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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

It 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 1, 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 4.

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 5. 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 ε. 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.
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on terms up to linear order in ε, i.e., O(ε), whereas all terms of the quadratic order O(ε2) 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., ε,

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 ε-expansion,

is powerful enough to predict this off-shell structure of the EoM up to O(ε), 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 (ε) expansion, this is equivalent

to demanding that up to O(ε) the null projected components of the energy-momentum tensor would

vanish 6. 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 ε-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(ε), 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(ε). 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

ηµν to the metric of the gravitational field gµν and the partial derivative ∂µ to covariant derivative

6In other words, this requires that the components of the energy-momentum tensor would have to be O(ε2). This

is because depending on the sign of the amplitude ε, which is arbitrary, any O(ε) piece can never guarantee a definite

sign for the energy-momentum tensor components relevant for the NEC.
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Dµ compatible with the metric gµν . 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(ε), for which the NEC may easily

get violated for some choice of the sign of the amplitude ε 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 gµν , 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(ε). 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(ε2) 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(ε), 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(ε), 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].
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[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 ε-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.
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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 xµ = {v, r, xi}. The coordinates

{v, xi} (i = {1, . . . , d − 2}) span the horizon, a co-dimension one null hyper-surface. Here, v is

an affine parameter along the null generators ∂v of the horizon, and xi’s (i = {1, . . . , d − 2}) are

the coordinates that run along the spatial tangents, i.e., ∂i’s, of the horizon 8. Also, r is an affine

parameter that runs along the null geodesics ∂r that pierce the horizon at specific angles with the

null generators and the spatial tangents. The horizon is chosen to be positioned at r = 0. A gauge

choice for the space-time metric is made as follows

ds2 = gµνdx
µdxν , where grv = 1 , grr = gri = gvv

∣∣
r=0

= ∂rgvv
∣∣
r=0

= gvi
∣∣
r=0

= 0 , (2.1)

and thus the near horizon space-time for the most general dynamical black hole can be always

expressed by the following metric 9

ds2 = 2 dv dr − r2X(r, v, xi) dv2 + 2 r ωi(r, v, x
i) dv dxi + hij(r, v, x

i) dxi dxj . (2.2)

A stationary black hole, with a space-time metric g
(eq)
µν in our gauge eq.(2.1) is given by

ds2 = g(eq)
µν dxµ dxν = 2 dv dr − r2X(rv, xi) dv2 + 2 r ωi(rv, x

i) dv dxi + hij(rv, x
i) dxi dxj , (2.3)

where the metric coefficient functions (X, ωi and hij) are functions of the product of the coordinates

rv. It is easy to check that the Lie derivative of g
(eq)
µν with respect to the vector field ξµ vanishes,

i.e. Lξg(eq)
µν = 0, for

ξ = ξµ∂µ = v∂v − r∂r . (2.4)

This ξµ is the generator of the transformation (the infinitesimal version of it) given by

r → r̃ = λ r, and v → ṽ = v/ λ , (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) 10 . The vector field ξµ is also

the Killing vector 11 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 gµν given in eq.(2.2) as follows

gµν = g(eq)
µν (rv, xi) + ε δgµν(r, v, xi) , (2.6)

where g
(eq)
µν is the equilibrium metric given by eq.(2.3), and ε is the small parameter denoting the

amplitude of the fluctuations δgµν .

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

ation δgµν , which is evident from the fact that g
(eq)
µν depends on the product of coordinates rv, but

8The Greek indices in xµ will be used to denote the full space-time coordinates and the lower case Latin indices

in xi 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.
11The norm of the Killing vector ξµ also vanishes on r = 0, thus making it a Killing horizon.
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δgµν can have arbitrary dependence on both r and v individually. We will need to decide how to fix

whether any covariant tensor quantity will contribute to O(ε) or to O(ε2), 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,

I =
1

4π

∫
ddx
√
−g (Lgrav + Lmat) , (2.7)

where Lgrav is the Lagrangian for the degrees of freedom corresponding purely to the gravity part

without involving any matter fields 12,

Lgrav = Lgrav (gαβ , Rαβµν , DλRαβµν , · · · ) , (2.8)

where Dλ is the covariant derivative compatible with gαβ , and the dots signify arbitrary number of

derivatives on Rαβµν . Also, Lmat is the Lagrangian corresponding to the matter part, which will

obviously include gαβ coupled to matter fields.

The total equation of motion, denoted as Eµν , follows from the variation of the full Lagrangian

in eq.(2.7), which contains gravity as well as matter part. We decompose Eµν as follows

Eµν = Eµν + Tµν , (2.9)

where, Eµν is the part of the equation of motion coming from the variation of Lgrav with respect to

the space time metric gµν and Tµν is the part of the equation of motion coming from the variation

of Lmat with respect to gµν
13. It is important to note that this split of Eµν and Tµν crucially

depends on the definition of the energy-momentum tensor. In [31], and [14] the same action as in

eq.(2.7) was considered along with the following convention: All the terms which involve only the

metric components were grouped in Eµν and the terms which involved both the metric and matter

field components were grouped together in Tµν . Thereafter, following [26], one knows that a certain

component of the equations of motion, namely Evv (in our gauge eq.(2.2)) will be crucial in proving

the second law. It was shown in [14] that Evv in eq.(2.9) has the following structure when evaluated

on the horizon r = 0

Evv
∣∣
r=0

= ∂v

[
1√
h
∂v

(√
hJ v

)
+∇iJ i

]
+O(ε2) , (2.10)

where h is the determinant of the induced metric hij on the horizon, and ∇i is the covariant

derivative compatible with hij . This eq.(2.10) serves as the definition for the objects J v and J i,
as they are obtained algorithmically expressed in terms of the basic building blocks: the metric

coefficient functions X, ωi, hij and derivatives ∂v, ∂r, ∇i acting on them.

In the next step, the analysis in [14] assumes that Tµν satisfies the NEC, namely Tvv ≥ 0 14.

Thus, using the NEC together with fact that for on shell configurations Evv = 0 in eq.(2.9), one

12One can argue that, (see section 2 of [6]), any diffeomorphism invariant Lagrangian will have the specific functional

dependence as mentioned here.

13Tµν is defined as Tµν =
1
√
−g

δLmat

δgµν
.

14In our gauge eq.(2.2), the generator of the null horizon is given by χ = ∂v and therefore Tµνχµχν ∼ Tvv .
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readily obtains Evv ≤ 0. Further using this in eq.(2.10) one can show that 15

1√
h
∂v

(√
h J v

)
+∇iJ i ≥ 0 for all finite v . (2.11)

Thus, we can interpret J v and J i 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 v and J i as

defined in eq.(2.10) get contribution only from Evv, without involving the matter fields.

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

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 Tvv ≥ 0 and it vanishes in the equilibrium limit 16, in our amplitude

approximation, it essentially vanishes up to O(ε), i.e. Tvv ∼ O(ε2). 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(ε) 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 T̃vv, in a form as follows

Evv
∣∣
r=0

=
(
Evv + Tvv + T̃vv

) ∣∣
r=0

=

(
∂v

[
1√
h
∂v

(√
hJ v

)
+∇iJ i

]
+ Tvv + T̃vv

)∣∣∣∣
r=0

+ O(ε2) .
(2.12)

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

order in the amplitude expansion

T̃vv ∼ O(ε) , (2.13)

we do not get eq.(2.11) even if we get Tvv ≥ 0 17.

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

Snon−min =

∫
ddx
√
−g Rµν(Dµφ)(Dνφ) . (2.14)

15We have used the physical boundary condition that the dynamics settles down to some equilibrium configuration

at the end, i.e. we assumed
1
√
h
∂v
(√

h J v
)

+∇iJ i → 0 as v →∞.

16This tensor component has positive boost weight.
17It is worth highlighting that our subsequent analysis concerning T̃vv 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(ε) contributions from non-minimal coupling (denoted by T̃vv in eq.(2.12))

can never be as important as the NEC satisfying terms (denoted by Tvv 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 Tvv being zero. In such extreme cases, the O(ε) contribution of T̃vv dominates and can potentially violate NEC,

and thus also violate the linearized second law.
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It is easy to derive the EoM from this Lagrangian giving us the T̃µν for this particular example as

written below

T̃µν =
1

2
gµνRαβ(Dαφ)(Dβφ)−Rµα(Dνφ)(Dαφ)−Rβν(Dβφ)(Dµφ)

+
1

2

[
DαDν{(Dαφ)(Dµφ)}+DαDµ{(Dαφ)(Dνφ)} −DγDγ{(Dνφ)(Dµφ)}

− gµνDαDβ{(Dαφ)(Dβφ)}
]
.

(2.15)

We can now evaluate T̃vv 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

T̃vv|r=0 = ∂v

[
1√
h
∂v

(√
h (∂rφ∂vφ)

)
+∇i

(
∇iφ∂vφ

)]
+O(ε2) . (2.16)

It is obvious from eq.(2.16) that we do indeed get a non trivial T̃vv ∼ O(ε), 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]

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 18. 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 19.

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
(
gαβ , Rαβρσ, Dα1

Rαβρσ, · · · , φ, Dα1
φ, · · · , Fµν , Dα1

Fµν , D(α1
Dα2)Fµν , · · ·

)
, (2.17)

where Fµν(= ∂µAν−∂νAµ) is the field strength tensor for the gauge fields Aµ, and the dots represent

arbitrary number of derivatives acting on Rαβρσ, φ or Fµν .

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 ∇iJ̃ i vanish, and the

locality in spatial directions is lost.
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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

Evv
∣∣
r=0

=

(
∂v

[
1√
h
∂v

(√
h (J v + J̃ v)

)
+∇i(J i + J̃ i)

]
+ Tvv

)∣∣∣∣
r=0

+ O(ε2) , (2.18)

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

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

T̃vv|r=0 = ∂v

[
1√
h
∂v

(√
h J̃ v

)
+∇iJ̃ i

]
+O(ε2) , (2.19)

such that it adds to the entropy current exactly in the same way (denoted by J̃ v and J̃ i) as the

purely gravitational terms (denoted by J v and J i). As a consequence, we will always get a linearized

second law given by

1√
h
∂v

(√
h (J v + J̃ v)

)
+∇i(J i + J̃ i) ≥ 0 for all finite v , (2.20)

once we assume the other contributions from matter sector satisfies the NEC, Tvv ≥ 0. Additionally,

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

involving the gauge field coupled to gravity. This is our main result 20.

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, T̃µν , would have an off-shell structure given by eq.(2.19), and to figure out an abstract

algorithm to compute J̃ v and J̃ i 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 gµν as the only degrees of

freedom, the stationarity of black hole solutions is defined by the vanishing of the Lie derivative

of g
(eq)
µν with respect to the generator of boost transformations, eq.(2.5), i.e., ξ 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 φ 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

Lξφ = 0 , (3.1)

where ξ 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)

φ(r, v, xi) = φeq(rv, xi) + ε δφ(r, v, xi) . (3.2)

20To be very precise, in our framework we are only analysing quantities upto linear order in ε-expansion. Therefore,

we will effectively argue that the RHS of eq.(2.20) will vanish at O(ε).

– 10 –



Here, the form of the equilibrium configuration φeq is fixed by

Lξφeq = (v∂v − r∂r)φeq = 0 , (3.3)

which can be solved to obtain

φeq = φeq(rv, xi) . (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 ∂mrr ∂mvv φ(r, v, xi) will be non-zero

solely due to dynamics and that too it will be of O(ε) when evaluated on the horizon for mv > mr

(see eq.(A.11) in Appendix-A),

∂mrr ∂mvv φ(r, v, xi)|r=0 ∼ O(ε) whenever mv > mr . (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 Aµ
21. The naive expectation of

stationarity given by demanding

LξAµ = 0 , (3.6)

is not completely consistent because the above equation is not invariant under a gauge transfor-

mation Aµ → Aµ + DµΛ 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: Aeqα is said to be stationary if there exist a Λ such that

LξAeqα +DαΛ = 0 . (3.7)

From this, one can derive a statement equivalent to the zeroth law for the electrostatic potential,

as follows

(Aeqα ξ
α + Λ)

∣∣
r=0

= 0 , (3.8)

where as usual ξ 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 Aeqµ → A′eqµ = Aeqµ + Dµλ,

then A′eqµ satisfies the equation

LξA′eqα +DαΛ′ = 0 , (3.9)

where, Λ′ is given by Λ′ = Λ − (ξ · ∂)λ, which implies the invariance of the stationarity condition

(3.7) under gauge transformation.

From eq.(3.8) we note that Aeqα ξ
α + Λ evaluates to zero on the horizon. Any quantity that

vanishes when evaluated on the horizon r = 0 for equilibrium configurations is necessarily O(ε) in

dynamical situations. This follows directly from the boost weight analysis mentioned above, see

Appendix-A for an explanation. Hence, we have

(Aαξ
α + Λ)|r=0 = O(ε) , (3.10)

21We believe that the analysis is easily generalizable to higher gauge groups.
22Here Dµ 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

(vAv + Λ)|r=0 = O(ε) . (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

• The starting point will be to relate an arbitrary variation in the Lagrangian L(gµν , ψ) to the

equations of motion (EoM) and thus defining the total derivative term Θµ[δg, δψ]

δ
[√
−gL

]
=
√
−g Eµν δgµν +

√
−g Gψ δψ +

√
−g DµΘµ[δg, δψ] , (4.1)

where ψ denote the matter fields collectively, Eµν is the EoM for gµν , and Gψ is the EoM for

the matter fields ψ.

• Next, we would show that the EoM can be related to Θµ and the Noether charge Qµν . Starting

from eq.(4.1), and considering variations that are symmetries of the theory, we can arrive at

the following equation

ζ2L −Θµζµ + ζµDνQ
µν = 2 ζµζνEµν + T [Gψ], (4.2)

where ζµ is an arbitrary diffeomorphism, xµ → xµ + ζµ. 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 ψ, i.e. the second term involving Gψ, was not considered in [14]. But this

term can now, in principle, contribute and that is exactly what we have indicated as T [Gψ]

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 T [Gψ]. But, for gauge fields coupled

to gravity, we will get a non-vanishing contribution

T [Gψ=Aµ ] ∼ Gµζµ(Aνζν + Λ), (4.3)

where Λ is a parameter for the U(1) gauge transformation.

• Choosing ζµ to be the Killing vector ξµ 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 Θr and Qrµ

2 v (Evv + T̃vv)
∣∣
r=0

=
(
−Θr +DµQ

rµ
)∣∣
r=0

+O(ε2). (4.4)

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 ε-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 T [Gψ=Aµ ] written in

eq.(4.3) will be negligible since it will contribute to O(ε2). 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 Evv 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 T̃µν in §2.2 (see eq.(2.12)), appears

explicitly. But, we are not including the part Tvv on the LHS of the same equation, as

it will satisfy the NEC and hence will be of O(ε2).

– Interestingly, through the eq.(4.4), the T̃µν term also gets related to Θr and Qrµ. These

quantities now get contributions from ψ and δψ. Thus, eq.(4.4) would be crucial to

establish that T̃µν also has the required structure as in eq.(2.19).

• Following the same strategy that was adopted in [14], our next step would be to analyze both

the terms Θr and Qrµ 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 Θr and

Qrµ. After some manipulations, we will be able to argue eq.(2.19).

• The definitions of Θµ and Qνµ in terms of gµν , δgµν , ψ, and δψ can be obtained from [6].

For example, Θµ 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 Qνµ is defined in Proposition-(4.1) of [6], and is also written

in eq.(3.58) in [14].

• Starting with these definitions, we will also use the boost symmetry of the near horizon metric

in our chosen gauge while manipulating the terms Θr and Qrµ. 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 Θr and Qri will have

boost weight equal to +1, and Qrv will be boost invariant.

• 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: 1”, 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

Evv
∣∣
r=0
∼ ∂v

[
∂v (J v) +∇iJ i

]
+O(ε2). (4.5)

On the LHS of the equation above, Evv has boost-weight = 2, on the RHS each of the

∂v has boost weight = 1, so J v is boost invariant, and J i 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, ωi, hij) and

various derivatives (∂v, ∂r, ∇i) acting on them (see Table-1 in [14]). It is also important

to recollect that each one ofX, ωi, hij are boost invariant. One can only generate positive
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boost weight by acting with ∂v on these boost invariant objects. This fact was important

in deriving the “Result:1”, and also in deciding the structure on the RHS of eq.(4.5): all

the boost weight of Evv (which is = 2) is generated by the action of two ∂vs 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 (∂v, ∂r, ∇i) 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 ∂v. 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” 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 φ itself and other possible objects that we can form by acting with ∂v, ∂r, ∇i on

φ. From our discussions in §2.1 and §3 we learn that φ is boost invariant. Therefore, all

new terms with positive boost weight can only be built by acting with ∂v’s on φ. So, we

do not need to modify “Result: 1”, 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 (Aµ) 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. Av, that has a boost weight = +1 (Ar has a boost weight = −1,

and Ai is boost invariant), see §2.1 and §3. Therefore, we now encounter a situation

where apart from operating with ∂v on a boost invariant object (say ∂vX, which also

has boost weight = +1), we have Av that has a positive boost weight (= 1). So we need

to modify “Result: 1” 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.

• 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 Θr and Qrµ. As we have seen before,

with the knowledge of their boost weights and the modified “Result: 1” (the modified one is

needed for gauge field coupling only, as we discussed before), we can abstractly argue that

the O(ε) contributions from the non-minimal couplings, denoted by T̃µν , 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 (J̃ v and J̃ i). 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

φ, 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 23. 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

I =
1

4π

∫
ddx
√
−gL(φ gµν) . (5.1)

In (5.1), L(φ gµν), containing pure gravity as well as the interactions terms, will have the following

general structure, see [6],

L(φ gµν) = L(φ gµν)(gµν , Rµνρσ, Dα1
Rµνρσ, D(α1

Dα2)Rµνρσ, · · · , φ,Dα1
φ,D(α1

Dα2)φ, · · · ) . (5.2)

5.1 Relating the equations of motion (Evv) with the Noether charges (Θµ and Qµν)

Here, following the discussion in §4, we will first express the components of equations of motion

(EoM) in terms of Θµ and Qµν , by appropriately defining them. The variation of the Lagrangian

due to arbitrary variations of the metric and the scalar field, denoted by δgµν and δφ respectively,

is given by

δ[
√
−gL(φ gµν)] =

√
−g Eµνδgµν +

√
−g G δφ+

√
−g DµΘµ , (5.3)

where, Eµν and G are the EoMs for gµν and φ respectively, and Θµ is locally constructed out of

gµν , φ, δgµν , δφ and their derivatives. We can consider eq.(5.3) as definitions for Eµν , G, Θµ. Also,

Θµ is linear in the field variations δgµν and δφ. Next, we consider that δgµν and δφ are produced

by an infinitesimal diffeomorphism, xµ → xµ + ζµ, such that

δgµν = Lζgµν = Dµζν +Dνζµ , and δφ = Lζφ = ζαDαφ , (5.4)

where, Lζ is Lie derivative along ζ. Independently, one can argue that the variation of the La-

grangian due to the above coordinate transformation is given by

δ[
√
−gL(φ gµν)] =

√
−gDµ(ζµL(φ gµν)) . (5.5)

Substituting eq.(5.5) in (5.3) we can obtain

Dµ(ζµL(φ gµν) − 2Eµνζν −Θµ) = −2ζνDµEµν +GζνDνφ . (5.6)

Now, without any loss of generality, let us assume that ζµ 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 ζµ vanishes. So, we get∫
full-space

ζν
[
2DµEµν −GDνφ

]
= 0 . (5.7)

The above relation holds true for arbitrary ζ as long as it has non-zero support over a small region

R. Therefore, we see the following relation holds identically

2DµEµν −GDνφ = 0 . (5.8)

23As 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].
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Substituting (5.8) in (5.6) we see that the RHS of eq.(5.6) vanishes, for any ζ,

Dµ(ζµL(φ gµν) − 2Eµνζν −Θµ) = 0 . (5.9)

An identically conserved vector can always be written as the divergence of a rank-two antisymmetric

tensor, and hence we get

ζµL(φ gµν) − 2Eµνζν −Θµ = −DνQ
µν . (5.10)

This can be considered as the definition of Qµν . Contracting the free index in eq.(5.10) with another

ζµ we get

ζ2L(φ gµν) − ζµΘµ + ζµDνQ
µν = 2ζµEµνζν . (5.11)

The above equation is true for any ζµ, but, we will choose ζµ to be the Killing vector ξ as given in

eq.(2.4) and evaluate eq.(5.11) on the horizon r = 0, such that we finally obtain

2 v Evv|r=0 = (−Θr +DµQ
rµ)|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 Evv contains the contributions from the pure gravity

terms (denoted by Evv), contributions from minimally coupled terms (denoted by Tvv), as well as

the contributions from the possible non-minimal couplings (denoted by T̃vv), see the discussions in

§2.2. We know that Tvv satisfies null energy condition implying Tvv ∼ O(ε)2. From the analysis in

[14], we already know that Evv will have the desired structure to give us an entropy current in the

form of eq.(2.10). To conclude the same for T̃vv, we need to focus on the contributions to Θµ and

Qµν 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 Evv 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 T̃vv can be written as eq.(2.19).

In figuring out the structure of Evv 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 Evv as a component of a covariant tensor of rank two and

boost weight = +2, 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, ωi, hij ,

2. the scalar field: φ ,

3. various derivatives acting on them: ∂v, ∂r, ∇i .
(5.13)

As we have discussed in §4, we should note that φ 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 ∂v 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 Evv 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 ∂v
on boost invariant metric functions X, ωi, hij . 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, φ, is boost invariant 24. Therefore, for scalar couplings with gravity, we do not need to change

the statement of “Result:1” 25. 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 Θµ andQµν as

given in [6] and follow the exactly similar manipulations as in §3 in [14] 26. 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 Evv 27,

2 Evv|r=0 = −∂v
(

1√
h
∂v

[√
h
(
Q̃rv + B(0)

)]
+∇i

[
Q̃ri − J i(1)

])
+O(ε2) . (5.14)

We will now mention how one can obtain B(0), Q̃
rv, Q̃ri and J i(1) once the Lagrangian eq.(5.2) is

known. For that we first need to obtain Θr and Qrµ for the given Lagrangian. Firstly, B(0) is

defined through the following equation

Θr = (1 + v∂v)A(1) + v∂2
vB(0) +O(ε2) . (5.15)

Similarly, Qrµ can be expressed by explicitly working out the v dependence as follows

Qrµ = Q̃rµ + vW rµ
v , (5.16)

where Q̃rµ and W rµ
v have no explicit v dependence. Thus, eq.(5.16) defines Q̃rv and Q̃ri for us.

Finally, J i(1) is defined through the equation

W ri
v = ∂vJ

i
(1) +O(ε2) . (5.17)

From (5.14), using the following relation Evv = Evv + T̃vv +Tvv and also the NEC, Tvv ∼ O(ε2), we

can write

(Evv + T̃vv)|r=0 = ∂v

[
1√
h
∂v

(√
h (J v + J̃ v)

)
+∇i(J i + J̃ i)

]
+O(ε2) , (5.18)

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

under the boost transformation eq.(2.5).
25It does not, however, mean that we would not get new contributions when we consider non-minimal couplings

of the scalar field with gravity.
26For Θµ see Lemma-(3.1) of [6], and eq.(3.16), (3.17), and (3.18) in [14]. Whereas, for Qνµ see Proposition-(4.1)

of [6], and eq.(3.58) in [14]
27Let us remind ourselves that, as argued in section 3.1 of [14], we first extract the explicit dependence of v of the

terms in Θr and Qrµ 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])

2 v Evv |r=0 = U(1) + v V(2) +O(ε2) ⇒ U(1) = O(ε2), and 2Evv |r=0 = V(2) +O(ε2) .

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 Evv involving various metric components X,ωi, hij and

their derivatives. For example, the relation U(1) = O(ε2) is identically true, independent of considering what could

possibly be the explicit forms of X,ωi, hij as functions of v, r, xi. In other words, U(1) = O(ε2) should not be thought

of as differential equations constraining X,ωi, hij as functions of v, r, xi. One can check that, for any given theory,

U(1) will identically vanish.

– 17 –



where (J v + J̃ v) and (J i + J̃ i) are given by

(J v + J̃ v) = −1

2

(
Q̃rv + B(0)

)
, and (J i + J̃ i) = −1

2

(
Q̃ri − J i(1)

)
, (5.19)

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 T̃vv 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 J̃ v and J̃ i, we compute them explicitly for this particular model.

We considering a Lagrangian of the form

L(φ gµν) = Rµν(Dµφ)(Dνφ) . (5.20)

The standard variation of the Lagrangian gives

δ(
√
−gL(φ gµν)) =

√
−g

[
1

2
gµνRαβ(Dαφ)(Dβφ)−Rµα(Dνφ)(Dαφ)−Rβν(Dβφ)(Dµφ)

+
1

2

[
DαD

ν{(Dαφ)(Dµφ)}+DαDµ{(Dαφ)(Dνφ)} −DγDγ{(Dνφ)(Dµφ)}

− gµνDαDβ{(Dαφ)(Dβφ)}
]]
δgµν − 2

√
−gDµ (RµνDνφ) δφ+

√
−gDµΘµ ,

(5.21)

where Θλ is given by

Θλ = 2EλναβR (Dβδgνα) + 2Rµλ(Dµφ)δφ+
1

2
δgβαDα(DλφDβφ)

+
1

2
δgβαDβ(DλφDαφ)− 1

2
δgβαDλ(DαφDβφ)− 1

2
δgρνgρνD

β(DλφDβφ) ,

(5.22)

where

EλναβR =
1

4
gλαDνφDβφ− 1

4
gναDλφDβφ− 1

4
gλβDνφDαφ+

1

4
gνβDλφDαφ . (5.23)

Using the equation Θµ − ξµL = −2Eµνζν +DνQ
µν , we can calculate Qµν

Qρν = 2EρναµR Dµξα +Dρ(DνφDαφ)ξα −Dν(DρφDαφ)ξα

+ gναDσ(DρφDσφ)ξα − gραDσ(DνφDσφ)ξα .
(5.24)

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

following quantities

B(0) = 0 , Q̃rv = −2(∂vφ)(∂rφ) , Q̃ri = −(∇iφ)(∂vφ) , J i(1) = (∇iφ)(∂vφ) . (5.25)

Using them in eq.(5.19) we can find

J v = (∂rφ)(∂vφ) , and J i = (∇iφ)(∂vφ) . (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 v and J i from the EoM, which we have worked

out in §2.2, see eq.(2.16).

Interestingly, J v is purely O(ε) with no equilibrium contribution. Thus, there is no equilibrium

Wald Entropy for this Lagrangian, and J v 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 Aµ. Consider an action of the form,

I =
1

4π

∫
ddx
√
−gL(Aµgµν) , (6.1)

where the Lagrangian L(Aµgµν) 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

L(Aµgµν) = L(Aµgµν)(gαβ , Rαβρσ, Dα1
Rαβρσ, · · · , Fµν , Dα1

Fµν , D(α1
Dα2)Fµν , · · · ) , (6.2)

where Rαβγδ is the Riemann tensor and Fµν is the electromagnetic field strength tensor given by

Fµν = DµAν −DνAµ
28.

The Lagrangian L(Aµgµν) may, in principle, include generic terms with non-minimal couplings

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

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(ε) to the Tµν 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 (Evv) with the Noether charges (Θµ and Qµν)

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

is given by

δ[
√
−gL(Aµgµν)] =

√
−g Eµνδgµν +

√
−g GµδAµ +

√
−g DµΘµ . (6.3)

where Gµ is the equations of motion (EoM) for the gauge field, and Θµ should be viewed as locally

constructed out of gµν , Aµ, δgµν , δAµ and their derivatives. Let us now consider the variation

induced by a diffeomorphism xµ → xµ + ζµ and a gauge transformation Aµ → Aµ +DµΛ, then we

have

δgµν = Lζgµν = Dµζν +Dνζµ ,

δAµ = LζAµ +DµΛ = ζαDαAµ +AαDµζ
α +DµΛ = ζαFαµ +Dµ(Aαζ

α + Λ) .
(6.4)

Since diffeomorphisms and gauge transformations are symmetries of the theory, the variation of the

Lagrangian should be written as a total derivative

δ[
√
−gL(Aµgµν)] =

√
−g Dµ[ζµL(Aµgµν)] . (6.5)

Substituting eq.(6.4) and eq.(6.5) in eq.(6.3), and after some manipulation we get,

Dµ

[
ζµL(Aµgµν) − 2Eµνζν −Gµ(Aνζν + Λ)−Θµ]

= −2 ζνDµEµν − (ζνAν + Λ)DµG
µ +GµζνFνµ .

(6.6)

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 ζµ and Λ 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 ζµ and Λ vanishes. Hence,

we obtain ∫
full spacetime

ζν [−2DµEµν +GµF
νµ]−

∫
full spacetime

(ζνA
ν + Λ)DµG

µ = 0 . (6.7)

The above relation is true as long as ζν and Λ has non-zero support over a finite region R, which

can only happen if the integrand in the above equation itself vanishes. Since Aν is an independent

field, we see that the following relations, known as the Bianchi identities, hold identically

−2DµEµν +GµF
νµ = 0 , and DµG

µ = 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, Qµν), we have

Θµ − ζµL(Aµgµν) = −2Eµνζν − Gµ(Aνζν + Λ) +DνQ
µν . (6.9)

Contracting both sides of the eq.(6.9) by ζµ we get

− 2Eµνζµζν −Gµζµ(Aνζν + Λ) + ζµDνQ
µν = ζµΘµ − ζ2L(Aµgµν) . (6.10)

Here we notice that the gauge field EoM, i.e. Gµ, has appeared in eq.(6.10), which we have

previously alluded to in eq.(4.2) and eq.(4.3) in §4 29.

Next, we choose ζ to be ξ = v∂v − r∂r (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 30

2v (Evv + T̃vv) +Gv(vAv + Λ) = (−Θr +DνQ
rν) |r=0 +O(ε2) . (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, Gv, has a boost weight of +1 and thus it will vanish in equilibrium configurations,

or, equivalently, we will get

Gv ∼ O(ε) . (6.12)

Following the arguments of §3, we have seen, in eq.(3.11), that the quantity (Aµξµ + Λ) is also of

O(ε) when evaluated on the horizon. Therefore, we immediately obtain that

Gv(vAv + Λ)|r=0 ∼ O(ε2) . (6.13)

This important relation in eq.(6.13) establishes that the contribution from the EoM of Aµ, although

it appears in eq.(6.11), is going to disappear from our final key equation that relates Evv with Θr

and Qrν up to linearized order in ε. 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

2v (Evv + T̃vv) = (−Θr +DνQ
rν) |r=0 +O(ε2) . (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 T̃vv 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 Evv = Evv + T̃vv + Tvv and also the NEC, Tvv ∼ O(ε2).
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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 T̃vv) in our

present context) has the desired structure, we need to work out the explicit v-dependence of Θr and

Qrν . 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., Evv, T̃vv, Θr, or Qrν) 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, ωi, hij ,

2. the gauge field components: Av, Ar, Ai ,

3. various derivatives acting on them: ∂v, ∂r, ∇i .
(6.15)

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 Av as a new element with boost weight

= +1 31. For future reference, let us also note down the boost weights of the components of the

field strength tensors: Fvi has boost weight = +1, and both Fvr, and Fij 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 ∂v acting on boost invariant objects (such as ∂vX, ∂vωi, etc. with boost-weight = 1)

we can also use Av and its various derivatives, in fixing the generic off-shell structure of any tensor

quantity with positive boost weight (e.g., T̃vv). 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: 1” in [14] (see eq.(3.14) there). Let us mention the statement of this

result for clarity: any covariant tensor, denoted by T(a+1), of boost weight a+ 1 > 0 can always be

expressed (when evaluated at r = 0) as follows

T(a+1) = ∂(a+1)
v C(0) +A(0) ∂

(a+1)
v B(0) +O(ε2) . (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(0), B(0), and C(0) 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, ∂v 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 Av, 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” is presented in Appendix-

C, and here we will just present the final result, and that too in a schematic form, as given below

T(a+1) = ∂(a+1)
v C(0) +A(0) ∂

(a+1)
v B(0) + ∂(a)

v (FviD
i
(0)) + E(0) ∂

(a)
v (FviG

i
(0)) +O(ε2) , (6.17)

31Similarly, Ar and Ai 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 φ, 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

FviD
i
(0) and FviG

i
(0) 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 Av, but it shows up implicitly via Fvi. For example, we could have

had a contribution to the RHS of eq.(6.17) as ∂
(a)
v (AvH(0)), 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 Fµν and no explicit dependence on Aµ 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(0), B(0) and C(0) may generically receive contributions involving the field

strength tensor (for example, a boost invariant term like FviFr
i 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 Θr and Qrµ with contributions from gauge field coupling

We will now look into the structures of both Θr and Qrµ. In the presence of a gauge field Aµ
coupled to gravity, according to Lemma 3.1 of [6], Θµ takes the following form

Θµ = 2EµναβR Dβδgνα + Sµαβδgαβ +

m−1∑
i=0

Tµαβρσα1...αi
i δD(α1

. . . Dαi)Rαβρσ

+

l−1∑
i=0

Uµα1...αiσ
i δD(α1

. . . Dαi)Aσ .

(6.18)

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., Av, Ar or Ai. In other words, EµναβR , Sµαβ ,

Tµαβρσα1...αi
i , Uµα1...αiσ

i are all gauge invariant structures. This is because the Lagrangian in

eq.(6.2) contains only Fµν and not explicit Aµ. However, notice that the last term involving

δD(α1
. . . Dαi)Aσ will explicitly have Aµ, 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 αi
and σ indices for the following term

Uµα1...αiσ
i δD(α1

. . . Dαi)Aσ = −Uµα1...αiσ
i δD(α1

. . . Dσ)Aαi . (6.19)

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

term

l−1∑
i=0

Uµα1...αiσ
i δD(α1

. . . Dαi)Aσ = Uµν0 δAν +

l−2∑
i=0

Ũµα1...αiρσ
i δD(α1

. . . Dαi)Fρσ . (6.20)

Furthermore, using the arguments considered in Appendix D.1 and D.2, it is also clear that Uµν0 is

anti-symmetric,

Uµν0 = −Uνµ0 . (6.21)

Finally, we have the following form of Θµ for gauge fields coupled to gravity with a gauge-

invariant Lagrangian given by eq.(6.2):

Θµ = 2EµναβR Dβδgνα + Uµν0 δAν + Θ′µ , (6.22)
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where

Θ′µ = Sµαβδgαβ +

m−1∑
i=0

Tµαβρσα1...αi
i δD(α1

. . . Dαi)Rαβρσ

+

l−2∑
i=0

Ũµα1...αiρσ
i δD(α1

. . . Dαi)Fρσ .

(6.23)

It is also clear that in Θµ, the only gauge non-invariant contribution comes through Uµν0 δAν , and

rest are all gauge invariant.

With the form of Θµ given in eq.(6.22), our next job is to obtain the Noether charge, Qµν . 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. Uµν0 δAν), the other two terms on the RHS of eq.(6.22) result

in a Noether charge of the form 33

Qµν = Wµνρξρ − 2EµναβR D[αξβ] . (6.24)

These terms in Qµν , obtained in eq.(6.24), include contributions from both the metric and the

gauge field, and are also gauge invariant (i.e., only involves Fµν).

No contribution from Uµν0 δAν in eq.(6.22) to Evv at O(ε):

We have already taken care of the contributions from the gauge-invariant terms in Θµ in eq.(6.22)

to Qµν in eq.(6.24). The only gauge non-invariant contribution that we need to separately analyze

is Uµν0 δAν . One can rearrange it in the following way, using eq.(6.4),

Θµ ∼ Uµν0 δAν = Uµν0 (ξαDαAν +AαDνξα +DνΛ)

= Uµν0 ξαFαν −DνU
µν
0 (Aαξα + Λ) +Dν [Uµν0 (Aαξα + Λ)] ,

(6.25)

such that, the contribution of this term to Qµν is readily obtained as 34

Qµν ∼ Uµν0 (Aαξα + Λ) . (6.26)

Next we will evaluate both Θr and Qrν given in eq.(6.25) and eq.(6.26), on the horizon and in

our chosen metric gauge eq.(2.2) with ξ being the Killing generator for the boost transformation,

eq.(2.4). The final result for various components of these two objects (only considering the Uµν0 δAν
term in eq.(6.22)) are the following (see Appendix-D.2)

Θr|r=0 ∼ ∂v [Urv0 (vAv + Λ)] +O(ε2) ,

Qrv|r=0 ∼Urv0 (v Av + Λ) , and Qri|r=0 ∼ Uri0 (v Av + Λ) ∼ O(ε2) .
(6.27)

Using them one can easily check that

(−Θr +DµQ
rµ) |r=0 ∼ O(ε2) . (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 Θr and Qrν 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,

J v and J i. In the following, we will study Θr and Qrν individually, one at a time.

33We have used eq.(6.4) for ζµ = ξµ.
34Notice how the antisymmetry of Uµν0 mentioned in eq.(6.21) is consistent with the antisymmetry of Qµν .
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Contribution of the gauge field terms in Θr to the entropy current:

We have already seen that the only gauge non-invariant term present in Θµ, i.e., the Uµν0 δAν term

in eq.(6.22)), contribute at O(ε2) to eq.(6.14). Ignoring that term, the rest of the terms in eq.(6.22))

can be expressed as

Θµ = 2EµναβR Dβ (Lξgνα) +
∑
k

T µα1α2...αkLξSα1α2...αk +O(ε2) , (6.29)

where,

Sα1α2...αk :
{
gαβ , Rαβρσ, Dα1

Rαβρσ, · · ·D(α1
...Dαm)Rµναβ , · · · ,

Fµν , Dα1
Fµν , · · · , D(α1

...Dαn)Fµν , · · ·
}
.

(6.30)

It is important to note that, following our arguments given before, EµναβR and T µα1α2...αk will

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:

1”, which has been modified in eq.(6.17). We write down below the new contributions to the generic

structure of a tensor Tk+1 with boost weight k + 1 > 0,

Tk+1 ∼ ∂kv (FviD
i
(0)) + E(0) ∂

k
v (FviG

i
(0)) +O(ε2) . (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 Θr has the following structure

Θr = (1 + v ∂v)A(1) + v ∂2
vB(0) +O(ε2) , (6.32)

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

A(1) = ∂v

[
k−1∑
m=0

(−1)mX(−k+m) ∂
k−(m+1)
v (FviY

i
(0))

]
+ (−1)k(k + 1)X(0)FviY

i
(0) ,

B(0) =

k−1∑
m=0

(−1)m(k −m)X(−k+m) ∂
k−(m+1)
v (FviY

i
(0)) .

(6.33)

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 Qµν to the entropy current:

We will now consider the contributions from the gauge field terms in Qµν 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 35

Θµ ∼
l−2∑
i=0

Ũµα1...αiρσ
i δD(α1

. . . Dαi)Fρσ . (6.34)

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 Qµν . For that one needs to

rearrange it in the following way

Θµ ∼ Ũµα1...αiρσ
i LξD(α1

. . . Dαi)Fρσ

= Ũµα1...αiρσ
i ξβDβD(α1

. . . Dαi)Fρσ +Dα1

(
Ũµα1...αiρσ
i ξβD(β . . . Dαi)Fρσ

)
+Dα2

(
Ũµα1...αiρσ
i ξβD(α1

Dβ . . . Dαi)Fρσ

)
+ · · ·+Dαi

(
Ũµα1...αiρσ
i ξβD(α1

. . . Dβ)Fρσ

)
+Dρ

(
Ũµα1...αiρσ
i ξβD(α1

. . . Dαi)Fβσ

)
+Dσ

(
Ũµα1...αiρσ
i ξβD(α1

. . . Dαi)Fρβ

)
− . . .Terms from Integration by parts .

(6.35)

Thus, following the proposition 4.1 of [6]. it is clear that the contribution of this term to Qµν is of

the form given in eq.(6.24), such that

Wµνα = Ũµα1...ν...αiρσ
i D(α1

. . . Dα . . . Dαi)Fρσ , (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])

Qrµ = Q̃rµ + vW rµ
v , (6.37)

where both Q̃rµ and W rµ
v involve no explicit v-dependence. From eq.(6.36), we can see that it will

definitely contribute to W rµ
v , with µ = v, i.

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 Θr and Qrν 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 Θr and Qrν 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 Θr expressed in the form given

by eq.(6.32). This will define for us A(1) and B(0). Next, we should calculate the Qrµ in a form

given by eq.(6.37), which will define for us Q̃rµ and W rµ
v . From W ri

v = ∂vJ
i
(1), we can also obtain

J i(1). 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,

(Evv + T̃vv)|r=0 = ∂v

[
1√
h
∂v

(√
h (J v + J̃ v)

)
+∇i(J i + J̃ i)

]
+O(ε2) , (6.38)

with the following expressions for (J v + J̃ v) and (J i + J̃ i)

(J v + J̃ v) = −1

2

(
Q̃rv + B(0)

)
, and (J i + J̃ i) = −1

2

(
Q̃ri − J i(1)

)
. (6.39)

Here, all the ingredients B(0), Q̃
rv, Q̃ri, and J i are defined above. This completes the proof that

for gauge fields non-minimally coupled to gravity, the O(ε) contribution (T̃vv) does indeed have the

desired structure of an entropy current.

It is also important to highlight that the (J v + J̃ v) and (J i + J̃ i) 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 Θr and hence to Qrν , is of

O(ε2). Therefore, the quantities B(0), Q̃
rv, Q̃ri, and J i, appearing in eq.(6.39), will only involve

gauge invariant quantities, i.e., Fµν , for calculations up to O(ε) 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 v and J i 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

L(Aµgµν) = RµνρσF
µνF ρσ . (6.40)

The variation of L(Aµgµν) can be computed following standard procedure 36

δ(
√
−gL(Aµgµν)) =

√
−g

[
1

2
gαβRµνρσF

µνF ρσ − 6R(α
νρσF

β)νF ρσ + 2DνDρ(F
ανF ρβ)

]
δgαβ

− 4
√
−gDρ

(
Rρσ µνF

µν
)
δAσ

+
√
−g Dρ

[
2FµνF ρσDνδgσµ − 2Dν(FµρF νσ)δgσµ + 4Rρσ µνF

µνδAσ

]
.

(6.41)

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

T̃αβ =
1

2
gαβRµνρσF

µνF ρσ − 6R(α
νρσF

β)νF ρσ + 2DνDρ(F
ανF ρβ) ,

Gρ =− 4Dσ

(
Rρσ µνF

µν
)
.

(6.42)

Therefore, a brute force calculation in our chosen metric gauge eq.(2.2) would result in

T̃vv = ∂v

[
1√
h
∂v(
√
h 2F rvF rv) +∇i(4F rvF ri)

]
. (6.43)

such that we obtain

J̃ v = 2F rvF rv , and J̃ i = 4F rvF ri . (6.44)

On the other hand, from eq.(6.41) we also get the expression for Θρ as

Θρ = 2FµνF ρσDνδgσµ − 2Dν(FµρF νσ)δgσµ + 4Rρσ µνF
µνδAσ . (6.45)

Substituting from eq.(6.4), one can also obtain the Noether charge as the following

Qρν = 2F ρνFµσDσξµ + 2Dσ(F ρµFσν − F ρσFµν)ξµ . (6.46)

From which we obtain the following expressions,

B(0) = 0 , Q̃rv = 4F rvF rv , Q̃ri = 4F riF rv , J i(1) = −4F riF rv . (6.47)

With these we can check that

−Θr +DνQ
rν = −v∂v

[
1√
h
∂v

(√
h 4 FvrFvr

)
+∇i(8 FvrFvi)

]
. (6.48)

which confirms the expressions of J v, J i 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 J v 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 i 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 ∇iJ i term.

36The convention used for symmetrization of indices are as follows: A(αBβ) = (1/2)(AαBβ +AβBα).

– 26 –



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))

L(Aµgµν) = L(Aµgµν)(gαβ , Rαβρσ, Dα1
Rαβρσ, · · · , Fµν , Dα1

Fµν , D(α1
Dα2)Fµν , · · · ) , (7.1)

and focus on stationary, charged black hole solutions of the theory. We consider (gµν , Aµ) to be a

solution of the equations of motion Eµν = 0 and Gµ = 0, (see eq.(6.3) for the definitions of Eµν and

Gµ) and let (δgµν , δAµ) be a solution of linearized equations of motion with sources δTµν and δJµ

δEµν =
1

2
δTµν , δGµ = δJµ . (7.2)

We aim to establish the physical process version of the first law given by

κ

2π
δS = δM − ΩHδI − Φbhδq , (7.3)

where the first order variations in the mass δM , angular momentum δI and the charge δq are

generated by perturbations in the stress tensor δTµν and the source current density δJµ. Following

section II of [8], the formulae for the first order variation of mass M and angular momentum I can

be written as follows 37

δM =

∫
Σ

nµ ( δTµνtν + δJµ(Aνtν + Λ)) +

∫
∂Σ

(δQµν [t]− tµΘν)εµν ,

δI = −
∫

Σ

nµ ( δTµνϕν + δJµ(Aνϕν + Λ))−
∫
∂Σ

(δQµν [ϕ]− ϕµΘν)εµν ,

(7.4)

where, Σ is a hypersurface that extends from some “interior boundary” ∂Σ to asymptotic infinity,

nµ is the normal to the hypersurface Σ, εµν is the binormal of ∂Σ, ξµ = tµ is asymptotic time

translation and ξµ = ϕµ is asymptotic rotation. Note that Θµ and Qµν are those given in eq.(6.9).

In eq.(7.4) there is an additional term involving Λ 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, κ is the surface gravity of the

black hole, ΩH is the angular velocity of the horizon and Φbh (see eq.(7.8) for definition of Φbh) 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 δTµν (which contributes to δS,

δM , and δI) and δJµ (which contributes to δq). Since [8] considered a simple minimally coupled

Einstein-Maxwell theory, there was a clean separation between the sources which contributed to δS

and δq. 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 δS and δq apriori, and the analysis of this

section sheds some light on this subtlety.

Let ξµ = tµ + ΩHϕ
µ be the horizon generating Killing field. We consider a linearized pertur-

bation (δgµν , δA
µ) on some time slice Σ0

38 with sources δTµν , δJµ such that δTµν and δJµ vanish

37The determinant factor and the measure factor are included in the integral.
38Σ0 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 Σ0, i.e., the perturbation

vanishes on ∂Σ0. Thus from eq.(7.4), we have

δM − ΩHδI =

∫
Σ0

nµ ( δTµν ξν + δJµ(Aνξν + Λ)) . (7.5)

In terms of the conserved current αµ = 2 δEµν ξν + δGµ(Aνξν + Λ) after using the linearized EOM

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

δM − ΩHδI =

∫
Σ0

nµα
µ . (7.6)

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

conserved,

δM − ΩHδI =

∫
H
kµα

µ , (7.7)

where kµ is the affinely parameterized null generators of the horizon 39. Consider the following

integral ∫
H
kµ δJ

µ(Aν ξν + Λ) = −
∫
H

Φbh kµ δJ
µ = −Φbh

∫
H
kµ δJ

µ = Φbh δq . (7.8)

where Φbh = −(Aνξν + Λ)|H is the electrostatic potential of the horizon and δq 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 Φbh 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 Φbh 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 δJµ, and thus to δq

through the source current, but this will not affect the constancy of Φbh
40. Thus, using eq.(7.8) in

eq.(7.7), we have

δM − ΩHδI − Φbhδq =

∫
H
kµ δT

µν ξν . (7.9)

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.∫
H
kµ δT

µνξν = 2κ

∫ ∞
−∞

dv

∫
Hv

dd−2x
√
h v δEvv , (7.10)

where Hv 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 δTµν = 2 δEµν , along with kv = 1 and in general ξv|H = κ v.

Now, let us recollect the main result of this paper, given in eq.(2.18), which is to write Evv in

the following form 41

Evv|r=0 = ∂v

[
1√
h
∂v

(√
h (J v + J̃ v)

)
+∇i(J i + J̃ i)

]
+O(ε2) . (7.11)

39In our setup, kµ = (∂v)µ.
40For instance, the constancy of Φbh will not depend on whether we consider the non-minimal terms to be on the

RHS or the LHS of eq.(7.2).
41Note that in eq.(2.18) we had an explicit contribution in the form of Tvv . While writing the RHS of eq.(7.11) we

have absorbed that within the O(ε2) pieces. This is justified since Tvv , by construction, signifies contribution from

matter couplings that satisfies the NEC, and hence Tvv ∼ O(ε2).
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This result makes the contribution of the non-minimal terms explicit via J̃ v 42. Then, exactly

following section 5 of [14], we can write eq.(7.10) as∫
H
kµ δT

µνξν = 2κ

∫ ∞
−∞

dv

∫
Hv

dd−2x
[
∂v

(√
h (J v + J̃ v)

)
+∇i

(√
h (J i + J̃ i)

)]
= 2κ

∫ ∞
−∞

dv

∫
Hv

dd−2x
[
∂v

(√
h (J v + J̃ v)

)]
.

(7.12)

The second term in the above integral, being a total derivative, vanishes for compact horizons.

Now, using the following expression of entropy 43

S = 4π

∫
Hv

dd−2x
√
h
(
J v + J̃ v

)
, (7.13)

in eq.(7.12), we get ∫
H
kµ δT

µνξν =
κ

2π
δS . (7.14)

Finally, comparing eq.(7.9) and eq.(7.14), we get the physical process version of the first law

κ

2π
δS = δM − ΩHδI − Φbhδq . (7.15)

In eq.(7.13), J̃ v 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 δq.

One should note that κ being a constant for stationary black hole solutions of such theories was

recently addressed in [16], and Φbh 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 ε) 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 (Tvv ∼ O(ε2)). 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,

42At 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(ε) piece of Evv . On the contrary, in

eq.(7.2), we have explicitly denoted the linearized piece as δEµν (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(ε)) 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(ε) 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(ε2) contributions, denoted by Tvv, satisfies the

NEC (similar to what was assumed in [14]) and hence do not participate in our analysis, valid till

linear order in ε-expansion. This splitting of energy-momentum tensor for matter fields coupling

to gravity is seemingly getting decided based on whether they contribute to O(ε) or O(ε2) 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(ε) con-

tributions to the EOM as shown in eq.(2.20). This means that these O(ε) 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(ε) 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(ε) contributions from the non-minimally coupled gauge fields to the components of

entropy current, denoted by J̃ v and J̃ i (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 (Evv) by organizing and distributing exactly two ∂vs 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 J̃ v and J̃ i will only involve Fµν and no explicit factors of Aµ. 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(ε) 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 Aµ
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 (Tvv ≥ 0) in [14], which immediately implies that Tvv is of the order

O(ε2). We have, however, seen in this paper that there exist terms that are O(ε), 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(ε) contributions in Tvv.
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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

ds2 = 2 dv dr − r2X(r, v, xi) dv2 + 2 r ωi(r, v, x
i) dv dxi + hij(r, v, x

i)dxidxj . (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 → ṽ = f1(xi) v + f2(xi), with an appropriate re-definition of r , (A.2)

xi → x̃i = gi(xj) . (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 hij . This freedom can be implemented

by lifting the partial derivatives ∂i to covariant derivatives ∇i compatible with hij . 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 → r̃ = λ r, v → ṽ =
v

λ
. (A.4)

This will be called the boost transformation 45. The infinitesimal version of this transformation is

generated by the vector field

ξ = ξµ∂µ = v∂v − r∂r . (A.5)

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

given by

ds2 = 2 dv dr − r2X(rv, xi) dv2 + 2 r ωi(rv, x
i) dv dxi + hij(rv, x

i) dxi dxj . (A.6)

The vector field ξµ 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 gµν given in eq.(A.1) as follows 46

gµν = geqµν + ε δgµν , (A.7)

where geqµν is the equilibrium metric given by eq.(A.6). Notice that here the metric components

arising in geqµν namely, X,ωi, hij have a specific functional dependence on the coordinates (i.e)

X(rv, xi), ωi(rv, x
i), hij(rv, x

i). The components in δgµν have arbitrary dependence. This is sum-

marized below:

X = X(rv, xi) + ε δX(r, v, xi) ,

ωi = ωi(rv, x
i) + ε δωi(r, v, x

i) ,

hij = hij(rv, x
i) + ε δhij(r, v, x

i) .

(A.8)

Such a Background plus fluctuation split enforces structures on covariant tensors. Suppose one

considers a generic covariant tensor of the form

C ∼ (∂r)
qr (∂v)

qvD , (A.9)

constructed out of the metric components, where D 47 doesn’t have explicit ∂v and ∂r derivatives,

and evaluate it on the full metric eq.(A.7), D will have the following structure

D = D(rv, xi) + εD(r, v, xi) . (A.10)

Thus, we can use the following criterion to distinguish between equilibrium configuration and non-

equilibrium configuration

Equilibrium configuration→ (∂r)
qr (∂v)

qvD(rv, x)|r=0 = 0 (for qv > qr) ,

Non-equilibrium configuration→ (∂r)
qr (∂v)

qvD(r, v, x)|r=0 6= 0 (for qv > qr) .
(A.11)

45The nomenclature follows that of [14, 26, 31].
46Here ε is very small.
47D is typically constructed out of the metric components X,ωi, hij and ∇i.
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The non-equilibrium configuration essentially evaluates to O(ε). Thus, whenever extra ∂v 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(ε2). 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 λ to which a covariant tensor transforms

under the boost transformation eq.(A.4):

A → Ã = λwA , under {r → r̃ = λ r, v → ṽ = λ−1v} ⇒ boost weight of A is w . (A.12)

Now under this transformation, the operators ∂v and ∂r transform non-trivially as follows:

∂r → ∂r̃ = λ−1 ∂r , ∂v → ∂ṽ = λ∂v . (A.13)

Thus, if a covariant tensor has positive boost weight, the structure has more number of ∂v derivatives

than ∂r 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(ε). This helps in characterizing whether terms are O(1)

(equilibrium) or O(ε) (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,

LξAeqµ +DµΛ = ξαDαA
eq
µ +Aeqα Dµξ

α +DµΛ

= ξαF eqαµ +Dµ(Aeqα ξ
α + Λ) .

(B.1)

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

get

ξµDµ(Aeqα ξ
α + Λ) = 0 , (B.2)

such that one can solve it using ξ from eq.(2.4) and obtain

Aeqα ξ
α + Λ = f(rv, xi) . (B.3)

We now assume that the gauge potential is smooth at r = 0. Thus,

f(rv, xi)|r=0 = f (0)(xi) , (B.4)

and f (0)(xi) is non-singular 48. Now, we use the xi component of the stationarity condition given

by eq.(3.7) to set this to a constant as follows

LξAeqi +DiΛ
eq =ξαF eqαi +Di(A

eq
α ξ

α + Λ) = 0 =⇒ Di(A
eq
α ξ

α + Λ)|r=0 = 0 ,

=⇒ f (0)(xi) = c .
(B.5)

In the second step, we have evaluated the expression of the RHS on r = 0: ξαF eqαi |r=0 = vF eqvi |r=0 =

0. This follows because Fvi is a component of a covariant tensor that has positive boost weight.

48An 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 Λ. Putting the results in eq.(B.3) and eq.(B.5) together

with setting c to zero,

(Aeqα ξ
α + Λ)|r=0 = 0 . (B.6)

This is a simplified version of the argument presented in Proposition 3.1 of [41]. This is also

explained in section III 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 Av, Ar, Ai.

In the scalar case, the explicit v dependence of Evv was through boost invariant quantities like the

metric functions (X,ωi, hij) and the scalar field φ. The structure of Evv was constrained by how ∂v
and ∂r derivatives act on them. Without the gauge fields in [14] and in the scalar case of §5.2, ∂v
and ∂r 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

ξµ can always be re-expressed as follows

t
(k)
(a+1)|r=0 = T̃(−k)∂

(k+a+1)
v T(0)|r=0 +O(ε2)

= ∂a+1
v

[
k−1∑
m=0

(−1)m (m+aCm) T̃(−k+m)∂
k−m
v T(0)

]
+ (−1)k k+aCa T̃(0)∂

a+1
v T(0) +O(ε2) ,

(C.1)

where T̃(−k+m) = ∂mv T̃(−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 Aµ, we

have Av and Ar as additional components that transform non-trivially under boost transformation.

Thus, Result:1 must be modified by accounting for these extra fields. However, Av and Ar 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 Aµ explicitly appears is in the term Urµ0 δAµ of Θr

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 Θµ and Qµν , Av and Ar always arise in the form of Fvr, Fvi, Fri (where Fµν is

the field strength tensor). Of these Fvr is boost invariant but Fvi and Fri have non-trivial boost

weights.

From the details of appendix-A, we know that Fvi|r=0 ∼ O(ε) as it is a covariant tensor of

boost weight +1. From the structure of Θµ and Qµν 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 Fvi
and Fri as 49

t
(k)
(a+1)|r=0 =T̃(−k) ∂

k+a+1
v T(0)|r=0 + T̃1(−k) (Fvi)

m1∂k−m1+a+1
v T i1(0)|r=0

+ T̃2(−k) ∂
k−m2+a+1
v ((Fvi)

m2 T i2(0))|r=0

+ T̃3(−k) (Fri)
m3 ∂k+m3+a+1

v T i3(0)|r=0

+ T̃4(−k) ∂
k+m4+a+1
v ((Fri)

m4 T i4(0))|r=0 +O(ε2) ,

(C.2)

49The ’i’ index can appear in T̃(−k) as well but we consider this form without loss of generality. Also, we are not

taking into account the Uµν0 δAν term.
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where 50 we assume k + a+ 1 > m1,m2. Now, since Fvi|r=0 ∼ O(ε),

T̃1(−k) (Fvi)
m1 ∂k−m1+a+1

v T i1(0)|r=0 ∼ O(ε2) , (C.3)

and 51

T̃2(−k) ∂
k−m2+a+1
v ((Fvi)

m2 T i2(0))|r=0 = T̃2(−k) ∂
k−1+a+1
v (Fvi T

i
2(0))|r=0 +O(ε2)

= T̃2(−k) ∂
k+a
v (Fvi T

i
2(0))|r=0 .

(C.4)

Now, T̃3(−k) (Fri)
m3 ∂k+m3+a+1

v T i3(0)|r=0 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 m4 ∂v derivatives, we can

easily see that

T̃4(−k) ∂
k+m4+a+1
v ((Fri)

m4 T i4(0))|r=0 = T̃4(−k) ∂
k+a+1
v (C(0)) +O(ε2) . (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

t
(k)
(a+1)|r=0 = T̃5(−k) ∂

k+a+1
v T5(0)|r=0 + T̃2(−k) ∂

k+a
v (Fvi T

i
2(0)) +O(ε2) . (C.6)

Now, the term with Fvi can be re-organized in the following manner (if a > 0) using eq.(C.1) where

we substitute a− 1 for a and FviT
i
2(0) for T(0):

T̃2(−k) ∂
k+a
v (Fvi T

i
2(0))|r=0 =∂av

[
k−1∑
m=0

(−1)m m+a−1Cm T̃2(−k+m)∂
k−m
v (Fvi T

i
2(0))

]
+ (−1)k k+a−1Ca−1 T̃2(0) ∂

a
v (Fvi T

i
2(0)) +O(ε2) .

(C.7)

Thus, Result:1 is modified as

t
(k)
(a+1) = ∂a+1

v

[
k−1∑
m=0

(−1)m (m+aCm) T̃5(−k+m)∂
k−m
v T5(0)

]
+ (−1)k k+aCa T̃5(0)∂

a+1
v T5(0)

+ ∂av

[
k−1∑
m=0

(−1)m m+a−1Cm T̃2(−k+m)∂
k−m
v (Fvi T

i
2(0))

]
+ (−1)k k+a−1Ca−1 T̃2(0) ∂

a
v (Fvi T

i
2(0)) +O(ε2) .

(C.8)

What it essentially states is that, ignoring the co-efficients, we have

T(k+1) = ∂k+1
v C(0) +A(0) ∂

(k+1)
v B(0) + ∂kv (FviD

i
(0)) + E(0) ∂

k
v (FviG

i
(0)) +O(ε2) . (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 Θr for gauge theories

D.1 Gauge invariant terms in Θr

In this appendix, we show that Θµ 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 Fvi and Fri, i.e., T̃n(−k) and Tn(0) can only contain gauge field

terms in the form Fvr and Fij .
51The only term of type T2 that survives is m2 = 1.

– 35 –



argued for by working out Θµ for the Lagrangian given by eq.(6.2). For example, if the Lagrangian

is of the form

L = L(Fµν , Dα1Fµν , D(α1
Dα2)Fµν , ...) , (D.1)

then we consider the following term in the standard variation,

∂L

∂(Dα1
Fµν)

δDα1
Fµν =

∂L

∂(Dα1
Fµν)

[
Dα1

δFµν − δΓβα1µFβν − δΓ
β
α1νFµβ

]
=

∂L

∂(Dα1Fµν)
[Dα1

δFµν + Terms proportional to Dα1
δgµγ ] .

(D.2)

The Terms proportional to Dα1δgµγ clearly contribute to Terms proportional to δgµγ in Θρ. 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):

− ∂L

∂(Dα1
Fµν)

δΓβα1µFβν = − ∂L

∂(Dα1
Fµν)

Fβν

[
1

2
gβγDα1δgµγ + . . .

]
= −Dα1

[
1

2

∂L

∂(Dα1Fµν)
F γνδgµγ

]
+

1

2
Dα1

[
∂L

∂(Dα1Fµν)
F γν

]
δgµγ + . . . .

(D.3)

(i.e.) such terms contribute a term of the form Sναβδgαβ in Θν where Sναβ is gauge invariant.

Thus, we only need to analyze

∂L

∂(Dα1
Fµν)

Dα1
δFµν = 2

∂ L

∂(Dα1
Fµν)

Dα1
δDµAν

= 2Dα1

[
∂ L

∂(Dα1Fµν)
δDµAν

]
− 2Dα1

[
∂ L

∂(Dα1Fµν)

]
δD[µAν]

= 2Dα1

[
∂ L

∂(Dα1
Fµν)

δDµAν

]
− 2Dα1

[
∂ L

∂(Dα1
Fµν)

]
D[µδAν]

= 2Dα1

[
∂ L

∂(Dα1
Fµν)

δDµAν

]
− 2Dµ

[
Dα1

[
∂ L

∂(Dα1
Fµν)

]
δAν

]
+ 2DµDα1

[
∂ L

∂(Dα1
Fµν)

]
δAν .

(D.4)

In the third step, we have crucially used the fact that the indices µ and ν are antisymmetric to

interchange δ and Dµ. We can do this because

δDµAν = DµδAν − δΓρµνδAρ
=⇒ δD[µAν] = D[µδAν] .

(D.5)

Thus, the contribution of the first term in eq.(D.2) to Θρ is

Θρ = 2
∂ L

∂(DρFµν)
δDµAν −Dα1

[
∂ L

∂(Dα1Fρν)

]
δAν + Sραβ1 δgαβ

=
∂ L

∂(DρFµν)
δFµν −Dα1

[
∂ L

∂(Dα1
Fρν)

]
δAν + Sραβ1 δgαβ .

(D.6)

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 Sναβδgαβ in Θν . We will indicate those terms which
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will eventually contribute to Sµαβ by “. . . ”. For example, another possible term in the standard

variation gives

∂ L

∂(D(α1
Dα2)Fµν)

δD(α1
Dα2)Fµν = 2

∂ L

∂(D(α1
Dα2)Fµν)

D(α1
δDα2)DµAν + . . .

= 2Dα1

[
∂ L

∂(D(α1
Dα2)Fµν)

δDα2
DµAν

]
− 2Dα1

[
∂ L

∂(D(α1
Dα2)Fµν)

]
δDα2

DµAν

= 2Dα1

[
∂ L

∂(D(α1
Dα2)Fµν)

δDα2
DµAν

]
− 2Dα2

[
Dα1

[
∂ L

∂(D(α1
Dα2)Fµν)

]
δDµAν

]
+ 2Dα2

Dα1

[
∂ L

∂(D(α1
Dα2)Fµν)

]
δDµAν + . . . .

(D.7)

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

worked out to be

Θρ = 2
∂ L

∂(D(ρDα2)Fµν)
δDα2

DµAν − 2Dα1

[
∂ L

∂(D(α1
Dρ)Fµν)

]
δDµAν

+ 2Dα2
Dα1

[
∂ L

∂(D(α1
Dα2)Fρν)

]
δAν + Sραβ2 δgαβ

=
∂ L

∂(D(ρDα2)Fµν)
δDα2

Fµν −Dα1

[
∂ L

∂(D(α1
Dρ)Fµν)

]
δFµν

+ 2Dα2
Dα1

[
∂ L

∂(D(α1
Dα2)Fρν)

]
δAν + Sραβ2 δgαβ .

(D.8)

Here Sραβ2 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

∂ L

∂(D(α1
Dα2

. . . Dαn)Fµν)
δD(α1

Dα2
. . . Dαn)Fµν . (D.9)

As we repeatedly interchange δ and Dαi to extract Θµ, not only do we get terms of the form

Sµαβδgαβ in Θµ, 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 δDµAν . But since we vary the

Lagrangian with respect to gauge invariant quantities like D(α1
. . . Dαi)Fµν , 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 Θr

In this appendix, we will detail the structure of non gauge invariant terms in Θr. First we will prove

eq.(6.21). From the arguments of appendix D.1, we note an additional structure in the Uµν0 δAν
term of Θµ. From eq.(D.6) and eq.(D.8), we see that

Uµν0 = −Uνµ0 . (D.10)

This is because the term with δAν is contracted with a term which contains Fρν . Thus, the

only non-gauge invariant term in Θµ 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 Θr(δξAµ)|r=0 (here δξAµ is given by eq.(6.4), i.e., δξAµ =

LξAµ +DµΛ), we have

Urµ0 δξAµ|r=0 = Urv0 δξAv|r=0 + Uri0 δξAi|r=0 . (D.11)
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The RHS can be straightforwardly evaluated using eq.(2.20) of [14] with the additional gauge

transformation contribution DµΛ given according to eq.(6.4). As a result, we have the following

Urv0 δξAv|r=0 = Urv0 (1 + v∂v)Av + Urv0 ∂vΛ = Urv0 ∂v(vAv + Λ)

= ∂v [Urv0 (vAv + Λ)] +O(ε2) ,
(D.12)

where we have used the eq.(3.11), i.e., (vAv + Λ)|r=0 ∼ O(ε). Similarly, for the other component

we have,

Uri0 δξAi|r=0 = Uri0 (vFvi + ∂i[vAv + Λ]) = O(ε2) , (D.13)

where in the first step, we have used eq.(6.4) and in the second step, we have used Fvi|r=0 ∼ O(ε)

and (vAv + Λ)|r=0 ∼ O(ε). Thus, the Θr contribution of Urν0 δAν is

∂v [Urv0 (vAv + Λ)] +O(ε2) . (D.14)

In Qµν analogously, we only need to consider Qµν = Uµν0 (Aαξα + Λ),

Qrv|r=0 = Urv0 (v Av + Λ) , Qri|r=0 = Uri0 (v Av + Λ) ∼ O(ε2) . (D.15)

DµQ
rµ|r=0 =

1√
h
∂v(
√
hQrv) +∇iQri =

1√
h
∂v

[√
h (Urv0 [v Av + Λ])

]
= ∂v(U

rv
0 [v Av + Λ]) +O(ε2) .

(D.16)

From eq.(D.14), we know that the Θr contribution of Urν0 δAν is

∂v [Urv0 (vAv + Λ)] +O(ε2) . (D.17)

Thus,

−Θr +DµQ
rµ = O(ε2) , (D.18)

for Uµν0 δAν . The only non-gauge invariant term drops out within our approximation from eq.(6.14).

D.3 Final form of Θr

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∑
k

T̃(−k)(k + 1 + v∂v)T(k+1) = (1 + v∂v)M(1) + v∂2
vN(0) +O(ε2) , (D.19)

where T(k+1) is given by the extra terms present in eq.(6.17):

Tk+1 = ∂kv (FviD
i
(0)) + E(0) ∂

k
v (FviG

i
(0)) +O(ε2) . (D.20)

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

T̃(−n)∂
n
v (FviT

i
(0)) = ∂v

[
n−1∑
m=0

(−1)mT̃(−n+m)∂
n−(m+1)
v (FviT

i
(0))

]
+ (−1)nT̃(0)FviT

i
(0) +O(ε2) ,

(D.21)

52Note that these results are not contradicting eq.(C.1) since here we are pulling out an extra ∂v derivative when

compared to eq.(C.1).
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T̃(−n)∂
n+1
v (FviT

i
(0)) = ∂2

v

[
n−1∑
m=0

(−1)m(m+ 1)T̃(−n+m)∂
n−(m+1)
v (FviT

i
(0))

]
+ (−1)n(n+ 1)∂v(T̃(0)FviT

i
(0)) +O(ε2) .

(D.22)

(where T̃(−n+m) = ∂mv T̃(−n)) 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,

T̃(−k)(k + 1 + v∂v)T(k+1) = T̃(−k)(k + 1 + v∂v)
[
∂kv (FviD

i
(0)) + E(0) ∂

k
v (FviG

i
(0))
]

= (k + 1)T̃(−k)∂
k
v (FviD

i
(0)) + vT̃(−k)∂

k+1
v (FviD

i
(0))

+ (k + 1)T̃(−k)E(0)∂
k
v (FviG

i
(0)) + vT̃(−k)E(0)∂

k+1
v (FviG

i
(0)) +O(ε2)

∼ (k + 1)X(−k)∂
k
v (Fvi Y

i
(0)) + vX(−k)∂

k+1
v (Fvi Y

i
(0)) .

(D.23)

Using the results, eq.(D.21) and eq.(D.22),

X(−k)∂
k
v (FviY

i
(0)) = ∂v

[
k−1∑
m=0

(−1)mX(−k+m)∂
k−(m+1)
v (Fvi Y

i
(0))

]
+ (−1)kX(0)FviY

i
(0) +O(ε2) ,

(D.24)

X(−k)∂
k+1
v (FviY

i
(0)) = ∂2

v

[
k−1∑
m=0

(−1)m(m+ 1)X(−k+m)∂
k−(m+1)
v (Fvi Y

i
(0))

]
+ (−1)k(k + 1) ∂v(X(0)FviY

i
(0)) +O(ε2) ,

(D.25)

Using these, one can straightforwardly show that the terms in Θr are of the desired form:

(k + 1)X(−k)∂
k
v (FviY

i
(0)) + vX(−k)∂

k+1
v (FviY

i
(0))

= (k + 1)∂v

[
k−1∑
m=0

(−1)mX(−k+m)∂
k−(m+1)
v (FviY

i
(0))

]
+ (−1)k(k + 1)X(0)FviY

i
(0)

+ v∂2
v

[
k−1∑
m=0

(−1)m(m+ 1)X(−k+m)∂
k−(m+1)
v (FviY

i
(0))

]
+ (−1)k(k + 1)∂v

[
X(0)FviY

i
(0)

]
,

= (1 + v∂v)
[
(−1)k(k + 1)X(0)FviY

i
(0)

]
+ (k + 1)∂v

[
k−1∑
m=0

(−1)mX(−k+m)∂
k−(m+1)
v (FviY

i
(0))

]

+ v∂2
v

[
k−1∑
m=0

(−1)m(k + 1 +m− k)X(−k+m)∂
k−(m+1)
v (FviY

i
(0))

]
,

= (1 + v∂v)

[
∂v

[
k−1∑
m=0

(−1)mX(−k+m)∂
k−(m+1)
v (FviY

i
(0))

]
+(−1)k(k + 1)X(0)FviY

i
(0)

]
− v∂2

v

[
k−1∑
m=0

(−1)m(k −m)X(−k+m)∂
k−(m+1)
v (FviY

i
(0))

]
,

∼ (1 + v∂v)M(1) + v∂2
vN(0) .

(D.26)
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where

M(1) = ∂v

[
k−1∑
m=0

(−1)mX(−k+m)∂
k−(m+1)
v (FviY

i
(0))

]
+ (−1)k(k + 1)X(0)FviY

i
(0) ,

N(0) =

k−1∑
m=0

(−1)m(k −m)X(−k+m)∂
k−(m+1)
v (FviY

i
(0)) .

(D.27)

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

We have already seen how UrνδAν term drops out from the eq.(6.14) in §6.3. Hence, even if

we have non-zero Av and Ar, Θr given by eq.(6.22) takes the required form needed for our proof,

i.e., Θr takes the form

Θr = (1 + v∂v)A(1) + v∂2
vB(0) +O(ε2) . (D.28)

Most importantly note that N(0) given by eq.(6.33), which contributes J v (according to eq.(6.39))

is gauge-invariant.

It is interesting to note that the anti-symmetry in Uµν0 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 Urr0 . Then, we have

Urr0 LξAr = Urr0 (−1 + v∂v)Ar

= (1 + v∂v)C(1) + v∂2
vD(0) +O(ε2) ,

(D.29)

where we used eqn(3.51) of [14] in the second step. Note that D(0) will explicitly contain Ar type

terms and it will contribute to J v. This will spoil the gauge invariance of J v.

Proof of intermediary result eq.(D.21)

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

T̃(−1)∂v(FviT
i
(0)) = ∂v

[
T̃(−1)FviT

i
(0)

]
− T̃(0)FviT

i
(0) . (D.30)

This is trivially of the form predicted in eq.(D.21). Now we assume that the result is valid for n:

T̃(−n)∂
n
v

[
FviT

i
(0)

]
= ∂v

[
T̃(−n)∂

n−1
v (FviT

i
(0))− (∂vT̃(−n))∂

n−2
v (FviT

i
(0))

+ (∂2
v T̃(−n))∂

n−3
v (FviT

i
(0))− . . .

]
+ (−1)nT̃(0)FviT

i
(0) +O(ε2) .

(D.31)

Consider the expression for n+ 1:

T̃(−n−1)∂
n+1
v (FviT

i
(0)) = ∂v

[
T̃(−n−1)∂

n
v (FviT

i
0)
]
− T̃(−n)∂

n
v (FviT

i
(0)) ,

= ∂v

[
T̃(−n−1)∂

n
v (FviT

i
0)
]
− ∂v

[
T̃(−n)∂

n−1
v (FviT

i
(0))

−T̃(−n+1)∂
n−2
v (FviT

i
(0)) + T̃(−n+2)∂

n−3
v (FviT

i
(0))− . . .

]
− (−1)nT̃(0)FviT

i
(0) +O(ε2) ,

= ∂v

[
T̃(−n−1)∂

n
v (FviT

i
(0))− T̃(−n)∂

n−1
v (FviT

i
(0))

+ T̃(−n+1)∂
n−2
v (FviT

i
(0))− T̃(−n+2)∂

n−3
v (FviT

i
(0)) + . . .

]
+ (−1)n+1T̃(0)FviT

i
(0) +O(ε2) ,

(D.32)

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

T̃(−1)∂
2
v(FviT

i
(0)) = ∂v

[
T̃(−1)∂v(FviT

i
(0))
]
− ∂vT̃(−1)∂v(FviT

i
(0))

= ∂2
v(T̃(−1)FviT

i
(0))− 2∂v(T̃(0)FviT

i
(0)) +O(ε2) .

(D.33)

This is trivially of the form given by eq.(D.22). Now we assume that the result is valid for n:

T̃(−n)∂
n+1
v (FviT

i
(0)) = ∂2

v

[
T̃(−n)∂

n−1
v (FviT

i
(0))− 2 T̃(−n+1)∂

n−2
v (FviT

i
(0))

+ 3 T̃(−n+2)∂
n−3
v (FviT

i
(0)) + . . .

]
+ (−1)n(n+ 1)∂v(T̃(0)FviT

i
(0)) +O(ε2) .

(D.34)

For n+ 1, we have

T̃(−n−1)∂
n+2
v (FviT

i
(0)) = ∂v

[
T̃(−n−1)∂

n+1
v (FviT

i
(0))
]
− T̃(−n)∂

n+1
v (FviT(0)) ,

= ∂v

[
T̃(−n−1)∂

n+1
v (FviT

i
(0))
]
− ∂2

v

[
T̃(−n)∂v(FviT

i
(0))

−2 T̃(−n+1)∂
n−2
v (FviT

i
(0)) + 3 T̃(−n+2)∂

n−3
v (FviT

i
(0))− . . .

]
− (−1)n(n+ 1)∂v

[
T̃(0)FviT

i
(0)

]
+O(ε2) ,

(D.35)

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

= ∂2
v

[
T̃(−n−1)∂

n−1
v (FviT

i
(0))− T̃(−n)∂

n−1
v (FviT

i
(0)) + T̃(−n+1)∂

n−2
v (FviT

i
(0))− . . .

]
+ (−1)n+1∂v

[
T̃(0)FviT

i
(0)

]
+ ∂2

v

[
−T̃(−n)∂

n−1
v (FviT

i
(0)) + 2T̃(−n+1)∂

n−2
v (FviT

i
(0))− 3T̃(−n+2)∂

n−3
v (FviT

i
(0))− . . .

]
− (−1)n(n+ 1)∂v

[
T̃(0)FviT

i
(0)

]
+O(ε2) ,

= ∂2
v

[
T̃(−n−1)∂

n
v (FviT

i
(0))− 2T̃(−n)∂

n−1
v (FviT

i
(0)) + 3T̃(−n+1)∂

n−2
v (FviT

i
(0))

−4T̃(−n+2)∂
n−3
v (FviT

i
(0)) + . . .

]
+ (−1)n+1(n+ 2)∂v

[
T̃(0)FviT

i
(0)

]
+O(ε2) ,

= ∂2
v

[
n∑

m=0

(−1)m(m+ 1)T̃(−n−1+m)∂
n+1−(m+1)
v (FviT

i
(0))

]
+ (−1)n+1(n+ 2) ∂v

[
T̃(0)FviT

i
(0)

]
+O(ε2) ,

(D.36)

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

E Details of the proof of the physical process first law

Conservation of αµ:

Here, we will quickly show why αµ given in eq.(7.6) is conserved. For this, we will need the following

expression derived in eq.(6.9):

Θµ − ζµL(Aµgµν) = −2Eµνζν − Gµ(Aνζν + Λ) +DνQ
µν . (E.1)
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The LHS is the usual Noether current Nµ = Θµ− ζµL(Aµgµν) in the language of [45]. The variation

of the LHS of eq.(E.1) results in the following identity derived in [6]:

δNµ = ωµ(ψ, δψ,Lζψ) +
1

2
Dν(ζµΘν − ζνΘµ) . (E.2)

Here ψ collectively denotes the fields Aµ and gµν . ωµ is defined by the anti-symmetrized variation

of Θµ [45] 53:

ωµ(ψ, δ1ψ, δ2ψ) = δ1Θµ(ψ, δ2ψ)− δ2Θµ(ψ, δ1ψ) . (E.3)

If we now restrict to the case ζµ = ξµ of eq.(2.4), which is a Killing symmetry of the background

spacetime and the fields ψ, then we have Lξψ = 0, and this implies

ωµ(ψ, δψ,Lξψ) = 0 . (E.4)

Substituting eq.(E.4) in eq.(E.2), we have

δNµ =
1

2
Dν(ξµΘν − ξνΘµ) =⇒ DµδN

µ = 0 . (E.5)

The variation of the RHS of eq.(E.2) results in

δNµ = −αµ +DνδQ
µν , (E.6)

where αµ = 2 δEµνζν + δGµ(Aνζν + Λ). Using eq.(E.5) in eq.(E.6), we straightforwardly have

Dµα
µ = 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 = 4π

∫
H
dd−2x

√
h (1 + sw) , (E.8)

where sw = sHD
w +scor. s

HD
w denotes the Wald entropy contribution from the higher derivative terms

and scor denotes the out-of-equilibrium extension of the entropy in dynamical situations [14, 26, 31].

For concreteness, we consider a theory of the form

L(Aµgµν) =
√
−g
(
R− 1

4
FµνF

µν + Lnon-min

)
. (E.9)

Thus, it is clear why we chose to explicitly mention the area term (contributed by the Einstein-

Maxwell term) in eq.(E.8); the Lnon-min is of the form given in eq.(7.1) and it will contribute to sw.

The equations of motion are thus

Eµν = −Rµν +
1

2
gµνR+ TEM

µν + T̃µν = 0 , (E.10)

where TEM
µν denotes the contribution from the Maxwell Lagrangian and T̃µν 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 54

δS = 4π

∫
H
dd−2x

d

dv
[
√
h (1 + sw)] dv = 4π

∫
H

√
h dd−2x

∫
dv ϑk , (E.11)

53Here we substitute δ2 = Lξ to obtain eq.(E.2).
54Here we are using our setup described in the gauge eq.(2.2).
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where ϑk is the generalized expansion given by

ϑk = θk + sw θk +
d sw
dv

. (E.12)

Here θk =
1√
h
∂v
√
h is the expansion of null generators kµ = (∂v)

µ of the horizon within General

Relativity. The generalized expansion ϑk reduces to θk when sw = 0 as for GR. Using integration

by parts in eq.(E.11) to find the change in entropy between two different stationary slices v = v1

and v = v2 of the horizon, we have

δS = 4π

(∫
H

√
h dd−2x v ϑk

)v2
v1

− 4π

∫
H
dAdv v

d ϑk
dv

. (E.13)

Now,

d ϑk
dv
|H = (1 + sw)

d θk
dv

+ θk
d sw
dv

+
d2 sw
dv2

= (1 + sw)

(
− (d− 3)

d− 2
θ2
k − σ2

k −Rµνkµkν
)

+ θk
d sw
dv

+
d2 sw
dv2

≈ −Rµνkµkν +
d2 sw
dv2

− sw Rµνkµkν +O(ε2)

=
d2 sw
dv2

− sw Rµνkµkν − T̃µνkµkν − TEM
µν kµkν − 1

2
δTµνk

µkν

≈ d2 sw
dv2

− sw Rµνkµkν − T̃µνkµkν −
1

2
δTµνk

µkν +O(ε2) .

(E.14)

Here, in the second step we have used the d dimensional Raychaudhuri equation for the congruence

of null generators kµ. 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

have basically used the EOM eq.(E.10) with a source term
1

2
δTµν . In the last step, we have used

the fact that TEM
µν kµkν ≈ O(ε2) in our gauge 55.

Thus, using the final result of eq.(E.14) in eq.(E.13),

δS = 4π

(∫
H

√
h dd−2x v ϑk

)v2
v1

+ 2π

∫
H
dAdv v δTµνk

µkν

− 4π

∫
H
dAdv v

(
d2 sw
dv2

− sw Rµνkµkν − T̃µνkµkν
)
.

(E.15)

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, T̃vv still has the entropy

current structure of the following form when evaluated on the horizon:

T̃µνk
µkν |H = T̃vv|r=0 = ∂v

[
1√
h
∂v

(√
h J̃ v

)
+∇iJ̃ i

]
+O(ε2) . (E.16)

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

(
d2 sw
dv2

− sw Rµνkµkν − T̃µνkµkν
)

= O(ε2) . (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

T̃vv had the entropy current structure given by eq.(E.16). Finally, eq.(E.15) becomes

δS = 2π

∫
H
dAdv v δTµνk

µkν +O(ε2) . (E.18)

The Killing field ξµ and the null generators of the horizon kµ are related as ξµ = κ v kµ, where κ is

the surface gravity. Thus, finally we get

δS =
2π

κ

∫
H
δTµνk

µξν . (E.19)

Combining eq.(7.9) and eq.(E.19), we get the desired first law relation that we originally set out to

prove

δM − ΩHδI − Φbhδq =
κ

2π
δS . (E.20)

The changes in the mass M , angular momentum I, charge q 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)

L =
√
−g
(
R− 1

4
FµνF

µν + αRµνρσF
µνF ρσ

)
. (E.21)

The standard variation gives 56

δL =
√
−g
[
−Rαβ +

1

2
gαβR+

1

2

(
FανF βν −

1

4
gαβFµνF

µν

)]
δgαβ

+ α
√
−g

[
1

2
gαβRµνρσF

µνF ρσ − 3R(α
νρσF

β)νF ρσ + 2DνDρ(F
ανF ρβ)

]
δgαβ

+
√
−g
[
DµF

µσ − 4αDρ

(
Rρσ µνF

µν
)]
δAσ

+
√
−gDρ [gραDσδgασ − gασDµδgασ − F ρνδAν ]

+ α
√
−gDρ

[
2FµνF ρσDνδgσµ − 2Dν(FµρF νσ)δgσµ + 4Rρσ µνF

µνδAσ

]
.

(E.22)

The total derivative term, θρ is given by

θρ = gραDσδgασ − gασDµδgασ − F ρνδAν
+ α

[
2FµνF ρσDνδgσµ − 2Dν(FµρF νσ)δgσµ + 4Rρσ µνF

µνδAσ
]
.

(E.23)

The Noether charge Qρν is given by

Qρν = Dνξρ −Dρξν − F ρν(Aαξ
α + Λ)

+ α [2F ρνFµσDσξµ + 2Dσ(F ρµFσν − F ρσFµν)ξµ

+ 2Dµ(F ρνFµσ)ξσ + 4Rρν αβF
αβ(Aγξ

γ + Λ)
]
.

(E.24)

56The symmetrization of indices α and β has a factor of
1

2
.
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From these expressions, one can readily obtain the following

Evv|r=0 = ∂v

[
1√
h
∂v(
√
h [1− 2αF rvF rv])−∇i(4αF rvF ri)

]
. (E.25)

Thus, we have the components of the Entropy current

J v = 1− 2αF rvF rv, J i = −4αF riF rv . (E.26)

If we filter out the non-minimal component of the EOM,

T̃vv|r=0 = ∂v

[
1√
h
∂v(
√
h [−2αF rvF rv])−∇i(4αF rvF ri)

]
+O(ε2) . (E.27)

From J v of eq.(E.25), we can read off the expression for entropy from eq.(E.8) (or from eq.(5.6) of

[14]) as

S = 4π

∫
H

√
h dd−2x (1− 2αF rvF rv) , (E.28)

and sw = −2αF rvF rv. Thus, we have

d2 sw
dv2

− sw Rµνkµkν − T̃µνkµkν = ∂v

[
1√
h
∂v(
√
h sw)

]
− T̃vv

= ∂v
[
∇i(4αF rvF ri)

]
+O(ε2) ,

(E.29)

where we have used eq.(E.27) in the second step. Finally, we have eq.(E.17):∫
H
dAdv v

(
d2 sw
dv2

−sw Rµνkµkν − T̃µνkµkν
)

=

∫
H
dAdv v ∂v

[
∇i(4αF rvF ri)

]
+O(ε2) = O(ε2) ,

(E.30)

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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