
do in §6.2. Therefore, it is indeed a non-trivial task to argue abstractly that the RHS of
eq.(4.5) will still hold. This paper aims to extend the formalism developed in [14] to take
care of these extra contributions involving the gauge fields such that an entropy current
can still be constructed.

e We have now successfully developed the technical toolbox, mostly duplicating from [14], but
also mentioning the additional modifications needed to address the extended context of matter
coupling being studied in the present paper. It is now straightforward, but may be tedious,
exercise to manipulate the abstract definitions of ©" and Q™. As we have seen before,
with the knowledge of their boost weights and the modified “Result: 1”7 (the modified one is
needed for gauge field coupling only, as we discussed before), we can abstractly argue that
the O(e) contributions from the non-minimal couplings, denoted by Tvl“,, indeed has the off-
shell structure given in eq.(2.19). In that process, we will also be able to give an algorithm
to construct the components of entropy current (j v and J %). This will be done in §5.2 for
scalar fields and in §6.4 for gauge fields coupled to gravity.

5 Scalar fields non-minimally coupled to gravity

This section aims to consider a diffeomorphism invariant theory of gravity coupled to a scalar field
¢, with arbitrary non-minimal coupling between the scalar field and gravity being allowed. In such
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theories with non-minimal coupling, one may get contributions to the energy-momentum tensor that
can potentially violate the NEC. However, as we would argue in this section, the off-shell structure
of those contributions can always be arranged in a form that will contribute to the entropy current.
That way, we can also argue for a linearized version of the second law for such theories 22. We will
divide the discussion into various sub-sections highlighting essential steps in the derivation.

To start with, let us mention that we are working with theories with the action given as

1
I= /dda:«/—gﬁ(qggw). (5.1)

n (5.1), L(gg,,), containing pure gravity as well as the interactions terms, will have the following
general structure, see [6],

E(d’g;w) = c(qbg}w)(gulu R,uupaa DalRuupa7 D(al Dag)R;wpaa te a¢7 Da1 ¢7 D(alDa2)¢a t ) . (52)
5.1 Relating the equations of motion (&,,) with the Noether charges (6* and Q")

Here, following the discussion in §4, we will first express the components of equations of motion
(EoM) in terms of ©# and Q"¥, by appropriately defining them. The variation of the Lagrangian
due to arbitrary variations of the metric and the scalar field, denoted by dg,, and d¢ respectively,
is given by

6[\/ —g £(¢gw)] =Vv—yg glw(sg;w + v —9gGdp+ vV —3g Du@M , (53)

where, £#” and G are the EoMs for g,, and ¢ respectively, and ©" is locally constructed out of
Guv> @5 09w, 0¢ and their derivatives. We can consider eq.(5.3) as definitions for 4, G, ©#. Also,
©" is linear in the field variations dg,, and d¢. Next, we consider that dg,, and d¢ are produced
by an infinitesimal diffeomorphism, z* — x* + (*, such that

59,“/ = Cg“gp,v = D;LCV + Du(}t , and 0¢ = £C¢ =(“Da9, (54)

where, L is Lie derivative along (. Independently, one can argue that the variation of the La-
grangian due to the above coordinate transformation is given by

0V=9L(p )] = V=9Du(("Lisg,.)) - (5.5)
Substituting eq.(5.5) in (5.3) we can obtain
DH(C“E((MW) —2EM¢, — ") = =2(, D, E* + G("Dy¢. (5.6)

Now, without any loss of generality, let us assume that * is non-zero over a small region R. Then,
if we integrate eq.(5.6) over the full space-time, left hand side would vanish since it would integrate
to a boundary term at infinity where (* vanishes. So, we get

/ v [wﬂgw —GD,¢| =0. (5.7)
full-space

The above relation holds true for arbitrary ¢ as long as it has non-zero support over a small region
R. Therefore, we see the following relation holds identically

2D E,, —GDyp=0. (5.8)

23 As we discussed before in §1, the entropy current for scalar fields coupled to gravity has recently been studied
in [32]. In §4.2 of [32], an effective Lagrangian has been considered where the higher derivative terms are small in
the sense of an effective field theory. However, following the setup of [14], we will not explicitly use any restrictions
on the size of the couplings of the higher derivative terms involving scalar fields. We will also obtain an explicit
algorithm to construct the components of the entropy current, consistent with the generic arguments in [32].

—15 —



Substituting (5.8) in (5.6) we see that the RHS of eq.(5.6) vanishes, for any (,
DlC" L ) — 267G, — ) = 0. (5.9)

An identically conserved vector can always be written as the divergence of a rank-two antisymmetric
tensor, and hence we get
C"Lg g,y — 26MC, — O = =D, QM. (5.10)

This can be considered as the definition of @Q*. Contracting the free index in eq.(5.10) with another
Cu we get
L) — O + CuDLQ™ = 2¢,EMC, . (5.11)

The above equation is true for any (*, but, we will choose (* to be the Killing vector £ as given in
eq.(2.4) and evaluate eq.(5.11) on the horizon r = 0, such that we finally obtain

20 Elr=0 = (=" + D,Q™)|r=0 - (5.12)

Note that this is the same relation obtained in [14], but now we are re-deriving this result with
scalar fields coupled to gravity.

In deriving eq.(5.12), we have basically gone through the same steps which were worked out in
§2.5 of [14], but it was essential to go through it again here to confirm that the EoM for the scalar
field, i.e., G as shown in eq.(5.3), is not going to contribute at all to our analysis.

In the LHS of eq.(5.12), the quantity &,, contains the contributions from the pure gravity
terms (denoted by F,,), contributions from minimally coupled terms (denoted by T.,), as well as
the contributions from the possible non-minimal couplings (denoted by Tvv), see the discussions in
§2.2. We know that T, satisfies null energy condition implying T,, ~ O(¢)2. From the analysis in
[14], we already know that FE,, will have the desired structure to give us an entropy current in the
form of eq.(2.10). To conclude the same for fm), we need to focus on the contributions to ©* and
Q*¥ from the possible non-minimal coupling of the scalar fields, which we will do in the following
sub-section.

5.2 Constructing the entropy current for non-minimally coupled scalar fields

In order to justify that &,, has an off-shell structure given by eq.(2.18), our primary task in this
sub-section would be to determine the explicit v-dependence of the two terms in the RHS of (5.12)
and then compare different terms with same explicit v-dependence from both sides. Hence, we will
also argue that the non-minimal coupling contribution T,, can be written as eq.(2.19).

In figuring out the structure of &,, we must remember that we are working in a particular
coordinate system by fixing the gauge as eq.(2.2). Following the same philosophy advocated in
[14] (see §2.1 there) we should view &,, as a component of a covariant tensor of rank two and
boost weight = 42, built out of some elementary variables: which are known as “the basic building
blocks” and for the case of scalar field coupled to gravity they are the following

1. the metric variables: X, w;, h;;,
2. the scalar field: ¢, (5.13)

3. various derivatives acting on them: 9, 0,, V;.

As we have discussed in §4, we should note that ¢ is a new entry in eq.(5.13), compared to what
we listed in Table-1 in [14].

The next question that one should ask here is: What would be the generic structure of a boost
weight = +2 tensor in terms of these basic elements? The answer to this is given by “Result:1”
in eq.(3.14) in [14]. According to this, we must carefully analyze the distribution of 9, derivatives
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because this is needed to get the structure of a covariant tensor with a positive boost weight.
These will be important in constraining the structure of &£,, and this is sketched in section 3.1 of
[14]. The main point in establishing this “Result:1” was to identify that (at least when we did not
consider matter couplings in [14]) the only way to generate positive boost weight was to apply 9,
on boost invariant metric functions X, w;, hy;. From our discussion in §3 of equilibrium scalar field
configurations in eq.(3.4), we note that the new entry in the list of basic building blocks written
above, ¢, is boost invariant 4. Therefore, for scalar couplings with gravity, we do not need to change
the statement of “Result:1” 2°. This confirms that we do not need to modify “Result:1” (eq.(3.14)
in [14]) and the same analysis of §3 in [14] can be followed to analyze the possible non-minimal
coupling terms of scalar fields which are of interest in this present work.

Next, in order to extract their explicit v-dependence, we will use the definitions of ©# and Q" as
given in [6] and follow the exactly similar manipulations as in §3 in [14] 2°. Following the arguments
of §3.2 of [14], we can write down the final results for the expressions of the entropy current for
scalar fields non-minimally coupled to gravity. This should also be viewed as an algorithm to derive
the components of the entropy current once we are given the particular Lagrangian of the theory
with all possible non-minimal coupling of scalar fields with gravity. Using the expressions in §3.2.4
of [14], one can derive the following form of &,, 27,

1
Vh
We will now mention how one can obtain B(g), Q™, Q" and J(il) once the Lagrangian eq.(5.2) is

known. For that we first need to obtain ©" and Q™ for the given Lagrangian. Firstly, B is
defined through the following equation

0" = (1 +v9,)A() + ’U@EB(O) + 0(62) . (5.15)

2 Evolreo = —0, < 0y [VR (@ + B | + Vi [@ - J(il)D +O(e). (5.14)

Similarly, Q™ can be expressed by explicitly working out the v dependence as follows
Q= Q™ + oW, (5.16)
where Q"* and Wt have no explicit v dependence. Thus, eq.(5.16) defines Q™ and Q" for us.
Finally, J(il) is defined through the equation
W' = 8,0y + O(€%). (5.17)

From (5.14), using the following relation £,, = E,, + T, + T, and also the NEC, T,, ~ O(€?), we
can write

1
Vh

24This is obvious since from eq.(3.4) we see that ¢ can be a function of the product of vr only, which is invariant

(Bvw + Tow)lr=o = 90 [ , (x/E(J“ + ;7”)) + V(T fi)} +0(), (5.18)

under the boost transformation eq.(2.5).

25Tt does not, however, mean that we would not get new contributions when we consider non-minimal couplings
of the scalar field with gravity.

26For ©* see Lemma-(3.1) of [6], and eq.(3.16), (3.17), and (3.18) in [14]. Whereas, for Q“* see Proposition-(4.1)
of [6], and eq.(3.58) in [14]

2"Let us remind ourselves that, as argued in section 3.1 of [14], we first extract the explicit dependence of v of the
terms in ©” and Q" on the RHS of eq.(5.12), and then compare the powers of v on both sides of it. In that process,
we schematically obtain (see eq.(3.9) to eq.(3.11) in [14])

20 Epu|r=0 = Z/{(l) + ’UV(Q) + 0(62) = Z’{(l) = 0(62), and  2&yu|r=0 = V(Q) + 0(62) .

Further manipulations of the second set of equations lead us to eq.(5.14). It is important to note that this analysis
is just a structural rearrangement of the off-shell form of &, involving various metric components X, w;, h;; and
their derivatives. For example, the relation U1y = O(e?) is identically true, independent of considering what could
possibly be the explicit forms of X, w;, h;; as functions of v, r, z*. In other words, Uy = O(€?) should not be thought
of as differential equations constraining X, w;, h;; as functions of v, 7, z*. One can check that, for any given theory,
U1y will identically vanish.
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where (7Y 4 J°) and (J' + J%) are given by
v 7v 1 ATV i 7i 1 AT i

where it is obvious that in the RHS of eq.(5.19), we have contributions from both purely gravitational
terms and the possible non-minimal couplings as well. This completes the proof that T, has the
required structure even if we have a non-minimally coupled scalar field.

5.3 Verification of the abstract proof: An example

In this sub-section, we would like to consider a particular example of a theory with an explicit non-

minimal coupling of scalar fields with gravity. Following the abstract algorithm to construct the

components of entropy current J? and j ¢, we compute them explicitly for this particular model.
We considering a Lagrangian of the form

L6 g,) = By (D*$)(D"9) . (5.20)

The standard variation of the Lagrangian gives

SV Liggu) = VG| 59" Ras(D*0)(DP9) — RH(D¥6)(Dass) — R¥ (D)D)

+ 5[ DaD (D) (D 0)) + D DH{(Dat)(D"0)) ~ DD, {(D¥6)(D¥6)}

~ 9" D D*{(Dad)(Dg6)}| [ 690, — 2V/=9D (R D,6) 86 + /=g, 0",

(5.21)
where ©” is given by
1
O = 2B (Dpdgua) + 2R (D,u6)0¢ + 569°* Da(D*¢Dp o) 522)
1 1 1., :
+ 5097 D(D*¢Dad) = 509" DN(Dad D) = 509" 9o D’ (D*¢Dy)
where
B =19 L e prepie - VQDM;D% M3D”¢D“¢ + g”ﬁD’\¢DO‘¢ (5.23)
Using the equation O# — ¢ = —2E‘“’Cl, + Dl,Q“”7 we can calculate Q"
Q" = 2B " Dyéa + D (D"$D*¢)§a — D” (DD $)Ea (5.24)

+ 9" Do (D ¢D $)E0 — 9" Do (D" pD7 §)E0 -

From these expressions, and using eq.(5.15), eq.(5.16), and eq.(5.17), we can readily obtain the
following quantities

Boy=0, Q" =-20,0)(0:0), Q"=—(V'$)(us), Ji1)=(V'$)(0). (5.25)
Using them in eq.(5.19) we can find
T =(0,0)(0v¢), and J' = (vld))(avd)) : (5.26)

We are now in a position to verify that the expressions of the entropy current obtained in eq.(5.26)
exactly matches with the brute force calculation of J¥ and J* from the EoM, which we have worked
out in §2.2, see eq.(2.16).

Interestingly, Jv is purely O(e) with no equilibrium contribution. Thus, there is no equilibrium
Wald Entropy for this Lagrangian, and J" is purely a JKM type ambiguity.
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6 Gauge fields non-minimally coupled to gravity

In this section, our aim is to construct an entropy current for diffeomorphism invariant theories of
gravity coupled to a U(1) gauge field A,. Consider an action of the form,

1
I=_- / A" /=9 LA, 9,) (6.1)

where the Lagrangian £(4,,,,) contains pure gravity terms as well as gauge fields non-minimally
coupled to gravity and we consider the most general gauge invariant Lagrangian of the following
form

‘C(A“,g“,,,) = ‘C(Aﬂ,g“,,,)(gozﬁv Rozﬁpav DalRaﬁan e 7F,u,l/7 Da1 Fp,u, D(al Dozz)Flth cee ) N (62)

where Rqp+s5 is the Riemann tensor and F),, is the electromagnetic field strength tensor given by

F,,=D,A,—D,A, *.
The Lagrangian L4,

between the field strength tensor and the Riemann tensor (also, each of them can have arbitrary

y may, in principle, include generic terms with non-minimal couplings

derivatives acting on them). In this paper, our main focus is on such non-minimal interaction terms
which can potentially contribute at linear order in amplitude expansion at O(e) to the T),, so that
the NEC may get violated, see §2.2. In the rest of this section, we will show that these linear
order terms with a potential threat of violating NEC can always be written in the form required
for constructing an entropy current as in eq.(2.19), and thus a linearized second law eq.(2.20)
would automatically follow. Additionally we will also see that in particular, the components of the
entropy current derived from eq.(6.2) will always turn out to be gauge invariant. We will present
our derivation by dividing it into a few sub-sections for the sake of clarity. Also, in our discussions
below, we will focus on contributions that will come from the coupling terms between gauge fields
and metric in eq.(6.2). Since the pure gravity terms have already been taken care of in [14].

6.1 Relating the equations of motion (&,,) with the Noether charges (6 and Q"")

Following the Noether charge analysis of [6], the variation of the Non-minimal Lagrangian, eq.(6.2),
is given by

SV=9LA,g,)) = V=9E" 09 + V=g G"A, + /g D,O". (6.3)
where G* is the equations of motion (EoM) for the gauge field, and ©* should be viewed as locally
constructed out of g, A, dgu., 6A, and their derivatives. Let us now consider the variation
induced by a diffeomorphism z* — z* 4 (* and a gauge transformation A, — A, + D A, then we
have

0Guv = Leguw = DpCu + DGy s

6.4
0A, =LA, +D,A=(*DA, +A.D,(*+D,A=C("Fo, +D,(AxC"+ 7). (6.4)

Since diffeomorphisms and gauge transformations are symmetries of the theory, the variation of the
Lagrangian should be written as a total derivative

6[ vV—9 ‘C(Aug;w)} =Vv-g DN[CM‘C(A;LQ;W)} : (65)
Substituting eq.(6.4) and eq.(6.5) in eq.(6.3), and after some manipulation we get,

Dy [¢"Lag,) — 26" G —GM(AY¢ + A) — O]

6.6
— —2(,D,E" — (C"Ay + N)D,G* + G*C'F,, . (66)

28By considering this form of the Lagrangian, we inherently make a choice to only work with gauge-invariant
Lagrangians.
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The LHS of eq.(6.6) is a total derivative. If we make a choice for (# and A such that it is non-zero
only in a small region R, and if we integrate on both sides over the full space-time, LHS would
vanish since it would integrate to a pure boundary term at infinity where (# and A vanishes. Hence,
we obtain

/ ¢ [-2D,EM + G F"H] — / (A" +A)D,GH =0. (6.7)
full spacetime full spacetime

The above relation is true as long as (¥ and A has non-zero support over a finite region R, which
can only happen if the integrand in the above equation itself vanishes. Since A" is an independent
field, we see that the following relations, known as the Bianchi identities, hold identically

—2D,E" + G,F"" =0, and D,G" =0. (6.8)

Substituting eq.(6.8) in eq.(6.6), and realizing that we get an identically conserved vector, which
can always be written as the divergence of a rank-two antisymmetric tensor (say, @Q""), we have

O = CMLia, g = —26"Cy — GH(AC, + A) + D, Q" (6.9)
Contracting both sides of the eq.(6.9) by (,, we get
— 28" G — GMCu(AYGy + A) + (DL QM = (0" — (PLiag,) - (6.10)

Here we notice that the gauge field EoM, i.e. G*, has appeared in eq.(6.10), which we have
previously alluded to in eq.(4.2) and eq.(4.3) in §4 2.

Next, we choose ¢ to be & = v, — 9, (the Killing vector given by eq.(2.4)), and evaluating
both sides using the gauge eq.(2.2) on the horizon r = 0, we get 3¢

20 (Eyo 4 Too) + Go(vAy + A) = (—0" 4+ D,Q™) |r—o + O(€?) . (6.11)

Now, from the discussion in §2.1, and Appendix-A, we know that the v-component of the EoM for
the gauge field, G,, has a boost weight of +1 and thus it will vanish in equilibrium configurations,
or, equivalently, we will get

G, ~ O(e). (6.12)

Following the arguments of §3, we have seen, in eq.(3.11), that the quantity (A*¢, + A) is also of
O(e) when evaluated on the horizon. Therefore, we immediately obtain that

Go(vAy + Ao ~ O(2) . (6.13)

This important relation in eq.(6.13) establishes that the contribution from the EoM of A4,,, although
it appears in eq.(6.11), is going to disappear from our final key equation that relates &,, with ©"
and Q™ up to linearized order in e. So, using eq.(6.13) in eq.(6.11), we are left with the usual
relation given by eq.(4.4), which we write here again for convenience

20 (Eyy + Top) = (=07 + D,Q™) =0 + O(e?). (6.14)

Next, our aim will be to show that the RHS in eq.(6.14) has the desired structure mentioned in
eq.(2.18). Alternatively, since we are focussing here on the possible non-minimal contributions, our
aim is to show that T, has the structure predicted in eq.(2.19).

29We should remember that this was not the case when scalar field couplings were considered, see eq.(5.11) in §5.1.
30We have used Eyy = Eyy + Too + Tuo and also the NEC, Tyy ~ (’)(62).
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6.2 New basic element with positive boost weight and modification of “Result: 1”

As we are trying to establish that the vv-component of the EoM (more specifically, of ﬁm) in our
present context) has the desired structure, we need to work out the explicit v-dependence of ©" and
Q"". Before we start on that, in this sub-section, we will justify in what aspect the construction of
entropy current for gauge fields coupled to gravity is technically different compared to the analysis
with pure gravity modes, studied in [14], and also to the analysis with scalar fields coupled to
gravity, studied previously in §5.

According to the principle we are following in our construction all covariant tensor quantities
(e.g., Ey, fvv, ©", or Q") are built out of certain basic building blocks, in our chosen metric
gauge. The relevant basic building blocks for gauge fields coupled to gravity are the following:

1.the metric variables: X, w;, hy;,
2.the gauge field components: A, A, 4;, (6.15)

3.various derivatives acting on them: 9, 0., V;.

Firstly, we see that the components of the gauge field are now new addition to the list of basic
elements (compare with Table-1 in [14]). Most importantly, from the discussions in §2.1, §3, and
Appendix-A, one must be convinced that we now have A, as a new element with boost weight
= +1 3!, For future reference, let us also note down the boost weights of the components of the
field strength tensors: F; has boost weight = 41, and both F,,, and Fj; are boost invariant.

This new entry in the list of basic elements presented in eq.(6.15) will play an important role as
we are trying to incorporate gauge field couplings with gravity in the formalism developed in [14]
based on boost weights of objects. Following what we have already mentioned in §4, this means that
along with 0, acting on boost invariant objects (such as 9, X, O,w;, etc. with boost-weight = 1)
we can also use A, and its various derivatives, in fixing the generic off-shell structure of any tensor
quantity with positive boost weight (e.g., fw). The important relation that provides us this most
general form of any tensor quantity with a given positive boost weight in terms of the basic building
blocks was called the “Result: 17 in [14] (see eq.(3.14) there). Let us mention the statement of this
result for clarity: any covariant tensor, denoted by T (1), of boost weight a +1 > 0 can always be
expressed (when evaluated at r = 0) as follows

T(a+1) = 81()a+1)0(0) + A(o) 81()a+1)B(0) + 0(62) . (6.16)

Note that here we are presenting a schematic form of the result, and the detailed expression can be
found in eq.(C.8) in Appendix-C. Also, we are not being cautious with the indices, and the numbers
in the () of subscripts denote the boost weights.

In [14], no matter fields were considered, except they contribute to an energy-momentum tensor
that satisfies the NEC. In that context, each of the A, B(g), and C(gy appearing in eq.(6.16), were
viewed as quantities built out of basic building blocks involving only the metric functions and their
derivatives. This relation in eq.(6.16) was derived in Appendix-E of [14], and it was significant
for this derivation that from within the basic elements available, 0, is the only operation that can
generate a positive boost weight. However, now we have seen that if one considers gauge fields
coupled to gravity, one has A,, which can contribute to the RHS of eq.(6.16) written above. So we
need to consider modification of this result, keeping this possible new element in mind 32.

The detailed steps to incorporate the modifications to the “Result: 1”7 is presented in Appendix-
C, and here we will just present the final result, and that too in a schematic form, as given below

Tat1) = 05V Clo) + Aoy 0TV Byoy + 0" (Fui Dig)) + Eo) 03 (Fui Gigy) + O(e*),  (6.17)

31Gimilarly, A, and A; have boost weights equal to —1 and 0 respectively.
32Remember this was not necessary in the scalar case because although we had a new basic element in the form
of ¢, that was boost invariant.
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where the last two terms on the RHS of eq.(6.17) are the new modifications and note that both
Fy; Déo) and F; Gfo) are quantities with boost weight = +1.

Before we end this sub-section, let us mention that in eq.(6.17), we are only considering those
modifications of “Result: 1” that are relevant for our proof. For instance, we are not allowing any
terms that explicitly depend on A,, but it shows up implicitly via F,;. For example, we could have
had a contribution to the RHS of eq.(6.17) as 81()“)(141, Hg)), which should have been allowed given
what we have said so far. However, as we will see later in the next section since our Lagrangian
in eq.(6.2) depends only on gauge-invariant objects like F},,, and no explicit dependence on A, is
considered, we will always get gauge-invariant contributions in the RHS of eq.(6.14). Hence we
have ignored such contributions to the RHS of eq.(6.17). We must also note that the first two
terms on the RHS of eq.(6.17) are of the same structure as eq.(3.14) in [14]. However, the boost
invariant quantities A, B and C(g) may generically receive contributions involving the field
strength tensor (for example, a boost invariant term like F,; F}." can arise in these quantities). But,
the last two terms on the RHS of eq.(6.17) are genuinely new structures appearing only because we
have a new basic element with boost weight = +1.

6.3 Structures of ©" and Q™" with contributions from gauge field coupling

We will now look into the structures of both ©" and Q"*. In the presence of a gauge field 4,
coupled to gravity, according to Lemma 3.1 of [6], ©* takes the following form

m—1

OF = 24 Dpdgua + S#Pbgap + Y TIPP7 6Dy, ... Do) Rappo
=0

- (6.18)

+) UMD, - Doy As

i=0

But, we would like to point out that all the three terms on the RHS of eq.(6.18), will not contain
any terms involving the gauge field components, i.e., A,, A, or A;. In other words, Eﬁmﬁ, SheB
RBP4 gre g]] gauge invariant structures. This is because the Lagrangian in
eq.(6.2) contains only F,, and not explicit A,. However, notice that the last term involving
0D (qa, - - Do,y As will explicitly have A, but that too only linear terms. Thus, gauge invariance is
apparently lost. Interestingly, as we will prove in Appendix-D.1, there is an anti-symmetry in «;
and o indices for the following term

Uiﬂalmaig(sD(al R Dai)Ag = 7Uiya1.“ai05D(al R Dg)Aai . (619)

Using this for the last term on the RHS of eq.(6.18) we can isolate the term proportional to §A,
and thus splitting the summation into terms which are gauge invariant and one non-gauge invariant

term
-1 -2 .
N UL D G, . Doy Ag = UYY6A, + > UM% P76D ... Doy Fyo . (6.20)
i=0 1=0

Furthermore, using the arguments considered in Appendix D.1 and D.2, it is also clear that U} is
anti-symmetric,
UL = —Ur. (6.21)

Finally, we have the following form of ©* for gauge fields coupled to gravity with a gauge-
invariant Lagrangian given by eq.(6.2):

0" = 2B Dgbg,a + UL 5A, + O™, (6.22)
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where

m—1

O = §HP5gag + > THPPT 5D o . Do) Rappo
=0
s (6.23)
+ 3 UL NP7 6D o, o Doy Fpo -
1=0

It is also clear that in ©%, the only gauge non-invariant contribution comes through U6 A, , and
rest are all gauge invariant.

With the form of ©# given in eq.(6.22), our next job is to obtain the Noether charge, Q*¥. For
that we need to use the prescription laid out in Proposition-4.1 of [6], see also §3.2.3 in [14]. Leaving
out the gauge non-invariant term (i.e. U} A, ), the other two terms on the RHS of eq.(6.22) result
in a Noether charge of the form 33

QU = WHrg, — 2B’ D& - (6.24)
These terms in Q*¥, obtained in eq.(6.24), include contributions from both the metric and the
gauge field, and are also gauge invariant (i.e., only involves F,, ).
No contribution from U{"§A4, in eq.(6.22) to &,, at O(e):

We have already taken care of the contributions from the gauge-invariant terms in O in eq.(6.22)
to QM in eq.(6.24). The only gauge non-invariant contribution that we need to separately analyze
is U6 A,. One can rearrange it in the following way, using eq.(6.4),

" ~ UL§A, = UL (€2 DA, + A*D, &0 + Dy A)

y y w (6.25)
= Ul Fy — DLUSY (A% + A) + DU (A%, + A)],
such that, the contribution of this term to Q*" is readily obtained as 34
QM ~ Ul (A% + A). (6.26)

Next we will evaluate both ©" and Q™ given in eq.(6.25) and eq.(6.26), on the horizon and in
our chosen metric gauge eq.(2.2) with & being the Killing generator for the boost transformation,
eq.(2.4). The final result for various components of these two objects (only considering the U5 A,
term in eq.(6.22)) are the following (see Appendix-D.2)

0" |—0 ~ 0y [Ug" (vA, + A)] + O(¢?) ,

, , ) (6.27)
Q=0 ~U"(vA, +A), and Q"|—o ~ Uj*(vA, +A)~O(e).
Using them one can easily check that
(=O" + DuQ™) =g ~ O(€?). (6.28)

Thus we have argued that the only gauge non-invariant term (i.e., the second term on the RHS of
eq.(6.22)) drops out from eq.(6.14). This result is going to be very crucial in justifying the U(1)
gauge invariance of the entropy current.

6.4 Construction of the entropy current and establishing its gauge invariance

Our next job is to argue that the structure of ©" and Q™ that we discussed in the previous sub-
section are indeed of the form expected so that we can construct an entropy current as mentioned in
eq.(2.18) and eq.(2.19). Besides this, we will also write down the algorithm to derive the components,
JV and J°. In the following, we will study ©" and Q™ individually, one at a time.

33We have used eq.(6.4) for (* = &M,
34Notice how the antisymmetry of Uéw mentioned in eq.(6.21) is consistent with the antisymmetry of Q**.
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Contribution of the gauge field terms in ©” to the entropy current:

We have already seen that the only gauge non-invariant term present in ©#, i.e., the U§"V§ A, term
in eq.(6.22)), contribute at O(e?) to eq.(6.14). Ignoring that term, the rest of the terms in eq.(6.22))
can be expressed as

O = 2B Dy (Legua) + 3 T LeSusay.a, + O(E). (6.29)
k

where,

S(xlag...ak : {ga[% R(xﬁpna D(leaﬂpav e D(al-'-Dam)Ruyaﬂa )

(6.30)
. ,D(al...Dan)FW,~-~}.

F

) Dqu

s’
It is important to note that, following our arguments given before, El‘f%”o‘ﬁ and THore2--ar wil]
receive contributions from the gauge field terms but will always be gauge invariant.

We will follow exactly the same steps worked out in §3.2.2 of [14] to analyze the terms written
above. In repeating those steps, however, we have to be careful whenever we need to use “Result:
17, which has been modified in eq.(6.17). We write down below the new contributions to the generic
structure of a tensor Ty41 with boost weight £ +1 > 0,

Tit1 ~ Oy (Fui D)) + E0) 05 (Fui G{g)) + O(€?). (6.31)

Since, the other terms have already been taken care of in [14], we will just need to track down these
extra contributions in eq.(6.31) through the steps outlined in §3.2.2 of [14]. We skip the details of
that calculation and present them in Appendix-D.3. Once we do that, we indeed obtain the final
result as expected and ©" has the following structure

0" =1+ Uav).A(l) + U@%B(O) + 0(62) , (6.32)

where the new modifications due to eq.(6.31) are contained within the expression above as follows

k-1
Ay =0y Z (=1)™ X(—kt+m) 8fff(mﬂ)(FM‘Y(ZO)) + (=D k+ DX () P -
1 m=0 (6.33)
(=)™ (k = m) X (geym) Dy~ "I (FLY(G)).

Boy=Y

k
m

(=)

We note that eq.(6.32) matches exactly with eq.(3.56) of [14] with the additional modifications
given in eq.(6.33).

Contribution of the gauge field terms in Q* to the entropy current:

We will now consider the contributions from the gauge field terms in @Q*” to the entropy current.
It is obvious from eq.(6.22), eq.(6.29) and eq.(6.30), that the term with a different structure that
involves contributions from the gauge fields is the following 3°

-2
OF ~ Y U7 5Dy, ... Doy Fpo - (6.34)
=0

35There are obviously other terms in eq.(6.22) that involves contributions from gauge fields, but structurally they
are not different from what has already been analyzed in [14]. So they will be taken care of following the same steps.
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We would like to obtain the contribution that this term will make to Q*”. For that one needs to

rearrange it in the following way
O ~ ﬁ{tal"'ai’aaﬁgl)(al o Dai)Fpg
_ ﬁ;talmmpﬂfﬁDﬁD(al N 'Dai)Fpo + D, (ﬁ;t()ﬂl...aipa'gﬁD(ﬁ o Dai)Fpa)

+ D, (ﬁ#ab-ﬂmogﬂpmlpﬁ . Dai)FpU) 4o+ Do, (ﬁﬁ“l---"iﬂ"gﬁD(m ...Dﬁ)Fpg) (6.35)

+D, (ﬁf“l~~“iﬂ"gﬂD(al : ..Dai)Fg‘,) +D, (ﬁ;‘m'““ip"gﬁp(m . .Dai)FPﬁ)
— ... Terms from Integration by parts.

Thus, following the proposition 4.1 of [6]. it is clear that the contribution of this term to Q" is of
the form given in eq.(6.24), such that

WHe = greV 0o p DY Doy Fe (6.36)

and therefore we can now just apply the similar steps following §3.2.3 in [14], to obtain the desired
conclusion (see eq.(3.60) in [14])
Q= QoW (6.37)

where both @”‘ and W’* involve no explicit v-dependence. From eq.(6.36), we can see that it will
definitely contribute to W*, with p = v, 1.

The final expression for the components of entropy current:

Since we have already shown that for the new contributions due to gauge field coupling to gravity
(including non-minimal couplings), the general structure of both ©" and Q™ are no different to
what was obtained in [14]. We can straightforwardly adapt the steps in §3.2.4 of [14] to combine the
individual contributions from ©" and Q™ in eq.(6.14) to obtain the expressions for the components
of entropy current as well as the algorithm to calculate them.

Once we know the Lagrangian of the theory, we must calculate ©" expressed in the form given
by eq.(6.32). This will define for us A(;) and B(g). Next, we should calculate the Q" in a form
given by eq.(6.37), which will define for us Q™" and WrH, From Wt = 81,¢](i1)7 we can also obtain
J(il). Finally, as was shown in §3.2.4 of [14], we conclude that the following holds true for a theory
of gauge fields coupled to gravity,

1
ﬁ

with the following expressions for (J° + J?) and (J¢ + J%)

(B + Tou)lrmo = 0, [ 0, (VR(T"+T) + Vil T + jl‘)} o), (6.38)

(T +T%) = —% (@“’ n B(O)> . and (T 4T = —% (é”’ - Jg'l)) . (6.39)

Here, all the ingredients B g, @”’7 @”, and J? are defined above. This completes the proof that
for gauge fields non-minimally coupled to gravity, the O(e) contribution (T,,) does indeed have the
desired structure of an entropy current.

It is also important to highlight that the (J° 4+ JV) and (J' + J') obtained above are U(1)
gauge-invariant expressions. This can be traced back to the fact that, as discussed in §6.3 and
§D.2, the only possible source of gauge non-invariant contribution to ®” and hence to Q™ is of
O(€?). Therefore, the quantities B(g), Q™, Q"' and J', appearing in eq.(6.39), will only involve
gauge invariant quantities, i.e., F),,, for calculations up to O(e) and with the Lagrangian given in

eq.(6.2).
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6.5 Verification of the abstract proof: An example

This sub-section aims to provide a consistency check for the abstract algorithm for constructing the
entropy current given in the previous sub-section. We want to check that J? and [J° for a particular
model theory with gauge fields non-minimally coupled to gravity matches what one would obtain
from their abstract definitions. We consider a Lagrangian of the following form

Lia Ryupo FHVFP7 . (6.40)

uGuv) =

6

The variation of £ 4 can be computed following standard procedure 3

)

1
S(V=9L(a,9.)) = V=9 [go‘ﬁmeF‘“’FW —6R, FPYFr +2D,D,(F*F)|6gas

2
—4y/=gD, (R*7 ,,F") 6A, (6.41)

+ V=g D, | 2F* FP? D3 gy, — 2D, (F** FY7 )84, + AR, F* A,

The EoM for the metric and the gauge field are given by

T 1 v o v o v
TaB _ §gaﬁR;u/p0'Fl FPo _ 6R(04VPUF[3) Fro 4 2DVDp(Fa FPB) ,

(6.42)
G? = —4D, (R WF‘“’) .
Therefore, a brute force calculation in our chosen metric gauge eq.(2.2) would result in
~ 1 . i
Tyo = 0y | —=0u(VR2F™F™) + V (4F" F")| . (6.43)
Vh
such that we obtain
JV=2F"F"™, and J'=4F"F"". (6.44)
On the other hand, from eq.(6.41) we also get the expression for ©” as
O = 2F" FP° Dy,8gsy — 2Dy (F*P FY7)6gsy + AR |, FH 0 A, . (6.45)
Substituting from eq.(6.4), one can also obtain the Noether charge as the following
QFY =2FPYFR° Dy€, + 2D, (FPHFY — FPOFRYYE, . (6.46)
From which we obtain the following expressions,
Boy=0, QW =4F"F", Q" =AF"F"™  Jj =-AF"F". (6.47)
With these we can check that
1 ‘
—0" + D,Q" = —vd, [\/Ea,, (\/E 4 FF) N VAT FWFUZ)} . (6.48)

which confirms the expressions of 7V, J® obtained in eq.(6.44) obtained by a brute force calculation.
Also, these expressions turn out to be gauge invariant, as expected.

Let us also mention that our expression for Jv obtained above exactly matches with the same
obtained in [39], for the same theory that we are focussing on in this sub-section. However, we cannot
compare the spatial component J* of the entropy current as in [39] a version of the linearized second
law was examined for entropy integrated over a compact spatial slice of the horizon, and hence it
looses the V;J* term.

36The convention used for symmetrization of indices are as follows: A(*BF) = (1/2)(A*BF + APB®).
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7 Physical process version of the first law with non-minimal interactions

As in [14], once we have proved the linearized second law via the consequence of the structure
of entropy current in the EOM in eq.(6.38), we can straightforwardly use this setup to argue the
“physical process” version of the first law. In this section, we will prove the physical process version
of the first law [7—12, 43] for theories with arbitrary non-minimal gauge couplings generalizing the
results of [8]. We consider theories described by the general Lagrangians of the form (eq.(6.2))

C(Augw) = »C(Augw)(gozﬁ, Raﬁpa‘v DalRaﬂpm e 7F,uw DOqF;w, D(alDag)Fm/a to ) ) (7'1)

and focus on stationary, charged black hole solutions of the theory. We consider (g,.,A4,) to be a
solution of the equations of motion &, = 0 and G, = 0, (see eq.(6.3) for the definitions of £, and
G,) and let (dg,.,0A,) be a solution of linearized equations of motion with sources 07),, and 6J,,

1
0EW = §5T“”, OGH = §JH. (7.2)
We aim to establish the physical process version of the first law given by
2i55 = 6M — Qpél — Bydq, (7.3)
™

where the first order variations in the mass 0M, angular momentum J§/ and the charge dq are
generated by perturbations in the stress tensor §7},, and the source current density J*. Following
section IT of [8], the formulae for the first order variation of mass M and angular momentum I can

be written as follows 37

SM = / n (8Tt + 801 (A"t, + A)) + / (BQU[t] — t10") e
> o (74)

51 = — / ny (5T 4 8.J4 (A, + A)) — / (BQ™ ] — "O0")e,
b oY

where, 3 is a hypersurface that extends from some “interior boundary” 0% to asymptotic infinity,
n, is the normal to the hypersurface ¥, €,, is the binormal of 93, {#* = t* is asymptotic time
translation and £* = p* is asymptotic rotation. Note that ©# and Q"" are those given in eq.(6.9).
In eq.(7.4) there is an additional term involving A in comparison to [8] because we consider variations
of the form eq.(6.4). In eq.(7.3), S is the entropy of the black hole, « is the surface gravity of the
black hole, Qy is the angular velocity of the horizon and ®,, (see eq.(7.8) for definition of ®yy) is
the electrostatic potential.

Though the analysis of section 5 of [14] (which discussed the physical process first law) seemingly
carries over, minor subtleties remain when viewed from the perspective of [8]. As we are considering
the charged case, there are two different sources in the form of 67}, (which contributes to ¢S,
OM, and dI) and 6J# (which contributes to d¢). Since [8] considered a simple minimally coupled
Einstein-Maxwell theory, there was a clean separation between the sources which contributed to 6.5
and §q. However, we are primarily interested in non-minimally coupled theories of the form given
by eq.(7.1) and such terms will contribute both to the stress tensor and the source current. It is
thus not clear how to differentiate the contributions to 65 and dq apriori, and the analysis of this
section sheds some light on this subtlety.

Let &# = t* + Qg p* be the horizon generating Killing field. We consider a linearized pertur-

bation (6g,.,,0A") on some time slice 3 38 with sources 0Ty, 6J* such that 07, and dJ* vanish

37The determinant factor and the measure factor are included in the integral.
38339 is a hypersurface that extends from the black hole horizon to asymptotic infinity.
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near spatial infinity and in a small neighbourhood of black hole horizon on ¥, i.e., the perturbation
vanishes on 9. Thus from eq.(7.4), we have

SM — Q6T = / ny (5TH &, + 6.J"(A%E, + A)) . (7.5)
Yo

In terms of the conserved current o = 23§EHY £, + 6GH(AYE, + A) after using the linearized EOM

given in eq.(7.2) (see Appendix E for details), the above equation becomes

OM — Qudél z/ nyat . (7.6)
3o

Assuming that all the matter eventually falls into the black hole and using the fact that o* is

conserved,

SM — Qpél = / kot (7.7)
H

where k* is the affinely parameterized null generators of the horizon 3°.

integral

Consider the following

/k}H(SJ”(Ayf,,—FA):—/ (I)b}LkM(SJ“:—(IDbh/ k‘u&]#:@bh(;q. (7.8)
H H H

where Oy, = —(AYE, + A)|y is the electrostatic potential of the horizon and dq is the net change
in the charge of the black hole due to the current source. We could write the final step because
we have shown in Appendix B that this quantity remains constant throughout the horizon in our
setup. At this point, there is a departure from the analysis of [8]. To prove that ®y is constant, [8]
had to use the fact that they were considering a minimally coupled Einstein-Maxwell theory where
the stress tensor satisfied the Null energy condition (NEC). NEC was a crucial input in the proof.
The main theme of our present paper is to consider non-minimally coupled theories of gravity that
generically violate NEC. Thus, it is unclear how to prove the constancy of @ for the theories we
are interested in when working within the setup of [8]. Our proof in Appendix B automatically
takes care of this subtle issue. Note that the non-minimal terms contribute to 6J#, and thus to dq
through the source current, but this will not affect the constancy of ®;, °. Thus, using eq.(7.8) in
eq.(7.7), we have

oM — QH5[ — <I>bh5q = / k# oTH fu . (79)
H

To prove the physical process version of the first law, we have to relate the RHS of the above
equation to the change in entropy.

/ ky, 0TH ¢, =2k / dv / d2aVhv 6., (7.10)
H —00 v

where H,, is the constant v-slices of the horizon in our gauge eq.(2.2). For the last equality, we have
used the equation of motion 6T#" = 2§EH¥ | along with k¥ = 1 and in general £¥|y = kv.
Now, let us recollect the main result of this paper, given in eq.(2.18), which is to write &,, in

the following form *!

1

gvvr: :av —F
=0 77

o, (Vi7" + ") +vi(ji+ii)] O, (7.11)

39Tn our setup, k* = (9y)H.

40For instance, the constancy of ®;;, will not depend on whether we consider the non-minimal terms to be on the
RHS or the LHS of eq.(7.2).

4INote that in eq.(2.18) we had an explicit contribution in the form of Ty,. While writing the RHS of eq.(7.11) we
have absorbed that within the O(e?) pieces. This is justified since Ty, by construction, signifies contribution from
matter couplings that satisfies the NEC, and hence Ty, ~ O(€2).
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This result makes the contribution of the non-minimal terms explicit via J¥ 42. Then, exactly
following section 5 of [14], we can write eq.(7.10) as

/H ki 6THVE, =2 /m dv/m a2z [0, (VR(T"+ T) + Vi (VR(T + 7))
:2m/_ dv/H di 2 [(‘% (\/E(j“-f-j”))} .

The second term in the above integral, being a total derivative, vanishes for compact horizons.
Now, using the following expression of entropy 43

(7.12)

S = 47r/ d*22vh (j“ + j”) , (7.13)

in eq.(7.12), we get
K
k, 0T €, = —6S. 7.14
| hwirre = (7.14)
Finally, comparing eq.(7.9) and eq.(7.14), we get the physical process version of the first law

2555 = 6M — Qudl — Bydq. (7.15)
s

In eq.(7.13), J" takes into account the contribution of non-minimal terms to the entropy, and we
have seen above how the source-current corresponding to the non-minimal term contributes to dq.
One should note that x being a constant for stationary black hole solutions of such theories was
recently addressed in [16], and ®pp, being constant has been argued in Appendix B. This completes
the proof of the physical process first law for non-minimally coupled theories of the form eq.(7.1).
We have also included an alternate perspective on the physical process first law along the lines of
[11] with an explicit example in Appendix E.

8 Summary and outlook

Recently, in [14], a local version of the linearized second law has been argued for diffeomorphism
invariant theories of gravity. In such theories, it was facilitated by constructing an entropy current
with non-negative divergences associated with small dynamical perturbations around stationary
black holes. The crucial element was to constrain the off-shell structure of the vv-component of
the equations of motion using boost symmetry of the near horizon space-time of the black hole.
This boost symmetry is exact for stationary black holes, but it gets slightly broken by the small
dynamical fluctuations caused due to some external sources. The whole analysis was performed in a
linearized amplitude expansion (denoted by €) around stationary black hole solutions. In achieving
that, an important assumption was made in [14] about how matter fields can possibly couple to
gravity. The related matter energy-momentum tensor was taken to obey the null energy conditions
in that analysis. Consequently, up to linearized order in the amplitude expansion, the vv-component
of the energy-momentum tensor drops out of the equations of motion (7}, ~ O(€?)). However, even
classically, the null energy condition can be violated when the non-minimal coupling of matter fields
to gravity is considered. The energy-momentum tensor, obtained from such non-minimal couplings,

42 At this point, it is imperative to note that eq.(7.11) has been written following the conventions of [14], which is
slightly different compared to [8]. Following the stationary background and fluctuation split given in eq.(2.6), it is
obvious that what appears on the RHS of eq.(7.11) is actually the linearized O(e) piece of Ey,. On the contrary, in
eq.(7.2), we have explicitly denoted the linearized piece as 6E#” (following the conventions of [8]), which should be
understood as equivalent to eq.(7.11).

43This definition of entropy was justified in [14].
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can contribute at linear order in amplitude expansion (~ O(e)) to the EoM. Therefore, the analysis
in [14] does not apply to such theories with possible non-minimal coupling between matter fields
and gravity.

In this paper, we have extended the formalism of [14] mentioned above by including the arbitrary
non-minimal coupling of scalar and U(1) gauge fields with gravity. For gauge fields coupled to
gravity, we considered only gauge-invariant Lagrangians. Working with a particular choice of metric
gauge, we have shown that the off-shell structure of the EoM (or to the energy-momentum tensor)
from this arbitrary coupling of the scalar or gauge fields with gravity which has O(e) contributions
can always be cast in the form given in eq.(2.18) and eq.(2.19). It should be noted that this is a
statement about the structure of EoM in a theory of gravity coupled to matter fields and thus holds
even without any reference to the linearized second law.

However, we have still assumed that the O(e?) contributions, denoted by T,,, satisfies the
NEC (similar to what was assumed in [14]) and hence do not participate in our analysis, valid till
linear order in e-expansion. This splitting of energy-momentum tensor for matter fields coupling
to gravity is seemingly getting decided based on whether they contribute to O(e) or O(€?) in the
EOM. Accordingly, they also either satisfy or violate the NEC.

Our analysis in this paper also abstractly proves that an entropy current with non-negative
divergence could be constructed, even when matter field couplings give non-vanishing O(e) con-
tributions to the EOM as shown in eq.(2.20). This means that these O(e) contributions from the
matter couplings merely add to the existing entropy current obtained from the pure gravity modes,
already studied in [14]. Interestingly, in precisely the same manner as in [14], a spatial current on
the horizon is present for out-of-equilibrium dynamical situations. It should be noted that, although
we started with an aim to address issues regarding non-minimal matter couplings to gravity, in our
abstract arguments, we did not need to use that. Therefore, our result cares only about all possible
O(e) contributions to EoM from scalar or gauge field coupling to gravity.

Another interesting aspect of the arbitrary coupling of gauge fields to gravity is worth empha-
sizing. The O(¢) contributions from the non-minimally coupled gauge fields to the components of
entropy current, denoted by J? and J' (see eq.(6.39)), are invariant under the U(1) gauge trans-
formations. In our opinion, this is a non-trivial statement. It is very non-trivial to manipulate the
vv-component of EoM (&,,) by organizing and distributing exactly two d,s as they appear on the
RHS of eq.(6.38). As a consequence, for non-minimally coupled gauge fields, there is no a priori
reason to believe that J° and J@ will only involve F},,, and no explicit factors of A,. However, we
have been able to argue that for a gauge-invariant Lagrangian eq.(6.2), the components of entropy
current are indeed gauge-invariant.

Expressions of entropy density are already available in the literature for specific theories involv-
ing non-minimal coupling of matter with higher derivative theories of gravity. The answer obtained
from our abstract arguments presented in this paper comes out to be consistent with them. How-
ever, the spatial components of the entropy current that we have obtained in this paper were not
worked out before. Thus our result widens the applicability of the result of [14] to more general
cases. The analysis of [14] had not been careful in incorporating the matter field sector, which
might contribute non-trivially at O(e) and our result rectifies that issue.

Following the ideas of section 5 of [14], we could construct a proof of the physical process
version of the first law for arbitrary non-minimally coupled gauge theories. Our analysis in section
§7 generalized the results of [8] clearing some of the subtleties that one might encounter when
attempting to prove the first law following the outline of [8]. We have also given an alternative
perspective on the same, along the lines of [11] in Appendix E.

There are a few directions of interest to pursue in the future. In considering the form of the
Lagrangian given in eq.(6.2), we have chosen to ignore terms that may involve the gauge fields A,
explicitly, like the Cherns-Simmons type terms. So far, we have considered diffeomorphism invariant
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theories, but Cherns-Simmons theories are diffeomorphism invariant up to total derivatives only.
Also, in this regard, one can consider Proca Lagrangians involving massive gauge fields, where it
is not gauge-invariant anymore. It would be interesting to see if this formalism can be extended
further to such theories.

The proof of the existence of entropy current studied in this paper, including arbitrary matter
coupling, following [14] relies on choosing the gauge given by eq.(2.2). In other words, this depends
on the particular slicing of the null horizon, i.e., constant v slices. Understanding how the entropy
current transforms under arbitrary re-definition of the constant v slices is important. Recently, [44]
and [32] have particularly looked at this. With our results in this paper, it would be interesting to
study whether matter fields can be incorporated into their story. In [32] this has been looked at for
scalar fields coupled to gravity. It would be a nice exercise to extend their analysis to understand
the invariance of the entropy current under the choice of metric gauge in the presence of additional
fields having internal symmetries, e.g., U(1) gauge fields.

The canonical definition of energy-momentum tensor is basically obtained by differentiating
the matter Lagrangian with respect to the metric field. This definition was assumed to satisfy
the null energy condition (7, > 0) in [14], which immediately implies that T,, is of the order
O(e?). We have, however, seen in this paper that there exist terms that are O(¢), and hence, no
longer satisfy the null energy condition. This is well known in examples of non-minimally coupled
Lagrangians [29, 35-37]. It will be interesting to see if we can come up with a prescription for
a covariant definition of energy-momentum tensor that satisfies the null energy condition. This
definition would apply to arbitrary matter coupling with gravity but desirably would not pick up
the O(e) contributions in T,,.

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank Sayantani Bhattacharyya for collaboration at the initial stage and for
comments on the draft. We are also thankful to Jyotirmoy Bhattacharya, Sayantani Bhattacharyya,
Diptarka Das, Anirban Dinda, Alok Laddha, R. Loganayagam, Milan Patra, Shuvayu Roy, Amitabh
Virmani for several discussions and important inputs. We would also like to thank Aron Kovécs
and Harvey Reall for comments on the draft. P.B. would like to acknowledge the support provided
by the grant SB/SJF/2019-20/08. P.D. would like to duly acknowledge the Council of Scientific
and Industrial Research (CSIR), New Delhi for financial assistance through the Senior Research
Fellowship (SRF) scheme. We finally would like to thank the people of India for their steady support
for research in basic sciences.

A A short review of the gauge choice and boost weight analysis

This appendix serves as a quick recapitulation of the gauge choice and boost weight analysis of [14].
Thus, we will be brief here and we refer the reader to [14] for more details.

The most general dynamical black hole metric can always be expressed by the following metric
44

ds®* =2 dv dr —r* X (r,v,2") dv? + 2 7 wi(r,v,2") dv dz* + hyj(r,v,2")dz'da? | (A.1)

As noted in [14, 31], the above metric choice does not completely fix the gauge freedom. We are
allowed to do two types of coordinate redefinition:

v — 0= fi(z)v + fo(z'), with an appropriate re-definition of (A.2)

rt — 7 =g (7). (A.3)

44This fact has been explicitly argued for in the appendix A of [28].
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The second coordinate freedom eq.(A.3) is just a relabelling of the spatial tangents and it represents
the residual diffeomorphism invariance of the spatial metric h;;. This freedom can be implemented
by lifting the partial derivatives 0; to covariant derivatives V; compatible with h;;. The first
coordinate freedom eq.(A.2) is non-trivial and the transformation under this coordinate change
constrains the structure of the relevant components of covariant tensors. We will only be interested
in a sub-class of the full residual symmetry of the gauge given by,

r=Tr=Ar, v—=20=~—. (A4)

This will be called the boost transformation #°. The infinitesimal version of this transformation is
generated by the vector field
g = gﬂau = va’u - Tar . (A5)

Now the metric in our gauge eq.(A.1) that remains stationary under this vector field eq.(A.5) is
given by

ds®* = 2dvdr —r* X (rv,2") dv® + 2rw;(rv,2") dvdz’ + hij(rv,z") do* da? . (A.6)

The vector field £* is a Killing vector which generates the Killing horizon of this stationary space-
time. This form of the stationary metric constrains the dynamics away from it.

To describe the dynamics, we will employ a perturbative expansion in the amplitude of the
dynamics and we will be working up to linearized order in the dynamics. Mathematically, this

means that we can decompose the metric g, given in eq.(A.1) as follows 46

Guv = Gy + €3G0 (A7)

where gd is the equilibrium metric given by eq.(A.6). Notice that here the metric components
arising in g;¢, namely, X, w;, h;; have a specific functional dependence on the coordinates (i.e)
X (rv, %), w;(rv, '), hij(rv,2*). The components in dg,, have arbitrary dependence. This is sum-
marized below:

X = X(rv,z%) + €5 X (r,v,2"),

wi = wi(rv, 2%) + € dw;(r,v, %), (A.8)

hij = hij (7”0, .’Ei) + €5hij (7’, v, $’L) .
Such a Background plus fluctuation split enforces structures on covariant tensors. Suppose one
considers a generic covariant tensor of the form

C~ (0,)%(0,)""D, (A.9)

constructed out of the metric components, where D *7 doesn’t have explicit 0, and 0, derivatives,
and evaluate it on the full metric eq.(A.7), D will have the following structure

D =D(rv,2") + eD(r,v,z") . (A.10)

Thus, we can use the following criterion to distinguish between equilibrium configuration and non-
equilibrium configuration
Equilibrium configuration — (9,.)9 (9,)9 D(rv, x)|r—0 = 0 (for ¢, > q,),

All
Non-equilibrium configuration — (9,)? (9,)®D(r, v, z)|r=0 # 0 (for ¢, > ¢,) . ( )

45The nomenclature follows that of [14, 26, 31].
46Here € is very small.
47D is typically constructed out of the metric components X, w;, hi; and V;.
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The non-equilibrium configuration essentially evaluates to O(e). Thus, whenever extra 9, deriva-
tives are distributed between product of two or more different factors of D, the resulting term is
non-linear in dynamics, i.e., O(€?). This type of analysis carries over straightforwardly to fields
propagating on this space-time and this is discussed in detail in section §3.

To study these dynamics of small fluctuations away from stationary solutions, it is very useful
to describe how covariant quantities transform under the boost transformation given in eq.(A.4).
We define a quantity w called boost weight as the power of A to which a covariant tensor transforms
under the boost transformation eq.(A.4):

A= A=X"A, under {r >7F=Ar, v—>9=A""0} = boost weight of Aisw. (A.12)
Now under this transformation, the operators 0, and 0, transform non-trivially as follows:
Op = 0 =210, 0, = 05=X0,. (A.13)

Thus, if a covariant tensor has positive boost weight, the structure has more number of 9,, derivatives
than 0, derivatives. This implies that, when the tensor is evaluated on the horizon using the full
metric eq.(A.7), the equilibrium contribution vanishes by the argument of eq.(A.11). Hence, it is
a non-equilibrium configuration, i.e., O(e). This helps in characterizing whether terms are O(1)
(equilibrium) or O(e) (non-equilibrium).

B A derivation of the generalized zeroth law

In this appendix, our aim is to explicitly show how to derive eq.(3.8) from eq.(3.7). Working in our
gauge for the metric eq.(2.2), the derivation goes as follows,

LeAS + DA = €2 Dy A 4 ASD,E% + D, A

(B.1)
= {OFGL 4 Du(AZE" +A).

Further, contracting with £* on both sides and setting the RHS to zero by demanding eq.(3.7), we
get

§"Du (A6 +A) =0, (B.2)
such that one can solve it using £ from eq.(2.4) and obtain

AC1E> 1 A = frv,a?). (B.3)
We now assume that the gauge potential is smooth at » = 0. Thus,

frvo,a')ro = FO ), (B.4)
and f(© (x') is non-singular 8. Now, we use the z* component of the stationarity condition given
by eq.(3.7) to set this to a constant as follows

L AT+ Dif =6 F(l + Di(AZEY + M) =0 = Di(AZE" + A)y—0 =0,

— fO@') =c. (55)

In the second step, we have evaluated the expression of the RHS on r = 0: {*Fd|,—0 = vE 1 |,—0 =
0. This follows because F,; is a component of a covariant tensor that has positive boost weight.

48 An example involving the Reissner-Nordstorm black hole, where the gauge transformation is used to remove the
singular part of the gauge field at the horizon, is given in Section I of [40]
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Thus, an equilibrium configuration evaluates to zero. In the third step, c is a constant and it can be
set to zero by using the gauge freedom in A. Putting the results in eq.(B.3) and eq.(B.5) together
with setting c to zero,

(A€ 4 A= = 0. (B.6)

This is a simplified version of the argument presented in Proposition 3.1 of [41]. This is also
explained in section IIT of [8]. This completes the proof of eq.(3.8).

C Modified generic structure of any covariant tensor with positive boost
weight

In this appendix, we will show that “Result:1” of appendix-E of [14] will be generically modified once
we consider gauge fields coupled to gravity. Our aim will be to give a detailed analysis justifying
eq.(6.17) once we have additional building blocks in the form of gauge field components A,, A,., A;.
In the scalar case, the explicit v dependence of FE,, was through boost invariant quantities like the
metric functions (X, w;, hi;) and the scalar field ¢. The structure of E,, was constrained by how 9,
and O, derivatives act on them. Without the gauge fields in [14] and in the scalar case of §5.2, 0,
and 0, were the only objects that had non-trivial boost weights. Thus, from Result:1 of appendix E
of [14], we have that, any covariant tensor of boost weight a + 1 > 0 that doesn’t explicitly contain
&M can always be re-expressed as follows

k T a
Hoy 1y lr=0 = Ty OFFT DT g |—g + O(e2)
1 - = k Ek = 1 2 (C.1)
=gt | (=)™ (" C) Ti—km) 08 Ty | 4 (—1)F FFC, Ti0) 05 Ty + O(€)

m=0

where T(_;H_m) = 87TT (—k) and we are not being very careful with the indices and the numbers
in the () of subscripts denote the boost weights. But once we introduce a gauge field A,, we
have A, and A, as additional components that transform non-trivially under boost transformation.
Thus, Result:1 must be modified by accounting for these extra fields. However, 4, and A, cannot
arbitrarily appear in the covariant tensors constructed out of a gauge-invariant Lagrangian of the
form considered in eq.(6.2). The only place where A4, explicitly appears is in the term Uj"dA,, of ©"
and we have seen in §6.3 that this term doesn’t contribute to eq.(6.14). Thus, for the modification
of Result:1, we can completely ignore this term. Since the Lagrangian is gauge invariant, in all
other terms of ©* and Q"¥, A, and A, always arise in the form of F,,., F,;, F; (where F),, is
the field strength tensor). Of these F,, is boost invariant but F,; and F.; have non-trivial boost
weights.

From the details of appendix-A, we know that Fy;|,—o ~ O(e) as it is a covariant tensor of
boost weight +1. From the structure of ©* and Q" worked out in section §6.1, it is clear that,
Result:1 will be generically modified by incorporating new non zero boost weight elements in F,;
and F,.; as %9

k T a 2 m —mi+a i
oy lr=o =T 05T T lrmo + Ta gy (Foa)™ 05~ ™ 1 T g g
+ Ty gy Oy~ ((Fui)™ Ty g))lr=o
+ Ty (Fi) ™ Ot ) ]emo
+ T4(7k) 65+7'L4+a+1 ((Fri)m4 Ti(o))‘r:O + 0(62> 7

(C.2)

49The ’#’ index can appear in ’f(_k) as well but we consider this form without loss of generality. Also, we are not
taking into account the U6“’5Al, term.
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where 5 we assume k + a + 1 > my, my. Now, since Fy;|,—o ~ O(e),

Tl(—k) (va)nn 8k mi+a+1 Tz(0)|T 0~ O( ) (03)
and °!

Ty O™ ((Fui)™ Ty0))lrmo = To(iy 05 4 (Fui Thg))lr=o + O(€?)

(C.4)
- T ak+a(Fm Tz(o))‘r 0-

Now, Tg(,k) (Fyi)ms gF+matatl Tg(o) |r—o is already of the form accounted for by Result:1. So, there
is no new analysis that is needed for this term. Similarly, by using the my4 9, derivatives, we can
easily see that

Ty O (Fr)™ T ) lrmo = Tagiy 051 (Clop) + O() (C.5)

Thus, this term also doesn’t require new analysis. As a result, any covariant tensor with boost
weight a + 1 takes the following form

k 2 a T a 7
ty 1y lrmo = Ty OEF L Ty ) v + To—py 057 (Fui Toy) + O(€2). (C.6)

Now, the term with F;,; can be re-organized in the following manner (if @ > 0) using eq.(C.1) where
we substitute a — 1 for ¢ and FmTQ(O) for T

k—1
TQ(—k) a (Fm TQ(Q) ‘r 0= lz m m+a710m T2(—k+m)81’;cim(Fvi TQZ(O))
0 (C.7)
+ (_1>k k+a_10a71 TQ(O) 83(Fvi Tzz(o)) + 0(62) .
Thus, Result:1 is modified as
" k—1
k a m m-ra
oty = On 1 lz (=)™ (mteCy,) T 5(— k+m)6 "Ts(0)
m=0
+ (_1)k lc-‘raCa T5(0)83+1T5(0) s
~ | (€3)
+ 05 | Y (1) " To ke O™ (Fui Ty
m=0
+ (=P FHeLCy ) Ty o) 05 (Fos T30)) + O(€%).
What it essentially states is that, ignoring the co-efficients, we have
Tiet1) = 08T Coy + Aoy OV Bio) + 05 (Fui Dipy) + E(o) 0% (Fui Giy) + O(€?) . (C.9)

This is a generalization of eq.(3.33) of [14] with gauge fields. This completes the proof of eq.(6.17).

D Details regarding the structure of ©" for gauge theories

D.1 Gauge invariant terms in O"

In this appendix, we show that ©* inherits some additional structure from the gauge-invariant
Lagrangian given by eq.(6.2). In this regard, we will explicitly prove eq.(6.19) and this can be

50We have separated out all the occurrences of F,; and Fy;, i.e., Tn(, k) and Ty (0) can only contain gauge field
terms in the form Fy, and Fj;.
51The only term of type T» that survives is mo = 1.
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argued for by working out ©# for the Lagrangian given by eq.(6.2). For example, if the Lagrangian
is of the form
L = L(Fyu, Doy, Fuvs Doy Doy Fuus ---) (D.1)

then we consider the following term in the standard variation,

oL oL
————— D, F,, = —————[Dy,6F,, —0I? Fs, —o6T° F
a(Dole,uu) 14 a(DalFM/) [ 1980 apt B v Nﬂ]
Py (D.2)
= m [Dqo,0F),, + Terms proportional to Dy, dg,,] -

The Terms proportional to Dy, dg,~ clearly contribute to Terms proportional to dg,~ in ©°. These
terms are gauge invariant and they have no role to play in the proof of eq.(6.19). For example,
consider the following term in eq.(D.2):

___OL e Fs, = —

OL 1
8D Fy) e |39 Dt |
a4 pv

(Da, Fyuy 2
1 L

1
=Dy, |2 F8g,, | + =D,
1{28<DQIFW> ”“]*2 {

oL
Y
a(DalFMV)FV] O0gu~y + ...
(D.3)

(i.e.) such terms contribute a term of the form S$7*?§g,s in ©” where S¥*? is gauge invariant.
Thus, we only need to analyze

8(D(zi”’W)D°”5F"” - 28(1;ZII}W)DQI(5DHA,,
—2D,, _Miﬁp}w)apﬂm_ —2D,, [a(z)ijm)} 5D, A,
—op,, 8(D8LF)6DA -, [G(D“FJ Dyuéd, (D)
+2D,D,, [c?(l?ifﬂw)} 5A, .

In the third step, we have crucially used the fact that the indices p and v are antisymmetric to
interchange 6 and D,,. We can do this because

D, A, = D,6A, — 80,54,

(D.5)
- 5D[MAV] = D[H(;AU] .
Thus, the contribution of the first term in eq.(D.2) to ©7 is
oL oL
0 =2_——_§D,A, — D, [} 5A, +87*5q,,
O(DpFy) " *10(Da, Fy) b D.6)
oL oL '

= ————0F,, — D, {6(

— 2 1 6A, + S5 8gas .
O(DpF ) DmFm] boer

Notice the anti-symmetry predicted by eq.(6.19) is present in the first term of the above equation.
The lessons learned from the structures arising from the simplest term can be straightforwardly
carried over to more complicated examples. In what follows, we won’t carefully work out the
exact form of the terms that contribute to S**?8g,s in ©. We will indicate those terms which
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”

will eventually contribute to S#*# by “...”. For example, another possible term in the standard

variation gives

D Do) D(MBDLM) Fw)aD(mDaz)FW =2 a1 D(maDi)Fw) D(0,0DoDyAy + ..
oL oL
=200 (g5 ey Do) 2P [ B PP P .
~ e [awﬁiﬂmwwmv} ~2u Do [awﬁiﬁm} 3Dy
L
+ 2D, Da, [8(D(a16Da2)FW)] 6D, A, + ... .

Thus from a similar analysis of the term of eq.(D.2), the contribution of this term to ©° can be
worked out to be

oL [ oL ]
=2 9%  §p.D,A, —2Da, |- 2" | 6D,A,
a(D(PDOéz)FMV) g a(D(cqu)FMV) :
[ oL 1 oo
+ 2DO¢2D0¢1 _m_ (SAV + SQ 5gaﬁ D 8
SN PO T S o
DDy Fyw) " T 0(Dia, Dy Fun) | M
[ oL | oo
+ 2Da2Da1 _m_ (SAV + SQ (;gaﬂ .

Here Szpa'g is again gauge invariant. The anti-symmetry of eq.(6.19) is again seen in the first 2
terms of the above equation. These observations can be generalized straightforwardly to a term
containing any number of derivatives acting on the gauge field given by

oL
I(Da,Day - Do,y F)

8D (0, Daxy -+ Do,y F - (D.9)

As we repeatedly interchange J and D,, to extract ©*, not only do we get terms of the form
SkaB§g,ps in O, but also we get terms of the form given in eq.(6.19) by integration by parts
manipulation. In the end, there will be one term of the form §D,A,. But since we vary the
Lagrangian with respect to gauge invariant quantities like D(q4, ... Dq,)Fp, there will always be an
antisymmetry in the indices of the gauge field and the covariant derivative acting on it. This is a
direct consequence of the gauge invariant structure of the Lagrangian given by eq.(6.2).

D.2 Non gauge invariant terms in O"

In this appendix, we will detail the structure of non gauge invariant terms in ©". First we will prove
eq.(6.21). From the arguments of appendix D.1, we note an additional structure in the U§"§A,
term of ©. From eq.(D.6) and eq.(D.8), we see that

UL = -Ugr. (D.10)

This is because the term with JA, is contracted with a term which contains F},,. Thus, the
only non-gauge invariant term in O still has additional structure due to gauge invariance of the
Lagrangian.

We will now detail the calculations of §6.3 and show that this non-gauge invariant term drops
out from our main equation eq.(6.14). In ©"(0¢A,)|r—o (here d¢ A, is given by eq.(6.4), i.e., 6cA, =
LeA, + D, A), we have

UgHoe Aplreo = U5 8¢ Aylreo + U 0¢ Ailr—o - (D.11)
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The RHS can be straightforwardly evaluated using eq.(2.20) of [14] with the additional gauge
transformation contribution D, A given according to eq.(6.4). As a result, we have the following

Ul6¢ Aulreo = UL (1 4+ v0,) Ay + UL 9y A = UgP 0y (vA, + A)

(D.12)
=0, [US"(vA, + A)] + O(é?),

where we have used the eq.(3.11), i.e., (vA, + A)|r=0 ~ O(e). Similarly, for the other component
we have,

Ugi(SgAi|7«:0 = U(')” ('UFM' + 81-[1)141, + A]) = 0(62) s (DIS)

where in the first step, we have used eq.(6.4) and in the second step, we have used F;|,—g ~ O(e)
and (vA, + A)|r—o ~ O(€). Thus, the ©" contribution of Uj¥JA, is

8, (U (A, + N)] + O(e2). (D.14)

In Q"¥ analogously, we only need to consider Q" = U{" (A%¢, + A),

Q"r=0 =Uy"(vA, +A), Q"o = U (v Ay + A) ~ O(e?) . (D.15)
1 ; 1
DLQTH r=0 = 761) \/EQN) + viQm = 731) \/E Uy” UA?) +A
pQrmo = =0 (VRQ™) 7700 [VR Wl ) D16
= 0,(Us"[v Ay + A]) + O(€%).

From eq.(D.14), we know that the ©" contribution of UJ*d A, is

9 [UG" (vA, + A)] + O(€2) . (D.17)
Thus,

- 0"+ D,Q™" = 0(e), (D.18)

for UL 6 A,. The only non-gauge invariant term drops out within our approximation from eq.(6.14).
0 y gaug

D.3 Final form of O

In this appendix, we show that the additional terms that arise due to the modification of Result:1
with gauge fields in eq.(6.31) will not affect the arguments following eqn.(3.33) up to eqn.(3.41) of
[14] (arguments of Section 3.2.2 of [14]), i.e., we must show that

D Tk + 1+ 00,)Ter1y = (1 +v0y) My +v07N (o) + O(€?), (D.19)
k

where T (1) is given by the extra terms present in eq.(6.17):
Tit1 = 95 (Fuoi Dig)) + E(o) 0 (Fui G{gy) + O(€) . (D.20)

Now we collect a couple of results that we need to prove eq.(D.19): 52

n—1
T (FuiTloy) = 00 | 32 (<1 T im0 (T

m=0

+ (_1)HT(O)FviT(i0) +0(e),

(D.21)

52Note that these results are not contradicting eq.(C.1) since here we are pulling out an extra 8, derivative when
compared to eq.(C.1).
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n—1

Ty Oy T (FuiT(y)) = 03 [Z(_Um(er DTy~ "D (FoiTy))

m=0

(D.22)
+ (=1)"(n + 1)y (T(0) FuiT(y)) + O(%) .

(where T(,ner) = 8ITT(,”)) These can be straightforwardly proved by method of induction (see
the last part of this appendix D.3 for the proofs of eq.(D.21) and eq.(D.22))
Now,

Ty (k+ 14 08,)Tgsry = Topy(k + 1+ 08,) |08 (Fi Diyy) + Eqo) 08 (F Ggo))]
= (k+ 1)T(_k)0F (Fui D{y)) + 0T ()5 (Fi D{y))
+ (k + )T~ ry E0) 0 (Fui Glgy) + vT () By 05T (Fui Glgy) + O(€?)

~ (k+ 1) X ()05 (Fui Y(g) + 0X (05 (Fui Y(p)) -

(D.23)
Using the results, eq.(D.21) and eq.(D.22),
k—1

X(—m0 (FuiY () = Oy [Z (D)™ Xm0y~ (P V)

m=0

(D.24)
+ (1) X0y Fui Yy + O(€%),

k—1
Xm0y (FuY () = 0; [Z(—l)m(mﬂLl)X(um)af(mﬂ)(sz'Y(iO))]

m=0

(D.25)
+ (=1 (k +1) 05(X 0y FuiY{5)) + O(€%)
Using these, one can straightforwardly show that the terms in ©" are of the desired form:
(k + D)X (i (FuiY(y)) + vX (—iy05 T (FuiY(p))

k—1
D DX OV (FLY )

m=0
+(—DF(k+ I)X(O)me(%)
k—1

(=)™ 4 D)X () 08 T (FY )

m=0

+ (=) (k + 1), [X@FMYJO)] ,

+ 00?2

= (1+d,) [(—1)’% + 1>X<o>FmY<%>]

+ vd? Z (k4 1+ m — k)X 08 TO(ELY )|

m=0

= (1+v0,)

k—1
By [Z( )mX 8k (m+1)(F Y( ))

m=0

H(=1)F(k + 1)X(0)Fviy(g)}

k-1
— v} [Z (=)™ (k = m)X (gm0~ (FiY())

m=0

~ (1 —+ v@v)M(l) + vé)g/\/(o) .
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where

k—1
M(l) = 8” Z( ) X( k+m) akr m+1)(Fvi}/i%))
m=0
k—1
MO) Z k m)X( k-l-Tl’L)a (FmY'(()))
=0

This completes the proof of eq.(D.19).

We have already seen how U™ A, term drops out from the eq.(6.14) in §6.3. Hence, even if
we have non-zero A, and A,, ©" given by eq.(6.22) takes the required form needed for our proof,
i.e., O" takes the form

0" = (14 v8,)An) + vI; By + O(e?). (D.28)

Most importantly note that Ny given by eq.(6.33), which contributes J* (according to eq.(6.39))
is gauge-invariant.

It is interesting to note that the anti-symmetry in U§"” was crucial for ensuring the gauge
invariance of entropy current. Suppose, we didn’t have anti-symmetry, then we would have a term
of the form Uy". Then, we have

Ul CeAy = UL (=1 4 v0,) A

D.29
= (1 + U(?U)C(l) + UQQ}'D(O) + 0(62) s ( )

where we used eqn(3.51) of [14] in the second step. Note that Dy will explicitly contain A, type
terms and it will contribute to Jv. This will spoil the gauge invariance of J".

Proof of intermediary result eq.(D.21)
We will prove eq.(D.21) using the method of induction. First we check for n = 1:

T(71)3U(FviT(io)) =0y [T(A)FWTZOJ - T(O)FviT(iO) . (D.30)
This is trivially of the form predicted in eq.(D.21). Now we assume that the result is valid for n:

Ty 0" {FMT } By { w0 (FyiTyy) — (0T ()00 2 (FuiThyy)

R (D31)
+ (02T )0 (FiTlyy) — ] + (1) T (o) FoiTlyy + O(e2) .
Consider the expression for n + 1:
T(—n—l)aqr)lJrl(FviT(iO)) = a |:T( n— 1)a (FmTo):| - T(—n)ag(FvlT(Zo)) 5
= 0, [Tcn-1) 00 (FuT)| = 0, [Ty 037 (FuTiyy)
_T(_n+1)a (FU'LT(O)) + T n+2)8n_ (F’UZT(O)) .. :|
— (_1)nT(O)FviT(0) + 0(6 ), (D'32)

— 0, [T(,n,l)ag(Fngo)) Ty 0 (FuiTly))
+ T(—n-}-l)ag_z(FviT(io)) - T(_n_;’_z)ag_ (F»[”T(ZO)) + . :|
+ (1) o) Fui Ty + O(€%),

where in the second step, we have used the result for n in eq.(D.31). This is of the required form
in eq.(D.21) we tried to prove.
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Proof of intermediary result eq.(D.22)

We will prove eq.(D.22) by using method of induction. For n = 1, we have
T(—l)ag(FviT(io)) =0y {T(—l)av(FviT(io))] - 8UT(—1)av(FviT(io)) (D.33)

= O (T-yFuiT(y)) — 20u(Ti0) FuoiT(y)) + O(€%).

This is trivially of the form given by eq.(D.22). Now we assume that the result is valid for n:
Ty 0P+ (FuiThy)) = 02 | T { WO (FyiTl) — 2T i1y 0~ (FuiTly))

+ 3Ty 003 (FoiTiy) + - ] +(=1)"(n + 1), (Tio) FuoiTly)) + O(e?).
(D.34)
For n + 1, we have
Tion1y00 2 (FoiTly)) = 0, [T( ey O (FuT, ))} T (FyTie))

=0y [T( n-1)05 " (szT(o))] - 0; {ﬂ—n)ﬁv(ﬂanm)
(D.35)

—2 T( n+1)3 (F’UlT(Q)) + 3T( n+2)8 (FU’LT(()))

— (1" (0 + 1, [T FuiTly | + O(),

where in the second equality, we have used the previous equation. Now, we will use the result of
eq.(D.21) for n+ 1 in the above equation since we already proved it for all n in appendix D.3. RHS
of the above equation thus becomes

= [T(’””)ag_l(F”iTgO)) = om0 ™ (FuiT{o)) + Tcnsy 02 (FuiT(g)) — - }
+(~1)" g, [T(O)FMT{O)]
+0; [—T(,n)a;} TN FoiTly) + 2T )00 (FuiTly)) — 3Ty 0~ (FuiTiyy) — - }
— (=1)" (0 + )3, | T FuiTlp)| + O,
— 83 :T(—n—l)ag(FviT(io)) — ZT(_n)agfl(FmT(io)) + 3f(—n+1)3372(FmT(io)) (D.36)

—4T(_n+2)(9373(FmT(iO)) +.. ] + (_1)n+1(n + 2)8U [T(O)E,ZT(ZO)} + 0(62) s

= 85 Z (_1)m(m + 1)T(fn71+m)83+1_(m+1)(FviT(iO))

L m=0

(=) (n+2)9, {T(O)FmT;O)} +O(?),

This is of the required form in eq.(D.22) we tried to prove.

E Detalils of the proof of the physical process first law

Conservation of o*:

Here, we will quickly show why a* given in eq.(7.6) is conserved. For this, we will need the following
expression derived in eq.(6.9):

—C"La,g,,) = —2E"C¢, — GM(AY(, + A) + D,Q" . (E.1)
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The LHS is the usual Noether current N# = O —(*L(4, ., in the language of [45]. The variation
of the LHS of eq.(E.1) results in the following identity derived in [6]:

SNH = wh (1), 5ub, Leab) + %DD(C“@” —CYOM). (E.2)

Here 1 collectively denotes the fields A, and g,,,. w* is defined by the anti-symmetrized variation
of OH [45] 53:
w" (Y, 611, 021p) = 010" (¢, 629)) — 620% (1, 019)) - (E.3)

If we now restrict to the case (* = & of eq.(2.4), which is a Killing symmetry of the background
spacetime and the fields 1), then we have L1 = 0, and this implies

wh (1,00, Lep) = 0. (E.4)
Substituting eq.(E.4) in eq.(E.2), we have
ONH = %Dy(f“@” —-£"eo") = D, N" =0. (E.5)
The variation of the RHS of eq.(E.2) results in
INF = —at 4+ D,6Q"" , (E.6)
where o = 20EM(, + GH*(A”(, + A). Using eq.(E.5) in eq.(E.6), we straightforwardly have
Dot =0. (E.7)
Alternate perspective on the physical process first law:

In this section, we wish to emphaisze the point of view taken in [11] to prove the physical process
version of the first law. This serves as an alternative perspective of the same. We start with the
following generic structure of the entropy

S = 47r/ A2 Vh (1 + s,), (E.8)
H

where s,, = s2P +5.,,. sIP denotes the Wald entropy contribution from the higher derivative terms
and s, denotes the out-of-equilibrium extension of the entropy in dynamical situations [14, 26, 31].
For concreteness, we consider a theory of the form

1
’C(Auglw) =Vv—yg <R - ZF,U«VFHV + Lnon—min) . (Eg)

Thus, it is clear why we chose to explicitly mention the area term (contributed by the Einstein-
Maxwell term) in eq.(E.8); the Lyon-min is of the form given in eq.(7.1) and it will contribute to s,,.
The equations of motion are thus

1 ~
(‘:Hy = _RHV + §g;¢yR + TL];:,}\/I + TMI/ - Oa (EIO)

where TEVM denotes the contribution from the Maxwell Lagrangian and iw denotes the contribution
from the higher derivative non-minimal couplings. We have to relate the change in entropy of
eq.(E.8) to the source term given in eq.(7.9). The variation of the entropy given by eq.(E.8) due to
some infalling matter is given by °*

5S:4w/ dd’zxdi[\/ﬁ(l—ksw)] dv:47r/ \/Edd*%/dm?k, (E.11)
H v H

53Here we substitute d2 = L¢ to obtain eq.(E.2).
54Here we are using our setup described in the gauge eq.(2.2).
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where ¥ is the generalized expansion given by

d Sy
U = 0 + S 9k+ﬁ. (E.12)

1
Here 6, = ﬁav\/ﬁ is the expansion of null generators k* = (9,)* of the horizon within General

Relativity. The generalized expansion ¥y reduces to 8, when s,, = 0 as for GR. Using integration
by parts in eq.(E.11) to find the change in entropy between two different stationary slices v = vy
and v = vy of the horizon, we have

08 =4n (/ \/ﬁdd%vm?k) —47r/ dAdvv%. (E.13)
H H d

v1 v

Now,

d’l9k d@k dSw d2 Sw
2k -1 I P Mt
dv|H (+S)dv+kdv+dv2
(d=3) 5 y dsy — d*sy
:(1+Sw)<_ d_29k_0—k‘_Rl“’kuk +9kW+W
L d? s, iy
~ =Ry k'R + 2 = s Ry k'k +0(e?) (E.14)
_Pow ek T gk TP Lo g
= Tqu2 | Swltw — L — — 90w
&? Sw nyY T LBV 1 niY 2
~ W — Sw Ruyk kY — Tuyk/’ kY — §6Tuyk k + 0(6 )

Here, in the second step we have used the d dimensional Raychaudhuri equation for the congruence
of null generators k*. In the third step, we have used the amplitude approximation of our gauge
in eq.(2.6) to cast away all the terms that are quadratic in the amplitude. In the fourth step, we

1
have basically used the EOM eq.(E.10) with a source term §6T uv- In the last step, we have used
the fact that T'k*k” ~ O(€®) in our gauge .
Thus, using the final result of eq.(E.14) in eq.(E.13),

v2
5S = 4 (/ \/Eddzxvﬂk> +27‘r/ dAdUU(sTuyk'”ku
" . v " ) (E.15)
747r/ dAdvv (d;“ — Sy Ry kMK — lek#ku) .
H v

Since we have assumed that the black hole was stationary before the matter fell in and it finally
settles down to a stationary state after the perturbation has ended, we can set the boundary term
(first term in the above equation) to zero. Now we use the main result of our paper eq.(6.38) which
proves that even when we consider a non-minimally coupled gauge theory, Ty, still has the entropy
current structure of the following form when evaluated on the horizon:

1
Vh

We can thus use the results of section 5 of [14] to basically state that

Ty k" |3 = Toplr=o = 8, [ 8, (ﬁfﬂ) + vJ’] +0O(?). (E.16)

d? s ~
/7{ dAdvv ( d; — Sy Ry k'K — kauk;V> = 0(e?). (E.17)

55This essentially amounts to the fact that the Maxwell stress tensor satisfies the null energy condition.
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This has been argued for in eq.(5.7) to eq.(5.10) of [14] and the main requirement was the fact that
Ty, had the entropy current structure given by eq.(E.16). Finally, eq.(E.15) becomes

68 = 27r/ dAdvv 8T, k" + O(€®). (E.18)
H

The Killing field £# and the null generators of the horizon k* are related as £# = kv k*, where k is
the surface gravity. Thus, finally we get

2
58 === / ST k" e” . (E.19)
ko Ju

Combining eq.(7.9) and eq.(E.19), we get the desired first law relation that we originally set out to
prove .
OM — Qydl — Op0g = 2—65. (E.20)
T

The changes in the mass M, angular momentum I, charge ¢ and the entropy S are induced by
some physical matter falling into the black hole. This completes the proof of the physical process
first law for arbitrary non-minimally coupled gauge theories. We emphasize that the non-trivial
part of the proof was basically the structure of the entropy current eq.(E.16) leading to the result
of eq.(E.17). The result of eq.(E.17) was first established for theories of gravity in [14] and we have
extended it to non-minimally coupled gauge theories here.

Verification of eq.(E.17) through an example:

In the proof given above, eq.(E.17) was the crucial step. We argued that this relation is true even for
arbitrary non-minimal coupling of gauge fields with gravity. To illustrate this through an explicit
example, let us consider a gauge invariant Lagrangian of the form given in eq.(E.9)

1
L£L=1\—g (R — FuF" ¢ ozRWpoF“”Fp"> . (E.21)

The standard variation gives °°

1 1 1
5L =+/—g [—Raﬁ + 59" R+ 5 (F‘””FBV = 49" FwF “”)} 09as

1 « 1% o «@ v g (677
59 PRyuvpo F* FP° — 3R, [FOVFP? 42D, D,(F* F*P)

+av—g

+ V=g [DuF"" —4aD, (R ,, F*)] 5A,
+ \/ngp [gﬂaDa(sgaU _ g(an/L(s)‘gaa _ FIW(SAV]

+av/=gD,

6ga6

(E.22)

2FH FP7 D8y, — 2D, (FHPFY7)0g,,, + 4RP7 , FI6A,

The total derivative term, 6° is given by
0 = g**D°0gne — g*° D"6gos — FPY0A, (F.23)
+ a [2F" FP7 Dy0gey — 2Dy (FH*PFY7)8g,,, + AR WF””(SAU} .
The Noether charge Q" is given by
QP = D¥E — DPE” — FP (Ao&” + A)
+ a [2FPYFH D,€, + 2Dy (FPFFTY — FPPFM)E, (E.24)

+ 2D, (FPYF*), + 4R™ sFP (A7 + A)| .

1
56The symmetrization of indices a and 3 has a factor of 7
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From these expressions, one can readily obtain the following
1
Vh

Thus, we have the components of the Entropy current

Evolr=o = 0, y(Vh [1 =20 F™F™]) — V;(4a F"VF™)| . (E.25)

J'=1-2aF™F"™, J'=—4a F"'F"™ . (E.26)
If we filter out the non-minimal component of the EOM,

1
Vh
From JV of eq.(E.25), we can read off the expression for entropy from eq.(E.8) (or from eq.(5.6) of
[14]) as

T |r—o = 8, { dy(Vh [-2a F'F™)) — Vi(4a F™F™) | + O(?). (E.27)

S = 47r/ Vhdi 2z (1 —2a F™F™) (E.28)
H
and s, = —2a F""F". Thus, we have
d*s ~ [ 1 ] ~
Y sy Ry kMK — Tk k” = 8y | —=0y(Vh sy) | — Ty
dv? . : Vh ( ) (E.29)
=0, [Vi(4a F"F™)] + O(€%),
where we have used eq.(E.27) in the second step. Finally, we have eq.(E.17):
2 ~
/ dAdvv (dd U w Rk kY — T,wlgﬂk”)
" v (E.30)

:/ dAdvvd, [Vi(da FUF™] + O(e) = O(e?) |
H

where we have used the assumption of compact horizons in the final step to set the total derivative
term to zero. This illustrates the proof of the physical process first law from the perspective of [11]
for a particular example.
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