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1

In this class is implied the knowledge of a GR1 course.

Conventions: In most of the course we will use

c = 1

In some parts we will set

G = 1

Following [Ellis et al.(2012)Ellis, Maartens, and MacCallum], we chose the con-
ventions for

• the metric signature in 4D as − + + +

• the sign of the Riemann tensor, as set in the Ricci identities

2uc[;b;a] =Rabcdu
d

• the sign of the Ricci tensor, from the choice of contraction

Rab =Rcacb

• the Einstein summation

Xa
a ≡

3∑
a=0

Xa
a

• the covariant derivative (±Γ being the connection, with the sign depending
on the indices of X)

X;a =∂aX +
∑

(±1) ΓX

• the Lie derivative

LvX =vaX;a +
∑
i,j

(
−vai;b X

···b··· + va;bjX···a···

)
• the indices (anti)symmetrisations (with σ permutation among indices of
signature εσ)

X(
a1 · · · an

) =
1

n!

∑
σ

X σ (a1) · · · σ (an)

X[
a1 · · · an

] =
1

n!

∑
σ

(−1)
εσ X σ (a1) · · · σ (an)

and in particular, we have

X(ab) =
1

2
(Xab +Xba)

X[ab] =
1

2
(Xab −Xba)
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Beware that those conventions vary from authors or book to authors or books!
A short bibliography for the class can be given as [Carroll(2004), Ellis et al.(2012)Ellis, Maartens, and MacCallum,

Stephani(2004), Chandrasekhar(1985), d’Inverno(1992), Plebanski and Krasinski(2006),
Wald(1984), Hawking and Ellis(1973), Misner et al.(1970)Misner, Thorne, and Wheeler,
Weinberg(1972)]

see at the end of the document for full reference
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Chapter 1

The many forms of the
Schwarzschild Black Hole

Definition 1.1. Black Hole
Black Holes are vacuum, non-trivial solutions of the General Relativity

results of primordial extreme density fluctuations or of end of life process of
massive stars.

The simplest types are

• spherically symmetric

• static

This is the Schwarzschild solution.

1.1 Standard Schwarzschild solution

1.1.1 Characterisation
Published first in [Schwarzschild(1916)], it is a

• spherically symmetric solution,

(t, r, θ, ϕ) independently of the angular variables.
metric on a 2-sphere

dΩ2 =dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2,

• vacuum solution,

Rab =0,

• static solution,

9
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gab =gab(r),

g0i =0.

Example 1.1. spherical Minkowski

ds2
M =− dt2 + dr2 + r2dΩ2,

Definition 1.2. r areal radius

S2 =

∫
S2

r2dΩ2 = 4πr2.

1.1.2 static, spherical metric

ds2 =− e2α(r)dt2 + e2β(r)dr2 + e2γ(r)r2dΩ2.

Without loss of generality, coordinate change

r̄ =eγr

⇒ dr̄ =eγdr + eγr dγ =

(
1 +

dγ

d ln r

)
eγdr,

so the metric reads

ds2 =− e2αdt2 + (1 + rγ′)
−2
e2(β−γ)dr̄2 + r̄2dΩ2,

relabel

r̄ !r,

(1 + rγ′)
−2
e2(β−γ) !e2β ,

ds2 =− e2αdt2 + e2βdr2 + r2dΩ2

⇔ gab =


−e2α 0

e2β

r2

0 r2 sin2 θ

 .

1.1.3 EFE solutions
1.1.3.1 Geometry of static, spherically symmetric metric

Christofel () connection, no torsion Γabc = gad

2 (∂bgcd + ∂cgbd − ∂dgbc), only r
dependence, ∂r ≡′,

Γ0
01 = α′, Γ1

00 = e2(α−β)α′, Γ1
11 = β′,

Γ2
12 = 1

r , Γ1
22 = −re−2β , Γ3

13 = 1
r ,

Γ1
33 = −re−2β sin2 θ, Γ2

33 = − sin θ cos θ, Γ3
23 = cot θ,
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(exercise)rest are 0 or symmetric.
(From

2 [∇c,∇d]V a =RabcdV
b − T ecd∇eV a,

T ecd =2Γe[cd],

Rabcd =∂cΓ
a
db − ∂dΓacb + ΓaceΓ

e
db − ΓadeΓ

e
cb

=2Γab[d ,c] + 2Γa[c|eΓ
e
|d]b

)Then Riemann

R0
101 = α′β′ − α′′ − (α′)

2
, R0

202 = −re−2βα′,
R0

303 = −re−2β sin2 θα′, R1
212 = re−2ββ′,

R1
313 = re−2β sin2 θβ′, R2

323 =
(
1− e−2β

)
sin2 θ,

(exercise)rest are 0 or symmetric.
Ricci & Ricci scalar

R00 =R1
010 +R2

020 +R3
030 = g11g00R

0
101 + g22g00R

0
202 + g33g00R

0
303

=e2(α−β)

[
α′′ + (α′)

2 − α′β′ + 2

r
α′
]
,

R11 =− α′′ − (α′)
2

+ α′β′ +
2

r
β′,

R22 =e−2β [r (β′ − α′)− 1] + 1,

R33 =R22 sin2 θ,

(exercise)rest are 0 or symmetric,

⇒ R =e−2β

[
α′′ + (α′)

2 − α′β′ + 2

r
(α′ − β′) +

1

r2

(
1− e2β

)]
.

1.1.3.2 Solutions of EFE

Vacuum: Rab = 0.

•

0 =e2(β−α)R00 +R11 =
2

r
(α+ β)

′

⇒ α =− β + C,

so

g00dt
2 =e−2β

(
eCdt

)2
,

rescale t! e−Ct set C to 0

⇒ α =− β,
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•

R22 =0

⇔ 1 =e2α [1 + 2rα′] =
(
re2α

)′
⇒ e2α =1 +

A

r
= 1− Rs

r
,

chosing A.

Metric becomes

ds2 =−
(

1− Rs
r

)
dt2 +

(
1− Rs

r

)−1

dr2 + r2dΩ2.

It is easy to verify (exercise)Rs Schwarzschild radius

R00 ∝
(
re2α

)′′
= 0,

R11 ∝R00 = 0.

Recall Weak field limit:
To fix Rs! Newtonian gravity.
Static field ∂0gab = 0

Slowly moving objects : dxi

dτ �
dt
dτ

Geodesic equations :

d2xa

dτ2
+ Γa00

(
dt

dτ

)2

=0.

∂0gab = 0⇒ Γa00 =
gad

2
(∂0g0d + ∂0g0d − ∂dg00)

=− 1

2
gab∂bg00.

Decompose metric into small perturbations around inertial Minkowski

gab =ηab + hab, |hab| � 1

gacg
cb =δ ba

⇒ gab =ηab − hab to 1st order in h

with hab =ηacηbdhcd

To first order

Γa00 =− 1

2
ηab∂bh00 and

d2xa

dτ2
=

1

2
ηab∂bh00

(
dt

dτ

)2

.
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From ∂0h00 = 0, we get

d2x0

dτ2
=0⇔ dt

dτ
= cst

Thus

d2xµ

dτ2
=

1

2
∂µh00

(
dt

dτ

)2

=
dt

dτ

d

dt

(
dt

dτ

dxµ

dt

)
=

(
dt

dτ

)2
d2xµ

dt2

⇔ d2xµ

dt2
=

1

2
∂µh00,

Newton’s equation for h00 = −2Φ

g00 =
r�Rs

− (1 + 2Φ) = −
(

1− Rs
r

)
.

In our case we have vacuum and a central mass

⇒ Φ =− GM

r
⇒ Rs =2GM.

M parameter: Newtonian mass in weak field limit r � 2GM Schwarzschild
metric

ds2 =−
(

1− 2GM

r

)
dt2 +

(
1− 2GM

r

)−1

dr2 + r2dΩ2.

Recover Minkowski

M !0

r !∞

!asymptotic flatness. G set to 1: natural units

Example 1.2. For the Sun

R� =106GM� � Rs� .

1.2 Spatially conformally flat Schwarzschild met-
ric

A.K.A. Isotropic radial coordinate metric [Stephani(2004), Sec. 23.6], first pro-
posed by Eddington [Eddington(1923), p93]. We want to write Schwarzschild
in the Euclidean form

ds2 =−A2(r̄)dt2 +B2(r̄)dΣ2 with dΣ2 = dr̄2 + r̄2dΩ2

=−A2dt2 +B2dr̄2 +B2r̄2dΩ2

=−
(

1− 2M

r

)
dt2 +

(
1− 2M

r

)−1

dr2 + r2dΩ2,
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equate with Schwarzschild

r2 =B2r̄2

dr2

1− 2M
r

=B2dr̄2

Divide:

dr2

(r − 2M) r
=

(
dr̄

r̄

)2

,

solution: (exercise: verify solution)

r =r̄

(
1 +

M

2r̄

)2

⇒ B2 =
(r
r̄

)2

=

(
1 +

M

2r̄

)4

,

A2 =1− 2M

r
=
r̄
(

1 + 2M
2r̄ + M2

4r̄2

)
− 2M

r̄
(
1 + M

2r̄

)2 =

(
1− M

2r̄

1 + M
2r̄

)2

.

ds2 =−

(
1− M

2r̄

1 + M
2r̄

)2

dt2 +

(
1 +

M

2r̄

)4 [
dr̄2 + r̄2dΩ2

]
.

1.3 Lemaître free-falling Schwarzschild metric
Transforming to Lemaître coordinates

dT =dt+

√
2GM

r

dr

1− 2GM
r

dR =dt+

√
r

2GM

dr

1− 2GM
r

yields from Schwarzschild to the Lemaître metric, removing the r = 2GM sin-
gularity, a synchronous metric as all static observers admit the same proper
time (gtt = cst)

ds2 =− dT 2 +
2GM

r
dR2 + r2dΩ2, r =r (T,R) .

From coordinates transformation, dR − dT =
√

r
2GM dr, which integrates into

r =
[

3
2 (R− T )

] 2
3 (2GM)

1
3 .

Radial free fall can be found for static Lemaître observers:

dR =0 ⇒ dt =−
√

r

2GM

dr

1− 2GM
r

∼
r!(2GM)+

− 2GM

r − 2GM
dr ⇒ r − 2GM

ri − 2GM
=e−

t−ti
2GM
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t
Spacetime diagram

r

Light cones

Rs
Each point is a 2-sphere

∞
1−1

Fictitious 1D angular

of light cone
representation

Figure 1.4.1: Schwarzschild radial spacetime diagram

Infinite time t to get to Schwarzschild radius while

∆Ti!Sch. =

∫ 2GM

ri

dT =

∫ 2GM

ri

√
r

2GM

(
2GM

r
− 1

)
dr

1− 2GM
r

=−
∫ 2GM

ri

√
r

2GM
dr =

2

3

r
3/2
i − (2GM)

3/2

√
2GM

<∞

Samely

∆TSch.!0 =

∫ 0

2GM

dT =
4

3
GM.

1.4 Eddington-Filkenstein metric

1.4.1 Singularity of Schwarzschild
The Sch. metric admits 2 coordinate singularities at r = 0 (term Rs

r ) and
r = 2GM (grr term).

Computing the scalar

RabcdR
abcd =

48G2M2

r6
,

we see 0 is probably a true singularity.
2GM may be a mere coordinate singularity
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t

r̄
r = 2GM
r̄ → −∞

Figure 1.4.2: Outer tortoise coordinates spacetime diagram

1.4.2 Light curves in Schwarzschild
We look at light curves crossing r = 2GM or not.

From metric, radial null curves dΩ = 0 = ds2

ds2 = 0 =−
(

1− 2GM

r

)
dt2 +

(
1− 2GM

r

)−1

dr2

⇒ dr

dt
=±

(
1− 2GM

r

){ −!
r!Rs

0

−!
r!∞

±1

or
dt

dr
=±

(
1− 2GM

r

)−1
 −!

r!R+
s

±∞

−!
r!∞

±1

thus light cone aperture! 0

1.4.3 Tortoise coordinates
Solve dt

dr to get new radial coordinates with constant light cone

t =± r̄ + cst.
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t

r̄

u v

Figure 1.4.3: Tortoise null coordinates

⇒ dt = ± dr

1− 2GM
r

= ± rdr

r − 2GM
=±

(
dr +

2GMdr

r − 2GM

)
=

{
±
(
dr + 2GMd ln

(
r

2GM − 1
))
, r > 2GM

±
(
dr + 2GMd ln

(
1− r

2GM

))
, r < 2GM

}
⇒ r̄ =r + 2GM ln

( r

2GM
− 1
)
, r > 2GM

Metric becomes

ds2 =−
(

1− 2GM

r

)(
−dt2 + dr2

)
+ r2dΩ2

Light cones constant but r = 2GM corresponds to r̄ ! −∞.

1.4.4 Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates
Natural null coordinates: along tortoise light cones:

v =t+ r̄, ingoing curves: v =cst,

u =t− r̄, outgoing curves: u =cst.

Interested in ingoing light curves: choose v and r. Metric becomes Eddington-
Finkelstein:(exercise: find E.F. from S.)

ds2 =−
(

1− 2GM

r

)
dv2 + 2dvdr + r2dΩ2.

At r = 2GM , det g = −r4 sin2 θ 6= 0 so g invertible and Rs not singular.
Null curves (radial)

ds2 = 0 =−
(

1− 2GM

r

)
dv2 + 2dvdr

⇒

{
dv
dr = 0 : ingoing
dv
dr = 2

1− 2GM
r

: outgoing

−!
r!2GM

∞
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v

Rs
r = 0

v = cst

r

Figure 1.4.4: Eddigton-Finkelstein light cones

so outgoing l.c. becomes ingoing too at Rs :
Event horizon: particle cannot go to bigger r

1.5 Kruskal metric
In E.F., v = cst and r ↘ R+

s ⇒ t! +∞ (v = t+ r̄
#Rs
−∞

)

If u is chosen, we get a symmetric picture but u = cst and r ↘ R+
s ⇒ t !

−∞ (u = t− r̄
#Rs
−∞

) (exercise: find this version)

ds2 =−
(

1− 2GM

r

)
du2 − 2dudr + r2dΩ2.

To cover all light curves, use u and v. However r spatial localisation implicit

dv = dt+ dr̄
du = dt− dr̄

}
⇒ −dt2 + dr̄2 =− dudv

so

ds2 =−
(

1− 2GM

r

)
dudv + r2dΩ2

but

1

2
(v − u) = r̄ =r + 2GM ln

( r

2GM
− 1
)
−!

r!2GM
−∞
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u

r = Rs = 2GMr = 0

u = cst

r

Figure 1.5.1: Eddigton-Finkelstein past light cones

sou! +∞ or v ! −∞
We need to compactify the null directionsTortoise radius in null coordinates

yields

1− 2GM

r
=

2GM

r

( r

2GM
− 1
)

=
2GM

r
e−

r
2GM e

v−u
4GM εs,

so

−
(

1− 2GM

r

)
dudv =− 2GM

r
e−

r
2GM εse

− u
4GM du e

v
4GM dv,

from which we can extract

e−
u

4GM du =4GMεUdU

e
v

4GM dv =4GMεV dV

⇒

U =− εUe−
u

4GM −!
u!∞

0

V =εV e
v

4GM −!
v!−∞

0

(r ! Rs), also given in Schwarzschild coordinates by

V =

√
εs

( r

2GM
− 1
)
εV e

r+t
4GM

U =−
√
εs

( r

2GM
− 1
)
εUe

r−t
4GM
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U
εU = −εV = 1

V

II εU = εV = 1

εs = 1

εU = εV
= −1

= −εs

εs = −1

I

III

IV

εU = −εV

= −1

= εs

Figure 1.5.2: Compact null coordinates sign chart. The U − V plane is divided
into four sections numbered I-IV.

(exercise: from tortoise) and the metric reads (Fig. 1.5.2⇒ εs = εU εV )

ds2 =− 1

2

(4GM)
3

r
e−

r
2GM dUdV + r2dΩ2

Go from dual null
(
U, V, θ ϕ

)
system to

(
T, R, θ ϕ

)
:

Define

T =
1

2
(U + V ) =

√
εs

r

2GM
− 1e

r
4GM εV

[
1 + εs

2
sinh

t

4GM
+

1− εs
2

cosh
t

4GM

]
R =

1

2
(V − U) =

√
εs

r

2GM
− 1e

r
4GM εV

[
1 + εs

2
cosh

t

4GM
+

1− εs
2

sinh
t

4GM

]
⇔
{
U = T −R
V = T +R

Kruskal
Since

dT 2 − dR2 =
1

4

[
dU2 + dV 2 + 2dUdV − dU2 − dV 2 + 2dUdV

]
= dUdV

we have the Kruskal metric

ds2 =
32 (GM)

3

r
e−

r
2GM

(
−dT 2 + dR2

)
+ r2dΩ2,

defining r implicitly from

T 2 −R2 = UV =
(

1− r

2GM

)
e

r
2GM . (1.1)
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Radial null curves: u = cst or v = cst ⇔ U = cst or V = cst ⇔ T = R+ cst or
T = −R+ cst

but event horizon r = 2GM ⇒ T 2 = R2 so is at T = ±R which is a null
surface!

Constant r surfaces are given by T 2 −R2 = cst: hyperbolae of T −R plane
Constant t surfaces in I are given by T

R = tanh t
4GM = cst: lines T =(

tanh t
4GM

)
R. Slope tanh t

4GM −!
t!±∞

±1 so t! ±∞⇔ r = 2GM

T,R range avoids r = 0 : T 2 −R2 = 1
so T 2 −R2 − 1 < 0⇔ T 2 < R2 + 1, R ∈ R
We can now draw a spacetime diagram in the T −R plane (Fig. 1.5.3)
Each point on the diagram is a 2-sphere:
Maximal extension of the Schwarzschild geometry, coords cover the entire

solution manifold
divide diagram in 4 regions:
I : r > 2GM , original coords well defined: outer Schwarzschild
II : inside horizon: BH
Lightcones become spacelike and all end on r = 0 singularity
For II : same procedure gives

ds2 =− 32 (GM)
3

r
e−

r
2GM

(
dT 2 − dR2

)
+ r2dΩ2,

T 2 −R2 =
( r

2GM
− 1
)
e

r
2GM .

(exercise: show from tortoise procedure)

R : spacelike
T : timelike 6= from Schw.: t : spacelike

r : timelike

r = 0 singularity is spacelike
III : time reverse of II : white hole

IV : mirror image of I : other side of wormhole (Einstein-Rosen bridge)
instantaneously closed (no timelike curve accross)

Spacetime slices: Fig. 1.5.4
Compactify Kruskal diagram for better analysis
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r = cst

t = cst

light cones

 r = 2GM

t→ +∞

 r = 2GM

t→ −∞

 r = 2GM

t→ +∞

 r = 2GM

t→ −∞

r = 0

r = 0

r1 = cst

r2 > r1

r3 = cst

r4 = cst

t1 = cst

t2 > t1

Figure 1.5.3: Kruskal spacetime diagram

T > 1

0 < T < 1

T = 0

−1 < T < 0

T < −1

T > 1 ∼= T < −1

r = 2GM

r = 2GM

0 < T < 1 ∼= −1 < T < 0

r = 2GM

r = 2GM

T = 0

r = 2GM

Figure 1.5.4: Kruskal Time slices structure



Chapter 2

Conformal, Carter-Penrose,
diagrams

Represent symmetric spacetime in a compact way to explore global and causal
structure ⇒ keep lightcones evidents.

• Symmetry −! ignore angular part: 1D time T , 1D space R

• Causal structure −! light cones keep at dT = ±dR
{

r = 2GM
t! +∞

2.1 Conformal transformation

g̃ab =ω2 (x) gab ⇔ ds̃2 =ω2 (x) ds2

xa (λ) null curve ⇒ gab
dxa

dλ
dxb

dλ = 0 tangent vector: null
⇒ g̃ab

dxa

dλ
dxb

dλ = ω2gab
dxa

dλ
dxb

dλ = 0 : conformal transformation keeps light
curves invariant

2.2 Minkowski metric
In spherical coordinates

ds2
M =− dt2 + dr2 + r2dΩ2,

dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2 metric on unit 2-sphere
Radial light cones already at 45°: dt2 = dr2

23
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arctanx

r̄

π
2

−π
2

Figure 2.2.1: Example of compactification function: arctanx

2.2.1 Compactify (t, r)

t ∈ R
r ∈ R+ Try t̄ = arctan t

r̄ = arctan r

Since d tanx = dx
cos2 x ,

ds̄2 =− 1

cos2 t̄
dt̄2 +

dr̄2

cos2 r̄
+ tan2 r̄dΩ2

t̄ ∈
]
−π2 ; π2

[
r̄ ∈

[
0; π2

[ but dt̄
dr̄ = ± cos2 t̄

cos2 r̄ 6= ±1 causality spacetime dependent.

2.2.2 Compactify null coordinates
Since we want to keep dt2 = dr2 for null curves, use null coordinates, constant
on null curves:

u =t− r u ≤v ⇔ r =
1

2
(v − u) ≥ 0

v =t+ r u, v ∈R t =
1

2
(v + u)

metric becomes

ds2 =− dudv +
1

4
(v − u)

2
dΩ2,

(exercise: proof)then compactify with arctanx

U = arctanu U ≤V

V = arctan v U, V ∈
]
−π

2
;
π

2

[
⇒ dudv =

dUdV

cos2 U cos2 V
and (v − u)

2
= (tanV − tanU)

2

=
1

cos2 U cos2 V
(sinV cosU − sinU cosV )

2

=
sin2 (V − U)

cos2 U cos2 V
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t

r

u = cst

v = cst

Figure 2.2.2: Spherical Minkowski null curves

metric becomes now

ds2 =
1

4 cos2 U cos2 V

[
−4dUdV + sin2 (V − U) dΩ2

]
Return to non-null coords.

T =V + U |T |+R <π

R =V − U R ∈ [0;π[

so1

ds2 =ω−2 (T,R)
[
−dT 2 + dR2 + sin2RdΩ2

]
ω =2 cosU cosV

=2 cos

[
1

2
(T −R)

]
cos

[
1

2
(T +R)

]
= cosT + cosR.

1since

cos (a+ b) = cos a cos b− sin a sin b

so cos (a− b) cos (a− b) = cos2 a cos2 b− sin2 a sin2 b

=
(
cos2 a− sin2 a

)
cos2 b+

(
cos2 a− sin2 a

)
sin2 b

+ sin2 a
(
cos2 b− sin2 b

)
+ cos2 a

(
cos2 b− sin2 b

)
+ sin2 a sin2 b− cos2 a cos2 b

=cos 2a
(
cos2 b+ sin2 b

)
+

(
cos2 a+ sin2 a

)
cos 2b

− cos (a− b) cos (a− b)

⇔ 2 cos (a− b) cos (a− b) = cos 2a+ cos 2b.
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Thus Minkowski is conformally transformed into a compact metric

ds̃2 = ω2 (T,R) ds2 =− dT 2 + dR2 + sin2RdΩ2

describing R× S3 with curvature

r̃ = sinR ⇔ dr̃ = cosRdR

⇔ dr̃2

1− r̃2
=dR2,

so

ds̃2 =− dT 2 +
dr̃2

1− r̃2
+ r̃2dΩ2

R.W. with positive curvature: Einstein static universe (perfect fluid + cosmo-
logical constant)

Representing R × S3 as a cylinder, Minkowski is restricted by |T | + R < π
and R > 0

Circles are constant T slices 3-spheres
Unfolding Minkowski gives a triangle which is the conformal compactification

of Minkowski:
Minkowski + boundary: conformal infinity

i+ = future timelike infinity (T = π ⇒ R = 0)
i0 = spatial infinity (T = 0⇒ R = π)
i− = past timelike infinity (T = −π ⇒ R = 0)
I + = future null infinity surface (T = π −R, 0 < R < π)

pronounced “scri plus”, LaTeχ \mathscr{I}^+ :I +

or \mathcal{I}^+ :I+

I − = past null infinity surface (T = R− π, 0 < R < π)
Properties:

• Lightcones at 45° (radial null geodesics at ±45°)

• All timelike curves (geodesics) start at i− and end at i+

• All null geodesics begin on I −and end on I +

(reflection accross R = 0: T = −R+ c becomes T = R+ c)

• All spacelike geodesics begin and end at i0 (reflection)

Asymptotically flat spacetimes will conserve the I +, i0, I − structure (e.g.
Black Holes)

2.3 Non-Trivial example: Power law, flat Robertson-
Walker metric

ds2 =− dt2 + t2q
(
dr2 + r2dΩ2

)
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R = ±π

R = 0

T = π

T = −π

T

R× S3 : R ∈ ]−π; π]
T ∈ R

T

R

R = 0

i+

i−

i0

I +

I −

t = cst

r = cst

Figure 2.2.3: Left: 4-cylinder Minkowski representation; right: Penrose diagram
for Minkowski space.

where scale factor a = tq, 0 < q < 1.
Singular at t = 0 so

t ∈R∗+

r ∈R+

First introduce conformal time so metric appears conformally flat

dt2 =t2qdη ⇒ dt

tq
=dη ⇒ η =

t1−q

1− q
or t = [(1− q) η]

1
1−q

then

ds2 =t2q
(
−dη2 + dr2 + r2dΩ2

)
= [(1− q) η]

2q
1−q
(
−dη2 + dr2 + r2dΩ2

)
Remark η is time coord.: η ∈ R∗+

gab∂
a
η∂

b
η <0.

Comoving clock xa (λ) =
(
η (λ) ~0

)
proper time: τ ∝ t ∝ η

1
1−q difference

between observables and coords!
Use the same procedure than Minkowski to compactify the lightlike direc-
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T

R

R = 0

i+

i−singularity
i0

I +

t = cst

r = cst

Figure 2.3.1: Penrose diagram for power law, flat, FLRW

tions and keep light cones invariants

u = η − r
v = η + r

⇔ r = 1
2 (v − u) ≥ 0 ⇒ u ≤ v, u, v ∈ R

η = 1
2 (v + u) > 0 ⇒ u > −v

U = arctanu
V = arctan v

U ≤ V
U > −V U, V ∈

]
−π

2
;
π

2

[
T = V + U > 0
R = V − U ≥ 0

R ∈ [0;π[
T +R < π

and the metric turns to (exercise: calculate ω)

ds2 =ω−2 (T,R)
[
−dT 2 + dR2 + sin2RdΩ2

]
(conformal factor times Einstein static universe) where trigonometry reveals

ω (T,R) =

(
cosT + cosR

(1− q) sinT

) q
1−q

(cosT + cosR)

so the Penrose diagram reads (Fig 2.3.1)
Same as upper half of Minkowski but with initial past singularity.
It shows how past light cones may never intersect while future light cones

always do (horizon problem of cosmology)

2.4 Case of Schwarzschild
To avoid the coordinate singularity of the horizon we start from the null version
of Kruskal coordinates and compactify in the same manner as Minkowski

ds2 =− 32 (GM)
3

r
e−

r
2GM dUdV + r2dΩ2, U =− εU

√∣∣∣ r

2GM
− 1
∣∣∣e r

4GM e−
t

4GM = −εUe−
u

4GM

with UV =
( r

2GM
− 1
)
e

r
2GM , V =εV

√∣∣∣ r

2GM
− 1
∣∣∣e r

4GM e
t

4GM = εV e
v

4GM
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i+

i−

i0

I +

I −

t = cst

r = cst
i−

i+

i0

I −

I +

r = 0

r = 0

r
=
2G
M

r
=
2G
M

Figure 2.4.1: Penrose diagram for the solution

with U1 = arctanU
V1 = arctanV

and T1 = V1 + U1

R1 = V1 − U1

ds2 =− 32 (GM)
3

r cos2 U1 cos2 V1
e−

r
2GM dU1dV1 + r2dΩ2

=− 8 (GM)
3
e−

r
2GM

r cos2 U1 cos2 V1

(
dT 2

1 − dR2
1

)
+ r2dΩ2.

Since tan (a+ b) = tan a+tan b
1−tan a tan b , then

T1 = arctan
(
U+V
1−UV

)
R1 = arctan

(
V−U
1+UV

)
Like for Minkowski, spatial infinity resides at (εU = εV )

U1 −!
r!∞

−εU π2
V1 −!

r!∞
εV

π
2

}
⇔

{
T1 −!

r!∞
εV

π
2 (1− 1) = 0

R1 −!
r!∞

εV
π
2 (1 + 1) = εV π

time infinities stand at

U1 −!
t!∞

0

V1 −!
t!∞

εV
π
2

}
⇔

{
T1 −!

t!∞
εV

π
2

R1 −!
t!∞

εV
π
2

U1 −!
t!−∞

−εU π2
V1 −!

t!−∞
0

}
⇔

{
T1 −!

t!−∞
−εU π2

R1 −!
t!−∞

εU
π
2
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null infinities are

U1 −!
u!∞

0,

U1 −!
u!−∞

−εU π2 ,
V1 −!

v!∞
εV

π
2 ,

V1 −!
v!∞

0,

V1 unchanged

U1 unchanged

the central singularity yields

UV −!
r!0

1

(εU = εV )

T1 −!
r!0

εV
π
2

R1 (r = 0) = arctan [R (r = 0)]

We thus can build the Carter-Penrose diagram
Asymptotic flatness causes the infinities to match Minkowski



Chapter 3

Birkhoff Theorem

[Birkhoff and Langer(1923)]
Often misunderstood as relativistic version of Newton’s “iron spheres” theo-

rem, it is different in scope and hypotheses.

3.1 Current general form
Most evolved current phrasing by Bona [Bona(1988)] for conformally reducible
direct products of spacetime:{

ĝ = Y 2g
ds2 = gabdx

adxb = γABdx
AdxB + hαβdy

αdyβ

where hαβ and yα are metric and coords. on 2D orbits O2 of G3, a group of
motion, and γAB , xA are metric and coords. on V2, orthogonal submanifold to
O2 from g

Theorem 3.1. Metric with a group G3 of motion on non-null orbits O2 and with
Ricci tensors of the type

[(
1 1

) (
1 , 1

)]
and

[(
1 1 1 , 1

)]
admit a

group G4 provided that daY 6= 0.

3.2 Spherical case and classic form
The original version states, more transparently, that

Theorem 3.2. Any vacuum, spherically symmetric solution of E.F.E.is also
static, and Schwarzschild is its unique form.

Physically, it implies that radial pulsations of a spherical star cannot propa-
gate gravitational radiations. Conversely, GWrequire at minimum quadrupolar
variations.

The proof involves linking spherical symmetry with foliation of spacetime,
then the form of the metric to plug in EFE.

31
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t

Sq

q

p

−→ θ, φ

Rp

r

Op

Sr

Figure 3.2.1: Foliation of spherically symmetric spacetime

3.2.1 Preliminary: Killing equation
Killing vector: Symmetry yields invariant motion in direction Ka. Observer:

ua timelike vector
thenKaua along ua is unchanged: ua motion alongKa is invariant:du

aKa
dτ =

0 = du(K)

dτ ⇔ ua∇a
(
Kbub

)
= 0 = uaub∇(aKb)

∇(aKb) = 0Killing equation: Definition

3.2.2 Proof of the classic form
3.2.2.1 General form of the metric

Proof. Spherical symmetry is the symmetry of the sphere S2, that is the rotation
group of R3 : SO (3), which generators follow the algebra (Killing vectors)

[R,S] =T,

[S, T ] =R,

[T,R] =S.

From Frobenius theorem, since the SO (3) Killing vector set closes, then
their integral curves cover the submanifold S2,and thus S2 foliates spherically
symmetric spacetimes.

The set of all spheres is 2 dimensional since S2 is 2D, in 4D, thus we can
chose

(
a, b, θ, φ

)
on M ,a, b labels each sphere.

For any p on Sq
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Invariant under Rp, Op its orthogonal space, any r on Op is also invariant and
define Sr (as Rp isometry and Op⊥Sq). Sr⊥Op as Rp leaves also Sr invariant
and tangent space to Sr is orthogonal to Op.

The geodesic linking p and r maps θ, φ onto neighbouring spheres, thus they
are global coords. Its tangent vector’s components along a chosen basis yields
(a, b). Since we decomposed M into Sq and Op for any q, p, their coordstangent
vectors will be orthogonal between (a, b) and (θ, φ), hence no cross terms in the
metric which should sport the form

ds2 =gaa (a, b) da2 + gab (a, b) (da db+ db da) + gbb (a, b) db2 + r2 (a, b) dΩ2,

where dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2 is the metric on S2.
We can always choose, if r (a, b) ! b (a, r) invertible (otherwise choose

r (a, b)! a (r, b) and relabel b! a), so

ds2 =gaa (a, r) da2 + gar (a, r) (da dr + dr da) + grr (a, r) dr2 + r2dΩ2.

Then we choose t (a, r) such as to eliminate the cross terms: dt = ∂at da+∂rt dr
so

dt2 = (∂at)
2
da2 + ∂at∂rt (da dr + dr da) + (∂rt)

2
dr2,

which yields that to obtain mdt2 + ndr2 in ds2, we need

m (∂at)
2

=gaa, n+m (∂rt)
2

=grr, m∂at∂rt =gar

which is a system of 3 eqs.for 3 unknowns t (a, r) ,m (a, r) and n (a, r), com-
pletely determined up to initial conditions.

The metric of spherically symmetric M in general writes

ds2 =m (t, r) dt2 + n (t, r) dr2 + r2dΩ2.

If we choose t to be timelike and r spacelike, given our Minkowskian signature
− + + + , yields

ds2 =− e2α(t,r)dt2 + e2β(t,r)dr2 + r2dΩ2.

3.2.2.2 EFE and final proof of the theorem

Proof. Next we need the EFE for vacuum. Note the metric here is time depen-
dent!! but compare with the static form.

Christoffel symbol/connection reads (∂t = ,̇ ∂r = ′)

Γ0
00 = α̇, Γ0

01 = α′, Γ0
11 = e2(α−β)β̇,

Γ1
00 = e2(α−β)α′, Γ1

01 = β̇, Γ1
11 = β′,

Γ2
12 = 1

r , Γ1
22 = −re−2β , Γ3

13 = 1
r ,

Γ1
33 = −re−2β sin2 θ, Γ2

33 = − sin θ cos θ, Γ3
23 = cot θ,
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rest are 0 or symmetrics.
Riemann then corresponds to

R0
101 = e2(α−β)

[
β̈ + β̇2 − α̇β̇

]
+
[
α′β′ − α′′ − (α′)

2
]
,

R0
202 = −re−2βα′, R0

303 = −re−2β sin2 θα′, R0
212 = re−2αβ̇,

R0
313 = re−2α sin2 θβ̇, R1

212 = re−2ββ′, R1
313 = re−2β sin2 θβ′,

R2
323 =

(
1− e−2β

)
sin2 θ,

rest are 0 or symmetric.
Ricci tensor proceeds

R00 =
[
β̈ + β̇2 − α̇β̇

]
+ e2(α−β)

[
α′′ + (α′)

2 − α′β′ + 2

r
α′
]
,

R11 =−
[
α′′ + (α′)

2 − α′β′ − 2

r
β′
]

+ e2(β−α)
[
β̈ + β̇2 − α̇β̇

]
,

R01 =
2

r
β̇,

R22 =e−2β [r (β′ − α′)− 1] + 1, R33 = R22 sin2 θ,

and the EFE yield Rab = 0 in vacuum.
From R01 = 0: β̇ = 0.
Taking Ṙ22 = 0 with β̇ = 0⇒ α̇′ = 0 thus

β̇ =0 ⇒ β =β (r)

α̇′ =0 ⇒ α =f (r) + g (t)

and time can be redefined as −e2αdt2 = −e2f(r)e2g(t)dt2 = −e2f(r)dt̄2 hence
α (t, r) = f (r) and we obtain

ds2 =− e2α(r)dt2 + e2β(r)dr2 + r2dΩ2,

which is static.
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Geodesics and congruences

“Straightest” lines followed by test particles and light, in absence of other inter-
actions (shortest distance). It parallel transports its own tangent vector.

4.1 Geodesic equation

4.1.1 Geodesic equation from parallel transport
4.1.1.1 Recall: parallel transport

Conservation of tensors along a curve xa (λ)(
D

dλ
T

)a1···an

b1···bm
=
dxc

dλ
∇cT a1···an

b1···bm = 0

It preserves metric D
dλgab = dxc

dλ ∇cgab = 0
and norm (type) of vectors (so keeps time-/space-like and null)

D

dλ
(V aWa) =

D

dλ
(gab)V

aW b +
D

dλ
(V a) gabW

b +
D

dλ

(
W b
)
gabV

a

=0.

For vectorsit reads dV a

dλ + Γabc
dxb

dλ V
c = 0

4.1.1.2 Geodesic equation

For geodesics

D

dλ

dxc

dλ
=0 ⇔ d2xa

dλ2
+ Γabc

dxb

dλ

dxc

dλ
=0

Remark 4.1. As norm preserved in parallel transport, sign is unchanged and
geodesics remain of same type

35
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4.1.2 Geodesic equation from least action principle
Distance between events:

d =

∫
ds for spacelike paths

l =

∫
ds = 0 for null paths

τ =

∫
dτ =

∫ √
−ds2 proper time, for timelike curves

Curves changing type have undefined length
Geodesic: extremum of distance: principle of Maupertuis (least action)
For curve C (λ) with tangent T a = dxa

dλ , as ds2 = gabdx
adxb = gabT

aT bdλ2,

d =

∫
C

(
gabT

aT b
) 1

2 dλ.

For T aTa = 0 (null)

l =

∫ (
gabT

aT b
) 1

2 dλ = 0.

For timelike C:

ds2 =gabT
aT bdλ2 < 0

=− dτ2,

defines proper time

⇒ τ =

∫
C

(
−gabT aT b

) 1
2 dλ

choose λ as τ : T a = ua 4-vel.

⇒ τ =

∫
C

(− (−1))
1
2 dτ =

∫
C

dτ

We can do that as length is independent of parameter λ

Proof. New parameter s (λ)⇒ new tangent Sa = dλ
dsT

a

l′ =

∫ √
|gabSaSb|ds =

∫ √
|gabT aT b|

dλ

ds
ds = l

Variation of length for timelike curves yields

δτ =

∫
−1

2

δ
(
gabu

aub
)√

−gabuaub
dτ = −1

2

∫
δ
(
gabu

aub
)
dτ = −δI

with I =
1

2

∫
gabu

aubdτ =

∫
Ldτ
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where L is Lagrangian
Extremised variation is then given by Euler-Lagrange eq. (ua = dxa

dτ = ẋa):

∂L

∂xa
=

1

2
gcb,au

buc,
∂L

∂ẋa
=gabu

b so
d

dτ

(
∂L

∂ẋa

)
=gab,cu

buc + gabu̇
b

gabu̇
b +

[
gab,c −

1

2
gcb,a

]
ubuc =0

⇔ d2xa

dλ2
+
gad

2
[gdb,c + gdc,b − gcb,d] =0,

where we recognise the Christoffel connection and the geodesic eq.

Theorem 4.1. As Christoffel connectionnot a tensor, we can choose coordsfor
which locally Γ = 0

Proof. Since ∇aV b = ∂aV
b + ΓbacV

c tensor, so

∇a′V b
′

=
∂xa

∂xa′
∂xb

′

∂xb
∇aV b = ∂a′x

a∂bx
b′∇aV b

and ∂
∂xa′

= ∂xa

∂xa′
∂
∂xa = ∂a′x

a∂a, V b
′

= ∂bx
b′V b but

∇a′V b
′

=∂a′V
b′ + Γb

′

a′c′V
c′

=∂a′x
a

(
∂bx

b′ ∂aV
b︸ ︷︷ ︸+V b∂a∂bx

b′
)

+ Γb
′

a′c′∂cx
c′V c

=∂a′x
a∂bx

b′

(︷ ︸︸ ︷
∂aV

b +ΓbacV
c

)

⇔ Γb
′

a′c′∂cx
c′V c + ∂a′x

aV c∂a∂cx
b′ =∂a′x

a∂bx
b′ΓbacV

c

valid ∀V cso we isolate Γ′ by ×∂d′xc

⇔ Γb
′

a′d′ =∂a′x
a∂bx

b′∂d′x
cΓbac − ∂a′xa∂d′xc∂a∂cxb

′

which gives

Γa
′

b′c′ =∂b′x
b∂c′x

c∂ax
a′Γabc − ∂b′xb∂c′xc∂b∂cxa

′

so it is always possible to choose inertial coordinates at p, which vanish Γ:

Γa
′

b′c′

∣∣∣
p

=∂b′x
b∂c′x

c
(
∂ax

a′Γabc − ∂b∂cxa
′
)∣∣∣
p

= 0

⇔ ∂b∂cx
a′

∂axa
′ (p) =Γabc (p)

defines xa
′ (
xb
)
.

Locally d2xa

dλ2 = 0: dxa

dτ = cst along geodesic: usual straight line
⇔ inertial frame (local)
see Equivalence Principle
⇒ no local way to feel gravity: need to go to geodesic deviation
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Xa

T a

γs (τ )

Figure 4.2.1: Geodesic family and its tangent vectors

4.2 Geodesic deviation
Measure how neighbouring geodesics drift away or converge.

Choose a one parameter geodesics family γs (τ) with smooth parameter s ∈ R
and proper time parameter τ ∈ R

∂xa

∂τ
=T a tangent to geodesic γs

∂xa

∂s
=Xa infinitesimal displacement to next geodesic γs+ds

Geodesic tangent

T a∇aT b =0

Affine parameterization τ of γs (τ) means the freedom τ ′ = a (s) τ + b (s), how-
ever we can set it by choosing T aXa = 0 (Xa orthogonal to geodesics):

Proof. • T aTa constant along geodesics: T b∇b (T aTa) = 2
(
T aT b∇bTa

)
= 0

• T a, Xa are (∂τ )
a
, (∂s)

a, coordinate vector fields ⇒ commute

⇔ T a∇aXb =Xa∇aT b

and geodesics don’t change their type so we can always normalise T a: na =
Ta√
|T bTb|

⇒ nana = ±1 or T aTa = 0 always along geodesics (reparameterise

τ with norm; in fact as τ proper time, T a normalised)
thus

T b∇b (T aXa) =
(
T b∇bT a

)
Xa + T aT b∇bXa

=T aXb∇bTa =
1

2
Xb∇b(T aTa)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=±1,0

= 0
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so T aXa = cst along geodesics

• at τ = 0 we can reparameterise τ ′ = τ + b (s) such that T aXa = 0 ⇒
everywhere (exercise: find b (s) so τ ′ = τ + b (s)⇒ T aXa = 0)

Relative “velocity” of infinitesimally nearby geodesics

V a =T b∇bXa =
dXa

dτ

Relative acceleration

aa =
d2Xa

dτ2
= T c∇cV a =T c∇c

(
T b∇bXa

)
=T c∇c

(
Xb∇bT a

)
: commutation

=
(
T c∇cXb

)
∇bT a +XbT c∇c∇bT a

=
(
Xc∇cT b

)
comm.

∇bT a +XbT c∇b∇cT a −R a
cbd X

bT cT d

Ricci ID

=Xc∇c
(
T b∇bT a

)
−R a

cbd X
bT cT d

=RadcbT
dT cXb T geodesics, Riemann symmetries

=RabcdT
bT cXd. dummy renaming

So geodesic deviation equation:

d2Xa

dτ2
= T c∇c

(
T b∇bXa

)
=RabcdT

bT cXd.

Marks the difference between accelerated frames and the effect of gravity/curvature:

• accelerated frames accelerate neighbouring geodesics the same way:Rie =
0

• initially parallel geodesics (V a = 0) will fail to remain parallel ⇔ Rie 6= 0

• manifestation of gravitational tidal force(tidal equation)

This concerns 2D subspaces of geodesic families
What happens for vector fields in 4D?

4.3 Geodesic congruences
Congruence: in open set of spacetime

each point lies in only one geodesic
Ua = dxa

dλ tangent to congruence γx (λ) of geodesic U b∇bUa = 0
Separation vector Xa

dXa

dλ
= U b∇bXa = Xb∇bUa = (∇bUa)Xb = Ua;bX

b

∇bUa measure of failure of X to be parallel transported
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Xa

Ua

γx (λ)

x
p

Op ⊂M

Figure 4.3.1: Congruence in an open set. Note it fills the whole spacetime open
set Op ⊂M and X is 3D.

Θ < 0

ua

γx (τ )
σ1 < 0

ua

γx (τ )

σ2 > 0

ω

ua

γx (τ )

ua

γx (τ )
γx geo. (τ )

u̇a

Figure 4.3.2: Optical scalars physical effects

4.3.1 Timelike geodesic congruences
timelike U ! u, λ! τ, uaua = −1

4.3.1.1 1+3 decomposition (Ellis) optical scalars/tensors

Projector ⊥ua

hab =gab + uaub habu
b =0

h cahcb =hab
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uaua;b =
1

2

(
uaua︸ ︷︷ ︸

)
;b

−1

= 0

ubua;b =u̇a = ub∇bua = 0 for geodesics⇒ ua;b = h cah
d
b uc;d

Trace habua;b = ua;a = Θ = div u expansion

Symmetric tracefree h c(ah
d
b)uc;d − hab

Θ
h cc

= σab shear; 1
2σ

abσab = σ2 shear
scalar

Antisymmetric part u[a;b] = ωab vorticity ; 1
2ω

abωab = ω2 vorticity scalar

they are both spatial tensors: u.σ = u.ω = 0

Projection along ua −uaubub = ua,

−uaubub;c =0

−uaucub;c =− uau̇b for non-geodesics

In 4D:

Volume element

ηabcd =εabcd
√
−g (4.1)

=η[abcd]

ηabcd =
1√
−g

εabcd

εabcd: totally antisymmetric tensor (+1 if permutation even; -1 if permu-
tation odd; 0 if repeated indices)

Vorticity vector

ωa =
1

2
ηabcdubωcd = −1

2
curl ua

inverted by (exercise: check)

ηabcdω
cud =ωab

orthogonalities

ωabu
b =0

ωau
a =0

ωabω
a =0

normalisation

ωaωa =
1

2
ωabωab = ω2
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4.3.1.2 Evolution

d

dτ
(ua;b) = uc∇c (ua;b) =uc∇c∇bua

=uc∇b∇cua + ucRdabcud

=∇b (uc∇cua)− (∇buc) (∇cua)−Radbcuduc

= u̇a;b︸︷︷︸
0 for geodesics

− ua;cu
c
;b −Racbducud

Trace:

dΘ

dτ
=− Θ2

3
− 2

(
σ2 − ω2

)
−Rabuaub (+u̇a;a) (4.2)

Raychaudhuri equation for geodesics

Symmetric tracefree part

Dσab
dτ

=− 2

3
Θσab − σacσcb − ωacωcb +

2

3
hab
(
σ2 − ω2

)
+ Cacbdu

cud +
1

2
3Rab (+ 3u̇a;b)

(4.3)

where 3Rab/
3u̇a;b is projected symmetric tracefree part (PSTF) of Ricci

tensor/covariant derivative of acceleration

3Rab =

(
h cah

d
b − hab

hcd

h cc

)
Rcd

3u̇a;b =

(
h cah

d
b − hab

hcd

h cc

)
u̇c;d

Antisymmetric part:

Dωab
dτ

=− 2

3
Θωab − σ ca ωcb + σ cb ωca (+u̇[a;b])

Example In Raychaudhuri, the source term yields the strong energy condi-
tion (SEC) from Einstein’s Eqs.

Rabu
aub =κ2

(
Tab −

T

2
gab

)
uaub

and the SEC requires(
Tab −

T

2
gab

)
uaub ≥0 so Rabuaub ≥0

4.3.1.3 Aside: Energy conditions

Limits to Tab so as to get physically meaningful solutions
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Energy momentum tensors and generic vector congruences

Archetypal Examples:

Perfect fluid (ρ, P, ua)

Tab =ρuaub + P hab = (ρ+ P )uaub + P gab

Vacuum with cosmological constant

Tab =
Λ

κ2
uaub −

Λ

κ2
hab = − Λ

κ2
gab

Imperfect fluid with energy density ρ, isotropic pressure P , heat flux qa and
anisotropic stress Πab (and cosmological constant Λ) (with flow ua, uaua =
−1)

Tab =ρuaub + P hab + 2q(aub) + Πab −
Λ

κ2
gab

We consider vector fields ta,timelike, and la, null,

tata <0 lala =0

For a fluid description, since any two timelike vectors of same light cone are
related by a given vector, we can thus decompose one in terms of the other
anda null vector:
∀ta timelike ta − ua = Sa

ta − ua =S0ua + πS ea

where S0 = −Saua, πSa = habS
b = Sa − S0uaspacelike

so πS =
√
πSaπSa > 0

and we define ea = πSa

πS such as eaea = 1, uaea = 0
Then

tata =
(
1 + S0

)2
uaua + πSaπSa

=−
(
1 + S0

)2
+ (πS)

2
< 0

as ta is timelike
So we have (πS)

2
<
(
1 + S0

)2
Since ta and ua in same light cone so 1 + S0 > 0 and thus 1 + S0 > πS
(In case ta in opposite light cone from ua, 1 +S0 < 0⇒ 1 +S0 < −πS < πS

so 1 + S0 < πS)
We can thus write, defining la = ua + ea ⇒ lala = 0,

ta =
(
1 + S0

)
ua + πS ea

=
(
1 + S0 − πS

)
ua + πS (ua + ea)

=
(
1 + S0 − πS

)
ua + πS la
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with πS, 1 + S0 − πS > 0
Then for any symmetric 2-tensor Aab

Aabt
atb =

(
1 + S0 − πS

)2
Aabu

aub + (πS)
2
Aabl

alb + 2πS
(
1 + S0 − πS

)
Aabu

alb

(4.4)

and we are left with

Aabu
aub

Aabl
alb

Aabu
alb

and for any vector V a, the perfect fluid yields

TabV
b = (ρ+ P )

(
V bub

)
ua + P Va

⇒ TacT
c
bV

aV b = (ρ+ P )
2 (
V bub

)2
uaua + P 2V aVa + 2P (ρ+ P )

(
V bub

)2
= (ρ+ P )

(
V bub

)2
[− (ρ+ P ) + 2P ] + P 2V aVa

=−
(
ρ2 − P 2

) (
V bub

)2
+ P 2V aVa (4.5)

while the Ricci tensor for a perfect fluid, given the EFE, gives (T = −ρ+ 3P )

Rab =κ2

(
Tab −

T

2
gab

)
=κ2

(
(ρ+ P )uaub +

(
P +

ρ− 3P

2

)
gab

)
=κ2

(
(ρ+ P )uaub +

ρ− P
2

gab

)
=κ2

(
ρ+ 3P

2
uaub +

ρ− P
2

hab

)
=κ2χab (4.6)

Some of the most popular energy conditions are

The weak energy condition (WEC) requires for all timelike vectors ta

∀ta, tata <0 Tabt
atb ≥0

(average energy density as seen by an observer tamust be positive (see [Rosa and Piçarra(2020)]))

For a perfect fluid:

Tabt
atb =

(
1 + S0 − πS

)2
Tabu

aub + (πS)
2
Tabl

alb + 2πS
(
1 + S0 − πS

)
Tabu

alb
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but

Tabu
aub =ρ Tabl

alb = (ρ+ P ) (uala)
2

Tabu
alb =− ρuala = −ρua (ua + ea) = ρ

Thus

Tabt
atb ≥0⇔ ρ ≥ 0 and (ρ+ P ) ≥ 0

The null energy condition (NEC) requires for all null vector La

∀La, LaLa =0 TabL
aLb ≥0

For a perfect fluid: We have seen

Tabl
alb = (ρ+ P ) (uala)

2

⇔ (ρ+ P ) ≥ 0

note ρ and P can be negative

The dominant energy condition (DEC) requires the WECwith T abtb non
spacelike, i.e.

TacT
c
bt
atb ≤0

(matter must move along timelike or null worldlines: matter momentum density
−T abtb must also be future directed and non spacelike (see [Rosa and Piçarra(2020)]))

For a perfect fluid:

TacT
c
bt
atb =−

(
ρ2 − P 2

)
(uata)

2
+ P 2tata ≤ 0

⇒ρ2 − P 2 ≥ 0

Since WEC ⇔ ρ ≥ 0 and (ρ+ P ) ≥ 0
then ρ− P ≥ 0 so

ρ ≥ P
ρ ≥ −P

}
⇔ ρ ≥ |P |

The null dominant energy condition (NDEC) requires the NECwith
T ablb non spacelike, i.e.

TacT
c
bl
alb ≤0
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For a perfect fluid:

TacT
c
bl
alb =−

(
ρ2 − P 2

)
(uala)

2 ≤ 0

⇔ρ2 − P 2 ≥ 0

and ρ+ P ≥ 0⇒ either

ρ ≥ 0, ρ ≥ |P |

or ρ < 0 so ρ+P ≥ 0⇔ P ≥ −ρ > 0 but ρ2−P 2 ≥ 0⇔ ρ−P ≥ 0⇒ P ≤ ρ <
0 or ρ+ P ≤ 0⇒

P = −ρ

The strong energy condition (SEC) requires

∀ta, tata < 0, Tabt
atb ≥1

2
T cct

ata

⇔ χabt
atb =

(
Tab −

T

2
gab

)
tatb ≥ 0

=
(
1 + S0 − πS

)2
χabu

aub + (πS)
2
χabl

alb + 2πS
(
1 + S0 − πS

)
χabu

alb

(trace of tidal tensor, i.e. Rab, must be non negative as measured by ta (see
[Rosa and Piçarra(2020)]))

For a perfect fluid:

χabu
aub =

(
ρ+ 3P

2
uaub +

ρ− P
2

hab

)
uaub =

ρ+ 3P

2

χabl
alb =

(
(ρ+ P )uaub +

ρ− P
2

gab

)
lalb = (ρ+ P ) (uala)

2
= ρ+ P

χabu
alb =− ρ+ 3P

2
uala =

ρ+ 3P

2

Thus

χabt
atb ≥0⇔ ρ+ P ≥ 0 and ρ+ 3P ≥ 0

Gravity attractive

Relations between energy conditions Note that

DEC⇒WEC⇒ NEC
NDEC⇒NEC
SEC⇒NEC

Return to Raychaudhuri source for geodesic congruences
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4.3.1.4 Energy condition and congruence evolution

Now by Frobenius theorem, ua hypersurface orthogonal translates as

u[a∇buc] =0

=
1

3

(
ua∇[buc] + ub∇[cua] + uc∇[aub]

)
and by definition of ωab = ∇[bua], this yields

(uaωcb + ubωac + ucωba) =0

Since uaωab = 0, contracting with, say, ua gives

−ωcb =0

and conversely if ωab = 0 then u[a∇buc] = 0
Thus ωab = 0⇔ ua hypersurface orthogonal.
Then: the Raychaudhuri Eq. of a hypersurface orthogonal geodesic congru-

ence verifying the SEC implies

dΘ

dτ
+

Θ2

3
=− 2σ2 −Rabuaub ≤ 0

⇔ dΘ

dτ
≤− Θ2

3

which integrates into

dτ

3
≤− dΘ

Θ2
= d

(
1

Θ

)
⇒ Θ−1 ≥Θ−1

0 +
τ

3

Therefore starting from a converging (Θ0 < 0) hypersurface orthogonal congru-
ence obeying the SEC can never diverge before hitting a caustic (Θ ! −∞,
geodesic crossing) in finite proper time (τ ≤ −3Θ−1

0 ).

4.3.2 Null geodesic congruences
Defined as ka = dxa

dλ , k
aka = 0. Problem to define orthogonal space, as self

orthogonal
Take lala = 0 null with laka = −1, that is pointing in the opposite spatial

direction (frame dependent) and parallel transported along ka: kb∇bla = 0

4.3.2.1 2+2 decomposition (Hayward)

Define projector orthogonal to (k, l), onto

T⊥ = {V a|V aka = 0, V ala = 0}



CHAPTER 4. GEODESICS AND CONGRUENCES 48

4.3.2.2 A hint of 1+1+2 decomposition (Clarkson)

From a timelike and spacelike orthogonal pair uaua = −1 eaea = 1 uaea = 0we
can build {

ka = ua+ea√
2

la = ua−ea√
2

kala = −1

We saw in 1+3: hab = gab + uaub projector ⊥ua
Iterate in 3D space with metric hab
Define Nab = hab − eaeb

Nabe
b = 0

Nabu
b = 0

so Nabk
b = 0

Nabl
b = 0

This looks right. Since

ua =
ka + la√

2

ea =
ka − la√

2

Nab =gab + uaub − eaeb

=gab +
(ka + la) (kb + lb)

2
− (ka − la) (kb − lb)

2

=gab + k(alb) + k(alb) = gab + 2k(alb)

∀V a,W a ∈ T⊥

NabV
aW b =

(
gab + 2k(alb)

)
V aW b

=gabV
aW b

Na
bV

b =gabV
b = V a

Na
bk
b =ka + ka

(
lbk

b
)

= 0

Na
bl
b =la + la

(
kbl

b
)

= 0

Na
cN

c
b =Na

c (gcb + kclb + lckb)

=Na
b

kc∇cNa
b =kc∇c

(
gadNdb

)
= gadkc∇cNdb

=gadkc∇c
(
gdb + 2k(dlb)

)
=gadkc2

(
∇c
(
k(d

)
lb) + k(d|∇cl|b)

)
and since

kc∇ckd =0 (null geodesic)
kc∇clb =0 (parallel transport)
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then kc∇cNa
b = 0

Again, the failure for a normal separation vector Xa ∈ T⊥ to be parallel
transported, as for timelike congruences, is measured by ka;b (see deviation and
commuting vectors):

DXa

dλ
= kb∇bXa = Xb∇bka = ka;b X

b

but here only its projection is needed:

DXa

dλ
= kb∇bXa =kb∇b (Na

cX
c)

=Na
ck
b∇bXc

=Na
cX

b∇bkc

=Na
cN

b
dk
c
;bX

d

=k̂a;dX
d

where k̂a;b = Na
cN

d
bk
c
;d

Again 2-trace

2-Trace Nabka;b = k̂a;a = Θ(k) 2-expansion

Projected symmetric tracefree
(
N c

(aN
d
b) −Nab

Ncd

N c
c

)
kc;d = σ̂ab 2-shear

Antisymmetric part k̂[a;b] = ω̂ab 2-vorticity

Note N c
c = hcc − ecec = gcc + ucuc − ecec = 4− 1− 1 = 2 dimensionality of T⊥

As in timelike case kaω̂ab = 0 and Frobenius lead to ω̂ab = 0 ⇔ ka T⊥
surface orthogonal

4.3.2.3 Evolution

D

dλ

(
k̂a;b

)
= kc∇c

(
k̂a;b

)
=ke∇e

(
N c
a N

d
b kc;d

)
=N c

a N
d
b k

e∇e∇dkc

=N c
a N

d
b

(
ke∇d∇ekc + keRfcdekf

)
=N c

a N
d
b

(
∇d (ke∇ekc)− (∇dke) (∇ekc)−Rcfdekfke

)
=N c

a N
d
b

(
dkc
dλ

)
;d︸ ︷︷ ︸

0 for geodesics

− k̂a;ck̂
c
;b −N c

a N
d
b Rcfdek

fke

since

∇dke∇ekc =gef∇dkf∇ekc

=
(
Nef − 2k(elf)

)
∇dkf∇ekc
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and

ke∇ekc =0 (null geodesic)
le∇ekc =ke∇elc (commuting)

=0 (parallel transport)

so

∇dke∇ekc =∇dkfNfe∇ekc
Furthermore

trNNRkk =NacN d
a Rcfdek

fke

=NacRcfaek
fke

=
(
gac + 2k((a|lc)

)
R[cf ][ae]k

(fk|e))

=gacRcfaek
fke

=trRkk

by anticommutation of Riemann’s pairsFollowing the same path than for the
timelike congruences:

Trace:

dΘ(k)

dλ
=−

Θ2
(k)

2
− 2

(
σ̂2 − ω̂2

)
−Rabkakb (4.7)

Raychaudhuri Eq. for null geodesics
Note the (k, 2)-expansion is naturally projected as ke∇ekc = 0 from
geodesics and ka∇bka = 1

2∇bk
aka = 0 from norm, so

Θ(k) = Nabk̂a;b =NabN c
a N

d
b kc;d

=N cdkc;d

=
(
gab + 2k(alb)

)
ka;b

=gabka;b = ka;a

Samelyfor σ̂2 and ω̂2, noting {} for either () or [], and for the same
geodesic/ norm reasons

k̂{a;b}k̂{a;b} =NacNadk{c;d}k{a;b}

=gacgadk{c;d}k{a;b}

=k{a;b}k{a;b}

thus Raychaudhuri is independent of the arbitrary choice of la
The source term is given through EFE (recall kaka = 0)

Rabk
akb =κ2

(
Tab −

T

2
gab

)
kakb = κ2Tabk

akb

so this is the base for the NEC: convergence to caustics more general
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Projected Symmetric tracefree part

Dσ̂ab
dλ

=−Θ(k)σ̂ab −N c
a N

d
b Ccedfk

ekf (4.8)

Shear evolution

Antisymmetric part:

Dω̂ab
dλ

=−Θ(k)ω̂ab

vorticity evolution

If la considered, by symmetry you get

Raychaudhuri
dΘ(l)

dν
=−

Θ2
(l)

2
− 2

(
σ̂2

(l) − ω̂
2
(l)

)
−Rablalb

Shear
Dσ̂(l)ab

dν
=−Θ(l)σ̂(l)ab −N c

a N
d
b Ccedf l

alb

Vorticity
Dω̂(l)ab

dν
==−Θ(l)ω̂(l)ab

and mixed Raychaudhuri can even be considered

1

2

(
dΘ(l)

dλ
+
dΘ(k)

dν
− ka

2
[l, k]

a
Θ(l) −

la
2

[k, l]
a

Θ(k)

)
+ Θ(k)Θ(l) =

gabk
alb

r2
+Rabk

alb



Chapter 5

Horizons and singularity
theorems

5.1 Horizons

5.1.1 Event horizons
Definition 5.1. Event Horizon

Hypersurface separating events connected to time infinity by timelike curves
from those not connected

! Global concept
In asymptotically flat spacetimes with event horizons (EH)
⇒conformal diagram with Minkowski-like light and space infinities

(
i0,I +,I − ,

see Fig. 5.1.1
)

Timelike infinities aren’t necessary to define EH.
Define the causal past of an open set O

J− (O) =
{
x ∈M|∃y ∈ O,∃γ (τ) , γ̇2 ≤ 0, γ (τ2) = y,∃τ1 < τ2, γ (τ1) = x

}
(5.1)

i.e. set of events connected by past causal curves to events of O.
Causal future of O

J+ (O) =
{
x ∈M|∃y ∈ O,∃γ (τ) , γ̇2 ≤ 0, γ (τ1) = y,∃τ2 > τ1, γ (τ2) = x

}
(5.2)

this time, events connected by future curves to O.
Their boundaries yield light cones of events of O

Event Horizons:
Boundary of J− (I +):
∂J− (I +):future horizon

52
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i0

I +

I −

Figure 5.1.1: Conformal diagram for asymptotically flat spacetimes

Boundary of J+ (I −):
∂J+ (I −):past horizon

Thus EH are null hypersurfaces

Σ Hypersurface: Defined by an equation f (x) = cst
∂af normal vector to Σ

Σ Null Hypersurface: ∂af∂af = 0thus ∂af also tangent to Σ

Generators of Null Hypersurface Σ: γ (λ) family of null geodesics
If Σ = ∪γ (λ), the γ’s are called generators of Σ
Their tangent vectors are proportional to the normal

ka =
dxa

dλ
=h (x) gab∂bf ⇒ ka normal

A possible choice of h (x) renders γ affinely parameterised

kak
a =0 kb∇bka =0 (geodesic)

∂ [J− (I +)] future EH: γ may end in past, not in future
∂ [J+ (I −)] past EH: γ may end in future, not in past

EH in static spacetimes (Schwarzschild-type)
Stationary metric ⇒ ∂t timelike Killing vector at r !∞
∂at normal to t = cst hypersurfaces
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∂ar normal to r = cst hypersurfaceswhich are timelike at r !∞ (Minkowski-
like)
with normgab∂ar∂br = grr

r = cst becomes lightlike at r = rH : grr (rH) = 0
In Schwarzschild grr = 1− 2GM

r −!
rH=2GM

0

5.1.2 Importance of E.H.
• They often appear to hide singularities (Cosmic Censorship Conjecture)

• Singularities are inevitable (Singularity theorems)

⇒ EH are ubiquitous!

5.1.2.1 Singularity theorems

Singularity theorems: Generic physical initial conditions lead to collapse into
singularities, once reaching a certain point (Hawking-Penrose)

• Singularities are marked by geodesic incompleteness (they end at finite
affine parameter)

• The point of no return is marked by the appearance of Trapped Surfaces

Trapped surfaces and Trapping Horizons

Trapped Surfaces are local conditions for the appearance of Event Horizons

In spherical symmetry, foliated in spheres with dual null 2+2 decomposition,
ka, la lightlike independent directions with Nab = gab + k(alb)
2-expansion along vector va: Θv = 2

rLvr , with r areal radius

• If ΘkΘl < 0 on a sphere: normal or untrapped
Region foliated with normal surfaces = normal region

• If ΘkΘl > 0 on a sphere: Trapped Surface

– Θk,Θl < 0: future trapped or simply trapped

– Θk,Θl > 0: past trapped or anti-trapped

Region foliated with trapped (future/past) surfaces = Trapped (future/past) Region

• If ΘkΘl = 0 on a sphere: Marginal Surface
Without loss of generality, assume Θk = 0

– LlΘk < 0: outer marginal surface

– LlΘk > 0: inner marginal surface

– LlΘk = 0: degenerated marginal surface
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Definition 5.2. Trapping Horizon
A trapping horizon (TH) is a Lorentzian 3-hypersurface foliated with marginal

surfaces

In static solutions EH=TH
As TH is local while EH is global, TH is used to characterise Black Holes

Examples In Minkowski with a 2-sphere thin shell emitting light outward and
inward, governed by Θk,Θl.
Outwards yield Θk > 0
Inwards yield Θl < 0
so Minkowski has ΘkΘl < 0⇒ normal region/spacetime

In Schwarzschild, inside rH , we get
Θk < 0 and Θl < 0⇒ future trapped region
r = rH : Θk = 0⇒TH

We return to singularity theorems later. A possible escape to arisal of singular-
ities could rely on the discovery of quantum gravity.

Or dark energy (violation of SEC)

5.1.2.2 Cosmic censorship conjecture

Conjecture 5.1. Naked singularities cannot form in gravitational collapse from
generic, initially nonsingular states in asymptotically flat spacetimes obeying the
DEC.

Conjecture: yet unproven, for generic initial conditions

Naked singularity: Singularity that can send light to I + unimpeeded by
EH.

Example 5.1.
- Schwarzschild White Hole
see Fig. 5.1.2

Example 5.2. -Charged BH (Reissner-Nordström)
Q: electric charge
MB : magnetic charge

ds2 =−∆dt2 + ∆−1dr2 + r2dΩ2

∆ =1− 2GM

r
+
G
(
Q2 +M2

B

)
r2

Electric and magnetic fields are radial (see Fig. 5.1.3)

~E =Er ~er = Frt ~er =
Q

r2
~er

~B =Br ~er =
Fθφ
r2sinθ

~er =
MB

r2
~er
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I +

Naked White Hole

Figure 5.1.2: Schwarzschild white hole Carter-Penrose diagram

r = 0

i+

i−

i0

I +

I −

Naked
Timelike
Singularity

(a) case Q2 +M2
B > GM2

Naked
Timelike
Singularity

r = 0

i0

I +

I−

i0

I +

i0

I−

r
Sch

r
=
∞

r
=
∞

r S
ch

(b) case Q2 +M2
B = GM2

Naked Time-
like Singular-
ities
...

r = 0

i0

I +

I −

i0

I +

i0

I −

i0

r− r−

r−

r−

r−

r−

r− r−

r+ r+

r+ r+

r+ r+

r+ r+

(c) case Q2 +M2
B < GM2

Figure 5.1.3: Reissner-Nordström Carter-Penrose diagrams
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5.1.3 Killing horizons
Definition 5.3. A Killing Horizon (K.H.) is a surface Σ where a Killing vector
ξa becomes null.

e.g. In Schwarzschild, ξa = ∂at , on K.H. ξa is tangent and normal (null)
In general K.H., T.H. and E.H. are distinct.
In spacetimes with time-reversal symmetry, K.H. and E.H. are related.

• Every Σ E.H., in stationary, asymptotically flat spacetime, is a K.H. for
some Killing field ξa

• If spacetime is static, ξa = ∂at = Ka, time translation at space infinity

• If spacetime stationary, not static, then it is axisymmetric with rotation
Killing field Ra = ∂aφ and ζa = Ka + ΩHR

a for ΩH constant

Example 5.3. In Minkowski ds2 = −dt2 + dx2 + dy2 + dz2

Invariance under boost in x direction⇒Killing vector ξ = x∂t + t∂x

ξaξa =− x2 + t2 ⇒ ξa null on t =± x : K.H.

so Minkowski is filled with K.H.s

5.1.3.1 Surface gravity of K.H.

Σ K.H. with Killing vector ξa
⇔ ξa normal to Σ and ξaξa = 0 on Σ
Thus ∇aξbξb normal to Σ⇒ proportional to ξa, normal
∃κ,∇aξbξb = −2κξa and Killing equation ∇aξb = −∇bξa
so ξb∇bξa = κξa: geodesic eq. in non-affine parameterisation
We have Lξ

(
∇aξbξb

)
= ∇aLξ

(
ξbξb

)
for scalar ξaξa,ξa K.V. and ∇a torsionless

= 0
ξbξb=0 along Σ/ξa

= −2 (ξaLξκ+ κLξξa)

and Lξξa = ξb∇bξa − ξb∇bξa = 0
⇒ Lξκ = 0: κ constant along Σ (exercise: show Lξ

(
∇aξbξb

)
= ∇aLξ

(
ξbξb

)
)

κ: failure of Killing parameter v, defined by ξa∇av = 1, to agree with affine
parameter λ on null generators of Σ

• Define ka = dxa

dλ on Σ by ka = e−κvξa

then

kb∇bka =e−2κv
[
ξb∇bξa − ξaξb∇b (κv)

]
=e−2κv

κξa − κξa(ξb∇bv)︸ ︷︷ ︸
1

 since Lξκ = ξb∇bκ = 0

=0

so k is the affinely parameterised null geodesic tangent, generators of Σ,
and ka = dxa

dλ , ξa = dxa

dv = dxa

dλ
dλ
dv

⇒ dλ
dv ∝ e

κv ⇒ κ 6= 0, λ ∝ eκv
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Since ξa hypersurface ⊥ at Σ, we can use Frobenius Theorem on Σ

ξ[a∇bξc] =0

=
1

3

(
ξa∇[bξc] + ξb∇[cξa] + ξc∇[aξb]

)
and Killing Eq.

⇒
{
∇[aξb] = ∇aξb
∇aξb = −∇bξa

⇔ ξc∇aξb =− ξa∇bξc − ξb

−∇aξc︷ ︸︸ ︷
∇cξa

= (ξb∇a − ξa∇b) ξc
=− 2ξ[a∇b]ξc

Contracting with ∇[aξb] = ∇aξb

ξc∇aξb∇aξb =− 2
(
∇aξb

)
ξa∇bξc

=− 2
(
ξa∇aξb

)︸ ︷︷ ︸
geodesic

(∇bξc)

=− 2κ
︷ ︸︸ ︷
ξb∇bξc

=− 2κ2ξc

⇒ κ2 =− 1

2

(
∇aξb

)
(∇aξb) Surface Gravity

Contracting the Frobenius tensor we get

f = 3ξ[a∇bξc]ξ[a∇bξc] =ξ[a∇bξc]
(
ξa∇[bξc] + ξb∇[cξa] + ξc∇[aξb]

)
=

1

3

3ξaξa
(
∇bξc

)
(∇bξc) +

(
ξa∇bξc

)
ξb

−∇aξc︷ ︸︸ ︷
∇cξa + ξa

−∇cξb︷ ︸︸ ︷
∇bξc (ξc∇aξb)

+ ξb

−∇aξc︷ ︸︸ ︷
∇cξa (ξa∇bξc) +

(
ξb∇cξa

)
ξc

−∇bξa︷ ︸︸ ︷
∇aξb

(
ξc∇aξb

)
ξa

−∇cξb︷ ︸︸ ︷
∇bξc + ξc

−∇bξa︷ ︸︸ ︷
∇aξb (ξb∇cξa)


=ξaξa

(
∇bξc

)
(∇bξc)− 2 (ξa∇aξc)

(
ξb∇bξc

)
and since it is using Frobenius tensor, f −!

Σ
0
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Since g = ξaξa −!
Σ

0 and ∇b (ξaξa) = −2κξb 6= 0 at Σ and

∇f =3∇
(
FrobabcFrobabc

)
=6Frobabc∇Frobabc = 0 at Σ

we can apply l’Hospital rule to get

lim
Σ

f

g
= lim

Σ

∇f
∇g

=0

= lim
Σ

[(
∇bξc

)
(∇bξc)

]
− 2 lim

Σ

[
(ξa∇aξc)(ξb∇bξc)/ξdξd

]
=− 2κ2 − 2 lim

Σ

[
(ξa∇aξc)

(
ξb∇bξc

)
ξdξd

]

⇔ κ2 = lim
Σ

[
−

(ξa∇aξc)
(
ξb∇bξc

)
ξdξd

]

Away from Σ, ξa timelike, and we can define

ξa√
−ξbξb

=ua =
dxa

dτ

ξ proportional to time orbit velocity
Thusacceleration

aa =
d2xa

dτ2
=
dua

dτ
=ub∇bua

=
ξb∇bξa

(−ξcξc)

and thus

κ = lim
Σ

√
(ξa∇aξc) (ξb∇bξc)

−ξdξd
= lim

Σ

√
acac (−ξcξc)

= lim
Σ

(aV )

defining

a =
√
acac

V =
√
−ξcξc

Interpretation is clear in static, asymptotically flat spacetimes, where ξ = ∂t
and normalised ξcξc (r !∞) = −1

Static observer has uaua = −1 so ξa = V (x)ua and we regain V =√
−ξcξc going from 0 at Σ to 1 at r !∞
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Then acceleration, in general, is

aa =ub∇bua

=ub∇b
(
V −1ξa

)
=V −1ub ∇bξa︸ ︷︷ ︸

−∇aξb Killing Eqs

+ ubξa∇bV −1

=− V −2∇a
(
ξbξb

2

)
− V −1ubua∇bV

=V −2∇a
(
V 2

2

)
− ubua∇b lnV

=V −1∇aV − ubua∇b lnV

=∇a lnV − ubua∇b lnV

but

aaua =
dua

dτ
ua =

duaua
dτ

= 0

=ua∇a lnV + ub∇b lnV

=2ua∇a lnV

⇒ aa =∇a lnV

Thus the force on a mass m is

F =ma = m
√
acac = V −1m

√
∇cV∇cV

In the case ξ = ∂t (static spacetime), energy of a photon with pa is

E =− paξa

while its frequency, measured by an observer ua gives

ω =− paua ⇒ ω =
E

V

so photons emitted at λ1 = 2π
ω1

are received at λ2 = V2

V1
λ1 thus at ∞: λ∞ = λ1

V1
;

V is redshift seen at ∞
So

V F =m
√
∇cV∇cV = maV

the force as measured at ∞
So acceleration at Σ as measured at ∞ is

lim
Σ

(aV ) =κ

In the case only stationary, K = ∂t is null at ergosurface but ξ = K + ΩH∂θ
(rotating BH) is the Killing vector and ξaξa = 0 on E.H.
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If we use Schwarzschild

ds2 =−
(

1− 2GM

r

)
dt2 +

dr2

1− 2GM
r

+ r2dΩ2

ξa = Ka =
(

1,~0
)
and static velocity is defined by

gabu
aub =− 1 = gab

ξaξb

V 2
⇒ −

(
1− 2GM

r

)
V 2

= −1

⇔ V =

√
1− 2GM

r

⇒ ua =

((
1− 2GM

r

)− 1
2

,~0

)

Thus the acceleration reads

aa = ∇a lnV =
2

2

GM

r2

∇ar
1− 2GM

r

=
GM∇ar

r2
(
1− 2GM

r

)
but ∇ar = gabδrb

⇒ a =
GM

r2
(
1− 2GM

r

)√gabδraδrb =
GM

r2
(
1− 2GM

r

)√1− 2GM

r
=

GM

r2

√
1− 2GM

r

=
GM

V r2

⇒ κ = lim
Σ

(aV ) = lim
r!2GM

(aV ) =
GM

(2GM)
2 =

1

4GM

κ↘ with M as rH ↗

5.2 Singularity theorems
Singularities, under generic conditions, are inevitable in General Relativity, as
given by the Big Bang types and Black Hole types theorems.

Here we will see 2 Big Bang types and 2 B.H. types theorems with various
strengthes of hypotheses. We will sketch some proofs and start with definitions
and lemmas.

5.2.1 First Big Bang Singularity theorem
5.2.1.1 Definitions

Definition 5.4. Causal curve
γ (τ) causal curve ⇔ ∀τ, γ̇2 ≤ 0

Definition 5.5. Causal future (recall)
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J+ (p) =
{
q ∈M |∃λ, ∀τ, λ̇2 ≤ 0, λ (0) = p, λ (1) = q

}
(related to set of future directed causal curves from p)

Definition 5.6. Chronological future

I+ (p) =
{
q ∈M |∃λ,∀τ, λ̇2 < 0, λ (0) = p, λ (1) = q

}
(related to set of future directed timelike curves from p)

Thus J+ (p) − I+ (p) = {q ∈M |∃γ, null geodesic , λ (0) = p, λ (1) = q}: fu-
ture light cone of p
Samely for a set S ⊂M

Definition 5.7. Causal or chronological futures of a set S

J+ (S) = ∪
q∈S

J+ (q) I+ (S) = ∪
q∈S

I+ (q)

Definition 5.8. Causal or chronological pasts of an event p or a set S

J− (p) =
{
q ∈M |∃λ, ∀τ, λ̇2 ≤ 0, λ (0) = q, λ (1) = p

}
I− (p) =

{
q ∈M |∃λ, ∀τ, λ̇2 < 0, λ (0) = q, λ (1) = p

}
J− (S) = ∪

q∈S
J− (q) I− (S) = ∪

q∈S
I− (q)

Definition 5.9. Causally or chronologically connected parts of M to S

J (S) =J+ (S) ∪ J− (S)

I (S) =I+ (S) ∪ I− (S)

Definition 5.10. Achronal Set
S achronal ⇔ I+ (S) ∩ S = ∅: no point in the future of another point

Generated by spacelike or null curves

Definition 5.11. Cauchy surface
A closed achronal surface Σ with J+ (Σ) ∪ J− (Σ) = M is called a Cauchy

surface

All M events can be causally connected to Σ

Definition 5.12. Globally hyperbolic spacetime
(M, gab) globally hyperbolic ⇔ ∃Σ ⊂M , Σ Cauchy
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p

q

T a

Xa

Figure 5.2.1: Conjugate points and Jacobi field

q

Xa

Figure 5.2.2: Conjugate point to a surface and Jacobi field

Definition 5.13. Conjugate points
γ ⊂M , geodesic, γ̇ = T ,
Xa solution of geodesic deviation equation

T c∇c
(
T b∇bXa

)
=RabcdT

bT cXd

is called a Jacobi field

p, q ∈M, (p, q) conjugates ⇔∃Xa Jacobi field, Xa 6= 0, Xa (p) = Xa (q) = 0

See Fig. 5.2.1

Definition 5.14. Point conjugate to a surface
p ∈M,Σ ⊂M,p ∈ γ geodesic, γ⊥Σ (i.e. T a ∝ gab∂bΣ)
p conjugate to Σ⇔ ∃Xa Jacobi field ofγ,Xa (Σ) 6= 0, Xa⊥gab∂bΣ, Xa (p) = 0

See Fig. 5.2.2

Definition 5.15. Normal neighbourhood
U ⊂M , normal⇔ ∀q, r ∈ U, r ∈ J+ (q) ,∃!γ geodesic, γ̇2 ≤ 0, γ ⊂ U,γ (0) = q, γ (1) = r
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q

p

λ
λ′

Figure 5.2.3: Illustration of upper semicontinuity

Definition 5.16. Strongly causal spacetime
(M, gab) strongly causal ⇔ ∀p ∈M, ∀O (p) ⊂M (neighbourhood)

∃V (p) ⊂ O (p) ,∀γ causal curve, ∃!γ1, γ ∩ V = γ1

(γ only intersects V once)

(⇒ foliation with causal curve families)

Definition 5.17. Spaces of causal curves
C (p, q), from p to q, or C (Σ, q) from Σ to q, are defined as the sets of

continuous, future directed causal curves from
∣∣∣∣ pΣ to q.

Property: M globally hyperbolic⇒ C ( , q) compact (“closed” and “bounded”)

Definition 5.18. Length of causal curves
λ (t) C0, causal curve, λ̇ = T a∂a = ∂at ∂a, τ [λ] =

∫ q
p

(−T aTa)
1
2 dt

Definition 5.19. Upper semi-continuity of τ
τ upper semi-continuous on C (p, q)
⇔ ∀λ ∈ C (p, q) ,∀ε > 0 ∃O (λ) ⊂ C (p, q) (open neighbourhood)

∀λ′ ∈ O (λ) , τ [λ′] ≤ τ [λ] + ε

Illustration λ′ null by parts (segments):

τ [λ′] =0

τ [λ] =τ > 0

See Fig. 5.2.3

5.2.1.2 Lemmas

Lemma 5.1. Upper semicontinuity
(M, gab) strongly causal, p, q ∈M, q ∈ J+ (p)⇒ τ upper semi-continuous on

C (p, q)
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Lemma 5.2. Property geodesic and τ
γ geodesic ⇔ γ extremises τ

Lemma 5.3. Existence of conjugate to Σ in finite τ
(M, gab) satisfies S.E.C., Σ spacelike hypersurface with K = Θ < 0 at q ∈ Σ

(K trace of extrinsic curvature for future normal geodesics to Σ
⇒ ∃p conjugate to Σ along γ⊥Σ, q ∈ γ within τ [γqp] ≤ 3

|K|

Proof. We saw from Raychaudhuri equation for S.E.C., hypersurface⊥, geodesic
congruences (see Sec. 4.3.1.4) that they converge in finite proper time τ ≤

3
(−Θ0) = 3

|K| and here it is the condition on q ∈ Σ, note that Xa (p) = 0 ⇔
Θ (p) = −∞

Hence the condition being valid for q ∈ Σ (,K = Θ < 0 with γ⊥Σ)
⇒ p exists.

Lemma 5.4. Geodesics with no inner conjugates maximise τ
γ ∈ C (p, q) , γ smooth timelike
{λα (t)} ⊂ C (p, q) , smooth, one parameter family of smooth timelike curves

λα (a) =p, λα (b) =q, λ0 =γ

γ maximises τ [λα]⇔ γ geodesic with no conjugate point between p and q

Proof. Sketch of proof
λ0 = γ, (∂t)

a
= T a, (∂α)

a
= Xa,LTXa = T b∇bXa − Xb∇bT a = 0 by

commutation
∀α, q = λα (b)

p = λα (a)

}
⇒ Xa (a) = Xa (b) = 0; define τ (α) = τ [λα] =∫ b

a
f (α, t) dt =

∫ b
a

(−T aTa)
1
2 dt

Calculate

dτ

dα
=

∫ b

a

∂αfdt =

∫ b

a

Xa∇a
(
−T bTb

) 1
2 dt

=−
∫ b

a

XaT b

f
∇aTbdt

=−
∫ b

a

T aT b

f
∇aXbdt by commutation

=−
∫ b

a

T a∇a
(
T bXb

f

)
dt+

∫ b

a

T aXb∇a
(
T b

f

)
dt

=−
∫ b

a

∂t

(
T bXb

f

)
dt+

∫ b

a

T aXb∇a
(
T b

f

)
dt

=

[
−T

bXb

f

]b
a

+

∫ b

a

T aXb∇a
(
Tb
f

)
dt
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The boundary terms vanish as Xa (a) = Xa (b) = 0

⇒ dτ

dα
=

∫ b

a

XbT a∇a
(
Tb
f

)
dt

but T a∇a
(

Tb√
−T cTc

)
is geodesic equation for arbitrary param.

So dτ
dα

∣∣
α = 0

(λ0 = γ)

= 0⇔ γ geodesic (γ geodesic locally maximises τ)

Now compute

d2τ

dα2
=

∫ b

a

Xc∇c
[
XbT a∇a

(
Tb
f

)]
dt

=

∫ b

a

(
Xc∇cXb

)
T a∇a

(
Tb
f

)
dt+

∫ b

a

Xb (Xc∇cT a)∇a
(
Tb
f

)
dt

+

∫ b

a

XbT aXc∇c∇a
(
Tb
f

)
dt

At α = 0, λ0 geodesic
(
T a∇a

(
Tb
f

)
= 0
)
and using Ricci identity, commutation

of X and T and relabeling dummy indices

d2τ

dα2

∣∣∣∣
α=0

=

∫ b

a

Xb (T c∇cXa)∇a
(
Tb
f

)
dt+

∫ b

a

XbT aXc∇a∇c
(
Tb
f

)
dt

+

∫ b

a

XbT aXcR d
cab

Td
f
dt Ricci

=

∫ b

a

XbT c∇c
[
Xa∇a

(
Tb
f

)]
dt+

∫ b

a

XbT aXcR d
cab

Td
f
dt relabeling

We can reexpress[
Xa∇a

(
Tb
f

)]
=
Xa

f
∇aTb −

Tb
f2
Xa∇af

=
T a

f
∇aXb −

Tb
f2
Xa∇a (−T cTc)

1
2 commuting

=
T a

f
∇aXb +

Tb
f2
XaT

c

f
∇aTc

=
T a

f
∇aXb +

Tb
f2

T c

f
(T a∇aXc) commuting

=
T a

f
∇aXb +

Tb
f2

T a∇a
(
T cXc

f

)
−XcT

a∇a
(
T c

f

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸
geodesic at α=0


=
T a

f
∇aXb +

Tb
f2
T a∇a

(
T cXc

f

)
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q

p

γ

γ′
r

Figure 5.2.4: Smoothing from geodesic with inner conjugate

choosing in addition f = 1 along λ0, geodesic by affine parameterisation, and
T⊥X: T cXc = 0 along λ0, we get, relabeling dummy indices

d2τ

dα2

∣∣∣∣
α=0

=

∫ b

a

Xa
{
T c∇c

[
T b∇bXa

]
+RcbadT

bT dXc
}
dt

The Riemann term can be rewritten

RcbadT
bT dXc =RadcbT

bT dXc Riemann symmetry

!RabcdT
bT dXc relabeling b↔ d

!−RabdcT bT dXc Riemann antisymmetry

We recognise the operator that gives 0 on Jacobi fields: OX = 0

⇒ d2τ

dα2

∣∣∣∣
α=0

=

∫ b

a

XaOXadt

If λ0 = γ geodesic with conjugate point r between p and q
⇒ ∃Xa

0 6= 0,OXa
0 = 0, Xa

0 (p) = Xa
0 (r) = 0, taking Xa

0 = 0 between r and
q

then smoothing of the r point into γ′ yields γ′ − γ : X = X0 + ε (see

Fig. 5.2.4)since ε̇aεa = 0
ε̈aε̇a = 0

}
we take ε̈a = κεa, κ > 0 when ε grows (before r)

RTTεε� 1⇒ RabcdT
bT cεdεa =0⇒ RabccT

bT cεd ∝ ε̇a

since smoothing is infinitesimal, εaεa � ε̇aε̇a for most of the part where ε 6= 0,
and OXa = OXa

0 + Oεa ' κεa

Thus to first order XaOXa ' Xaκε
a ' κXa

0 εa 6= 0 before r, thus when
κ > 0

Since this is growing phase for ε then X0, ε in same direction, then Xa
0 εa > 0

and thus d2τ
dα2

∣∣∣
α=0

> 0 and so τ [γ′] > τ [γ] = max τ : contradiction!
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Conversely, γ geodesic without conjugate point between p and q with T a

tangent. Introduce orthonormal basis ⊥T a :
(
e aµ
)
parallely propagated along γ(

T b∇be aµ = 0 =
de aµ
dτ

)
, choosing XaTa = 0

Xa = Xµe aµ verify geodesic deviation

dXa

dτ
=
dXµ

dτ
e aµ +Xµ

de aµ
dτ

=
dXµ

dτ
e aµ parallel transport

⇒ d2Xa

dτ2
=
d2Xµ

dτ2
e aµ =RabccT

bT cXd

=e aµR
µ
bcνe

ν
dT

bT cXd

=RµbcνT
bT cXνe aµ

⇔ d2Xµ

dτ2
=RµbcνT

bT cXν

sinceXµ (τ) depends linearly on initial data Xµ (0) and dXµ

dτ (0) where at p,
Xµ (0) = Xµ (p) = 0

then Xµ (τ) = Aµν (τ) dX
µ

dτ (0) with Aµν (0) = 0,
dAµν
dτ (0) = δµν

q conjugate ⇔ ∃dX
µ

dτ (0) 6= 0 (non-trivial initial data), Xµ (q) = 0

From Xµ = Aµν
dXµ

dτ (0) ⇔ detA (q) = 0Thus @r conjugate of p before q ⇔
∀r ∈ ]p, q[ ,detA (r) 6= 0

Define Y µ =
(
A−1

)µ
ν
Xν ⇔ Xµ = AµνY

ν (all possible initial conditions
considered)

Thus

d2τ

dα2

∣∣∣∣
α=0

=

∫ b

a

e aµX
µ
(
OX

)
ν
eνadτ =

∫ b

a

δµνX
µ
(
OX

)
ν
dτ =

∫ b

a

Xµ
(
OX

)
µ
dτ

and introducing Xµ = Aµν
dXµ

dτ (0) in the geodesic deviation equation, we get

d2Aµν
dτ2

dXµ

dτ
(0) =RµbcβT

bT cAβν
dXµ

dτ
(0) ⇔ d2Aµν

dτ2
=RµbcβT

bT cAβν

and (
OX

)
µ

=
d2Xµ

dτ2
−RµbcνT bT cXν

=

(
d2Aµν
dτ2

−RµbcβAβν
)
Y ν + 2

dAµν
dτ

dY ν

dτ
+Aµν

d2Y ν

dτ2

so

d2τ

dα2

∣∣∣∣
α=0

=

∫ b

a

AµαYα

(
2
dAµβ
dτ

dY β

dτ
+Aµβ

d2Y β

dτ2

)
dτ

From [Hawking and Ellis(1973)] Proposition 4.5.8, this can be shown negative
definite ⇒ any curve away from γ has τ < τ [γ]
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t

s

γrs

γst

r

γrt

Figure 5.2.5: Piecewise vs Geodesic

Lemma 5.5. Geodesics without inner conjugate to Σ maximise τ
p ∈ M,∀q ∈ Σ, smooth, spacelike hypersurface, γ ∈ C (q, p) , γ smooth,

timelike
λα (t) smooth one parameter family of smooth timelike curves, {λα (t)} ⊂

C (q, p) , λα (a) = q, λα (b) = p, λ0 = γ
γ maximises τ [λα] ⇔ γ geodesic ⊥Σ with no conjugate points between Σ

and p

Proof. Similar to Lemma 5.4 (Geodesics with no inner conjugates maximise
τ)

Lemma 5.6. Maximum of τ on C (Σ, p) is geodesics without inner conjugate
to Σ

(M, gab) strongly causal, p ∈M,Σ achronal, smooth, spacelike hypersurface
τ defined on C (Σ, p)
τ maximum on γ ∈ C (Σ, p) ⇒ γ geodesic, ⊥Σ with no conjugate points

between Σ and p

Proof. Sketch of proof
γ ∈ C (Σ, p)⇒ γ continuous

• If γ smooth, Lemma 5.5 (Geodesics without inner conjugate to Σ maximise
τ) gives τ maximum on γ ⇔ γ geodesic ⊥Σ without conjugate

• If γ not smooth: we are going to prove that any piecewise curve cannot
have larger τ than a single smooth geodesic.

∀U convex normal neighbourhood
r, s, t ∈ U, s ∈ J+ (r) , t ∈ J+ (r) ∩ J+ (s) , γrt, γrs, γst geodesics with γ ∩

C (r, t) = γrt (see Fig. 5.2.5)

τ [γrt] >τ [γrs] + τ [γst]
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p

q

γ1

γ2

r

γ0

Στ

u0
u1

u2

(a) Tangent vectors and induced parameterisa-
tion

α
ds = dτ

cosα

dγ1

dτ

dγ0

dΣτ
u0 u1

(b) Induced parameterisation and scalar
product

Figure 5.2.6: Proof of Piecewise vs Geodesic

Proof. that τ [γ0] > τ [γ1] + τ [γ2] (see Fig. 5.2.6)
Use proper time on γ0 parameterisation
Since U convex normal neighbourhood
∃Στ a family of hypersurfaces normal to u0 = dx

dτ

∣∣
γ0

inducing parameterisa-
tion on γ1 and γ2 (see Fig. 5.2.6a):

u1 =
dx

dτ1

∣∣∣∣
γ1

u2 =
dx

dτ2

∣∣∣∣
γ2

From decomposition of any timelike vector into another normalised timelike
vector and a spacelike vector, as in Sec. 4.3.1.3

u1 = (u0.u1)u0 + πS1e

with πS1e =u1 − (u0.u1)u0,

e.e =1,

πS1 =
√
πS1e.πS1e > 0

as u0 and u1 in same light cone with same parameter τ

|u0.u1| =− u0.u1 < 1

as (following Fig. 5.2.6b)

ua0 =
dxa

dτ

∣∣∣∣
γ0

ua1 =
dxa

ds

∣∣∣∣
γ1

=
dxa

dτ

dτ

ds

∣∣∣∣
γ1

⇒ |u0.u1| = ||u0| . (|u0| cosα) cosα|
= cos2 α < 1
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Thus

τ1 =

∫ q

p

√
−u1.u1dτ =

∫ q

p

√
(u0.u1)

2 − (πS1)
2
dτ

≤
∫ q

p

|u0.u1| dτ

<

∫ q

p

dτ

and samely

τ2 =

∫ r

q

√
−u2.u2dτ <

∫ r

q

dτ

so

τ1 + τ2 <

∫ q

p

dτ +

∫ r

q

dτ = τ0

By upper semicontinuity, ∀µ ∈ C (r, t) , τ [µ] ≤ τ [γrt]
If τ [µ] = τ [γrt] with µ 6= γrt,∃q ∈ µ, q /∈ γrt, γ1, γ2 geodesics, γ1 = γrs, γ2 =

γst

γ1 maximises τ between r and s
γ2 maximises τ between s and t

∣∣∣∣⇒τ [γ1] + τ [γ2] ≥ τ [µ] = τ [γrt]

Contradiction!
⇒ γ unique curve, hence the result is proven

Lemma 5.7. Existence of maximum τ causal curves
(M, gab) globally hyperbolic, p ∈M
Σ ⊂M Cauchy surface ⇒ ∃γ ∈ C (Σ, p) , τ [γ] maximum on C (Σ, p)

Proof. Sketch of proof
C (Σ, p) compact and from Lemma 5.1 (Upper semicontinuity)
τ is upper semi-continuous ⇒ maximum is attained inside C (Σ, p)

We are now ready to prove the first Big Bang Singularity theorem

5.2.1.3 First Big Bang Singularity theorem

Theorem 5.1. Big Bang Singularity theorem 1
(M, gab) globally hyperbolic with S.E.C.
Suppose ∃Σ, C2(smooth) Cauchy (initial) surface with −Θ ≤ C < 0, C con-

stant, everywhere on Σ (trace of extinsic curvature for past directed normal
geodesic K = −Θ)

Then ∀γ ⊂ J− (Σ) , γ̇2 ≤ 0, τ =
∫ Σ

−∞

√
−γ̇2dt ≤ 3

|C|
In particular: past directed timelike geodesics are incomplete
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pD+ (S)

S

(a) Future domain of dependence

D− (S)

S

(b) Past domain of dependence

Figure 5.2.7: Domains of dependence

Proof. Suppose ∃λ ⊂ J− (Σ) , λ̇2 ≤ 0, τ =
∫ Σ

−∞

√
−λ̇2dt > 3

|C|

p = λ (t1) , τ (p) ≡
∫ Σ

p

√
−λ̇2dt > 3

|C|
(
≥ 3

Θ

)
From Lemma 5.7 (Existence of maximum τ causal curve) ∃γ of maximum

τ ≥ 3
|C|

From Lemma 5.6 (Maximum of τ on C (Σ, p) is geodesics without inner
conjugate to Σ) γ geodesic ⊥Σ with no conjugate point

But from Lemma 5.3 (Existence of conjugate to Σ in finite τ) ∃p, τ (p) ≤ 3
Θ ,

conjugate to Σ
resulting in a contradiction, which prooves the theorem

However the globally hyperbolic condition is very strong! Hawking (1967)
found a weaker condition

5.2.2 More general Big Bang Singularity theorem
5.2.2.1 Definitions

Definition 5.20. Future endpoint of γ
p ∈M future endpoint of γ ⇔ ∀O (p) ⊂M open, ∃t0,∀t > t0, γ (t) ∈ O (p)

Definition 5.21. Future inextendible curve γ
γ future inextendible curve ⇔ @ future endpoint of γ

Definition 5.22. Domain of dependence
Future

D+ (S) = {p ∈M |∀γ, past inextendible causal, ∃τp, γ (τp) = p, γ ∩ S 6= ∅}

(every past past inextendible causal curve through p intersects S, see Fig. 5.2.7a)
Past

D− (S) = {p ∈M |∀γ, future inextendible causal, ∃τp, γ (τp) = p, γ ∩ S 6= ∅}

(see Fig. 5.2.7b)
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O (p)

S
p

r

q
λ

I+ (p)

I− (p)

Figure 5.2.8: Edge of S

Full

D (S) =D+ (S) ∪D− (S)

Definition 5.23. Interior of A

Int [A] = ∪
∀O⊂A

O

Union of all open sets contained in A

Definition 5.24. Closure of A

A =A+ limA = ∩
∀C⊃A

C

Intersection of all closed sets containing A

Definition 5.25. Boundary of A

Ȧ =∂A = A− Int [A]

Definition 5.26. Edge of S

p ∈ Edge (S)⇔ ∀O (p) ,∃q ∈ I+ (p) ∩O (p) ,∃r ∈ I− (p) ∩O (p) ,∃λ, λ̇2 < 0, λ ⊂ O (p) ,

λ (0) = r, λ (1) = q, λ ∩ (S ∪ {p}) = ∅

See Fig. 5.2.8

Definition 5.27. Cauchy Horizon
S closed, achronal
Future:

H+ (S) =D+ (S)− I−
[
D+ (S)

]
(see Fig. 5.2.9)
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I−
[
D+ (S)

]

D+ (S)

S

}
H+ (S)

Figure 5.2.9: Future Cauchy Horizon

Past:

H− (S) =D− (S)− I+
[
D− (S)

]
Full:

H (S) =H+ (S) ∪H− (S)

Property Cauchy horizons and geodesics
Future Cauchy Horizon

H+ (S) =

p ∈M |∃λ, λ̇2 = 0 geodesic, p ∈ λ, λ ⊂ H+ (S)⇔ λ

 past inextendible
or
with past endpoint on Edge (S)




Past Cauchy Horizon

H− (S) =

p ∈M |∃λ, λ̇2 = 0 geodesic, p ∈ λ, λ ⊂ H− (S)⇔ λ

 future inextendible
or
with future endpoint on Edge (S)




5.2.2.2 Lemmas

Lemma 5.8. Cauchy horizon and domain of dependence
H (S) = Ḋ (S): full Cauchy horizon is boundary of domain of dependence

Lemma 5.9. Cauchy horizon decomposition
∀p ∈ H± (S) , p ∈ λ ⊂ H± (S) λ either -past/future inextendible, or

-past/future endpoint ∈ Edge (S)

Lemma 5.10. Causal curves in compact submanifolds
(M, gab) strongly causal, K ⊂M compact
⇒
(
∀C ⊂ K, Ċ 2 ≤ 0 (causal)⇒ past and future endpoints of C ∈ K

)
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S

H− (S)

p

λn
γn

qn

rn

Figure 5.2.10: Sequence of timelike curves from S to p supporting geodesics
converging to p.

5.2.2.3 More general Big Bang Singularity theorem

Theorem 5.2. Big Bang Singularity theorem 2 (Hawking 1967, more general)
(M, gab) strongly causal with S.E.C.
Suppose ∃S compact, edgeless, achronal, smooth spacelike hypersurface with

−Θ ≤ C < 0 everywhere on S (trace of extinsic curvature for past directed
normal geodesic K = −Θ)

Then ∃γ ⊂ J− (S) , γ̇2 ≤ 0, γ inextendible geodesic and

τ =

∫ S

−∞

√
−γ̇2dt ≤ 3

|C|

Proof. Sketch of proof
Suppose ∀γ, γ̇2 ≤ 0, past directed inextendible geodesic ⊥S with τ [γ] > 3

|C|
(Int [D (S)] , gab) globally hyperbolic (S: Cauchy surface of Int [D (S)] by

construction of D (S))
Then it satisfies Theorem 5.1⇒ ∀γ inextendible past directed geodesic, with

γ̇2 ≤ 0, it must leave Int [D (S)]
(
as τ

[
γ|Int[D(S)]

]
≤ 3
|C|

)
As H (S) is boundary of D (S) from Lemma 5.8 (Cauchy horizon and do-

main of dependence), then they must intersect H− (S) before τ [γSq] >
3
|C| ⇒

H− (S) 6= ∅ as H− (S) = Ḋ− (S)

∀p ∈ H− (S) ,∀l ∈ C (S, p) , τ [l] ≤ 3

|C|
(5.3)

so ∃τ0, least upper bound of τ [l]
{λn} sequence of timelike curves from S to p, lim

n!∞
τ [λn] = τ0

qn ∈ λn, qn 6= p, lim
n!∞

qn = p, qn ∈ I+ (p)⇒ qn ∈ Int [D− (S)] (as qn ↔ p by

λ̇2
n < 0)
From Lemma 5.7 (Existence of maximum τ causal curves)
∃γn ∈ C (S, qn) , τ [γn] maximum on C (S, qn), and Lemma 5.6 (existence of

geodesics without inner conjugate to Σ) gives γn geodesic ⊥S
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S

H− (S)

p γ̃n

pn

r̃n
r̃

Figure 5.2.11: Sequence of geodesics from S to pn converging to a geodesic from
S to p.

Thus lim
n!∞

τ [γn] = τ0 (see Fig. 5.2.10)
Naming rn = γn ∩ S; since S compact lim

n!∞
rn = r ∈ S

∃γ geodesic ⊥S, r ∈ S ⇒ by continuity of rn and of the ⊥ tangent vectors
to γn: γ ∩H− (S) = p and τ [γ] = lim

n!∞
τ [γn] = τ0

Thus ∀p ∈ H− (S) ,∃γ geodesic ⊥S, τ [γ] = τ0 least upper bound of τ over
C (S, p)

{γ̃n} any sequence of geodesics ⊥S, maximum length, to pn ∈ H− (S)
r̃n = S ∩ γ̃n; since S compact lim

n!∞
r̃n = r̃ ∈ S

∃γ̃ geodesic ⊥S, r̃ ∈ γ̃, γ̃ ∩H− (S) = p (see Fig. 5.2.11)
By continuity of r̃n and γ̃n, p accumulation point of {pn} ⇒ H− (S) compact
Since Edge (S) = ∅, by Lemma 5.9 (Cauchy horizon decomposition) ∃γ, γ̇2 =

0 inextendible future geodesic, γ ⊂ H− (S)
Since (M, gab) strongly causal and H− (S) ⊂M , compact
from Lemma 5.10 (Causal curves in compact submanifolds) ∀λ causal, λ ∈

H− (S) must have past and future endpoints in H− (S), thus contradicting that
γ is inextendible!
∃γ past inextendible, γ̇2 ≤ 0,⊥S, τ [γ] < 3

|C|

At least γ, past directed timelike geodesic is incomplete

Those theorems predict the existence of Big Bang (in a cosmological context).
Next we deal with gravitational collapsewith the first singularity theorem dis-
covered by Penrose (1965)

5.2.3 First Black Hole Singularity theorem
5.2.3.1 Definitions

Definition 5.28. Length of a null curve
γ (λ) , γ̇2 = 0, λ [γ] =

∫
γ
dλ
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Definition 5.29. Time orientable manifolds
(M, gab) time orientable⇔ ∃ta onM , smooth, non-vanishing, timelike vector

field

Definition 5.30. Metric “opener”
In (M, gab) ,∃ta, tata < 0, define g̃ab = gab − tatb

g̃ab has Lorentz signature and light cones strictly larger than gab:
∀la, lala = 0⇒ g̃abl

alb = lala − (tala)
2

= − (tala)
2
< 0

Thus if (M, gab) on verge of having timelike closed curves then (M, g̃ab)
contains timelike closed curves

Definition 5.31. Stably causal spacetime
(M, gab) stably causal⇔ ∃ta, tata < 0, continuous non-vanishing vector field,

(M, g̃ab) has no closed timelike curves

5.2.3.2 Lemmas

Lemma 5.11. Existence of conjugate to S in finite λ
(M, gab) with N.E.C., S smooth 2D spacelike submanifold with Θ+ (q) =

Θ0 < 0, q ∈ S (outgoing null geodesic)
⇒ ∃p conjugate to S along µ (λ) , µ̇2 = 0, q ∈ µ for λ ≤ 2

|Θ0|

Proof. (by analogy to Lemma 5.3: Existence of conjugate to Σ in finite τ)

Lemma 5.12. Null geodesics with no inner conjugates to K
(M, gab) globally hyperbolic, K compact, orientable, 2D, spacelike, K ⊂M
p ∈ İ+ (K) ⇒ ∃µ, p ∈ µ, µ̇2 = 0 future geodesic, µ ∩ K 6= ∅, µ⊥K with no

conjugate between K and p

Proof. (by analogy to Lemma 5.4: Geodesics with no inner conjugates maximise
τ)

Lemma 5.13. Globally hyperbolic time orientability
Globally hyperbolic spacetimes are time orientable

Lemma 5.14. Boundary of time orientable spacetime submanifold
(M, gab) time orientable, S ⊂M ⇒ İ+ (S) achronal, 3D, C0 submanifold of

M

See Fig. 5.2.12

Lemma 5.15. Topology of globally hyperbolic spacetimes
(M, gab) globally hyperbolic ⇒ (M, gab) stably causal
Furthermore, ∃f global time function, f = cst: Cauchy surface Σ ⇒ M

foliated by Σ with topology of R× Σ
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İ+ (S)

S

Figure 5.2.12: Boundary of time orientable spacetime submanifold chronological
future.

5.2.3.3 First Black Hole Singularity theorem

Theorem 5.3. Black Hole Singularity theorem 1 (Penrose 1965)
(M, gab) connected, globally hyperbolic, with Σ non-compact Cauchy surface

and N.E.C.
∃T ⊂M trapped surface, Θ0 < 0 maximum of Θ+,Θ−, outgoing and ingoing

null geodesic expansions, each geodesic ⊥T
⇒ ∃γ, γ̇2 = 0 future inextendible ⊥T with affine length

λ [γ] ≤ 2

|Θ0|

Proof. Suppose ∀γ, γ̇2 = 0 future geodesic ⊥T , and λ [γ] ≥ 2
|Θ0|

Then define the maps

f+ : T ×
[
0;

2

|Θ0|

]
−!M

q, a −!f+ (q, a) = γout (a) ,

γ̇2
out = 0, γout⊥T, γout ∩ T = q

f− : T ×
[
0;

2

|Θ0|

]
−!M

q, a −!f− (q, a) = γin (a) ,

γ̇2
in = 0, γin⊥T, γin ∩ T = q

Since
[
0; 2
|Θ0|

]
compact and f+, f− continuous, then

A =f+

{
T ×

[
0;

2

|Θ0|

]}
∪ f−

{
T ×

[
0;

2

|Θ0|

]}
compact.

By Lemma 5.11 (Existence of conjugate to T in finite λ) and Lemma 5.12
(Null geodesics with no inner conjugates to K), İ+ (T ), the boundary of future
of T , is made of future null geodesic, hence in A
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So İ+ (T ) ⊂ A and since İ+ (T ) closed ⇒ İ+ (T ) compact
Using Lemma 5.13 (Globally hyperbolic time orientability) and definition of

time orientability, we define ta smooth, tata < 0, on M
Since İ+ (T ) achronal (Lemma 5.14: Boundary of time orientable spacetime

submanifold) i.e. the boundary of the future of T is spacelike, or null[(
then I+

(
İ+ (T )

)
6= ∅ ⇒ I+

(
İ+ (T )

)
∩ İ+ (T ) = ∅

)
!
]

⇒ ∀γ integral curve of ta (γ̇ = ta∂a), γ ∩ İ+ (T ) =

 q
or
∅

(at most once)

while γ ∩ Σ = p by definition of Σ Cauchy
Define the map

Ψ : İ+ (T ) −!Σ

γ (τ1) = q −!p = γ (τ0)

S ⊂ Σ, S = Ψ
[
İ+ (T )

]
with topology induced by Σ

Then Ψ = Ψ : İ+ (T ) −! S homeomorphism
İ+ (T ) compact ⇒ S compact, with S ⊂ Σ⇒ S closed
İ+ (T ) is C0 from Lemma 5.14, so ∀q ∈ İ+ (S) ,∃O (q) homeomorphic to an

open ball of R3

Ψ homeomorphism ⇒ same holds for S, hence S open
However since M connected, from Lemma 5.15 (Topology of globally hyper-

bolic spacetimes) Σ also connected
Therefore İ+ (T ) 6= ∅ ⇒ S = Σ: contradiction! as S compact and Σ non-

compact
⇒ ∃γ, γ̇2 = 0 future geodesic ⊥T , λ [γ] ≤ 2

|Θ0|
i.e. there exists at least one future null geodesic that is incomplete

Again, the global hyperbolicity hypothesis is very strong
Hawking and Penrose found a weaker condition that we just give here (for

proof, see [Hawking and Ellis(1973)])

5.2.4 More general Big Bang and Black Hole Singularity
theorem

5.2.4.1 Definitions

Definition 5.32. Timelike generic condition (T.G.C.)
(M, gab) satisfies timelike generic condition

⇔ ∀γ ⊂M, ξ2 = γ̇2 < 0 geodesic, ∃p ∈ γ,Rabcdξaξd (p) 6= 0

Definition 5.33. Null generic condition (N.G.C.)
(M, gab) satisfies null generic condition

⇔ ∀µ ⊂M,k2 = µ̇2 = 0, ∃p ∈ µ, k[eRa]bc[dkf ]k
bkc (p) 6= 0
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⇔
 Rabk

akb (p) 6= 0
or
k[eCa]bc[dkf ]k

bkc (p) 6= 0


5.2.4.2 Lemmas

Lemma 5.16. Existence of conjugates for complete geodesics with S.E.C.

(M, gab) verifies
{

S.E.C.
T.G.C. ⇒

(
∀γ, γ̇2 < 0 complete geodesic ⇒ ∃p, q ∈ γ, p 6= q,Xa (p) = Xa (q) = 0 Jacobi field

)
Lemma 5.17. Existence of conjugates for complete null geodesics with N.E.C.

(M, gab) verifies
{

N.E.C.
N.G.C. ⇒

(
∀µ, µ̇2 = 0 complete geodesic ⇒ ∃p, q ∈ µ, p 6= q,Xa (p) = Xa (q) = 0 Jacobi field

)
Now we have the tools to write the more general theorem

5.2.4.3 More general Big Bang and Black Hole Singularity theorem

Theorem 5.4. Black Hole Singularity theorem 2 (Hawking and Penrose 1970)
[Hawking and Ellis(1973), Theorem 2 p266]

(M, gab) verifies

1. S.E.C.

2. Timelike and Null generic conditions (and Lemmas 5.16 and 5.17)

3. @γ, γ̇2 ≤ 0, γ closed (no closed causal curves)

4. At least one of

(a) ∃S ⊂M,S closed, achronal, Edge (S) = ∅ (M closed universe)

(b) ∃S ⊂M,S trapped surface

(c) ∃p ∈M,∀λα ⊂M,p ∈ λα, λ̇2
α = 0 future (past) directed Θλα < 0

⇒ ∃γ, γ̇2 < 0 or γ̇2 = 0 geodesic, γ incomplete

This theorem actually can also be applied to B.B. singularities: our universe
looks very much like an FLRW, almost flat (k ' 0) in our causal past, and
seems to obey theorem 5.4 conditions 1-3 as well as 4c for past events p even
after matter-radiation decoupling (past directed Θ < 0). Normal matter is
certainly obeying the S.E.C.

Maybe escaped with exotic matter?
quantum gravity?
bounce?



Chapter 6

Kerr Black Hole, Penrose
Process and Black Hole
Thermodynamics

6.1 Rotating Black Hole: Kerr-Newman

6.1.1 Metric of charged, rotating BH
[Kerr(1963)], [Newman et al.(1965)Newman, Couch, Chinnapared, Exton, Prakash, and Torrence]Axially
symmetric stationary solutions to E.F.E. in vacuum result in

ds2 =−
(

1− C

ρ2

)
dt2 − Ca sin2 θ

ρ2
(dtdφ+ dφdt) +

ρ2

∆
dr2 + ρ2dθ2 +

sin2 θ

ρ2

[(
r2 + a2

)2 −∆a2 sin2 θ
]
dφ2

(6.1)

with ρ2 (r, θ) = r2 + a2 cos2 θ
C (r) = 2GMr −G

(
e2 +m2

)
the BH charge decomposed into e : electric charge

m : magnetic charge
M : mass charge

∆ (r) = r2 + a2 − C

6.1.2 Definitions of Charges
They are defined with

Theorem 6.1. Stokestheorem
M n dimensional manifold, ∂M its boundary
ω (n− 1)-form ∫

M

dω =

∫
∂M

ω

81
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V

Σ1

JQ

na

Σ2

Figure 6.1.1: Volume to apply Stokes Theorem

Σ ea

∂Σ

Figure 6.1.2: Iteration on a surface of Stokes theorem

Thereexists a 1-form V, ω = ?V using the Hodge dual, i.e. the volume n-
form. V = (−1)

s+n−1
? ω s: signature

ωa1···an−1
dxa1 · · · dxan−1 = ηba1···an−1

V bdxa1 · · · dxan−1 and dω = d ? V ⇔

Corollary 6.1. to Stokes theorem

∫
M

dnx
√
|g|∇aV a =

∫
∂M

dn−1y
√
|γ|naV a

where g metric on M
γ metric on ∂M
na normal to ∂M

so we define the charge on a hypersurface Σ of M as

Q = −
∫

Σ

dn−1y
√
|γ|naJaQ =−

∫
Σ

?JQ

=−
∫
∂Σ

dn−2z
√∣∣γ(∂Σ)

∣∣naebSabQ
where JaQ =∇bSabQ

using again Stokes for V interior of Σ1,Σ2 and joining current lines (see Fig. 6.1.1;
JQ current vector conserved: ∇aJaQ = 0⇔ d ? JQ = 0)

0 =

∫
V

d ? JQ =

∫
∂V

?JQ =

∫
Σ1

?JQ −
∫

Σ2

?JQ =Q2 −Q1

then (note V 6= M) we apply Stokes again to get the result (see Fig. 6.1.2)
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6.1.2.1 From conserved currents

For electric and magnetic charges, the conserved currents are

Jae =∇bF ab, conserved as ∇(a∇b)F [ab] =0 = ∇aJae
Jam =∇b ? F ab, conserved as ∇(a∇b) ? F [ab] =0 = ∇aJam

with ? F ab =
1

2
ηabcdFcd

that define the electric and magnetic charges

e =−
∫

Σ

dn−1y
√
|γ|na∇bF ab = −

∫
∂Σ

dn−2z
√∣∣γ(∂Σ)

∣∣naebF ab
(sending ∂Σ at infinity ds2 is Minkowski-like and we recover the correct sign)

m =−
∫
∂Σ

dn−2z
√∣∣γ(∂Σ)

∣∣naeb 1

2
ηabcdFcd = −

∫
∂Σ

dn−2z
√∣∣γ(∂Σ)

∣∣ηabFab
2

.

For the rest, unless specified, we set e = m = 0 but keep general charge C when
its expression is not needed.

6.1.2.2 Killing vectors, conserved mass and spin

As the metric is independent of t, φ, it admits K = ∂t and L = ∂φ as Killing
vectors (recall definition in Sec. 3.2.1).

This is used to define

• the mass as Komar energy

• the spin a = J
GM from J , Komar angular momentum

The conserved currents are based on the Ricci tensor
JaKR = KbR

ab for K the timelike Killing vector: Komar energy, valid for
asymptotically flat spacetimes

JaKR conserved as

∇aJaKR = ∇[aKb]R
(ab)︸ ︷︷ ︸

0 from Killing Eq.

+ Kb∇aRab︸ ︷︷ ︸
0 from Bianchi Id.

=0

Proof. From Bianchi Id. ∇aRab = 1
2∇

bR so we need Kb∇bR
?
= 0

From the contracted Bianchi Id., we have ∇[aR
bc

bc] = 0

⇔ Ka∇aR+Ka∇bR bc
ca +Ka∇cR bc

ab =0
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⇔ Ka∇aR =Ka∇bR bc
ac +Ka∇cR cb

ab (antisym. of Riemann)

=2Ka∇bR b
a (Riemann! Ricci)

=2∇b
(
KaR b

a

)
− 2 R(ab)∇[bKa]︸ ︷︷ ︸

0 from Killing Eq.

and since Ricci Id. gives

(∇a∇bKc − ∇b∇aKc︸ ︷︷ ︸
0 from Killing Eq.

= (Rabcd

+ ∇c∇bKa︸ ︷︷ ︸
0 from Killing Eq.

−
︷ ︸︸ ︷
∇b∇cKa +Rcbad

+
︷ ︸︸ ︷
∇c∇aKb −∇a∇cKb︸ ︷︷ ︸

=+∇a∇bKc from Killing Eq.

= +Rcabd)K
d

⇔ 2∇a∇bKc =

Rcbad + Rcdab +Rcabd︸ ︷︷ ︸
= −Rcbda
= Rcbad

from Rc[dab]

Kd from Riemann symmetries

= 2RcbadK
d

⇒ ∇b∇aKb = RbabdK
d = RabK

b

Therefore

Ka∇aR = 2∇b
(
KaR b

a

)
=2∇(b∇c)∇[bKc]

=0 from Killing Eq.

Thus we get

∇b
(
KaR b

a

)
=

1

2
Ka∇aR = 0 = ∇aJaKR

For the spacelike (rotation) Killing vector
JaLR = LbR

ab for K yields Komar angular momentum, conserved as

∇aJaLR = ∇[aLb]R
(ab)︸ ︷︷ ︸

0 from Killing Eq.

+ Lb∇aRab

=
La

2
∇aR = 0 as proof only uses Killing Eq.

They define the conserved mass and spin as

JaKR =∇b∇aKb ⇒ SabM = ∇aKb and JaLR =∇b∇aLb ⇒ SabJ = ∇aLb
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M = − 1

4πG

∫
∂Σ

d2z
√∣∣γ(∂Σ)

∣∣naeb∇aKb

J = − 1

8πG

∫
∂Σ

d2z
√∣∣γ(∂Σ)

∣∣naeb∇aLb with a =
GJ

GM
=

J

M

For e 6= 0
m 6= 0

, defining Fab = 2∂[aAb] one can get

Aa =
er −ma cos θ

ρ2
dta +

−ear sin2 θ +m
(
r2 + a2

)
cos2 θ

ρ2
dφa

We keep e = m = 0 for the rest.

6.1.3 Boyer-Lindquist coordinates
(t, r, θ, φ) are the Boyer-Lindquist coordinates.

For a! 0 the metric reduces to Schwarzschild (verify)

6.1.3.1 Analysis of Minkowski space in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates

For M
(C)

! 0 they reduce to flat spacetime but

ds2 =− dt2 +
r2 + a2 cos2 θ

r2 + a2
dr2 +

(
r2 + a2 cos2 θ

)
dθ2 +

(
r2 + a2

)
sin2 θdφ2

is not simply Minkowski: it is so using ellipsoidal coordinates (in spacelike
hyperplanes) x =

√
r2 + a2 sin θ cosφ

y =
√
r2 + a2 sin θ sinφ

z = r cos θ

⇒ ds2 =− dt2 + dx2 + dy2 + dz2

They represent:

• revolution ellipsoids for r = cst(
x√

r2 + a2

)2

+

(
y√

r2 + a2

)2

+
(z
r

)2

=1

• revolution hyperboloids for θ = cst( x

a sin θ

)2

+
( y

a sin θ

)2

−
( z

a cos θ

)2

=
( r
a

)2

+ 1−
( r
a

)2

= 1

• circles for θ, r = cst

x2

(r2 + a2) sin2 θ
+

y2

(r2 + a2) sin2 θ
=1
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r = 0

x

z

a

θ

r = cst > 0

θ = cst

Figure 6.1.3: x− z plane of Boyer-Lindquist coordinates

so in the plane φ = 0⇒ y = 0 : (x, z) plane

we restrict ellipsoids to ellipses at r = cst :
(

x√
r2+a2

)2

+
(
z
r

)2
= 1 of semi

axes r,
√
r2 + a2 and thus semifocus

√(√
r2 + a2

)2 − r2 = a

while hyperboloids become hyperbolae at θ = cst: θ = 0⇒ x = 0 : z axis
θ = π

2 ⇒ z = 0 : x axis(
x

a sin θ

)2 − ( z
a cos θ

)2
= 1 with linear excentricity (origin to focus distance)√

(a sin θ)
2

+ (a cos θ)
2

= a, asymptote slope a cos θ
a sin θ = cot θ and the r = 0

locus defined as

z =0

x ∈ [−a; a] x2 + y2 =a2 sin2 θ ≤ a2 : Disk
y ∈ [−a; a]

(see Fig. 6.1.3)
In θ = π

2 plane ⇒ r = 0 : (x, y) plane
we restrict the ellipsoids to circles at θ, r = cst : x2

r2+a2 + y2

r2+a2 = 1 of radius
Rc =

√
r2 + a2 ≥ a

and for φ = cst, we have straight lines of slope y
x = tanφ (see Fig. 6.1.4)

6.1.3.2 Killing vectors/tensor of Boyer-Lindquist coordinates

We have seen that K = ∂t and L = ∂φ are Killing vectors
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r = 0

x

y

a

φ

r = cst > 0

φ = cst

Figure 6.1.4: x− y plane of Boyer-Lindquist coordinates

Defining the repeated principal null vectors

ka =
1

∆


(
r2 + a2

)
q
R2
c

Ka + ∆∂r + aLa


la =

1

2ρ2

(
R2
cK

a −∆∂r + aLa
)

one can verify kaka = 0 = lala and kala = −1 (k, l null) and σab = 2ρ2k(alb) +
r2gab verifies σ(ab;c) = 0 so σab is a Killing tensor

6.1.4 Horizons, stationary limit and singularity
6.1.4.1 Horizons

We have event horizons for grr = 0
(recall Schwarzschild: grr = 1− 2GM

r )
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Here grr = ∆
ρ2 = 0⇒ ∆ = 0

⇔ r2 − 2GMr + a2 =0 = (r −GM)
2

+ a2 − (GM)
2

⇔ (r −GM)
2

= (GM)
2 − a2 < 0 : Naked singularity

= 0 : unstable, so we restrict to
> 0 : two horizons

⇒ r± =GM ±
√

(GM)
2 − a2 : null surfaces

We have 2 event horizons
Since metric is stationary but not static, r± not Killing Horizons for Ka

In fact, since

gtt =−
(

1− C

ρ2

)
= − 1

ρ2

(
ρ2 − C

)
= − 1

ρ2

(
r2 + a2 cos2 θ − C

)
=−

(
r2 + a2 − C − a2 sin2 θ

)
ρ2

= − 1

ρ2

(
∆− a2 sin2 θ

)
we have at horizons

KaKa =gtt = − 1

ρ2

(
∆− a2 sin2 θ

)
= ‖K‖2 6= 0 (at ∆ = 0)

and in fact already

‖K‖2 =
a2

ρ2
sin2 θ ≥ 0 : K is spacelike at r±

null at r±, θ =

 0
π

: poles of z axis

6.1.4.2 Stationary limit

‖K‖2 = 0 defines the stationary limit surface

⇒ ∆ =a2 sin2 θ ⇔ (r −GM)
2

= (GM)
2 − a2 cos2 θ

Take + solution: re ≥ r+

Defines circles at θ = cst in (x, y) planes (for z = r cos θ) with maximum
radius at θ = π

2 (⇒ r = 0)

re,max = re|θ=π
2

= 2GM = rSch

In the φ = 0 plane (y = 0) re goes from x maximum to x = 0 (⇒ θ = 0)
and so z = r+ = re touches the outer Horizon
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In general: the stationary limit

re =GM +

√
(GM)

2 − a2 cos2 θ{
x = re (θ) sin θ
z = re (θ) cos θ

θ ∈ [0; 2π]

This surface contains the Ergosphere, where pure radial motion is not possible,
only in the direction of rotation a, but r < r+ still can escape (see Fig. 6.1.5)

6.1.4.3 True singularity

ρ2 = 0 = r2 + a2 cos2 θ is a true singularity: RabcdRabcd −!
ρ!0
∞

ρ2 = 0⇔

 r = 0
and
θ = π

2 (π)

r = 0:  z = 0
x = a sin θ cosφ
y = a sin θ sinφ

:x2 + y2 = a2 sin2 θ θ ∈ [0;π] Disk

θ = π
2 (π):
z = 0

x =
√
r2 + a2 cosφ r2 ∈ R+

y =
√
r2 + a2 sinφ φ ∈ [0; 2π]

:x2 + y2 = r2 + a2 = R2
c , circles ofRc ≥ a Plane z = 0−Disk

r = 0
θ = π

2 (π)

}
⇒

 z = 0
x = a cosφ
y = a sinφ

: Ring

so ρ = 0: Ring Singularity
Only seen from θ = π

2 (π)?
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r−

x

y

a > 0

φ

Ergosphere

r+

re

since gtφ < 0

r = 0 x

z

rer+

Stationary Limit

Inner Event Horizon

r−

Outer Event Horizon

Ergosphere

Figure 6.1.5: Horizons, stationary limit and Ergosphere
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In y = 0 plane (φ = 0): If we go to the ring at fixed x:

x = a =
√
r2 + a2 sin θ ⇔r2 + a2 =

a2

sin2 θ
= a2

(
1 +

cos2 θ

sin2 θ

)
⇔r2 = a2 cos2 θ

sin2 θ

⇒ cos θ = ± r
a
|sin θ|

⇒ z = r cos θ =a cos θ
|cos θ|
|sin θ|

−!
θ!π

2

0

=± r2

a
|sin θ| −!

r!0
0 : hit singularity Ring

6.1.4.4 Analytic continuation and timelike loops

Analytic continuation allows to go through the disk to r < 0 for θ 6= π
2 (π) like

in Schwarzschild.
However r < 0⇒ ∆ > 0: no horizons!
Moreover for r < 0 and small, fixed θ and t gives dt = dr = dθ = 0 and θ

close to π
2 (z = 0 plane) we get

ds2 ' sin2 θ

r2 + a2 cos2 θ

[(
r2 + a2

)2 − (r2 + a2 − 2GMr
)
a2 sin2 θ

]
dφ2

=
sin2 θ

r2 + a2 cos2 θ

[(
r2 + a2

) (
r2 + a2 − a2 sin2 θ

)
+ 2GMra2 sin2 θ

]
dφ2

= sin2 θ

[
r2 + a2 +

2GMra2 sin2 θ

r2 + a2 cos2 θ

]
dφ2

with the restriction

θ ∼π
2
⇒
{

cos2 θ � 1
sin2 θ ∼ 1

0 < −r � 1

ds2 =a2
(
1− cos2 θ

)1 +
( r
a

)2

+
2GM

r
(

1
1−cos2 θ +

(
a
r

)2 cos2 θ
1−cos2 θ

)
 dφ2 take

a2 cos2 θ

r2
� 1

'a2

[
1 +

2GM

r

]
dφ2 < 0

so La timelike for a region of r < 0 around z = 0. Since La goes in circles; it
creates the possibility of timelike loops!
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6.1.4.5 Ergosphere, framedragging and outer horizon angular veloc-
ity

Another look at the Ergosphere There

KaKa = gtt =
1

ρ2

(
a2 sin2 θ −∆

)
≥ 0 : r+ < r ≤ re

<
a2 sin2 θ

ρ2

Thus all metric terms are positive except the cross terms.
For a timelike observer ta = dxa

dτ

gabt
atb < 0⇒ 2gtφt

ttφ =2gtφ
dt

dτ

dφ

dτ

=2gtφ (ta∇at)
(
tb∇bφ

)
< 0

but ∇at = ∂at =

(
1
~0

)
⇒ ta∇at = tt ≥ 0 since ta future timelike and

gtφ < 0⇒ dφ

dτ
> 0

In the θ = π
2 plane (z = 0) Take null rotating curves: photon emitted in La

direction

ds2 =gttdt
2 + gtφ (dt dφ+ dφ dt) + gφφdφ

2 = 0

⇔
(
dφ

dt

)2

+ 2
gtφ
gφφ

dφ

dt
+
gtt
gφφ

= 0

⇒ dφ

dt
=− gtφ

gφφ
±

√(
gtφ
gφφ

)2

− gtt
gφφ

> 0 for gtt > 0 and gtφ < 0

Photons emitted in opposite directions rotate in the same direction
Furthermore, on the stationary limit (gtt = ‖K‖2 = 0) ∆ = a2 sin2 θ so

dφ

dt
=


0
or

−2
gtφ
gφφ

= 2Ca
(r2+a2)2−∆a2 sin2 θ

Since ∆ = r2 + a2 − C and θ = π
2

⇒ dφ

dt

∣∣∣∣
e

=
2Ca

(∆ + C)
2 −∆a2 sin2 θ

=
∆=a2 sin2 θ

2Ca

C
(
C + 2a2 sin2 θ

)
=
θ=π

2

2a

C + 2a2
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we have

C =2GMre

=2GM

(
GM +

√
(GM)

2 − a2 cos2 θ

)
=
θ=π

2

(2GM)
2

so dφ
dt = a

2(GM)2+a2 with the same sign as a: photons rotate in the same direction
as B.H. rotation

This illustrates the “dragging of the inertial frame”
Locally nonrotating future pointing observer far from the B.H. can be chosen

as va = − ∇at√
−∇bt∇bt

since we have seen tb∇bt > 0 so
(
∇bt

)
δta < 0

va =− gat√
−gtt

=


dt
dτ
0
0
dφ
dτ

 =


√
−gtt
0
0

− gtφ√
−gtt

 −!r=∞
(

1
~0

)

Angular velocity is

dφ

dt
=
dφ
dτ
dt
dτ

=
gtφ

gtt

so we need to invert the metric from

gab =


gtt gtφ 0 0
gtφ gφφ 0 0
0 0 grr 0
0 0 0 gθθ


into

gab =


gtt gtφ 0 0
gtφ gφφ 0 0
0 0 1

grr
0

0 0 0 1
gθθ

⇒


gttgtt + gtφg
tφ = 1

gφφg
tφ + gtφg

tt = 0
gttg

tφ + gtφg
φφ = 0

gtφg
tφ + gφφg

φφ = 1

⇒ −gtt gtφ
gφφ

=gtφ = −gφφ gtφ
gtt

and so gtt
(
gtt −

g2
tφ

gφφ

)
= 1 = gφφ

(
gφφ −

g2
tφ

gtt

)

⇒ gab =


gφφ

gttgφφ−g2
tφ

−gtφ
gttgφφ−g2

tφ
0 0

−gtφ
gttgφφ−g2

tφ

gtt
gttgφφ−g2

tφ
0 0

0 0 1
grr

0

0 0 0 1
gθθ
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We therefore get

Ω =
dφ

dt
=
−gtφ
gφφ

=
Ca

(r2 + a2)
2 −∆a2 sin2 θ

and ∆ = r2 + a2 − C

=
a
(
r2 + a2 − C

)
(r2 + a2)

2 −∆a2 sin2 θ

on outer horizon, r = r+, ∆ = 0

⇒ ΩH =
a

r2
+ + a2

6.1.5 Carter-Penrose diagram
Kerr has no spherical symmetry: Carter-Penrose (T,R) diagram cannot capture
differences in geometry in (θ, φ)!

We can still compactify (t, r) (see Fig. 6.1.6)

6.1.5.1 Similar to Schwarzschild

Minkowski-like asymptotic region I limited by r+ horizon with II inside

r+ being the B.H., region III also giving a W.H., by extension through the
coordinate singularity at ∆ = 0.

As in the Schwarzschild case, extending from II and III we get a symmetric

asymptotic region IV

6.1.5.2 Different from Schwarzschild

II and III are not barred by spacelike singularity/ next horizon/coordinate
singularity r− can be reached (null surface).

Extending further, we find regions V and VI where r < r−.
They contain the ρ = 0 (at r = 0) true singularity, however r = 0 is only

singular at θ = π
2 , so for θ 6= π

2 it can be traversed to r < 0 where no horizon
exists.

Regions V and VI for r < 0 (noted V′ and VI′ ) are also asymptotically
flat and the ring singularity is naked for its observers, with a mass −M .

Regions V and VI can be further extended to another region III2 and

corresponding regions I2 , IV2 ,..., infinitely up to future and down to past.

6.1.5.3 Infinities

Regions I and IV , similarly to Schwarzschild, get a space infinity i0, a future
time i+ and past time i− infinities and future and past null infinity surfaces.
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r− r−

r− r−

r− r−

r+ r+

r+ r+

I
r
=
+
∞

r
=
−∞

r
=
+∞

r
=
−∞

I2

II

III

IV

V VI VI ′V ′

III2

IV2

VI0VI
′
0V0V ′0

i− i−

i− i−

i+ i+

i+ i+

r
=
0

r
=
0

I ++ I ++

I −+ I −+

i0+i0+

I +− I +−

i0− i0−

I −−
I −−

I ++ I ++

I −+ I −+

i0+ i0+

I +− I +−

i0− i0−

I −− I −−

i+i+

r
=
0

r
=
0

r = cst

timelike loop
Closed

Timelike
trajectories

Figure 6.1.6: Kerr solution Carter-Penrose diagram
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However asymptotically flat regions V′ and VI′ have similar structure with
space, future and past null infinities.

We differentiate them by adding an exponent for the corresponding space
r−infinity:

i0 (r = ±∞) =i0±; I ± (r = ±∞) =I ±±.

6.1.5.4 Timelike curves

I , IV , V′ , VI′ have the same r = cst curves as in Schwarzschild. Between

r+ and r− ( II , III ), as in Schwarzschild, r = cst becomes spacelike.
As in Reisner-Nordström charged B.H., timelike trajectories can travel through

to a W.H..
However, if they cross r = 0 to r < 0, timelike loops become possible (φ̇

loops) and paradoxes are appearing.

6.1.6 Geodesic motion
Any geodesic trajectory follows

ua =ṫ∂at + φ̇∂aφ + ṙ∂ar + θ̇∂aθ =
dxa

dλ

For timelike geodesics, λ = τ, uaua = −1
As ua and Ka, timelike Killing vector, are future pointing, Kau

a < 0 at
radial infinity and can there define ua’s energy per unit mass, conserved along
ua:

E =− uaKa = gabu
aKb =

(
1− C

ρ2

)
ṫ+

Ca sin2 θ

ρ2
φ̇

The spacelike Killing vector La define ua’s angular momentum per unit mass

J =uaLa = gabu
aLb = −Ca sin2 θ

ρ2
ṫ+

sin2 θ

ρ2

[(
r2 + a2

)2 −∆a2 sin2 θ
]
φ̇

so we have the system E = Ca sin2 θ
ρ2 φ̇+

(
1− C

ρ2

)
ṫ

J = −Ca sin2 θ
ρ2 ṫ+ sin2 θ

ρ2

[(
r2 + a2

)2 −∆a2 sin2 θ
]
φ̇

6.1.6.1 Equatorial motion

We restrict to the θ = π
2 (⇒ z = 0) plane ⇒ ρ2 = r2

∆ = r2+a2−C with C = 2GMr (no charge from F ab)⇒ ∆ = r2+a2−2GMr
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We have seen gφφ = sin2 θ
[
r2 + a2 + 2GMra2 sin2 θ

r2+a2 cos2 θ

]
so the system reads{

E = 2GMa
r φ̇+

(
1− 2GM

r

)
ṫ = Aṫ+Bφ̇

J =
[
r2 + a2 + 2GMa2

r

]
φ̇− 2GMa

r ṫ = −Bṫ+ Cφ̇

and the metric restricts to

gab =


−A −B 0 0
−B C 0 0

0 0 r2

∆ 0
0 0 0 r2


The determinant of the system is

AC +B2 =

(
1− 2GM

r

)[
r2 + a2 +

2GMa2

r

]
+

(
2GMa

r

)2

=r2 + a2 +
2GMa2

r
−
[
r2 + a2

] 2GM

r

=r2 + a2 − 2GMr = ∆

so we have {
CE −BJ =

[
AC +B2

]
ṫ = ∆ṫ

AJ +BE =
[
AC +B2

]
φ̇ = ∆φ̇

⇔

{
ṫ = 1

∆

[(
r2 + a2 + 2GMa2

r

)
E − 2GMa

r J
]

φ̇ = 1
∆

[(
1− 2GM

r

)
J + 2GMa

r E
]

Allowing for timelike
uaua = −s =

 −1
1
0

spacelike geodesics,
and null

we can write (recall θ = π
2 ⇒ θ̇ = 0)

−s =gabu
aub

=−Aṫ2 − 2Bṫφ̇+ Cφ̇2 +
r2

∆
ṙ2 and using the system of invariants

=−
[
Aṫ+Bφ̇

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

E

ṫ+
[
Cφ̇−Bṫ

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

J

φ̇+
r2

∆
ṙ2

=− Eṫ+ Jφ̇+
r2

∆
ṙ2

Now using its solution

⇔ ṙ2 =
∆

r2

(
Eṫ− Jφ̇− s

)
=

1

r2
(E [CE −BJ ]− J [AJ +BE]−∆s)

=
1

r2

(
CE2 −AJ2 − 2BEJ −∆s

)
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Defining now from their expressions A = 1 − Y , B = aY , C = X + a2Y so
∆ = X − r2Y ⇔ Y = 2GM

r , X = r2 + a2

⇒ ṙ2 =
1

r2

[(
X + a2Y

)
E2 − (1− Y ) J2 − 2aY EJ −

(
X − r2Y

)
s
]

=
1

r2

X (E2 − s
)

+ Y


(
a2E2 + J2 − 2aEJ

)︸ ︷︷ ︸
(J−aE)2

+ r2s

− J2


⇔ ṙ2

2
+ V (E, J, r) = 0

where

V =
1

r2

[
J2

2
− sr2Y

2
+

1

2

(
s− E2

)
X − Y

2
(J − aE)

2

]
=
J2

2r2
− sGM

r
+

1

2

(
s− E2

)(
1 +

(a
r

)2
)
− GM

r
(J − aE)

2

As in Schwarzschild: motion in an effective 1D potential.

6.1.6.2 Non equatorial motion

Add also conserved quantity from Killing tensor σ: since σ(ab;c) = 0, along
geodesics with tangent ua

uc∇c
(
σabu

aub
)
≡uc∇c (C )

=u(aubuc) ∇cσab︸ ︷︷ ︸
Killing Eq.

+ uaσabu
c∇cub︸ ︷︷ ︸

Geo. Eq.

+ ubσabu
c∇cua︸ ︷︷ ︸

Geo. Eq.

=0

⇒ C =σabu
aub conserved

6.2 Penrose process and Energy extraction from
Black Holes

From geodesic motion of test particle of mass m, its 4-momentum writes pa =
mua and we similarly define its energy

E =− paKa

and angular momentrum

J =paLa
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We thus have the system E = mCa sin2 θ
ρ2 φ̇+m

(
1− C

ρ2

)
ṫ

J = −mCa sin2 θ
ρ2 ṫ+m sin2 θ

ρ2

[(
r2 + a2

)2 −∆a2 sin2 θ
]
φ̇

Since Ka becomes spacelike in the Ergosphere, we can have E < 0 inside of it.
If the B.H. absorb an E < 0 particle, we can extract energy from it.
Suppose we throw a particle with pa0 into the Ergosphere.
Its energy E0 = −pa0Ka > 0 since outside the Ergosphere Ka timelike
Now we split it in 2 parts. Conservation of momentum yields

pa0 =pa1 + pa2

contracting with Ka

E0 =E1 + E2

If we set the first fragment to have E1 < 0 then E2 = E0 + |E1| > E0 and we have
MBH = MINITIAL − |E1| : |E1| has been extracted extracted from the B.H.

This is called the Penrose process

6.2.1 Killing Horizon
r+ is a Killing Horizon

χa = Ka + ΩHLa is Killing vector and null at r+ ⇔ r+ horizon is a Killing
horizon

Proof. :

• χ(a;b) = K(a;b) + ΩHL(a;b) since ΩH = cst. So χa Killing

• Since

KaLa =gtφ = −Ca sin2 θ

ρ2

KaKa =gtt = −∆− a2 sin2 θ

ρ2

(
with ∆ = r2 + a2 − C

)
LaLa =gφφ = sin2 θ

[
r2 + a2 +

Ca2 sin2 θ

ρ2

]
= sin2 θ

[
∆ +

C

ρ2

(
ρ2 + a2 sin2 θ

)]
and recall ΩH = − gtφ

gφφ

∣∣∣
r+

so we can write

χaχa =KaKa + Ω2
HL

aLa + 2ΩHK
aLa

=gtt +

(
gtφ
gφφ

)2

(r+) gφφ − 2

(
gtφ
gφφ

)
(r+) gtφ
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so at r+(where ∆ = 0)

χaχa = gtt|r+ −
g2
tφ

gφφ

∣∣∣∣∣
r+

=
a2 sin2 θ

ρ2
−

(
Ca sin2 θ

)2
ρ2 sin2 θC

(
ρ2 + a2 sin2 θ

)
=
a2 sin2 θ

ρ2

(
1− C

r2
+ + a2

)
=
a2 sin2 θ

ρ2

(
1− C

∆ + C

)∣∣∣∣
r+

=0

Moreover, χ is future directed (as Ka) so any particle enterring the B.H. at r+

have

0 ≥ pa1χa = pa1 (Ka + ΩHLa) =− E1 + ΩHJ1

⇒J1 ≤
E1

ΩH

Negative E1 particles carry J1 < 0 (moving against B.H. rotation)
After the B.H. swallows p1, it settles to a new Kerr solution with δM = E1

and δJ = J1

⇒ δJ ≤ δM

ΩH

6.2.2 BH horizon area changes
At r+ the induced metric is given for dt = 0 = dr

ds2
∣∣
dt = dr = 0
r = r+

=γijdx
idxj = ρ2

+dθ
2 + sin2 θ

(
r2
+ + a2

)2
ρ2

+

dφ2

⇒
√
|γ| =

√∣∣∣g+
θθg

+
φφ

∣∣∣ =

√
sin2 θ (r2 + a2)

2
=
(
r2
+ + a2

)
|sin θ|

so the horizon area calculates

A+ =

∫ √
|γ|dθdφ = 4π

(
r2
+ + a2

)
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Define the irreducible mass of the B.H., since r+ = GM +

√
(GM)

2 − a2,

M2
irr =

A+

16πG2
=
r2
+ + a2

4G2

=
1

4G2

(
(GM)

2
+ (GM)

2 − a2 + a2 + 2GM

√
(GM)

2 − a2

)
=

1

2

(
M2 +M

√
M2 −

( a
G

)2
)

⇒M2
irr =

1

2

M2 +

√
M4 −

(
Ma

G

)2


recall Ma = J and since ΩH = a
r2
++a2 ,

M2
irr =

r2
+ + a2

4G2
=
aΩ−1

H

4G2
⇔
aΩ−1

H

2G2
= M2 +

√
M4 −

(
J

G

)2

Differentiating M2
irr

⇒ 2MirrδMirr =MδM +
1

4

4M3δM − 2JδJ
G2√

M4 −
(
J
G

)2
=

(
M3 +M

√
M4 −

(
J
G

)2)
δM − J

2G2 δJ√
M4 −

(
J
G

)2
=
M

aΩ−1
H

2G2 δM − Ma
2G2 δJ

M

√
M2 −

(
a
G

)2
=

a

2G

√
(GM)

2 − a2

(
Ω−1
H δM − δJ

)
and since δJ ≤ δM

ΩH

⇔ δMirr =
a

4GMirr

√
(GM)

2 − a2

(
Ω−1
H δM − δJ

)
≥ 0

The irreducible mass can never be reduced
This is a corrolary to the area theorem (Hawking 1971)
Inverting Mirr definition,(

2M2
irr −M2

)2
= M4 −

(
J

G

)2

⇔4M4
irr − 4M2

irrM
2 = −

(
J

G

)2

⇔M2 = M2
irr +

(
J

2GMirr

)2

≥M2
irr
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so the mass of the B.H. cannot reduce below Mirr from Penrose process.
At most we can get J = 0, extracting from it

∆Mmax = M −Mirr =M − 1√
2

√√√√
M2 +

√
M4 −

(
J

G

)2

leaving a Schwarzschild B.H.
From a maximally rotating B.H.

(GM0)
2

= a2
0 ⇔GM2

0 = J0

Maximal extraction of mass-energy can reach

∆Mmax

M0
=1− 1√

2
' 29%.

6.2.3 Superradiance
Equivalent of Penrose process for radiation exists. If absorbed radiation is of
negative energy, reflected part can gain intensity.

6.2.4 Gravitational waves in binary coalescence
The area theorem can be used to get upper limit of GW energy emitted from
2 B.H. merger. Start from 2 Schwarzschild B.H. that merge and settle down to
another Schwarzschild merger B.H.

Erad =M1 +M2 −M

Initial area is

A+i =A+1 +A+2 = 16πG2
(
M2

1 +M2
2

)
Final area

A+f =16πG2M2

By the area theorem, A+f ≥ A+i ⇒ M ≥
√
M2

1 +M2
2 so Erad = M1 + M2 −

M ≤M1 +M2 −
√
M2

1 +M2
2

For M1 = M2, at most Erad
M1+M2

≤ 1− 1√
2
' 29% can be radiated away

6.3 Black Hole Thermodynamics

6.3.1 Kerr-Newman BH surface gravity
From the Chapter 5 on horizons, we can deduce that, since r+isa Killing horizon
(χa null at r+ and Killing) we can define its surface gravity as κ:
∇a
(
χbχb

)
= −2κχa such as Lχκ = 0 on r+: κ constant at the horizon

Recall
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• ΩH = − gtφ
gφφ

∣∣∣
r+

but Ω = − gtφ
gφφ

= Ca sin2 θ
ρ2gφφ

in general for the rotation

around the B.H.

• gφφ = sin2 θ
ρ2

[(
r2 + a2

)2 −∆a2 sin2 θ
]
DefineX =

(
r2 + a2

)2−∆a2 sin2 θ =(
r2 + a2

) (
r2 + a2 − a2 sin2 θ

)
+ Ca2 sin2 θ so gφφ = sin2 θ

ρ2 X and Ω = Ca
X

We also have gtφ = −Ωgφφ and χa = Ka + ΩHL
a so since K = ∂t, L = ∂φ

we have KaKa = gtt and so
LaKa = gtφ
LaLa = gφφ

χaχa =gtt + 2ΩHgtφ + Ω2
Hgφφ and using gtφ = −Ωgφφ

=gtt − 2ΩHΩgφφ + Ω2
Hgφφ so we can write

χ2 = (Ω− ΩH)
2
gφφ + gtt − Ω2gφφ

From the definitions above we have Ω2gφφ = (Ca)2

X
sin2 θ
ρ2 so we can calculate

gtt − Ω2gφφ =−
(

1− C

ρ2

)
− (Ca)

2

X

sin2 θ

ρ2

=
1

ρ2X

[(
C − ρ2

)
X − (Ca)

2
sin2 θ

]
We proceed, noting R2 = r2 + a2

⇒


C = R2 −∆
ρ2 = R2 − a2 sin2 θ
X = R2ρ2 + Ca2 sin2 θ = R4 −∆a2 sin2 θ

so

gtt − Ω2gφφ =
1

ρ2X

[(
C − ρ2

) (
R2ρ2 + Ca2 sin2 θ

)
− (Ca)

2
sin2 θ

]
=

1

ρ2X

[
CR2ρ2 − ρ2

(
R2ρ2 + Ca2 sin2 θ

)]
=

1

X

[
R2
(
C − ρ2

)
− Ca2 sin2 θ

]
=

1

X

[
R2
(
a2 sin2 θ −∆

)
− Ca2 sin2 θ

]
=

1

X

[
∆a2 sin2 θ −R2∆

]
= −ρ

2∆

X

⇒ χaχa = (Ω− ΩH)
2 sin2 θ

ρ2
X − ρ2∆

X
−!

r ! r+(
⇔ ∆! 0

Ω! ΩH

) 0
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as expected
Now since κ is constant over the horizon, we can restrict to the θ = π

2 plane
to compute

∇aχ2 =er∂rχ
2

=

[
(Ω− ΩH)

{
2∂rΩ

X

ρ2
+ (Ω− ΩH) ∂r

(
X

ρ2

)}
− ∂r

(
ρ2

X

)
∆− ρ2

X
∂r∆

]
er

since it only depends on r now
Furthermore, since at r+,Ω = ΩH and ∆ = 0 ⇒ ∇aχ2 = −ρ

2

X ∂r∆er and
since χ is null at r+ ⇒ χ normal to itself so χ ∝normal to horizon r+ = cst : er

This can be written as χa = Near and
∣∣χ2
∣∣ = N2 |grr| = N2

|grr| = N2∆
ρ2 . Since

∆ > 0 and χ2 < 0 for r > r+,

Proof. As χ2 = (Ω− ΩH)
2 sin2 θ

ρ2 X − ρ2∆
X , with X =

(
r2 + a2

)2 − ∆a2 sin2 θ,
ρ2 = r2 + a2 cos2 θ, ∆ = r2 + a2 − C, C = 2GMr and Ω = Ca

X ,

at r = r+,∆ = 0⇔ C+ = r2
++a2 = 2GMr+ with r+ = GM+

√
(GM)

2 − a2

∆ =0⇔ C+ = r2
+ + a2 = 2GMr+ with r+ = GM +

√
(GM)

2 − a2

X+ =
(
r2
+ + a2

)2
= C2

+

and Ω =ΩH =
C+a

C2
+

=
a

r2
+ + a2

then at r = r+ + ε to first order in ε

∆ =∆+ + (2r+ − 2GM) ε = 2 (r+ −GM) ε = 2

√
(GM)

2 − a2ε

X =
(
r2
+ + a2 + 2r+ε

)2 − 2

√
(GM)

2 − a2a2 sin2 θε

=C2
+ +

[
4r+

C+
− 2

√
(GM)

2 − a2a2 sin2 θ

]
ε

=C2
+

1 + 2

[
2r+ − C+

√
(GM)

2 − a2a2 sin2 θ

]
C3

+

ε


⇒ Ω =

2GMr+a
(

1 + ε
r+

)
C2

+

(
1 + 2

[
2r+−C+

√
(GM)2−a2a2 sin2 θ

]
C3

+
ε

)

=ΩH

1 +


1

r+
− 2

[
2r+ − C+

√
(GM)

2 − a2a2 sin2 θ

]
C3

+

 ε

⇒ Ω− ΩH ∝ ε
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so (Ω− ΩH)
2 sin2 θ

ρ2 X ∝ ε2

⇒ χ2 =−
ρ2

+

X+

(
∆+ + 2

√
(GM)

2 − a2ε

)
= −

ρ2
+

C2
+

2

√
(GM)

2 − a2ε < 0 for ε > 0.

⇒ −N
2∆

ρ2
= (Ω− ΩH)

2
gφφ −

ρ2∆

X

⇒ N2 =− ρ2 (Ω− ΩH)
2

∆
gφφ +

ρ4

X
−−−−−−−−!

∆! 0
Ω! ΩH

ρ4

X

so if we define κ from ∇aχ2 = −2κχa, κ surface gravity, we get ∇aχ2 =

−ρ
2

X ∂r∆ (er)a = −2κ ρ2

√
X

(er)a
⇒ κ = ∂r∆

2
√
X

with ∂r∆ = ∂r
(
r2 + a2 − C

)
while C = 2GMr − G

(
e2 +m2

)
and ∆ = 0⇒ r = r+ = GM +

√
(GM)

2 − a2 −G (e2 +m2)

so ∂r∆+ = 2r+ − 2GM = 2

√
(GM)

2 − a2 −G (e2 +m2) and X+ = R4
+ −

∆a2 sin2 θ = R4
+ ⇒

√
X+ = R2

+ = r2
+ + a2

then√
X+ = (GM)

2
+ (GM)

2 − a2 −G
(
e2 +m2

)
+ 2GM

√
(GM)

2 − a2 −G (e2 +m2) + a2

=2GM

(
GM +

√
(GM)

2 − a2 −G (e2 +m2)

)
−G

(
e2 +m2

)
and finally

κ =

√
(GM)

2 − a2 −G (e2 +m2)

2GM

(
GM +

√
(GM)

2 − a2 −G (e2 +m2)

)
−G (e2 +m2)

6.3.2 Parallel with thermodynamics

We have seen ΩH = Ca
X

∣∣
+

=
R2

+a

R4
+

= a√
X+

so κ =

√
(GM)2−a2−G(e2+m2)√

X+

=

√
(GM)

2 − a2 −G (e2 +m2)ΩH
a

Moreover, setting e = m = 0, since 2MirrδMirr = δA
16πG2 = a

2G
√

(GM)2−a2ΩH
(δM − ΩHδJ)

we then have
δA

16πG2
=

1

2Gκ
(δM − ΩHδJ)

⇔ δM =
κ

8πG
δA+ ΩHδJ
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Law Thermodynamics B.H.
0th T constant in equilibrium system κ = cst on horizon of stationary B.H.
1st dE = TdS+work done dM = κ

8πGdA+ ΩHdJ
2nd δS ≥ 0 in any process δA ≥ 0 in any process
3rd impossible to achieve T = 0 by physical process impossible to achieve κ = 0 by physical process

Table 6.1: Black Hole Thermodynamics analogy

Recall First law of thermodynamics

dE =TdS − PdV

where E energy, S entropy, T temperature, P pressure and V volume of the
system.

• PdV is elementary work done on system

• ΩHδJ can be seen as work done on B.H. by sending δJ < 0 particles in it.

• δM is variation of mass-energy of B.H.

Then we can propose the analogy

E  ! M
S  ! A

4G
T  ! κ

2π

Normalisation is fixed from the Black Body Temperature of Hawking radiation
being T = kκ

2πcV where V =
√
−KaKa −−−!

r!∞
1

We can then extend the analogy (see Table 6.1)

0th law we have shown Lχκ = 0 for stationary B.H.

1st law we just shown it

2nd law consequence of B.H. area theorem, we have shown

δA

16πG2
=δM2

irr > 0

in any process of Penrose

3rd law only extremum B.H., that is (GM)
2

= a2 +G
(
e2 +m2

)
, yields κ = 0.

Wald [Wald(1974), Wald(1984)] shown it gets harder and harder from
non-extremal B.H. to go near extremal

However, at κ = 0, A 6= 0 contrary to S = 0 for T = 0 in thermodynamics!
Finally Bekenstein [Bekenstein(1973)] showed a generalised entropy com-

bines B.H. and matter

S′ =S +
1

4
k
c3A

G~
such as δS′ ≥ 0



Chapter 7

Relativistic Thermodynamics

John M. Stewart [Stewart(1971)] "Non-Equilibrium Relativistic Kinetic The-
ory"

Two main approaches to extending thermodynamics to relativistic fluids and
gravitation.

This is distinct from Black Hole thermodynamics: non-singular fluids, start-
ing from perfect fluid

Connected to Fourier heat transport, fluid entropy and conservation or in-
crease of entropy.

Assume particlenumber conservation (decays and particle physics not treated)
Recall a, b ∈ [0; 3] spacetime indices

µ, ν ∈ [1; 3] space indices
Na = nua particle flow, ua: flow 4-velocity

n particle number density
ua timelike: uaua = −1
At rest, Nµ = 0 conservation: N0

,0 = 0 (Newtonian)
Na

;a = 0 (Relativistic)

7.1 Eckart’s model

7.1.1 Energy-momentum tensor
Decomposed into: -perfect fluid

-rest

T ab =T abPF + ∆T ab

Na =nua + ∆Na ! ∆Na =0 assumed for conserved particle number
⇒ Na � na

⇒ T ab = (ρ+ P )uaub + Pgab + ∆T ab = ρuaub + Phab + ∆T ab

107
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for ρ: energy density hab = gab + uaub: projector ⊥ua
P : isotropic pressure

We have the Bianchi identity for P.F.: T abPF ;b = P ;a +
[
(ρ+ P )uaub

]
;b

particle number conservation: Na
;a = nua;a + uan;a

= ṅ+ nua;a
= 0

Projected along the flow

uaT
ab
PF ;b =uaP;a −

[
(ρ+ P )ub

]
;b

+ (ρ+ P )ubua;bua︸ ︷︷ ︸
0

=Ṗ −
[
(ρ+ P )ub

]
;b

=ubP;b −
[
ρ+ P

n
nub
]

;b

= ubP;b −
[
ρ+ P

n

]
;b

N b (N conserved)

=−N b
( ρ
n

)
;b

+ ubP;b −
P;b

n
nub − P

(
1

n

)
;b

N b

=−Na

[( ρ
n

)
;a

+ P

(
1

n

)
;a

]
Now Gibb’s equation applied to densities reads

du =Tds− Pdv u =
ρ

n
: energy per particle

s =kσ : entropy per particle (k Planck constant)

v =
1

n
: volume per particle

⇒ d
( ρ
n

)
= kTdσ − Pd

(
1

n

)
d
( ρ
n

)
+ Pd

(
1

n

)
= kTdσ

We recognise the term in the energy-momentum conservation along the flow

uaT
ab
PF ;b =− nua

[( ρ
n

)
;a

+ P

(
1

n

)
;a

]
= −nuakTσ;a

P. cons.
= − kT (nuaσ);a

7.1.2 Full energy-momentum tensor

uaT
ab

;b =0

⇔ (nuaσ);a =
1

kT
ua∆T ab ;b
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This can be rewritten to define Eckart’s entropy flow/current(
nkuaσ − 1

T
ub∆T

ab

)
;a

=
1

T
ua∆T ab ;b −

1

T
ub∆T

ab
;a −

1

T
ub;a∆T ab +

1

T 2
ub∆T

abT;a

=− 1

T
ua;b∆T

ab +
1

T 2
ua∆T abT;b

=Sa;a

Defining Ra, that depends up to 1st order in ∆T ab,

Sa =SaPF +
1

T
Ra (Ra =− ub∆T ab)

The 2nd law of thermodynamics is then expressed as

Sa;a ≥ 0

Recall General 2-tensor decomposition along ua
Vab = Auaub +Baub +Cbua +Fab always possible with Baua = Cau

a = 0
and Fab = h cah

d
b Vcd ⇒ Fabu

a = Fabu
b = 0

We can decompose further into symmetric and antisymmetric parts
Fab = F(ab) + F[ab] and the symmetric part yields the trace and projected
symmetric tracefree (PSTF):
F(ab) = 1

3habF
c
c + F〈ab〉 with F〈ab〉 = h cah

d
b

[
F(cd) − 1

3hcdF
efhef

]
so

Vab = Auaub +Baub + Cbua + hab
3 hcdVcd + V〈ab〉 + h cah

d
b V[cd]︸ ︷︷ ︸

0 for V sym.
Restrict to V symmetric
Vab = Auaub + 2B(aub) + hab

3 hcdVcd + V〈ab〉

Apply to T ab
T ab = T abPF + ∆T ab yields

∆Tab = πhab + 2q(aub)+πab (+Auaub)

with πab = π〈ab〉

If we choose uasuch that
out of equilibrium quantities match quantities in equilibrium

ρ̃ −! ρ
ñ −! n

P̃ −! P + π
then A = 0 and we have

Tab =ρuaub + (P + π)hab
#

bulk viscous
pressure

+ 2q(aub)
#

heat
flow

+ πab
#

anisotropic
stress
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and the entropy flow Sa = kσ︸︷︷︸
S

nua +
Ra

T
with S specific entropy scalar

Following Eckart’s postulate

Ra =− ub∆T ab

=− ub
(
πhab + 2q(aub) + πab

)
=− ubqaub − ubqbua = qa

so Sa = SNa +
qa

T
Eckart Entropy

From the second law of thermodynamics application:

Sa;a =

(
− 1

T
ua;b +

1

T 2
uaT;b

)
∆T ab = −∆T ab

[
1

T
ua

]
;b

≥ 0

⇒ TSa;a =−
[
πhab + 2q(aub) + πab

](
ua;b − ua

T;b

T

)
Here we further decompose the flow derivative

ua;b =− u̇aub +
Θ

3
hab + σ〈ab〉 + ω[ab]

with u̇a = ubua;b : acceleration
Θ = ua;a : expansion
σ〈ab〉 = u〈a;b〉 : shear
ω[ab] = h cah

d
b u[c;d] : vorticity

So

TSa;a =−
[
πΘ + qau̇a + πabσab

]
+

1

T

[
πhab + 2q(aub) + πab

]
(uaT;b)

=−
[
πΘ + qa

(
u̇a +

T;a

T

)
+ πabσab

]
≥ 0

This constraint leads to Eckact’s assumptions (with each ua;b terms indepen-
dent)

π = −ζΘ
qa = −χ (T;a + T u̇a)
πab = −2ησab

Eckart constitutive equations with
ζ : bulk viscosity
χ : heat conductivity
η : shear viscosity

 > 0

where we recognise the equations for
qa: Fourier transport equation
πab: Newton shear viscosity
π: Stokes law of fluid mechanics

so the entropy derivative is quadratic in π, qa, πab

Sa;a =
π2

ζT
+
qaqa
χT

+
πabπab
2ηT

(= 0 for perfect fluid)
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(⇒P.F. always evolve adiabatically) while the entropy flow is 1st order in π, qa, πab
through Ra

Sa = SNa +
qa

T

7.1.3 Problem with Eckact’s model
Algebraic relations between flow and fluid quantities
⇒ infinite propagation speed
⇒unstable perturbations from equilibrium of the flow: u̇ = 0

Θ = 0
σ = 0

!need for a better model: Israel-Stewart

7.2 Israel-Stewart model
Find Ra up to 2nd order. Add to Eckart 2nd order terms: postulate the form

Ra = qa − ua

2

(
β0π

2 + β1qbq
b + β2π

bcπbc
)

(quadratic terms)

+ α0πq
a + α1π

abqb(+α2 π ubπ
ab︸ ︷︷ ︸

0
orthogonal

) (cross terms)

which yields the entropy flow

Sa = SNa +
1

T

[
qa − ua

2

(
β0π

2 + β1qbq
b + β2π

bcπbc
)

+ α0πq
a + α1π

abqb

]
!heat/viscosity coupling

and along the flow (comoving observer’s entropy)

uaS
a =− nS +

1

2T

(
β0π

2 + β1qbq
b + β2π

bcπbc
)

Since it doesn’t depend on the αi terms, we neglect them and assume for the
rest that αi = 0

Thus

Sa =SaE −
ua

2T

(
β0π

2 + β1qbq
b + β2π

bcπbc
)

and

TSa;a =TSaE ;a −
T

2

[
ua

T

(
β0π

2 + β1qbq
b + β2π

bcπbc
)]

;a

=TSaE ;a −∆
(
TSa;a

)
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We have seen previously that

TSaE ;a =−
[
πΘ + qa

(
u̇a +

T;a

T

)
+ πabσab

]
and

∆
(
TSa;a

)
=
T

2

(
ua

T

)
;a

(
β0π

2 + β1qbq
b + β2π

bcπbc
)

+ ua
(
β0ππ;a + β1q

bqb;a + β2π
bcπbc;a

)
=β0π

(
π̇ +

T

2
π

(
ua

T

)
;a

)
+ β1q

b

(
q̇b +

T

2
qb

(
ua

T

)
;a

)
+ β2π

bc

(
π̇bc +

T

2
πbc

(
ua

T

)
;a

)
Therefore

TSa;a =− π

[
Θ + β0π̇ +

T

2

(
β0u

a

T

)
;a

π

]

− qa
[
T;a

T
+ u̇a + β1q̇a +

T

2

(
β1u

b

T

)
;b

qa

]

− πab
[
σab + β2π̇ab +

T

2

(
β2u

c

T

)
;c

πab

]
≥ 0

The last condition imposed by the 2nd law of thermodynamics
In order to keep TSa;a quadratic and thus the 2nd law, we can choose each

square bracket proportional to their respective factors π, qa, πab (recall qa =
habq

b, πab = hach
b
dπ

cd)

ζβ0π̇ + π = −ζΘ− ζ
[
T
2

(
β0u

a

T

)
;a
π

]
(from π = −ζ []π)

χTβ1h
b
a q̇b + qa = −χ

(
h baT;b + T u̇a

)
− χ

[
T 2

2

(
β1u

b

T

)
;b
qa

] (
from qa = −χT []q

)
2ηβ2h

c
ah

d
b π̇cd + πab = −2ησab − η

[
T
(
β2u

c

T

)
;c
πab

] (
from πab = −2η []πab

)
Israel-Stewart equations with the same ζ: bulk viscosity

χ: heat conductivity
η: shear viscosity

which ensure

TSa;a =
π2

ζ
+
qaqa
χ

+
πabπab

2η
≥ 0

for ζ, χ, η > 0 and define the relaxation times τ0 = ζβ0

τ1 = χTβ1 and recall τ ∼ 1
nσv

τ2 = 2ηβ2
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If we neglect the 2nd R.H.S. terms (collisional time small) we obtain the trun-
cated I-S equations

τ0π̇ + π = −ζΘ
τ1h

b
a q̇b + qa = −χ

(
h baT;b + T u̇a

)
τ2h

c
ah

d
b π̇cd + πab = −2ησab

which introduce dynamic corrections to the Eckart equations.
We assume to be close to equilibrium

|π| �P(
πabπab

) 1
2 �P

(qaqa)
1
2 �ρ

and thus

Sa;a =

(
SNa +

Ra

T

)
;a

=nṠ +

(
Ra

T

)
;a

(part. nb con.)

=nṠ +

(
qa

T

)
;a

+

(
∆Ra

T

)
;a

' nṠ +

(
qa

T

)
;a

and

TSa;a =TSaE ;a −∆
(
TSa;a

)
' TSaE ;a

we have in Eckart and Israel-Stewart models in that case

TnṠ = −πΘ− qau̇a − qa;a − πabσab

Specific entropy evolution: measures evolution of entropy of the fluid along the
flow

Example 7.1. Entropy contained in comoving FLRW volume

Σ =

∫
(−Saua)

dV

v
=

[
Sn− 1

2

(
β0π

2 + β1qbq
b + β2π

bcπbc
)]
a3

=a3nS :

Σ = a3nS with the previous assumptions



Chapter 8

Tetrads and Newman-Penrose
Tetrads

We saw 1+3
1+1+2 formalisms in congruences
2+2
(eµ)

a⊥T a in singularities

8.1 Tetrads
Some vectors can be decomposed on others

Vectors as components in coordinate basis V = V a∂a
can be generalised as tetrads V = V AeA

Following Chandrasekhar [Chandrasekhar(1985)] “The mathematical theory
of black holes”, Ashtekar [Ashtekar et al.(2000)Ashtekar, Fairhurst, and Krishnan]
"Isolated horizons: Hamiltonian evolution and the first law" Appendix B, Traut-
man "Einstein-Cartan theory", and Newman-Penrose formalism, Vaidya metric
we explore tetrads.

In 4D spacetime: tetrads vector labels :A,B, ... : eA
spacetime indices :a, b, ... : ∂a

so eA = e iA∂i with
i
A

}
∈ [0; 3] or i ∈ [0; 3]

A ∈ [2, I, II, III]

Also designated e iA with corresponding forms
eA i = gije

j
A, gij metric (eA = eA idx

i)
Assume eA orthonormal and e2 timelike, eI , eII , eIII spacelike (or noted e(0)

and e(1), e(2), e(3)) then

gije
i
Ae

j
B =ηAB = (eA, eB)

with η Minkowski metric. This can be seen as the line element in tangent

114

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Newman-Penrose_formalism
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Vaidya_metric
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Minkowski space

gije
i
Ae

j
Bdx

AdxB =ηABdx
AdxB = ds2

MT = (eA, eB)xAdxB

Note in general eA is not orthonormal and (eA, eB) = ηAB metric of general
tangent manifold to spacetime.

For most of the rest, we assume η constzant Minkowski
∃ηAB inverse: ηACηCB = δAB
⇒ ηABeB = eA = eAi dx

i inverse form basis, so line element in spacetime can
be seen as

ηABe
AeB =ηABe

A
i e
B
j dx

idxj = gijdx
idxj = ds2

=ηABη
ACeCη

BDeD

=δ CB η
BDeCeD = ηCDeCeD = eDeD

so gij = ηABe
A
i e
B
j

∃gij inverse: gikgkj = δij and
ηABe

B = ηABη
BCeC = δ CA eC = eA ⇒

(
ηABe

B
)i
∂i = e iA∂i = ηABe

B
j g
ij∂i

Samely eA = ηABeB ⇒
(
ηABeB

)i
∂i = eAjg

ij∂i
while

δij = gikgkj =ηABe
A
ke
B
j g
ik

=e iBe
B
j : eAi spacetime inverse of e jA

Thus as

ηABe iAe
k
Bgkj =e iAe

A
l g
klgkj

=δilδ
l
j = δij = gikgkj

we also have

gij =ηABe iAe
j
B

as well as

δAB = ηACηCB =ηACgije
i
Ce

j
B

=e jBη
ACe iCgij

=e jBe
A
j : eAi tangent space inverse of e iB

and finally gijeAi eBj = ηACe jCe
B
j = ηACδ BC = ηAB

In summary Basis eA = e iA∂i, inverse form basis ηABeB = eA = eAi dx
i

orthonormalisation ηAB = gije
i
Ae

j
B

inverse: ηAB = gijeAi e
B
j as ηACηCB = δAB

tangent space metric
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spacetime line element ds2 = ηABe
AeB metric gij = ηABe

A
i e
B
j

inverse metric gij = ηABe iAe
j
B as gikgkj = δij

form basis eA = e iAgijdx
j vector inverse basis eA = eAjg

ij∂i
so components of basis inverse of components of form basis
right inverse: eAje

i
A = δij spacetime inverse

left inverse: e iAe
B
i = δ BA tangent space inverse

and we can define form component gije
j
A = eA i

vector component gijeAj = eA i

Since, chosing e2 timelike,

ηAB = ηAB =


−1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1


eAi = ηABeB i then e2i = −e2 i and e(µ)

i = −e(µ) i, µ ∈ [1; 3] so the metric reads

gij =e2ie
2
j + eIie

I
j + eIIi e

II
j + eIIIi e

III
j

=− e2 ie2 j + eI ieI j + eII ieII j + eIII ieIII j

(recall 1+1+2)

8.1.1 Tetrad tensor components
Any tensor can be projected onto tetrad frame

AA =eA iA
i = e iAAi for 1− tensors

AA =ηABAB = eAiA
i = eA iAi

with spacetime tensors given by

Ai =e iAA
A = eA iAA, Ai =eAiAA = eA iA

A

For a 2-tensor

TAB =e iAe
j
BTij = e iATiB

inverted by

Tij =eAi e
B
jTAB = eAi TAj

Indices are contracted, raised and lowered with respective metrics

8.1.1.1 Note on 2-tensors and their matrix representation

The tensorial product has no order, keeping origin in mind

TabcXde =XdeTabc
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same numbers but

Aabcde ≡TabcXde 6= XdeTabc

Contractions only care about index positions

TabX
bc =XbcTab 6= XcbTab unless X symmetric

Symmetrisations require indices at same level in general: T b]
[a has no sense

Trace is contraction with metric T aa = Tabg
ab

Matrix representation of 2-tensors

[Tab] = [Ta1, . . . , Tan] =

 T1b

...
Tnb


Line or column division is selected when using matrix product to represent tensor
contraction. Then first index stands for line number while secind is column
number. Index position is encoded in matrix relative position for contraction.

Example 8.1.

Aab =


0 A01 0 0
0 A11 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

 = A01δ
0
aδ

1
b +A11δ

1
aδ

1
b

Bab =


B00 B01 0 0

0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

 = B00δa0δ
b
0 +B01δa0δ

b
1

same order as matrix product

AacB
cb = 0 =

(
A01δ

0
aδ

1
c +A11δ

1
aδ

1
c

) (
B00δc0δ

b
0 +B01δc0δ

b
1

)
=A01B

00δ0
aδ
b
0 δ1

0︸︷︷︸
0

+A01B
01δ0

aδ
b
1 δ1

0︸︷︷︸
0

+A11B
00δ1

aδ
b
0 δ1

0︸︷︷︸
0

+A11B
01δ1

aδ
b
1 δ1

0︸︷︷︸
0

= 0

opposite order

AcbB
ac = [Bac] [Acb] =


0 A01B

00 +A11B
01 0 0

0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0


=
(
A01δ

0
cδ

1
b +A11δ

1
cδ

1
b

) (
B00δa0δ

c
0 +B01δa0δ

c
1

)
=A01B

00δ1
b δ
a
0 δ0

0︸︷︷︸
1

+A01B
01δ1

b δ
a
0 δ0

1︸︷︷︸
0

+A11B
00δ1

b δ
a
0 δ1

0︸︷︷︸
0

+A11B
01δ1

b δ
a
0 δ1

1︸︷︷︸
1

=
(
A01B

00 +A11B
01
)
δa0δ

1
b
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traces: A = A01g
01 +A11g

11 6= A11, B = B00g00 +B01g01 6= B00

Trace = matrix trace only for A b
a or Bab!

8.1.2 Directional derivatives, connections and Ricci rota-
tion coefficients

Recall: Vectors are differential operators
eA = e iA∂i generalises with covariant derivative eA = e iA∇i = ∇eA = ∇A
Partial derivatives generalise as (φ scalar function)

φ,A =e iA∂iφ = e iAφ,i = e iAφ;i for scalars

Applied to a form

AA;B =e iB∇iAA = e iB∇i
(
e jAAj

)
= e iB∇∂i

(
e jAAj

)
=e iB

[
e jAAj;i +Aje

j
A ;i

]
=e jAAj;ie

i
B + e iBeAj;ie

j
CA

C

Recall: connection defined by ∇b∂a = Γcab∂c

Proof. Connection definition
From directional derivative of a vector ∇XY in a basis eA

XA∇eA
(
Y BeB

)
=XAY B,AeB + Y BXA∇eAeB

define connection as decomposition of ∇eAeB on eC

∇eAeB =ωCBAeC

⇒ ∇XY =XA
(
Y B,AeB + Y BωCBAeC

)
=XA

(
Y C,A + Y BωCBA

)
eC = XA (∇eAY )

C
eC

⇒ (∇eAY )
C

=Y C,A + Y BωCBA

Choose eA = ∂a, Y = ∂a = δba∂b

(∇a∂b)c = (δcb),a + ωcb′aδ
b′

b = ωcba = Γcba

or

∇a∂b =Γcba∂c

Here

∇BeA =ΓCABeC = ΓCABe
i
C∂i

=e bB∇beA = eA ;be
b
B = e iA ;be

b
B∂i
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! ΓCAB may not have same symmetries as Γcab!
So connection coefficients read

e iBe
j
A ;i = ΓCABη

CDe jD ⇒ gjke
k
Ce

j
A ;ie

i
B =ΓFABη

FDe jDgjke
k
C

=ΓFABη
FDηDC

=ΓFABδ
F
C = ΓCAB

Defining Ricci rotation coefficients (connection)

γCAB =e jCeAj;ie
i
B = ΓCAB we get

AA;B =e jAAj;ie
i
B + γCABA

C

8.1.2.1 Properties of γ

eA i;j =eCi γCABe
B
j = δ ki eAk;lδ

l
j

Antisymmetry in first pair: γCAB = −γACB
(
γ[CA]B = γCAB

)
Proof. From 0 = ηAB;i =

[
eAje

j
B

]
;i
(not valid for non-orthonormal basis!)

[
eAje

j
B

]
;i

=eAj;ie
j
B + eAje

j
B ;i

=eCj γCADe
D
i e

j
B + eAje

CjγCBDe
D
i

=γBADe
D
i + γABDe

D
i = ηAB;i = 0

⇒ γABD =− γBAD

Returning to 1-form directional derivative equation
Totally projected covariant derivative of frame/tetrad defines: intrinsic deriva-

tive (notation)

AA|B =e iAAi;je
j
B ⇔ Ai;j = eAiAA|Be

B
j

=AA;B − γNABηNMAM

(Notation change: X[a|b|c] to X[A|B |C] = ηBDX
D

[A C])
This can be generalised to any tensor (e.g. Riemann)
So Riemann covariant derivative leads to

RABCD|F =Rijkl;me
i
Ae

j
Be

k
Ce

l
De

m
F

with RABCD;F =
[
Rijkl;me

i
Ae

j
Be

k
Ce

l
D

]
;m
emF

⇒ RABCD|F =RABCD;F − ηNM [γNAFRMBCD + γNBFRAMCD + γNCFRABMD + γNDFRABCM ]
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8.1.2.2 Ricci rotation coefficients as Levi-Civita-like connection

The γ can be computed from mere partial derivatives
Define

λABC =eBi;j

[
e iAe

j
C − e

j
Ae

i
C

]
=2eBi;je

[i
A e

j]
C

=2eB[i;j]e
i
Ae

j
C = [eBi,j − eBj,i] e iAe

j
C

as covariant derivative connection Γ is symmetric in GR and

eB[i;j] =eB[i,j] − Γk[ij]eBk = eB[i,j]

Moreover, as

e iAeBi;je
j
C =e iAe

D
i γDBF e

F
j e

j
C

=γABC

we have

λABC =γABC − γCBA
By circular permutation and using γ antisymmetry

λABC − λBCA + λCAB =γABC − γCBA
− γBCA + γACB

+ γCAB − γBAC
=2γABC

⇔ γABC =
1

2
(λABC − λBCA + λCAB)

looking like a Levi-Civita connection for the metric derivative-like λ
By construction λABC = −λCBA

8.1.2.3 Commutation and strucutre constants

The Lie bracket of tetrad yields an algebra defined by its structure constants

[eA, eB ] f =e iA

[
e jBf,j

]
;i
− e jB

[
e iAf,i

]
;j

=
[
e iAe

j
B ;i − e

i
Be

j
A ;i

]
f,j as f,i;j = f,j;i

=
[
eDjγDBF e

F
i e

i
A − eDjγDAF eFi e iB

]
f,j

= [γDBA − γDAB ] eDjf,j

= [−γBDA + γADB ] ηDCe jCf,j

=
(
−γ CB A + γ CA B

)
e jCf,j =

(
γ jA B − γ

j
B A

)
f,j

≡CCABeCf = CCABe
j
Cf,j

⇔ CCAB =γCBA − γCAB
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(If basis commute, e.g. ∂a, CCAB = 0)

8.1.2.4 Ricci and Bianchi identities

The Ricci identities applied to tetrads yield

2eA i[;k;l] =Rmikle
m
A = RAikl

Projecting on the remaining indices

RABCD =RAikle
i
Be

k
Ce

l
D

= {eA i;k;l − eA i;l;k} e iBe kCe lD
=
{[
eFi γFAGe

G
k

]
;l
−
[
eFi γFAGe

G
l

]
;k

}
e iBe

k
Ce

l
D

=
{
eFi;lγFACe

i
Be

l
D + γBAC;D + γBAGe

G
k;le

k
Ce

l
D

−eFi;kγFADe iBe kC − γBAD;C − γBAGeGl;ke kCe lD
}

=γBAC;D − γBAD;C + γFACe
i
Be

G
i γ

F
G He

H
l e

l
D − γFADe iBeGi γ F

G He
H
k e

k
C

+ γBAG
[
e kCe

F
kγ

G
F He

H
l e

l
D − e lDeFl γ G

F He
H
k e

k
C

]
=γBAC;D − γBAD;C + γFACγ

F
B D − γFADγ G

B C + γBAG
[
γ G
C D − γ G

D C

]
The Bianchi identities can also be expressed as combination of Riemann and
Ricci totation coefficients

Bianchi in in coordinates implies, in basis components:

Rij[kl;m] = 0⇔RAB[CD|F ] = 0 = e iAe
j
Be

k
[Ce

l
De

m
F ]Rij[kl;m]

from Riemann symmetries and antisymmetrisation development

Rij[kl;m] =
1

3
[Rijkl;m +Rijlm;k +Rijmk;l]

⇔ 0 =
1

3

[
RABCD|F +RABDF |C +RABFC|D

]
and

RABCD|F = RABCD;F − e iA;mRiBCDe
m
F

− e jB;mRAjCDe
m
F

− e kC;me
m
F RABkD

− e lD;me
m
F RABCl

each term built on same model

e iA;me
m
F RiBCD =eGiγGAHe

H
me

m
F RiBCD

=ηGNe iNγGAFRiBCD

=ηGNγGAFRNBCD
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so Bianchi identity reads

0 =RAB[CD;F ] −
ηNM

3

{
−γNA

AN

FRMBCD +−γNA
AN

CRMBDF +−γNA
AN

DRMBFC + γNB
BN

FRAM
MA

CD + γNB
BN

CRAM
MA

DF + γNB
BN

DRAM
MA

FC

+γNC
CN

FRABMD
DM

+ γND
DN

CRABMF
FM

+ γNF
FN

DRABMC
CM

+−γND
DN

FRABCM +−γNF
FN

CRABDM−γNC
CN

DRABFM

}
=RAB[CD;F ] −

ηNM

3

{
2
[
γN [B |FR|A]MCD + γN [B |DR|A]MFC + γN [B |DR|A]MFC

]
+λFNDRABCM + λCNFRABDM + λDNCRABFM

}
Application (see Ch. 10)

8.1.3 General non-orthonormal tetrads
In case ηAB is not Minkowski the Ricci coefficients are NOT antisymmetric but
from covariant derivative projection, we get

ηAB;ie
i
C =ηAB;C = γBAC + γABC 6= 0

Avoiding use of antisymmetry, expression for structure coefficients remains

CCAB =γCAB − γCBA

It turns out that Ricci and Bianchi identities also retain the same forms

8.2 Tetrads from Einstein-Cartan gravity

Nomenclature tetrad=vierbein=4D frame
basis

In n dimensions: vielbein=nD frame
basis

One can represent gravity with the frame bundle FM : for a spacetime M of
dimension n, FM = P (GL (n,R) ,M, π) with connection ω, canonical form θ
and soldering form θ̃

Frame bundle: principal bundle with structure group GL (n,R) and projec-
tion π on the base M

Definition 8.1. Fiber bundle
Manifold with

• a base manifold: M

• Fibers, isomorphic to the bundle structure group: F ∼ G, here G =
SO0 (1, 3)
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S1

U1 U2

B

A
S1 decomposed in 2 charts

U1, U2 with 2 overlappings A,B

A
IdF−−→ A

Cylinder

B
IdF−−→ B

Möbius strip

B
g−→ B

Figure 8.2.1: Cylinder and Möbius strip bundles

• a projector π from the bundle manifold onto the base manifold: π (p) = x

See [Isham(1999), Nakahara(2003), Fecko, M.(2006)]

• In the same way as a manifold is locally Minkowski
a bundle is locally M × F

• G the structure group glues the fibers together

Example 8.2. see [Nakahara(2003), p372]
The cylinder is the trivial bundle S1 ×F with S1, the circle

F = [−1, 1]
for the struc-

ture group G = {IdF!F }
while
the Möbius strip is locally S1 × F but for G = Z2 = {IdF!F , g} and

g : F ! F
t 7! −t

(see Fig. 8.2.1)

8.2.1 In the frame bundle
At one point of M one can choose a frame eA

The transforms from eA to e′A = geA is done by linear maps: elements of
GL (n,R). This inducesa bijection between eA and g ∈ GL (n,R)

GL (n,R) implies the fiber to be made of any vielbein
So η is then not Minkowski.
The restriction from GL (n,R) to the Lorentz group SO0 (1, 3)⇒ orthonor-

mal bases, related by Lorentz transforms (see Fig. 8.2.2)
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M
x

e
p = (x, e)

σ

TxM

F ∼ SO0 (1, 3) or GL (4,R)

θ

LM , a.k.a. FM or OM

Figure 8.2.2: Frame Bundles representation

8.2.1.1 The canonical form θ

gives horizontal vector components of bundle vector in a basis

θ (e, v) =
{
vA
}

for V =V AeA horizontal part

θeA (v) =V A + V v vertical part

in the tangent to the bundle
and realises

8.2.1.2 The soldering form θ̃

Displacement along the fiber (here a Lorentz transform) also corresponds to
moving on the base M (Lorentz transform in the spacetime manifold

8.2.1.3 The section σ in local open set of bundle

Choose a basis (element of fiber) above a spacetime point neighbourhood
σ (p) = e (x): element of fiber group (here frame) in a neighbourhood
In LM , σ∗θ = e on M : σ∗θA = eA

(σ∗ equivalent to π: projection, in this context)

8.2.1.4 The connection ω

Ensures parallel transport/covariant derivative

Parallel transport in bundles: offers a different approach
γ, curve in base M , is lifted to γ′
The connection defines the horizontal part of the tangent plane to the bundle

manifold, while the fiber is canonically vertical.
The vertical drift of γ′ measures the bundle curvature
For γ closed loops, see Fig. 8.2.3a
In parallel transport, γ̇′ remains horizontal (geodesic on M , see Fig. 8.2.3b)



CHAPTER 8. TETRADS AND NEWMAN-PENROSE TETRADS 125

γ′

γ M

(a) Bundle closed loop: curvature

γ′

γ M

γ = π
(
γ′

)

(b) Bundle horizontal lift of a curve

Figure 8.2.3: Bundle Parallel transport

φ: quantity transported along γ′

γ̇φ =Dφ [γ̇′]

on M : γ̇πφ =∇γ̇πφ [γ̇]

Using the connection

in frame bundle ω =ωABθAθ
B

on Mσ∗ω =ΓABCeAe
BeC

with ∇eAeB =ΓCABeC

Definition 8.2. Connections
ω is an Ehresmann connection
Γ is a Koszul connection (as in GR)
Connections were developed first by Lie to study solutions of differential

equationsas trajectories on manifolds. Lie PhD student Cartan introduced tor-
sion and connections with frames.

While Riemann geometry describes manifolds compared with tangent planes,
Cartan geometry defines manifolds from the motion of a mobile frame on them.

Cartan’s PhD student Ehresmann defined a more general connection inde-
pendent of frames, without the need for soldering.

Its abstract use allowed to describe gauge theories with fiber bundles in
which the covariant derivative on the base yields, as a connection, the gauge
field coupling.

Connections have been applied to - gravitation, GR,... (e.g. Penrose)
- particle physics, gauge theory

Applied to a frame form eA on M (D exterior covariant derivative on M)

DeA =deA + ω̂AB ∧ eB

Advantage: with appropriate representation, spinors can be coupled to gravity
with the Fock-Ivanenko covariant derivative

DAψ =∂Aψ −
i

2
ω bc
A Sbcψ

where Sbc is the Fock-Ivanenko coefficient in spinor space and ω bc
A is the con-

nection representation called sin connection
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8.2.1.5 Curvature and torsion

are defined as parallel transport of

• connection: curvature 2-form

ΩAB =dωAB + ωAC ∧ ωCB

and

ΩAB =
1

2
RABCDe

C ∧ eD in terms of Riemann

• canonical form: torsion 2-form

ΘA =dθA + ωAB ∧ θB

and

=
1

2

ΘA =
1

2
TABCe

B ∧ eC in terms of torsion tensor

For deA = 0 (holonomic frames, similar to ∂a)

TABC =2ΓA[BC]

In GR ΓABC = ΓA(BC) so TABC = 0

8.3 Newman-Penrose tetrads
From a usual tetrad with e2 timelike

e(µ) spacelike
orthonormal!

wecan build a fully null basis zaA = (la, na,ma,ma)

l =
e2 + eI√

2
, n =

e2 − eI√
2

, and m =
eII + i eIII√

2
⇒ m =

eII − i eIII√
2

Null basis

l.l =
e2
2 + e2

I

2
= 0 = n.n = m.m =

e2
II − e2

III

2
= m.m

Orthonormal by blocks

l.m =l.m = n.m = n.m = 0
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Normalisation

l.n =
e2
2 − e2

I

2
= −1 and m.m =

e2
II + e2

III

2
= 1

Then the metric becomes, through normalisation

ηAB = ηAB =


0 −1 0 0
−1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0


which yields the basis and form basis

e1 =l, e2 =n, e3 =m, e4 =m : zA = (l, n,m,m)

e1 =η1BeB = −n, e2 =η2BeB = −l, e3 =m, e4 =m : zA = (−n,−l,m,m)

and the metric

gab =ηABz
A
a z

B
b = −2

(
l(anb) −m(amb)

)
Basis vectors as directional derivatives are given symbols:

e1 =e a1 ∂a ≡ D = la∇a, e2 =na∇a ≡ ∆, e3 =ma∇a ≡ δ, e4 =ma∇a ≡ δ

The connection full information lies in the Ricci rotation coefficients named
Newman-Penrose spin coefficients:

κ =γ311 = −malb∇bla π =γ241 = malb∇bna ε =
1

2
(γ211 +

−γ431

q︷︸︸︷
γ341)

=−γ421 =
1

2

(
malb∇bma − nalb∇bla

)

σ =γ313 = −mamb∇bla µ =γ243 = mamb∇bna β =
1

2
(γ213 +

−γ433

q︷︸︸︷
γ343)

=−γ423 =
1

2

(
mamb∇bma − namb∇bla

)

% =γ314 = −mamb∇bla λ =γ244 = mamb∇bna α =
1

2
(γ214 +

−γ434

q︷︸︸︷
γ344)

=−γ424 =
1

2

(
mamb∇bma − namb∇bla

)

τ =γ312 = −manb∇bla ν =γ242 = manb∇bna γ =
1

2
(γ212 +

−γ432

q︷︸︸︷
γ342)

=−γ422 =
1

2

(
manb∇bma − nanb∇bla

)
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Complex conjugation simply involves exchanging indices 3 and 4 or m and m

8.3.1 Transportation equations
Directional derivatives applied to the NP tetrad yields

Dl = (ε+ ε) l − κm− κm Dn =− (ε+ ε)n+ πm+ πm

∆l = (γ + γ) l − τm− τm ∆n =− (γ + γ)n+ νm+ νm

δl = (α+ β) l − %m− σm δn =− (α+ β)n+ µm+ λm

Dm =πl − κn+ (ε− ε)m ∆m =νl − τn+ (γ − γ)m

δm =λl − σn+ (β − α)m δm =µl − %n+
(
α− β

)
m

Application:

• l is tangent to geodesics ⇔ κ = 0
then Dl = (ε+ ε) l, non affine geodesics equation

• l tangent to affinely parameterised geodesics ⇔ κ = 0 and ε = −ε (ε =
iE): then Dl = 0

Samely

• n tangent to geodesics ⇔ ν = 0 so ∆n = − (γ + γ)n

• n affinely parameterised tangent to geodesics ⇔ ν = 0 and γ = −γ (γ =
iG) so that ∆n = 0

8.3.2 Commutators
The connection torsion freeness is equivalent to the forms of the directional
derivatives commutators:

[zm, zn] =∇mzn −∇nzm
=− 2Γknmzk

Explicitly

[∆, D] = (γ + γ)D + (ε+ ε) ∆− (π + τ) δ − (τ + π) δ

[δ,D] = (α+ β − π)D + κ∆− (%+ ε− ε) δ − σδ
[δ,∆] =− νD +

(
τ − α− β

)
∆ + (µ− γ + γ) δ + λδ[

δ, δ
]

= (µ− µ)D + (%− %) ∆ +
(
α− β

)
δ − (α− β) δ

Replace second directional derivative by its vector on the L.H.S. and the direc-
tional derivatives by their vectors on the R.H.S. yields combinations of transport
equations
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8.3.3 Weyl, Ricci and Riemann representations
From the Riemann decomposition intoWeyl and its trace [Carroll(2004), Eq: 3.147]
the tetrad components of Riemann, Weyl and Ricci can be written as

RABCD =CABCD +
4

n− 2
R

[A
[Cη

B]
D] −

2R

(n− 1) (n− 2)
η

[A
[Cη

B]
D]

with the tetrad components of Ricci:

RAC =ηBDRABCD and R =ηABRAB

For NP tetrads:

R =2 (−R12 +R34)

The tracefreeness of Weyl leads to

ηADCABCD =− C1BC2 − C2BC1 + C3BC4 + C4BC3 = 0

and if in addition

B = C ⇒ C1314 =C2324 = C1332 = C1442 = 0

Moreover, the Riemann symmetries yield

Ra[bcd] =
1

3
(Rabcd +Racdb +Radbc) = 0

⇒C1234 + C1342 + C1423 = 0

Therefore, in the case b 6= c, together with the above cyclic antisymmetry, Weyl
tracelessness gives

C1231 =C1334; C1241 =C1443; C1232 = C2343; C1242 = C2434

C1212 =C3434; C1342 =
1

2
(C1212 − C1234) =

1

2
(C3434 − C1234)

so the Riemann tensor can be decomposed with its symmetries and its writing
in terms of Weyl and Ricci

The 10 independent components of the Weyl tensor can be encoded into 5
complex N-P scalars

ψ0 =C1313 = Cabcdl
amblcmd

ψ1 =C1213 = Cabcdl
anblcmd

ψ2 =C1342 = Cabcdl
ambmcnd

ψ3 =C1242 = Cabcdl
anbmcnd

ψ4 =C2424 = Cabcdn
ambncmd
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Encoding the Riemann symmetries into the symbol:

{wxyz} =8 ([wx] [yz]) = 4 [wx] [yz] + 4 [yz] [wx]

the Weyl tensor can be decomposed on the NP basis

Cabcd =
(
ψ2 + ψ2

)
[{lanblcnd}+ {mambmcmd}] +

(
ψ2 − ψ2

)
{lanbmcmd}

(ψ0 {nambncmd}+ ψ4 {lamblcmd} − ψ2 {lambncmd}+ ψ1 [{lanbncmd}+ {nambmcmd}]
−ψ3 [{lanblcmd} − {lambmcmd}] + complex conjugates)

The 10 independent components of the Ricci tensor can be encoded into 4 real
scalars {Φ00,Φ11,Φ22, Λ} and 3 complex scalars {Φ01,Φ02,Φ12}

Φ00 = 1
2Rabl

alb

Φ11 = 1
4Rab

(
lanb +mamb

)
Φ22 = 1

2Rabn
anb

Λ = R
4!

Φ01 = 1
2Rabl

amb ⇒ Φ10 = 1
2Rabl

amb = Φ01

Φ02 = 1
2Rabm

amb ⇒ Φ20 = 1
2Rabm

amb = Φ02

Φ12 = 1
2Rabm

anb ⇒ Φ21 = 1
2Rabm

anb = Φ12

Because of N-P orthonormalisation of the N-P tetrads, Rab in the definitions
above can be replaced with

• the tracefree Ricci Qab = Rab − R
4 gab

• the Einstein tensor Gab = Rab − R
2 gab

The Ricci and Bianchi identities can written using the above N-P scalars and
their derivatives into scalar N-P equations (see [Chandrasekhar(1985)], or more
modernly, [Frolov and Novikov(1998)])

8.3.4 Maxwell’s equations
In N-P formalism, the Faraday tensor’s 6 indepenedent components are encoded
in 3 complex Maxwell-NP scalars

φ0 =F13 = Fabl
amb; φ1 =

1

2
(F12 + F43) =

1

2
Fab

(
lanb −mamb

)
φ2 =F42 = −Fabnamb

and Maxwell’s equations in differential geometric form

d ? F =0 dF =0

in coordinate form

F[ab;c] =0 gacFab;c =0

in tetrad form

F[AB|C] =0 ηBCFAB|C =0
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are replaced by (in NP formalism)

φ1|1 − φ0|4 =0 φ2|1 − φ1|4 =0

φ1|3 − φ0|2 =0 φ2|3 − φ1|2 =0

In terms of spin coefficients, we can write, e.g., the first two terms as

φ1|1 =
1

2

(
F21|1 + F43|1

)
=

1

2
[−F12;1 + ηnm (γn11Fm2 + γn21F1m) + F43;1 − ηnm (γn41Fm3 + γn31F4m)]

=φ1;1 − (γ131F42 + γ241F13)

=Dφ1 + κφ2 − πφ0.

Samely

φ0|4 =δφ0 − 2αφ0 + 2%φ1

Applying the same procedure to the remaining of the 8 real Maxwell equations
components leads to

Dφ1 − δφ0 = (π − 2α)φ0 + 2%φ1 − κφ2,

Dφ2 − δφ1 =− λφ0 + 2πφ1 + (%− 2ε)φ2,

∆φ0 − δφ1 = (2γ − µ)φ0 − 2τφ1 + σφ2,

∆φ1 − δφ2 =νφ0 − 2µφ1 + (2β − τ)φ2.

The energy-momentum of Faraday is

Tab =gcdFacFbd −
gab
4
FefF

ef

⇒ TAB =ηCDFACFBD −
ηAB

4
FEFF

EF

In terms of NP scalars

−1

2
T11 =φ0φ0, −1

2
T13 =φ0φ1, −1

4
(T12 + T34) =φ1φ1,

−1

2
T11 =φ1φ2, −1

2
T11 =φ2φ2, −1

2
T11 =φ0φ2,

while TAA = FACF
AC− 4

4FEFF
EF = 0, so EFE yield (recall Φnm can be written

with Gab) for pure Faraday sources (only electromagnetic)

Λ =0 and Φnm =κφnφm

8.3.5 Some applications of N-P formalism
8.3.5.1 Gravitational waves

Governed exclusively by ψ4 = Cabcdn
ambncmd
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Choosing at infinity la =
(t̂+r̂)

a

√
2
, na =

(t̂−r̂)
a

√
2
,ma =

(θ̂+iϕ̂)
a

√
2

In the transverse traceless gauge, linearised G.W. yield, assuming propaga-
tion in r̂ direction

−1

4

(
ḧθ̂θ̂ − ḧϕ̂ϕ̂

)
=−Rt̂θ̂t̂θ̂ = −Rt̂ϕ̂t̂ϕ̂ = −Rr̂θ̂r̂θ̂ = −Rr̂ϕ̂r̂ϕ̂

1

2
ḧθ̂ϕ̂ =−Rt̂θ̂t̂ϕ̂ = −Rr̂θ̂r̂ϕ̂ = Rt̂θ̂r̂ϕ̂ = Rr̂θ̂t̂ϕ̂.

Their combination yields

ψ4 =
1

2

(
ḧθ̂θ̂ − ḧϕ̂ϕ̂

)
+ iḧθ̂ϕ̂ = −ḧ+ + iḧ×

so ψ4 encodes all outgoing GW

8.3.5.2 Vaidya metric

A generalisation of Schwarzschild, Vaidya solution represents spherical distribu-
tion of null dust. Recall the toirtoise radius outside the horizon (see Sec. 1.4.3)

dr̄ =
dr

1− 2M
r

= dr +
2Mdr

r
(
1− 2M

r

) = d
[
r + 2M ln

( r

2M
− 1
)]

to build Minkowski-like null coordinates

u = t− r̄ v = t+ r̄
⇒ t = u+ r̄ ⇒ t = v − r̄

} ⇒ dt = du+ dr̄ = dv − dr̄
= du+ dr

1− 2M
r

= dv − dr
1− 2M

r

Then they are used to obtain the Eddington-Filkenstein
retarded/outgoing metric (see Sec. 1.4.4)

ds2 =−
(

1− 2M

r

)
du2 − 2dudr + r2dΩ2

advanced/ingoing metric

ds2 =−
(

1− 2M

r

)
dv2 + 2dvdr + r2dΩ2

To obtain the Vaidya metric requires to turn the mass parameter into a mass
distribution ofthe null coordinate. As constant mass corresponds to constant
null coordinate, behaving like dust with radius turned to null directions (ex-
panding or collapsing at light speed) this is interpreted as pressureless gas of
photons or null particles: null dust

As in E-F Schwarzschild solution, there are 2 cases

Outgoing null dust

ds2 =−
(

1− 2M (u)

r

)
du2 − 2dudr + r2dΩ2

=
2M (u)

r
du2 + ds2

M
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Ingoing null dust

ds2 =−
(

1− 2M (v)

r

)
dv2 + 2dvdr + r2dΩ2

=
2M (v)

r
dv2 + ds2

M

as Minkowski verifies

ds2
M =− dt2 + dr2 + r2dΩ2

=− du2 − 2dudr + r2dΩ2

=− dv2 + 2dvdr + r2dΩ2

Analysis of both cases is simplified in N-P formalism

Emitting Vaidya and NP tetrads Because of the extra terms fromMinkowski
the only non-zero Ricci is

Ruu =− 2M,u (u)

r2

while guu = 0⇒ R = Rabg
ab = 0 so EFE yield Gab = Rab = κTab = 8πTab

⇒ Tab = −M,u(u)
4πr2 lalb with ladxa = du

Choosing la = −∂au, la = gablb we recognise the energy momentum of pure
radiation dust with ρ = −M,u(u)

4πr2

From NEC (see Sec. 4.3.1.3), ρ ≥ 0⇒M,u < 0
so the central body looses mass by emitting radiations out (photons, neutri-

nos,...)
Applying N-P formalism, non-zero scalars are

ψ2 =− M (u)

r3
, Φ22 =− M,u

r2

! Maxwell N-P equations are not satisfied!
Expansions:

Θl =− (%+ %) =
2

r

Θn =µ+ µ =
−r + 2M (u)

r2

Building the radial null dust Lagrangian (L = 0, θ̇ = ϕ̇ = 0, from
(
ds
dλ

)2
= 0)

L = 0 =−
(

1− 2M (u)

r

)
u̇2 + 2u̇ṙ

2 solutions
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• u̇ = 0 outgoing (r ↗ for t↗)

• ṙ = 1
2

(
1− 2M(u)

r

)
u̇ ingoing (r ↘ for t↗)

In terms of NP tetrad

la =
(

0, 1, 0, 0
)

na =
(

1, − (1− 2M
r )

2 , 0, 0

)
ma =

1√
2r

(
0, 0, 1, i

sin θ

)
and their dual basis

la =
(
−1, 0, 0, 0

)
na =

(
− (1− 2M

r )
2 , −1, 0, 0

)
ma =

r√
2

(
0, 0, 1, i sin θ

)
The spin coefficients (connection) verify

κ =σ = τ = ν = λ = π = ε = 0

% =− 1

r
, µ = − 1

2r

(
1− 2M

r

)
, α = −β = −

√
2 cot θ

4r
, γ =

M (u)

2r2

The restriction to Schwarzschild is simply obtained from setting M (u) = M =
cst: only ψ2 6= 0

Pure absorbing Vaidya In this case, the non-zero Ricci becomes

Rvv =
2M,v

r2

and since again gvv = 0⇒ R = gabRab = 0 which leads, through EFE to
Tab =

M,v

4πr2nanb for nadxa = −dv, again the EMT of pure radiation dust
with ρ =

M,v

4πr2 which once again from NEC has ρ ≥ 0 ⇒ M,v > 0 and leads to
the interpretation of an absorbing central object for ingoing dust radiation.

The non-zero N-P scalars are

ψ2 =− M (v)

r3
, Φ00 =

M,v

r2

The expansions are now

Θl =− (%+ %) =
r − 2M (v)

r2

Θn =µ+ µ = −2

r

As ingoing Vaidya is one of the few exact dynamical solutions, it can be used to
explore B.H. physics, like check differences between, e.g., Event Horizons and
quasi-local Trapping Horizons (see Defs. 5.1 and 5.2; also refer to Defs. 5.3 and
5.27).

Note r = 2M (v) is always marginally outer Trapped Horizon (Θl = 0,Θn <
0)
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Radial null Vaidya Lagrangian (L = 0, θ̇ = ϕ̇ = 0)

L = 0 =−
(

1− 2M

r

)
v̇2 + 2v̇ṙ

also has

• ingoing v̇ = 0 solution

• outgoing ṙ = 1
2

(
1− 2M

r

)
v̇ solution

The adapted N-P tetrad to ingoing null dust analysis can be set as

la =
(

1, − (1− 2M
r )

2 , 0, 0

)
na =

(
0, −1, 0, 0

)
ma =

1√
2r

(
0, 0, 1, i

sin θ

)
and their dual basis is

la =
(
− (1− 2M

r )
2 , −1, 0, 0

)
na =

(
−1, 0, 0, 0

)
ma =

r√
2

(
0, 0, 1, i sin θ

)
The corresponding spin coefficients are

κ =σ = τ = ν = λ = π = γ = 0

% =− 1

2r

(
1− 2M

r

)
, µ = −1

r
, α = −β = −

√
2 cot θ

4r
, ε =

M (v)

r2

Thus the Weyl and Ricci N-P scalars turn as

ψ0 =ψ1 = ψ3 = ψ4 = 0, ψ2 =− M (v)

r3

Φ10 =Φ20 = Φ11 = Φ12 = Φ22 = Λ = 0, Φ00 =
M,v

r2

Again, restricting to Schwarzschild summarises as M (v) = M = cst and only
ψ2 6= 0

Note ψ4 = 0⇒ no radiation (G.W.)
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Geodesics from
Hamilton-Jacobi Formalism

(From [Bazanski(1989)])

Hamilton-Jacobi Formalism (recall) In the canonical view, one starts
from a Hamiltonian H with canonical variables q and p, and look at canoni-
cal transformations of H, q, p into H , Q, P . They obey canonical equations

{
q̇ = ∂H

∂p

ṗ = −∂H∂q
and


Q̇ =

∂H

∂P

Ṗ = −∂H

∂Q

and their Lagrangian only differs by a differential of a Generating function

L−L =p.q̇ −H − P.Q̇+ H =
dF

dt
(q, p,Q, P, t)

Then Hamilton’s Principal function S (q, t) =
∫ (q,t)

Ldt (action) which is ob-
tained from the Generating function by a Legendre transform

S (q, P ) =F +Q.P

Thus

dS

dt
=p.q̇ −H −�

�P.Q̇+ H +�
��Q̇.P +Q.Ṗ =

∂S

∂q
q̇ +

∂S

∂P
Ṗ + ∂tS

⇔ (p− ∂qS) q̇ + (Q− ∂PS) Ṗ + (H −H − ∂tS) = 0

⇔

 ∂qS = p
∂PS = Q

H −H = ∂tS

136
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Choose H = 0 (⇒ P,Q = cst) constants of motion

H (q, ∂qS, t) + ∂tS = H = 0

Now if H = 1
2gabu

aub for geodesics, qa = xa, pa = dxa

dτ H = 0 Qa, Pa = cst
then we have

L =pax
a −H

L =PaQ
a −H

dF

dτ
=paẋ

a −H − PaQ̇a + H

Define S (xa, Pa) = F +QaPa then

dS

dτ
=paẋ

a −H − PaQ̇a + H + Q̇aPa +QaṖa

=∂aSẋ
a + ∂PaSṖa + ∂τS

and we get

∂aS = pa
∂PaS = Qa

H −H = ∂τS

so if H = 0 (⇒ Pa, Q
a = cst of motion) H + ∂tS = H = 0

Thus

∂PaS = Qa ⇒S = QaPa + f (τ, xa)

∂af = ∂aS = pa ⇒S = QaPa + pax
a + g (τ)

dτg = ∂τS = −H ⇒S = QaPa + pax
a −

∫
1

2
gabu

aubdτ

but this is not very enlightening. Use [Bazanski(1989)]

9.1 Original derivation of Hamilton-Jacobi equa-
tion

From Hamilton: denote neighbouring family of trajectories by ε with Lagrangian
L (q, q̇, t) and end points at t0, t1:

q = q (t, ε) trajectory, q (ti, ε) = q (ti) i = 0, 1 (see Fig. 9.1.1)
Thus variations yield δ̄qk = ∂εq

k (t, 0) δε, δt = dt
dε (0) δε

so δqk = δ̄qk + q̇kδt =
(
∂εq

k + dt
dε

)
(0) δε

The variation of the action yields from S =
∫ t1
t0

L (q, q̇, t) dt

δS = [L δt]
t1
t0

+

∫ t1

t0

δ̄L dt
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q (t1)

q (t0)
q (t, 0)

q (t, ε)

ε

Figure 9.1.1: Family of trajectories

Adding and substracting to the first term ∂q̇kL q̇k dtdεδε = ∂q̇kL q̇kδt and explic-
iting with integration by part for the second term,∫ t1

t0

∂q̇kL δ̄q̇kdt =
[
∂q̇kL δ̄qk

]t1
t0
−
∫ t1

t0

d

dt

(
∂q̇kL

)
δ̄qkdt

for δ̄q̇ = ∂εq̇δε = d
dt

(
δ̄q
)
we get

δS =
[
∂q̇kL δqk −

(
∂q̇kL q̇k −L

)
δt
]t1
t0

+

∫ t1

t0

[
∂qkL −

d

dt

(
∂q̇kL

)]
δ̄qkdt

Taking δq = δt = 0 at t0, t1 yields the usual - Lagrange equations
-Noether identities

Thus the differential of the Principal function S (q, t)

dS = [∂q̇L .dq − (∂q̇L .q̇ −L ) dt]
t1
t0

+

∫ t1

t0

[
∂qL −

d

dt
(∂q̇L )

]
dq dt on shell

=∂qS.dq + ∂tS dt

(with ∂qL − d
dt (∂q̇L ) = 0) one gets

∂qkS = ∂q̇kL = pk
−∂tS = p.q̇ −L = H

(
qk, ∂qkS, t

)
Thus we have the

Theorem 9.1. Jacobi theorem
S : Qn×Rn+1 −! R S = S

(
qk, al, t

)
is a complete integral of the Hamilton-

Jacobi equation

⇒ ∂alS =αl

defines implicitly
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1. qk = ξk
(
t, al, αm

)
satisfies ∂alS = ∂qkS∂alξ

k = αl

2. pk = ηk
(
t, al, αm

)
= ∂qkS

(
ξk, al, t

)
= ∂qkS

(
ξk
(
t, al, αm

)
, t
)

and p and q are solutions of Hamilton’s equations

9.2 Geodesics
In manifold (M, gab), we have γ timelike curve with parameter τ ∈ [τ0, τ1] , xa =
ξa (τ)

The action functional for it to be geodesic writes

U [γ] =

∫ τ1

τ0

√
−gabξ̇aξ̇bdτ where ξ̇a =

dξa

dτ

δ̄ξa =∂εξ
a (τ, 0) δε

δτ =∂ετ (0) δε

so δξa = δ̄ξa + ξ̇aδτ
We have{

∂ẋaL = −gabξ̇b√
−gabξ̇aξ̇b

∂aL = 0

⇒ ∂ẋaL ξ̇a =

√
−gabξ̇aξ̇b = L

so applying the same procedure

δU =

 −gabξ̇b√
−ξ̇cξ̇c

δξa

τ1
τ0

+

∫ τ1

τ0

dτ

D
dτ

 gabξ̇
b√

−ξ̇cξ̇c

 δ̄ξa
Accordingly the Principal function U (xa, τ) is constructed so that

dU =
−gabξ̇b√
−ξ̇cξ̇c

dxa ⇒ − gabξ̇
b√

−ξ̇cξ̇c

0 which is the Hamilton-Jacobi equation

∂aU =

∂εU =

︸︷︷
︸

but we also have

gab∂aU∂bU =gab ×− gacξ̇
c√

−ξ̇2

×− gbdξ̇
d√

−ξ̇2

=
gacξ̇

cξ̇a

−ξ̇dξ̇d
= −1

If we proceed like for the Jacobi theorem, we would break covariance, so we
need a covariant version
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9.2.1 Jacobi theorem for geodesics
We consider gab∂aU∂bU = −1 a PDE for U = U (xa) and define a complete
integral for it

Definition 9.1. U : M × R3 −! R U = U
(
xa, ak

)
is a complete integral of

gab∂aU∂aU = −1⇔

1. U
(
xa, ak

)
verifies ∀al ∈ I(l), gab∂aU∂bU = −1, where I(l) open set of R3

2. ∂2
a,akU is a 4× 3 matrix of rank 3

Note

• ak are scalars (independent variables of xa ⇔ ∂aa
k = 0)

• Since we can Taylor expand

∂aU =∂aU
(
xb, 0

)
+ ∂2

a,akU.a
k +O

((
ak
)2)

and ∂2
a,akU 4× 3 of rank 3, it can be inverted

and ak =
(
∂2
a,akU

)−1

(∂aU − ∂aU0) so

gab∂aU∂bU = −1 =gab∂aU

(
xc,
(
∂2
d,akU

)−1

(∂dU − ∂dU0)

)
∂bU

(
xe,
(
∂2
f,akU

)−1

(∂fU − ∂fU0)

)
⇔ Ψ (xa, ∂dU) =0

Theorem 9.2. Jacobi theorem for geodesics
U = U

(
xa, ak

)
complete integral of gab∂aU∂bU = −1 ⇒ ∂akU = αk, αk ∈

R3 determines ξa : R7 −! R, xa = ξa
(
f (τ) , ak, αl

)
family of worldlines in M ,

f arbitrary and monotonous, verifying

1. ∂akU = αk

2. ∃λ = λ (τ) , λ∂aU = gab
dξb

dτ

3. xa = ξa
(
f (τ) , ak, αl

)
geodesics

D

dτ

[
gab

dξb

dτ

]
=
λ̇

λ
gab

dξb

dτ

4. df
dτ = ±λ⇔ s = f (τ) proper time along geodesics

Note if τ proper time, f (τ) = τ = s⇒ df
dτ = 1 = ±λ⇒ λ̇ = 0

D

dτ

[
gab

dξb

dτ

]
=0

so we get usual geodesic definition
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Proof. There always exists (simplectic structure) ϕ
(
xa, ak

)
= τ such as

#
rank 3

(
∂2
a,akU, ∂bϕ

)

is 4× 4 of rank 4 (non-singular), and for f monotonous (f 6= 0){
φ
(
xa, ak

)
= f (τ) can supplement

∂akU
(
xa, ak

)
= αk

and the 4×4 system can be locally inverted into

xa = ξa
(
f (τ) , ak, αl

)
Plug into algebraic equations, it verifies Condition 1: ∂akU

(
ξa, ak

)
= αk

As a complete integral, U verifies

gab∂aU∂bU =− 1

so ∂aU is timelike
Differentiating

gab∂aU∂
2
b,akU =0

so the ∂2
a,akU are orthogonal, thus spacelike and, from definition, linearly inde-

pendent
⇒ ∂aU, ∂

2
a,akU linearly independent

d

dτ

(
∂akU

(
ξa, ak

)
= αk

)
⇔∂2

a,akU
dξa

dτ
= 0

Thus dξa

dτ orthogonal to all three ∂2
a,akU , therefore parallel to ∂aU (in 4D), thus

proportional, and we get gab
dξb

dτ
= λ∂aU for λ

(
τ, xa, ak, αl

)
Using it into gab∂aU∂bU = −1, we get

gab
gac
λ

dξc

dτ

gbd
λ

dξd

dτ
=
gac
λ2

dξc

dτ

dξa

dτ
= −1

Now choose f (τ) = s proper time, then gab dξ
a

ds
dξb

ds = −1

Since dξa

dτ = dξa

ds
ds
dτ = dξa

ds
df
dτ then we have −1 = gab

λ2
dξa

ds
dξb

ds

(
df
dτ

)2

= −
( df
dτ

λ

)2

thus
df

dτ
= ±λ (τ) which yields Conditions 2 and 4

Now from gab
dξb

dτ = λ∂aU , we can write

D

dτ

[
gab

dξb

dτ

]
=λ̇∂aU + λ (∂aU);b

dξb

dτ
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and for a scalar φ

φ;ab = (φ,a);b

=φ,ab − Γcabφ,c

=φ,ba − Γcbaφ,c

= (φ,b);a = φ;ba

thus

D
dτ

[
gab

dξb

dτ

]
=λ̇∂aU + λ2gbc (∂aU);b ∂cU

=λ̇∂aU +
λ2

2
∇b
(
gbc∂aU∂cU

)
=λ̇∂aU = λ̇

λgab
dξb

dτ

Of course ∂akU = αk is also telling αk constant of motion of geodesics ξa:
D
dτ

[
dξa
dτ

]
= λ̇

λ
dξa
dτ using the set{

U = s− s0

∂akU = αk

instead of an arbitrary function yields a unique solution xa = ξa
(
s− s0, a

k, αl
)

geodesic for proper time s

9.3 Geodesic deviation (overview)
The action functional for evolution of geodesic deviation ra along geodesic γ :
xa = ξa (τ) reads

S [γ, r] =

∫ τ1

τ0

dτgab
ξ̇a(

−ξ̇cξ̇c
) 1

2

Drb

dτ

Variations with respect to ra yield geodesic equation on ξa
while ξa geodesic deviation equation on ra. As before

δ̄ξa =∂εξ
a (τ, 0) δε

δ̄ra =∂εr
a (τ, 0) δε

δτ =∂ετ (0) δε

and complete variations are

δξa =δ̄ξa + ξ̇aδτ

δra =δ̄ra + ṙaδτ
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Thus we get, with hab = gab + ξ̇aξ̇b

(−ξ̇cξ̇c)
projector on space

δS =

 1(
−ξ̇cξ̇c

) 1
2

(
hab

Drb

dτ
+ Γbacr

cξ̇b

)
δξa − 1(

−ξ̇cξ̇c
) 1

2

gabξ̇
aδrb


τ1

τ0

−
∫ τ1

τ0

dτ


D
dτ

 hab(
−ξ̇cξ̇c

) 1
2

Drb

dτ

+
Rabcdξ̇

brcξ̇d(
−ξ̇cξ̇c

) 1
2

+ Γcabr
b D

dτ

 1(
−ξ̇cξ̇c

) 1
2


 δ̄ξa

+
D

dτ

 ξ̇a(
−ξ̇cξ̇c

) 1
2

 δ̄ra


When δε = 0, δra and δξa independent and vanishing at τ0, τ1,

δS = 0⇔ 0 geodesic equation

0 geodesic deviation equation

D
dτ

(
ξ̇a

(−ξ̇cξ̇c)
1
2

)
=

D
dτ

(
hab

(−ξ̇cξ̇c)
1
2

Drb

dτ

)
+ Rabcdξ̇

brcξ̇d

(−ξ̇cξ̇c)
1
2

=

︸︷︷
︸

Solutions: ξa (τ) , ra (τ) so Principal function is

S (ξa, ra, τ) =

∫ τ1

τ0

dτgab
ξ̇a(

−ξ̇cξ̇c
) 1

2

Drb

dτ

and differential for solutions ξa, ra yield

dS =
1(

−ξ̇cξ̇c
) 1

2

(
hab

Drb

dτ
+ gbdΓ

b
acr

cξ̇d
)
dxa + gab

ξ̇b(
−ξ̇cξ̇c

) 1
2

dra

therefore

∂τS =0 ∂raS = gab
ξ̇b

(−ξ̇cξ̇c)
1
2

∂aS =
1(

−ξ̇cξ̇c
) 1

2

(
hab

Drb

dτ
+ gbdΓ

b
acr

cξ̇d
)

and we can combine them into

• gab∂raS∂rbS = −1 as previously ξ̇aξ̇a
−ξ̇dξ̇d

= −1

and ∂aS − Γbacr
c∂rbS = hab

(−ξ̇cξ̇c)
1
2

Drb

dτ , so
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•

gab∂raS
(
∂aS − Γbacr

c∂rbS
)

=
ξ̇b(

−ξ̇dξ̇d
) 1

2

hbc(
−ξ̇eξ̇e

) 1
2

Drc

dτ

=0 since hbcξ̇b = 0

Those last two equations are the Hamilton-Jacobi equations for
{

geodesics
geodesic deviation

Now we will solve them with additional Jacobi-type theorems

9.3.1 Theorems on geodesic deviation solutions
We solve the system{

gab∂raS∂rbS = −1
gab∂rbS

(
∂aS − Γbacr

c∂rbS
)

= 0

for S defined in tangent bundle TM and take values in M (xa) and in TxM ,
tangent space at x

Definition 9.2. S complete integral of −1

0

g∂rS∂rS =

g∂rS (∂S − Γr∂rS) =

︸︷︷︸

S : M × TxM × R6 −! R, S = S
(
xa, rb, ak, bl

)
⇔

1. S solution of ∀
(
ak, bl

)
∈ R6

2.

M8×6 =

(
∂2
a,akS ∂2

b,blS

∂2
ra,akS ∂2

rb,blS

)
is rank 6

Existence of complete integral follows

Theorem 9.3. of existence
All complete integral U

(
xa, ak

)
of gab∂aU∂bU = −1 generates

a complete integral S
(
xa, rb, ak, bl

)
of −1

0

g∂rS∂rS =

g∂rS (∂S − Γr∂rS) =

︸︷︷︸ in the form

S = ∂aU r
a + ∂akU b

k

From form

• ∂raS = ∂aU and g∂U∂U = −1⇒ g∂rS∂rS = −1

• ∂aS = ∂2
abU r

b + ∂2
a,akU b

k
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so

g∂rS (∂S − Γr∂rS) =gab∂aU
(
∂2
bcU r

c + ∂2
b,akU b

k − Γdbcr
c∂dU

)
=gab∂aU (∂bU);c r

c + gab∂aU∂
2
b,akU b

k

= ︸ ︷︷ ︸
− 1

2

(
gab

2
∂aU∂bU

)
;c

+ ∂ak ︸ ︷︷ ︸
− 1

2

(
gab

2
∂aU∂bU

)
bk

=0

So S verifies definition 9.2-1
From form S = ∂aU r

a + ∂akU b
k we get

M8×6 =

(
∂2
a,akS ∂2

b,alU

∂2
a,akU 0

)
since ∂bl (∂bU) = 0

As ∂2
a,akU are 3 linearly independent 4-vectors (rank 3) then the columns of

M8×6 are 6 L.I. 8-vectors and M8×6 is of rank 6 (Def. 9.2-2)

Theorem 9.4. Jacobi theorem on geodesic deviations
S = ∂aU r

a + ∂akU b
k where U complete integral of gab∂aU∂bU = −1⇒

1. ∂bkS = ∂akU = αk determines a family of geodesics xa = ξa
(
f (τ) , ak, αl

)
from Jacobi theorem on geodesics (9.2)

2. {
∂akS

(
ξa, rb, am, bl

)
= βk

∂raSr
a = µ (τ)

with βk ∈ R3 and µ arbitrary can be solved locally for ra and determine
ra = ρa

(
τ, ak, αl, b

m, βn, µ (τ)
)
which defines for constant ak, αl, bm, βn a

vector field along ξa geodesic

3. ρa verifies

(a) ∂raSDρ
a

dτ = µ̇ (τ) for xa = ξa

ra = ρa
and from gab

dξb

dτ

∂aU

λ∂aU =

∂raS =

︸︷︷︸

λ∂raS
Dρa

dτ = λ∂aU
Dρa

dτ = gab
dξb

dτ

Dρa

dτ
= λµ̇

(b)

Dρa

dτ
=
[
λgab

(
∂bS − Γcbdr

d∂rcS
)
− µ̇gab∂rbS

]
x = ξ
r = ρ

=λgab
[
(∂bU);d r

d + ∂2
b,akU b

k
]
x = ξ
r = ρ

−
[
µ̇gab∂bU

]
x = ξ
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(c) Geodesic deviation equation

D2ρa

dτ2
+Rabcd

dξb

dτ
ρc
dξd

dτ
=
λ̇

λ

Dρa

dτ
− d

dτ

(
µ̇

λ

)
dξa

dτ

Note as before that τ proper time and µ (τ) = τ yields usual geodesic devi-
ation.

Proof.

• From S = ∂aU r
a + ∂akU b

k

– ∂bkS = ∂akU = αk from Geodesic Jacobi theorem (9.2) and thus
9.4-1 is fulfilled from it

– We can rewrite the system{
∂akS = ∂2

a,akU r
a + ∂2

akalU b
l = βk

∂raSr
a = ∂aU r

a = µ

⇒
{
∂2
a,akU r

a = βk − ∂2
akalU b

l

∂aU r
a = µ

while ∂aU, ∂2
a,akU are linearly independent, so this invertible linear

system ensure existence and unicity of ra = ρa
(
τ, ak, αl, b

m, βn, µ
)

(9.4-2)

• Since ∂aU ra = µ ⇒ λ∂aU ρ
a = λµ and given U complete integral of

gab∂aU∂bU = −1, so {
λ∂aU = gab

dξb

dτ
D
dτ

[
gab

dξb

dτ

]
= λ̇

λgab
dξb

dτ ,

then gab dξ
b

dτ ρ
a = λµ. Taking its D

dτ we get

D

dτ

[
gab

dξb

dτ
ρa
]

=λ̇µ+ λµ̇

=
λ̇

λ
gab

dξb

dτ
ρa + gab

dξb

dτ

Dρa

dτ

=λ̇∂aUρ
a + λ∂aU

Dρa

dτ

=λ̇µ+ λ∂aU
Dρa

dτ

⇔ λ∂aU
Dρa

dτ
=λµ̇

⇒ ∂raS
Dρa

dτ
= µ̇

(9.4-3a)
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• Now from ∂akS = βk = cst we can use again S = ∂aU r
a + ∂akU b

k on

shell
(
x = ξ
r = ρ

)
to write

0 =
D

dτ
βk =

D

dτ
(∂akS) =

D

dτ

(
∂2
a,akUρ

a + ∂2
akalU b

l
)

=∂2
a,akU

Dρa

dτ
+
D

dτ

(
∂2
a,akU

)
ρa + ∂3

a,akalU
dξa

dτ
bl

since bl independent parameter
2nd term

D

dτ

(
∂2
a,akU

)
=
(
∂2
a,akU

)
;b

dξb

dτ
=
(
∂2
a,akU

)
;b
λgbc∂cU from λ∂aU = gab

dξb

dτ
(U complete integral)

=λgbc
(
∂2
b,akU

)
;a
∂cU from φ;ab = φ;ba = (φ,a);b

=− λgbc∂2
b,akU (∂cU);a from gab∂aU∂

2
b,akU = 0 (U complete integral)

3rd term from

0 =∂ak
(
gab∂bU∂

2
a,alU

)
=gab∂3

a,akalU∂bU + gab∂2
a,alU∂

2
b,akU

and with λ∂aU = gab
dξb

dτ we get

∂3
a,akalU

dξa

dτ
=λgab∂3

a,akalU∂bU = −λgab∂2
a,alU∂

2
b,akU

Thus

0 =∂2
a,alU

{
Dρa

dτ
− λgab

[
(∂bU);c ρ

c + ∂2
b,akU b

l
]}

Since the vectors ∂2
a,akU are linearly independent in 4D, bracket is pro-

portional to gab∂bU :

∃µ̄ (τ) , {} = µ̄gab∂bU ⇔
Dρa

dτ
= λgab

[
(∂bU);c ρ

c + ∂2
b,alU b

l
]

+ µ̄gab∂bU

Contracting with ∂aU we get

∂aU
Dρa

dτ
=µ̇

=λ
[
gab∂aU (∂bU);c ρ

c + gab∂aU∂
2
b,alU b

l
]

+ µ̄gab∂aU∂bU

Since gab∂aU∂bU = −1 then any derivatives, including gab∂aU (∂bU);c =

0 = gab∂aU∂
2
b,akU (U complete integral)
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so µ̇ = −µ̄
Thus

Dρa

dτ
= λgab

[
(∂bU);c r

c + ∂2
b,akU b

k
]
x = ξ
r = ρ

− µ̇gab [∂bU ] x = ξ

and (∂bU);c = ∂c (∂bU)− Γdbc∂dU while ∂aU = ∂raS and ∂aS = ∂2
abU r

b +

∂2
a,akU b

k so

Dρa

dτ
=
[
λgab

(
∂bS − Γdbcr

c∂rdS
)
− µ̇gab∂rbS

]
x = ξ
r = ρ

which is (9.4-3b)

• From (U complete integral) λgab∂bU = dξa

dτ the previous equation can
write

Dρa

dτ
=λgab

[
(∂bU);c ρ

c + ∂2
b,akU b

k
]
− µ̇

λ

dξa

dτ

and taking D
dτ

D2ρa

dτ2
=λ̇gab

[
(∂bU);c ρ

c + ∂2
b,akU b

k
]

+ λ
D

dτ

(
gab
[
(∂bU);c ρ

c + ∂2
b,akU b

k
])
− d

dτ

(
µ̇

λ

)
dξa

dτ
− µ̇λ̇

λ2

dξa

dτ

from
D

dτ

[
dξa

dτ

]
=
λ̇

λ

dξa

dτ

=
λ̇

λ

Dρa

dτ
+ λ

D

dτ

(
gab
[
(∂bU);c ρ

c + ∂2
b,akU b

k
])
− d

dτ

(
µ̇

λ

)
λgab∂bU

The second term can be decomposed in two, the first of which yields

D

dτ

[
gab (∂bU);c ρ

c
]

=gab (∂bU);cd ρ
c dξ

d

dτ
+ gab (∂bU);c

Dρc

dτ
and commutation of covariant derivatives on scalar

=gab (∂cU);bd ρ
c dξ

d

dτ
+ gab (∂cU);b

Dρc

dτ

while the second gives, from
[
gab∂2

a,akU∂bU
]

;c
= 0, φ;ab = φ;ba and dξa

dτ =

λgab∂bU (complete integral), as well as bk independent parameter

D

dτ

[
gab∂2

b,akU b
k
]

=gab
(
∂2
b,akU

)
;c

dξc

dτ
bk

=λgab
(
∂2
c,akU

)
;b
gcd∂dU b

k

=− λgab∂2
c,akU (∂dU);b g

cdbk
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Substituting Dρ
dτ and summing those two terms, the second one cancels

the “bk” term of the Dρ
dτ development

D

dτ

(
gab
[
(∂bU);c ρ

c + ∂2
b,akU b

k
])

=gab (∂cU);bd ρ
c dξ

d

dτ
+ gab (∂dU);b

[
λgdc (∂cU);e ρ

e + λ���
���gdc∂2

c,akU b
k

− µ̇gdc∂cU
]
− λgab

((((
((((

(
gcd∂2

c,akU (∂dU);b b
k

so we have (using gcd∂cU (∂dU);b = 0)

D2ρa

dτ2
=
λ̇

λ

Dρa

dτ
− d

dτ

(
µ̇

λ

)
dξa

dτ
+ λgab (∂cU);bd ρ

c dξ
d

dτ
+ λ2gdcgab (∂dU);b (∂cU);e ρ

e

The last term reads

gabgcd (∂dU);b (∂cU);e =gab
[
(∂dU) (∂cU);e g

cd
]

;b
− gab (∂cU);eb ∂dUg

cd

=− gab (∂cU);eb ∂dUg
cd since gcd∂cU∂dU = −1

Since U complete integral, λ∂dUgcd = dξc

dτ so

λgdcgab (∂dU);b (∂cU);e =− gab (∂cU);eb

dξc

dτ

and the full equation reads, using φ;ab = φ;ba

D2ρa

dτ2
=
λ̇

λ

Dρa

dτ
− d

dτ

(
µ̇

λ

)
dξa

dτ
+ λgab

[
(∂cU);bd ρ

c dξ
d

dτ
− (∂cU);eb

dξc

dτ
ρe
]

=
λ̇

λ

Dρa

dτ
− d

dτ

(
µ̇

λ

)
dξa

dτ
+ λgab

[
(∂cU);bd

dξd

dτ
ρc − (∂eU);cb

dξc

dτ
ρe
]

=
λ̇

λ

Dρa

dτ
− d

dτ

(
µ̇

λ

)
dξa

dτ
+ λgab

[
(∂cU);bd − (∂cU);db

]
ρc
dξd

dτ

The Ricci identitty here gives, using the Riemann symmetries and λgdf∂fU =
dξd

dτ

λgabρc
dξd

dτ
2 (∂cU);[bd] =λgabρc

dξd

dτ
Rdbceg

ef∂fU

=− λRadcegef∂fUρc
dξd

dτ

=− λRabcdgdf∂fUρc
dξb

dτ

=−Rabcd
dξd

dτ
ρc
dξb

dτ

which gives (9.4-3c), the geodesic deviation equation



Chapter 10

Motion of a top in Relativity:
the M.P.D. equations

[Mathisson(1937), Papapetrou(1951), Dixon(1970), Hojman(1975)]
Describe a top by its worldline xa (τ) and the frame field (orthonormal)

attached to it, represented by a tetrad e a
(A) (τ) (see Fig. 10.0.1) also known as

vierbein (vier=4 in German; d = n: vielbein)
The tetrad verifies 10 orthonormal relations

e aAe
b
Bgab =ηAB

that defines the Minkowski tangent space

ηACη
CB =δ BA

and the manifold metric and its inverse with

e aAe
b
Bη

AB =gab, gacgcb =δab

Any vectors V a = V Ae aA , W
b = WBe bB are defined also in the tangent space

and their scalar product is given with metric in M and in Minkowski tangent
space:

V aW bgab =V AWBe aAe
b
Bgab = ηABV

AWB

We define the velocity on the top trajectory and the parallel transport of its
tetrad as

dxa

dτ
=ẋa = ua

◦
e
a

A =
De aA
dτ

=
de aA
dτ

+ Γabce
b
Au

c

150
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M
Minkowski

γ (τ ) γ (τ )e a
(0)

e a
(3)

e a
(1)e a

(2)

Figure 10.0.1: Motion of a top

10.1 Angular velocity tensor
We define the angular velocity tensor

σab = ηABe aA
De bB
dτ

It is antisymmetric as

D

dτ

(
e aAe

b
Bη

AB
)

=
D

dτ

(
gab
)

= 0 since gab parallel transported (metricity)

=
◦
e
a

Ae
b
Bη

AB + e aA
◦
e
b

Bη
AB

⇔ σab =− σba

thus

σab = σ[ab]

It also defines the parallel transport of the tetrad since

D

dτ

(
e aAe

b
Bgab

)
=
◦
ηAB = 0

=
◦
e
a

Ae
b
Bgab + e aA

◦
e
b

Bgab

Multiplying by ηCBe cC one gets (after relabelling dummy indices)

◦
e
c

Ae
a
Ce

b
Bη

CBgcb =− e cA ηCBe aC
◦
e
b

B︸ ︷︷ ︸
σab

gab

⇔ ◦
e
a

A = − (eA)b σ
ab

10.2 Construction of top motion Lagrangian
We build now the Lagrangian from σab, ua and gab such that it is homogeneous
of degree one in the velocities (u, σ) and constructed out of th 4 invariants:

a1 =gabu
aub = u2

a2 =gacgbdσ
abσcd = trσ2

a3 =gacgbdgefu
aσceubσfd = uσσu

a4 =gacgbdgefgghσ
haσbcσdeσfg = trσ4
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so L = L (a1, a2, a3, a4) = L
(
u2, trσ2, uσσu, trσ4

)
To get the equations of motion requires to vary L with respect to the 6

independent components of e aA and to xa. We obtain them through the anti-
symmetric tensor θab, which variation is defined as (with 6 non zero components)

δθab =ηABe aADe
b
B = ηABe aA

(
δe bB + Γbcde

c
Bδx

d
)

= −δθba

from variation of the metric
Let us relate now δσab with Dδθab

dτ to use δθab related to σab as δxa to ua
Parallel transport for tensors gives us

Dσab =δσab + Γacdσ
cbδxd + Γbcdσ

acδxd

and

Dδθab

dτ
=
d

dτ

(
δθab

)
+ Γacdδθ

cbud + Γbcdδθ
acud

Since equations are tensorial, they are independent of frame.
Choosing a locally flat frame (Γ = 0, which we always can from the equiva-

lence principle, and see Theorem 4.1) this becomes
Dσab = δσab and using σab = ηABe aA

◦
e
b

B
Dδθab

dτ = d
dτ

(
δθab

)
and

◦
e
a

A = ė aA + Γacd︸︷︷︸
=0 locally

e cAu
d

we have

•

Dσab =ηAB
(
δe aA

◦
e
b

B + e aAδ

(
◦
e
b

B

))
=ηAB

[
δe aA ė

b
B + e aA

(
δė bB + Γacd,ee

c
Bu

dδxe
)]

•

Dδθab

dτ
=
dδθab

dτ
=
d

dτ

(
ηABe aA

(
δe bB + Γbcde

c
Bδx

d
))

=ηAB
(
ė aAδe

b
B + e aA

[
δė bB + Γbcd,ee

c
Bδx

due
])

Substracting

Dσab − Dδθab

dτ
=ηAB

[
δe aA ė

b
B − ė aAδe bB + e aA

(
2Γbc[d,e]e

c
Bu

dδxe
)]

and we recognise the Riemann tensor for Γ = 0 case in 2Γac[d,e] from its definition
Rabcd = −2Γab[c,d] + 2Γa[c|eΓ

ae
|d]b
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Moreover for Γ = 0, the definition δθab = ηABe aAδe
b
B gives

gbce
c
Aδθ

ba = ηBC (eA)b e
b
Bδe

a
C = ηBCηABδe

a
C =δe aA

as well as
◦
e
a

A = ė aA =− (eA)b σ
ab

so the difference reads

Dσab − Dδθab

dτ
=ηAB ︸ ︷︷ ︸

gac
︸ ︷︷ ︸

σacgdcδθbd

−δθdb
q

︸ ︷︷ ︸
−δθadgde

−δθad
q[

−gdce cAδθda (eB)e σ
be + (eA)c σ

acgdee
e
Bδθ

bd + e aAe
c
B2Γbc[d,e]u

dδxe
]

=δθadσbd − σacδθbc + gacRbcedu
dδxe

⇔ Dσab =
Dδθab

dτ
+ σacδθ bc − δθacσ b

c − gacRbcdeudδxe

For the variational principle, we use δσab so recall the parallel transport varia-
tions

Dσab =δσab + Γacdσ
cbδxd + Γbcdσ

acδxd

and

Dδθab

dτ
=δθ̇ab + Γacdδθ

cbud + Γbcdδθ
acud

so we can extract

δσab = δθ̇ab + Γacd
(
δθcbud − σcbδxd

)
+ Γbcd

(
δθacud − σacδxd

)
+ σacδθ bc − δθacσ b

c − gacRbcdeudδxe

that should be used in the variational principle. We also need the canonical
momenta

Defining Li = ∂L
∂ai

, we also need the derivatives of the invariants with respect
to the velocities:

•
∂u2

∂ua
=
∂
(
ubucg

bc
)

∂ua
= δabucg

bc + δacubg
bc = ua + ua = 2ua

•
∂ (uσσu)

∂ua
=
∂
(
(uσ)b (uσ)c g

bc
)

∂ua
=
∂ (uσ)b
∂ua

(uσ)c g
bc +

∂ (uσ)c
∂ua

(uσ)b g
bc

=
∂
(
udσ

degeb
)

∂ua
(uσ)c g

bc +
∂
(
udσ

edgec
)

∂ua
(uσ)b g

bc

=δadσ
degebσ

bfuf + δad σ
ed︸︷︷︸

−σde

gecuf σ
fc︸︷︷︸

−σcf

=2δadσ
deσ f

e uf

=2σabσbcu
c and since σab = σ[ab]
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•
∂
(
trσ2

)
∂σab

=
∂
(
σcdσefg

degcf
)

∂σab
=

1

2

(
δac δ

b
d − δbcδad

)
σefg

degcf +
1

2

(
δae δ

b
f − δbeδaf

)
σcdg

degcf

=
1

2

(
σba − σab + σba − σab

)
=− 2σab = 2σba

•
∂
(
trσ4

)
∂σab

=
∂
(
σcdσefσghσijg

cjgdegfgghi
)

∂σab

=

[
1

2

(
δac δ

b
d − δbcδad

)
σefσghσij +

1

2

(
δae δ

b
f − δbeδaf

)
σcdσghσij +

1

2

(
δagδ

b
h − δbgδah

)
σcdσefσij

+
1

2

(
δai δ

b
j − δbi δaj

)
σcdσefσgh

]
gcjgdegfgghi

=
1

2

[
σbfσ

fiσ ai − σafσfiσ bi + σ ac σ
b
hσ

ch − σ bc σahσhc + σcdσ
daσbc − σcdσdbσac + σbdσ

dfσ af

−σadσdfσ bf
]

=
1

2

[
σbcσcdσ

da + σdaσcdσ
bc + σdaσbcσcd + σbcσdaσcd + σbcσcdσ

da + σdcσ
bdσca + σbcσcdσ

da

+σdaσcdσ
bc
]

=4σbcσcdσ
da

•
∂ (uσσu)

∂σab
=
∂
(
ucσcdg

deσefu
f
)

∂σab

=
uc

2

(
δac δ

b
d − δbcδad

)
gdeσefu

f + ucσcd
gde

2

(
δae δ

b
f − δbeδaf

)
uf

= ︸︷︷︸
−σac

︸︷︷︸
−σbc

1

2

(
uaσbcuc − ubσacuc + ucσ

caub − ucσcbua
)

=
1

2

(
2u[aσb]cuc + 2u[aσb]cuc

)
=2u[aσb]cuc

We can now write the momenta

P a ≡ −∂L

∂ua
=− ∂u2

∂ua
L1 −

∂ (uσσu)

∂ua
L3

=− 2uaL1 − 2σabσbcu
cL3

Sab ≡ − ∂L

∂σab
=−

∂
(
trσ2

)
∂σab

L2 −
∂ (uσσu)

∂σab
L3 −

∂
(
trσ4

)
∂σab

L4

=− 2σbaL2 − 2u[aσb]cucL3 − 4σbcσcdσ
daL4

To obtain the variations δx we will need to vary L with gab, and so, for the
symmetric tensor gab, we compute the derivatives of the invariants w.r.t. gab:

•
∂u2

∂gab
=
∂
(
ucudgcd

)
∂gab

= δ(a
c δ

b)
d u

cud = u(aub) = uaub
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•
∂
(
trσ2

)
∂gab

=
∂
(
σcdσefgdegcf

)
∂gab

=δ
(a
d δ

b)
e σ

cdσefgcf + δ(a
c δ

b)
f σ

cdσefgde

=σc(aσb)c + σ(a|dσ
|b)
d

=σ(a|cσ |b)c + σ(a|dσ
|b)
d

=2σacσ bc

•
∂ (uσσu)

∂gab
=

∂

∂gab

(
ucgcdσ

degefσ
fggghu

h
)

=δ(a
c δ

b)
d u

cσdeσefu
f + udσ

deδ(a
e δ

b)
f σ

fgug + ucσcdσ
dgδ(a

g δ
b)
h u

h

=u(aσb)cσcdu
d + ucσ (a

c σb)dud + ucσcdσ
d(aub)

=u(aσb)cσcdu
d + ucσ

c(aσb)dud + u(aσb)dσdcu
c

=2u(aσb)cσcdu
d + ucσ

c(aσb)dud

=uaσbcσcdu
d + udσdcσ

caub +
1

2

(
ucσ

caσbdud + udσ
daσbcuc

)
=uaσbcσcdu

d + ucσ
caσbdud + udσdcσ

caub

•
∂
(
trσ4

)
∂gab

=
∂

∂gab

(
σcdgdeσ

efgfgσ
ghghiσ

ijgjc
)

=σcdδ
(a
d δ

b)
e σ

efσfgσ
g
c + σcdσ fd δ

(a
f δ

b)
g σ

ghσhc + σcdσdeσ
ehδ

(a
h δ

b)
i σ

i
c + σcdσdeσ

efσ j
f δ

(a
j δ

b)
c

=σc(aσb)dσdeσ
e
c + σcdσ

(a
d σb)eσec + σcdσdeσ

e(aσb)c + σ(a|dσdeσ
ecσ |b)c

=σc(aσb)dσdeσ
e
c + σd(aσb)eσecσ

c
d + σe(aσb)cσcdσ

d
e + σd(aσb)cσceσ

e
d

=2

q

σdaσbcσceσ
e
d

(
σcaσbdσdeσ

e
c + σcbσadσdeσ

e
c

)

=4σcaσbdσdeσ
e
c

Defining

Qab ≡− ∂L

∂gab
= − ∂u

2

∂gab
L1 −

∂
(
trσ2

)
∂gab

L2 −
∂ (uσσu)

∂gab
L3 −

∂
(
trσ4

)
∂gab

L4

=− uaubL1 − 2σacσ bc L2 −
(
uaσbcσcdu

d + ucσ
caσbdud + udσdcσ

caub
)
L3 − 4σcaσbdσdeσ

e
cL4

We can proove the relation between σ, S, u and P writing in terms of momenta
definitions
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First

σacS b
c − Sacσ bc =σac

(
−2σbcL2 − 2u[cσb]dudL3 − 4σbdσdeσ

ecL4

)
+
(

2σcaL2 + 2u[aσc]dudL3 + 4σcdσdeσ
eaL4

)
σ bc

=2
(
σacσ bc − σacσ bc

)︸ ︷︷ ︸
0

L2 +
([
uaσcdud − ucσadud

]
σ bc + σacu

bσcdud − σacucσbdud
)
L3

+ 4
(
σacσ

ceσedσ
db − σaeσedσdcσ bc

)︸ ︷︷ ︸
0

L4

= ︸ ︷︷ ︸
0

(
ubσacσcdu

d − uaσbcσcdud + σadudσ
bcuc − σacucσbdud

)
L3

=− 2u[aσb]cσcdu
dL3

while

uaP b − ubP a =ua
"

0

"

(
−2ubL1 − 2σbcσcdu

dL3

)
+
(
2uaL1 + 2σacσcdu

dL3

)
ub

=2
(
ubσacσcdu

d − uaσbcσcdud
)
L3

=2×−2u[aσb]cσcdu
dL3

=2
(
σacS b

c − Sacσ bc
)

⇔ 2u[aP b] = 4σ[a|cS |b]c

This result can be used in the form

2Sbcσ a
c =2u[aP b] + 2Sacσ bc

to simplify the writing of Qab following

2u(aP b) − 4S(a|cσ
|b)
c = 2u(aP b) − 2

(
Sacσ bc + Sbcσ ac

)
=2
(
u(aP b) − u[aP b]

)
− 4Sacσ bc

=2P aub − 4Sacσ bc

and using definitions =2
(
−2uaL1 − 2σacσcdu

dL3

)
ub + 4

(
2σcaL2 + 2u[aσc]dudL3 + 4σcdσdeσ

eaL4

)
σ bc

=4
(
−uaubL1 − 2σacσ bc L2 −

[
ubσacσcdu

d + uaσcdudσ
b
c + ucσadudσ

b
c

]
L3

−4σeaσbcσcdσ
d
eL4

)
=4
(
−uaubL1 − 2σacσ bc L2 −

[
uaσbcσcdu

d + udσ
daσbcuc + udσdcσ

caub
]
L3

−4σeaσbcσcdσ
d
eL4

)
= 4Qab
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We can now write the variations of the Lagrangian L with respect to variations
of independent variables ua, xa, σab

δL =
∂L

∂ua
δua +

∂L

∂σab
δσab +

∂L

∂gbc
∂gbc

∂xa
δxa

=− Paδua − Sabδσab −Qbcgbc,aδxa

Recall δσab as a function of δθab and δxa, we get

δL =− Paδua − Sab
{
δθ̇ab + σacδθ bc − δθacσ b

c + Γacdu
dδθcb + Γbcdu

dδθac

−
(
Γacdσ

cb + Γbcdσ
ac + gacRbcedu

e
)
δxd
}
− 1

4

(
2u(bP c) − 4S(b|dσ

|c)
d

)
gbc,aδx

a

=− Paδua − Sab
(
δθ̇ab + σacδθ bc − δθacσ b

c + Γacdu
dδθcb + Γbcdu

dδθac
)

+

[
Sab

(
Γacdσ

cb + Γbcdσ
ac + gacRbcedu

e
)
− 1

4

(
2u(bP c) − 4S(b|eσ |c)e

)
gbc,d

]
δxd

We can simplify the first and last 2 terms of the δx factor using the momenta
correspondance in the form 2Sceσ b

e = 2Sbeσ ce + 2u[bP c] and relabelling dummy
indices

J =Sab
(
Γacdσ

cb + Γbcdσ
ac
)
− 1

4

(
2u(bP c) − 4S(b|eσ |c)e

)
gbc,d

=Γacd
(
Sabσ

cb + Sbaσ
bc
)
− 1

4

(
2
[
u(bP c) − u[bP c]

]
− 2

[
2Sbeσ ce

])
gbc,d

=− 2Saeσ
ecΓacd −

gbc,d
2

(
P buc − 2Sbeσ ce

)
since S and σ are antisymmetric. We can also introduce gab as a label interme-
diate

J =− 2Saeσ
ecΓacd −

gab

2
gbc,d (Pau

c − 2Saeσ
ec)

=Saeσ
ec

(
gab

2
gbc,d − Γacd

)
− gab

2
gbc,dPau

c

Using again the momenta correspondence with

2Saeσ
ec =2Sceσea − uaP c + Pau

c

giving also

Acb ≡ 2Sceσ be − ubP c =2Sbeσ ce − ucP b

=Abc = A(cb)

recalling

Γacd =
gab

2
(gcb,d + gdb,c − gcd,b)
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J = (Aca + Pau
c)

(
gab

2
gbc,d − Γacd

)
− gab

2
gbc,dPau

c

=Aca
gab

2
(gbc,d − gcb,d − gdb,c + gcd,b) + Pau

c

(
gab

2
gbc,d − Γacd −

gab

2
gbc,d

)
=
A(cb)

2
(gcd,b − gbd,c)− ΓacdPau

c

=− ΓacdPau
c +A(cb)g[c|d,|b] = −ΓacdPau

c

since A(cb)B[cb] = −A(bc)B[bc] = −A(cb)B[cb] = 0
Thus we can write

δL =− Paδua +
(
Sabg

acRbcedu
e − ΓacdPau

c
)
δxd − Sab

(
Dδθab

dτ
+ σacδθ bc − δθacσ b

c

)
=
∂L

∂ua
δua +

∂L

∂xa
δxa +

∂L

∂θab
δθab

and we can proceed to the equations of motion. First noting∫
∂L

∂xa
δxadτ =

∫
ScbRbceau

eδxadτ −
∫

ΓbcaPbu
cδxadτ

We recognise ΓbcaPbu
cδxa = Pb

(
Dδxb

dτ −
dδxb

dτ

)
and proceed with an integration

by parts which surface terms, where conventionally the variations are set to 0,
are vanishing:

−
∫

ΓbcaPbu
cδxadτ =

∫ (
DPb
dτ
− dPb

dτ

)
δxbdτ + 0

and the corresponding Euler-Lagrange equation yields

−D
dτ

(
∂L

∂ua

)
=
DP a

dτ
= −∂L

∂xa
= −RaebcueSbc −

DP a

dτ
+
dP a

dτ

⇔ DP a

dτ
= −1

2
Raebcu

eSbc +
1

2

dP a

dτ

Similarly∫
∂L

∂θab
δθabdτ =

∫
(Sbcσ

c
a − Sacσcb) δθabdτ +

∫
Dδθab

dτ
Sabdτ

and a similar integration by parts with vanishing surface terms reads∫
Dδθab

dτ
Sabdτ =−

∫
DSab
dτ

δθabdτ + 0

The Euler-Lagrange equation of motion, this time, is

−D
dτ

(
∂L

∂σab

)
=
DSab

dτ
= − ∂L

∂θab
= Sacσ b

c − Sbcσ a
c −

DSab

dτ

⇔ DSab

dτ
=

1

2

(
Sacσ b

c − Sbcσ a
c

)
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and the momenta correspondence allows to write

DSab

dτ
=

1

4

(
P aub − P bua

)
We can proove that J2 = 1

2gabgcdS
acSbd is a constant og motion: (Sab

antisymmetric)

Proof.

DJ2

dτ
=

∂J2

∂Sab
DSab

dτ
=

1

2
gcdgef

[
1

2
(δcaδ

e
b − δeaδcb)Sdf +

1

2

(
δdaδ

f
b − δ

f
aδ
d
b

)
Sce
]
DSab

dτ

=
1

2

[
1

2
(gadgbf − gbdgaf )S[df ] +

1

2
(gcageb − gcbgea)S[ce]

]
1

2
P [aub]

=
1

2

[
1

2
(Sab + Sab) +

1

2
(Sab + Sab)

]
P [a

2
ub]

=S[ab]
P [aub]

2
=

1

2
SabP

aub = 0

since Sabub = 0

The equations of motions are then

DPa

dτ = − 1
2R

a
ebcu

eSbc

DSab

dτ = 1
2P

[aub]

[Hojman(1975)] uses a definition of anticommutators from quantum mechanics
[ab]Hoj = 2 [ab], and some ad hoc and non-consistant modifications in δL ( 1

2

factor in front of his ∂L
∂σab

δσab) that leads to SabHoj ≡ 2Sab and u[aP b]Hoj =

2u[aP b] = 4σ[a|cS
|b]
c = 2σ[a|cS

|b]
Hoj c = σ[a|cS

|b]Hoj
Hoj c and would yield

DP a

dτ
=− 1

4
Raebcu

eSbcHoj

DSabHoj
dτ

=S
[a|c
Hojσ

|b]
c =

1

2
S

[a|c
Hojσ

|b]Hoj
c =

1

2
P [aub]Hoj =

1

2

(
P aub − P bua

)
However he writes what we will take as a theorem and can be obtained by ad
hoc redefinition of uaHoj = 1

2u
a

DP a

dτ
=− 1

2
Raebcu

e
HojS

bc
Hoj

DSabHoj
dτ

=P aubHoj − P buaHoj
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Dropping theHoj index, it looks like the MPD equations found in [Papapetrou(1951)]
in the form

D

ds

(
mua +

DSab

ds
ub

)
= −1

2
Rabcdu

bScd

DSab

ds
+ ua

DSbc

ds
uc − ub

DSac

ds
uc = 0

if one defines

P a =mua +
DSab

ds
ub

These were not obtained from canonical formalism. Since Sab antisymmetric, it
preserves the Papapetrou definition of mass:

m =− uaP a = m− DS[ab]

ds
u(aub) = m

which is however not satisfactory as it should be M =
√
−P aPa.

Now

P a =
ubub
ucuc

P a +
uaP bub
ucuc

− uaP bub
ucuc

=

(
P bub

)
ucuc

ua +
P aub − P bua

ucuc
ub and P aub − P bua =

DSab

dτ

=
P bub
ucuc

ua +
DSab

dτ

ub
ucuc

Since P aua = −m, choosing ucuc = −1 and s = −τ , weget the Papapetrou
from of P but with

PaP
a =−M2 = −m2 − Pa

DSab

ds
ub

Papapetrou’s DP
dτ equation actually contains 3rd derivatives in s:

D

ds

(
· · ·+ DSab

ds
ub

)
while Sab =

∂L

∂Dθabds

≡ Dθab

ds

so it does not necessarily conserves spins
Hojman [Hojman(1975)] and Papapetrou [Papapetrou(1951)] don’t agree be-

cause of the presence of S in DP
dτ but coincide in the limit of small spins using

the same gauges and constraints as Hanson and Regge
For the special relativistic case, we add the choices

SabPb =0

ea(0) =
P a

M

x0 =τ

P aPa =−M2 = f

(
1

2
SabSab

)
,



CHAPTER 10. MOTION OF A TOP: M.P.D. EQUATIONS 161

that is ∃f,−M2 = f
(
J2
)
: f is a Regge trajectory that allows to construct L
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