
Prepared for submission to JHEP

Entropy Current and Fluid-Gravity Duality in
Gauss-Bonnet theory

Chandranathan A,a Sayantani Bhattacharyya,b Milan Patra,b and Shuvayu Royb

aInternational Centre for Theoretical Sciences (ICTS-TIFR),
Tata Institute of Fundamental Research, Shivakote, Hesaraghatta, Bangalore 560089, India.

bSchool of Physical Sciences, National Institute of Science Education and Research
An OCC of Homi Bhabha National Institute, Jatani-752050, India

E-mail: chandranathan.a@icts.res.in, sayanta@niser.ac.in,
milan.patra@niser.ac.in, shuvayu.roy@niser.ac.in

Abstract: Working within the approximation of small amplitude expansion, recently an
entropy current has been constructed on the horizons of dynamical black hole solution
in any higher derivative theory of gravity. In this note, we have dualized this horizon
entropy current to a boundary entropy current in an asymptotically AdS black hole metric
with a dual description in terms of dynamical fluids living on the AdS boundary. This
boundary entropy current is constructed using a set of mapping functions relating each
point on the horizon to a point on the boundary. We have applied our construction to
black holes in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory. We have seen that up to the first order in
derivative expansion, Gauss-Bonnet terms do not add any extra corrections to fluid entropy
as expected. However, at the second order in derivative expansion, the boundary current
will non-trivially depend on how we choose our horizon to boundary map, which need not be
expressible entirely in terms of fluid variables. So generically, the boundary entropy current
generated by dualizing the horizon current will not admit a fluid dynamical description.
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1 Introduction

Black holes are interesting classical solutions in Einstein gravity which continue to exist
(at least perturbatively) even if we add higher derivative corrections to the gravity action.
One of the key features of black holes that makes them particularly important is that it is
possible to associate an entropy with each of these solutions. For two derivative theories
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of gravity, the entropy of a black hole solution could be geometrically identified with the
area of the horizon - the distinct null hypersurface that shields the black hole singularity
[1–5]. It satisfies both the first and the second law of thermodynamics. In higher derivative
theories of gravity, though we know how to extend this concept of entropy [6, 7] so that the
first law is satisfied, we still do not know its extension to dynamical black holes so that the
second law is also satisfied. However, for small amplitude dynamics, the entropy density
could be coupled with a spatial entropy current so that together they satisfy the second law
at least within this approximation [8–10]. Recently this construction has been generalized
to second order in amplitude expansion [11] and also in the presence of scalar fields [11, 12]
and gauge fields [12].

In general, it is challenging to find dynamical black hole solutions even in Einstein
gravity. One either has to use some perturbation or numerics. The perturbation in terms
of the amplitude of the dynamics around a stationary solution is one such analytic technique
to generate dynamical black hole solutions and as mentioned above, this is the one that has
been used for the construction of the entropy density and the current on the horizon. In
this note, we would like to extend this construction of horizon entropy current to another
class of dynamical black hole/brane solutions generated using derivative expansion [13–16].

Derivative expansion is a technique that could be applied to slowly varying dynamics
(not necessarily of small amplitude). In [13], this technique has been used to generate
solutions to Einstein equations in the presence of a negative cosmological constant and in
[17], it has been further extended to Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory. These solutions are
asymptotically AdS and are dual to conformal hydrodynamics with a very specific value of
shear viscosity that gets corrected once the Gauss-Bonnet terms are added to the gravity
action. The dual theory of hydrodynamics lives on the boundary of the AdS space, a
co-dimension one hypersurface with flat metric. Such a theory of hydrodynamics always
admits an entropy current - a covariant vector under the boundary Lorentz transformation,
which has non-negative divergence on every solution of the fluid equations. It is natural
to expect that the entropy along the dynamical horizon could be recast into one candidate
for the boundary entropy current in any higher derivative theory of gravity as long as the
black hole solution admits a fluid dual (see [18, 19] for such constructions).

In the case of Einstein gravity, where the horizon area plays the role of entropy density
in the black hole, one could lift the horizon entropy to the boundary by using some (non-
unique) horizon-boundary map. This map finally results in an entropy current in the fluid
theory, expressed entirely in terms of fluid variables and with non-negative divergence,
guaranteed by the ‘horizon area increase’ theorem [20]. In other words, in two derivative
theories of gravity with negative cosmological constant, the entropy production at every
point on the dynamical horizon (with a degenerate metric) could be neatly mapped to the
similar ultra-local (point by point) entropy production in the dual fluid dynamics, living
on the boundary (with simple flat metric).

Clearly, this whole algorithm of lifting the horizon entropy density to the fluid entropy
current crucially depends on how we map the points on the horizon to the points on the
boundary. From the perspective of the boundary fluid, the mapping functions, which relate
every point on the null horizon to a point on the time-like boundary, are some external
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variables. One of the key outcomes of the analysis in [20] is that for dynamical black
holes/branes in Einstein gravity, it is possible to choose these mapping functions in a way
so that the local entropy density on the horizon is a local function of the fluid variables
only.

The reason that allows one to make such a choice is as follows.
For black holes in two derivative theories, the second law of thermodynamics is a conse-
quence of the ‘horizon area increase’ theorem. The proof of this theorem does not need any
form of perturbation or approximation on the horizon dynamics [1–3]. Also, the candidate
for the entropy density - the area of the spatial sections of the horizon, is entirely indepen-
dent of how we choose to parametrize the null generators of the horizon. This is why in two
derivative theories, one is free to choose the mapping functions that are compatible with
the description of the boundary fluid.

In fact, the choice of mapping used in [20] explicitly breaks the Lorentz covariance of the
boundary coordinates, and the applicability of derivative expansion is implicitly assumed at
all intermediate steps. It was the final answer for entropy current that was independently
checked for Lorentz covariance and then covariantized entirely in terms of fluid variables
and their boundary derivatives.

Now, the construction of entropy current in [9, 10] in higher derivative theories depends
very much on how we choose the spatial sections of the dynamical horizon. So, a priori it
is not clear whether in such higher derivative theories also

1. we could lift the horizon entropy current to the boundary and rewrite the entropy
production as a divergence of a current covariant with respect to the boundary metric;

2. the covariant boundary entropy current, thus constructed, is a legitimate entropy
current in the dual theory of hydrodynamics, expressible entirely in terms of fluid
variables.

In this note, we shall see that the answer to the first question is positive. We have
been able to construct a manifestly covariant formula for boundary entropy current by
rearranging the expressions for the entropy current and entropy density on the horizon
with the mapping functions. These mapping functions are left arbitrary in our construction.
They appear in the final formula of the boundary entropy current as new variables, much like
the fluid variables. However, these new variables need not admit any derivative expansion.

In the case of two derivative theories of gravity, dependence on these mapping functions
cancel out in the final formula as a consequence of the ‘reparametrization invariance’ of
horizon area. This provides another justification of why the procedure used in [20], despite
explicitly breaking the Lorentz invariance and translation invariance at every intermediate
step, has worked so beautifully.

But in higher derivative theories, the construction of the entropy density and the en-
tropy current need a very specific choice of coordinates on the horizon, where the null
generators are affinely parametrized. Therefore, unlike the two derivative theories, the
mapping functions here are not completely free; they have to be compatible with the hori-
zon adapted coordinates used in [9, 10] to parametrize the rate of entropy production along
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the null generator. Further, to generate a legitimate fluid entropy current on the boundary
fluid, the mapping functions should not violate the applicability of derivative expansion in
terms of the boundary coordinates. It turns out that these two conditions are not easy
to satisfy simultaneously. We applied our construction to the horizon entropy current in
Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory, whose fluid dual has already been constructed in [17]. But
even before using the details of the of the bulk metric here, we could see that the covariant
entropy current in the boundary theory, constructed by dualizing the horizon entropy, will
have non-trivial dependence on the mapping functions, which do not get cancelled and also
most likely will not admit any derivative expansion.

To summarise, the answer to the second question posed above is generically negative.
However, this is probably not a complete ‘no go’ theorem about the possibility of dual-

izing the ‘horizon entropy current’ to a legitimate fluid entropy current. It is still possible
that for some special higher derivative theory, these dependencies on the mapping func-
tions do cancel among themselves. Also, we have one construction of the boundary entropy
current, but we do not have any proof that this is a unique construction. For example, any
expression of the current could be modified by adding terms that are identically conserved
without affecting its divergence. Similarly, the entropy current and entropy density on the
horizon also have a number of ambiguities [21–24]. It is worth exploring whether all the
terms that are not compatible with derivative expansion or fluid dynamics could be removed
by fixing these ambiguities in a certain way. We leave these for future work.

This note is organized as follows. In the next subsection, we give a summary of the
main results. Then in section 2 we have described how we could construct the horizon
to boundary map. Next, in section 3, we have used this map to translate the horizon
current to a covariant boundary current. In section 4, we have applied this construction to
the dynamical black holes of Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory in the presence of a negative
cosmological constant. In section 5, we explore some future directions. Finally, in section
6, we conclude.

1.1 The Result

As mentioned before, the main result in this note is a formula for the boundary entropy
current whose divergence is equal to the rate of local entropy production on the dynamical
horizon.

In [9, 10], it has been shown that in higher derivative theories of gravity, one could
always construct an entropy density (denoted as jv) and a spatial entropy current (denoted
as ji) on every black hole solution with a dynamical horizon such that[

1√
h
∂v

(√
hjv
)

+∇iji
]
≥ 0 (1.1)

provided the amplitude of the dynamics remains small throughout the evolution of the
black hole till it settles to equilibrium.
Here v is the affine parameter along the null generators of the horizon; the sub/superscript
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‘i’ denotes the spatial coordinates along the constant v slices of the horizon and ∇i is the
covariant derivative with respect to the induced metric along the constant v slices.

In this note, using a set of mapping functions from the horizon to the boundary (a
map between the horizon coordinates {v, αi} and boundary coordinates {xµ}) we have
constructed an expression for entropy current Jµ on the boundary such that

DµJ
µ =

1√
h
∂v(
√
h jv) +∇iji (1.2)

where Dµ denotes the covariant derivative with respect to the boundary metric.

The expression for Jµ turns out to be

Jµ =
1√
g(b)

√
H√

tαtβg
(b)
αβ

(
jvtµ + jilµi

)
H ≡ n̂µn̂νε

µµ1µ2···µnενν1ν2···νnχµ1ν1 · · ·χµnνn
n!

n̂µ =
tµ√

tαtβg
(b)
αβ

(1.3)

where tµ and lµi are vectors related to the map of {v, αi} coordinates on the horizon to {xµ}
coordinates on the boundary and are defined as follows

tµ ≡ ∂xµ

∂v
, lµi ≡

∂xµ

∂αi

And χµν is the degenerate induced metric on the horizon expressed in terms of the boundary
coordinates or, more precisely if the bulk metric dual to the boundary fluid is denoted as
GAB(r, xµ) with r = 0 being the horizon, then

χµν = Gµν |r→0

The symbol εµµ1···µn denotes the completely antisymmetric (n+1) indexed tensor with each
component equal to either 0 or ±1. Note that in our convention, this epsilon tensor does
not have any factor like the determinant of the metric.

We have explicitly constructed the boundary entropy current for the case of Einstein-
Gauss-Bonnet theory, for which the horizon current is already determined in [9].

Jµ =
1√
g(b)

√
H√

tαtβg
(b)
αβ

[ (
1 + α2R

)
tµ − 4α2

(
χ̄γαχ̄µβ − χ̄γµχ̄αβ

)
(DγKαβ)

]
with the following notation

R ≡ (χ̄µ1ν1χ̄µ2ν2 − χ̄µ1ν2χ̄µ2ν1)

[
∂µ1Γν1,µ2ν2 − χ̄α1α2Γα1,µ1ν1Γα2,µ2ν2 − 2tαΓα,µ1ν1

(
∂µ2 t̃ν2

) ]
r=0

Kαβ ≡ −tµΓµ,αβ, χ̄µν ≡
(
δµα − tµt̃α

) (
δνβ − tν t̃β

)
Gαβ(r = 0)

and

DαKµν ≡ ∂αKµν − Γ̃βαµKβν − Γ̃βανKµβ
(1.4)
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where

t̃µ ≡
∂v

∂xµ
such that tµt̃µ = 1, lµi t̃µ = 0

Γα,µν =
1

2
(∂µχνα + ∂νχµα − ∂αχµν) , Γ̃αµν ≡ χ̄αβΓβ,µν + tα∂ν t̃µ

(1.5)

Note that for a generic case, these mapping functions will enter the expression of the
boundary entropy current through the two vectors tµ and t̃µ. And as we have mentioned
before, these two vectors need not admit a derivative expansion. The reason is as follows.
tµ, being the tangent vector to the affinely parametrized null generators of the horizon
(located at r = 0), must be proportional to the normal of the r = 0 hypersurface. This
normal is given by nµ ≡ Gµr(r = 0), which according to fluid-gravity correspondence, must
admit a derivative expansion in terms of fluid variables. Let us denote the proportionality
factor as eφ(x).

tµ = eφ(x)nµ = eφ(x) Gµr|r=0

The affine parameter v could be related to φ(x) as (see section 3.3)

v ≡ e−φL = e−φ
∞∑
k=0

L(k), where
L(k)

L(0)
= −

[
(n · ∂)L(k−1)

]
, L(0) = −

[(
nµnν

2

)
[∂rχµν ]r=0

]−1
Therefore t̃µ =

(
∂v
∂xµ

)
must have a term proportional to ∂µφ. Now ∂µφ must be a zeroth

order vector since its component along the direction of nµ is of zeroth order in derivative
expansion. It satisfies the equation (follows from the fact that tµ is an affinely parametrized
geodesic, see section 2.2)

(n · ∂)φ =

(
nµnν

2

)
[∂rχµν ]r=0

However at zeroth order in derivative expansion, only vector that could be expressed
entirely in terms of fluid variables is the fluid velocity uµ itself. So ∂µφ has to be pro-
portional to uµ with proportionality factor being some function of temperature. But any
gradient vector field like ∂µφ or ∂µv could not be proportional to fluid velocity whenever the
velocity has nonzero vorticity. This shows that any generic situation ∂µφ are the ‘non-fluid’
terms, that will remain there in the boundary entropy current constructed dualizing the
horizon current.

Finally we have evaluated the boundary current (3.3) on slowly varying black holes
in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory up to correction of order O(∂2). Up to this order in
derivative expansion, the ‘non-fluid’ mapping functions (functions that do not admit a
derivative expansion in terms of fluid variables) do not contribute. In fact just like the
fluid dual to Einstein gravity, the O(∂) contribution to the entropy current vanishes which
is also what is expected for an uncharged fluid. The expression of Jµ turns out to be the
following

Jµ = r3H n̂µ +O
(
α4, ∂2

)
(1.6)

where rH is the length scale associated with the temperature of the Black hole or the dual
fluid as defined in (2.2).

– 6 –



2 The map between horizon and boundary

As described before, the dynamical black brane solution that we are considering here, is
always perturbative. Two different types of perturbations are used to describe the solution.
For the entropy density and the current constructed on the horizon as in [8–11], the pertur-
bation parameter is the amplitude of the dynamics whereas in [13] it is the derivatives of the
boundary fluid data (veocity and temperature) that play the role of the small parameter.
In both the cases the starting point is a stationary black hole/brane metric. In both cases
we could choose a gauge where the horizon is at the origin of the radial coordinate (the
coordinate that measures the distance away from the horizon). In amplitude expansion the
black hole metric is parametrized by its components evaluated at the horizon whereas in
case of derivative expansion it is parametrized by the metric components evaluated at the
AdS boundary expressed in terms of the variables of the dual fluid description.

The key part of this note is about a map between the points on the horizon and the
points on the boundary. To define any such map we first need to set up coordinate systems
on both horizon and the boundary. In this section first we shall briefly describe the two
coordinate systems that are used to describe the entropy current on the horizon [9, 10]
and the fluid dynamics living on the boundary [13, 14]. We shall refer to them as ‘horizon
adapted coordinates’ and ‘boundary coordinates’ respectively.
Then in the final subsection we shall relate this two coordinates to get a point by point
map from the horizon to the boundary.

2.1 Horizon adapted coordinate system

The entropy density and current, defined on the horizon are expressed in a very special
choice of coordinates, tuned to the structure of null hypersurface. We shall denote this
coordinate system as ‘horizon adapted coordinate system’. In these coordinates the metric
takes the following form

ds2 = 2dρ dv − ρ2X(ρ, v, ~α) dv2 + 2ρ ωi(ρ, v, ~α) dv dαi + hij(ρ, v, ~α) dαidαj (2.1)

where X, ωi and hij are arbitrary nonzero functions of ρ, v and ~α = {αi}. In this metric,
the horizon is located at the ρ = 0 hypersurface. At ρ = 0, the vector ∂v is affinely pa-
trametrized null generator of the horizon, with v being the affine parameter. ∂i s are the
spatial vectors on the constant v slices of the horizon. The entropy current is defined on the
horizon and therefore could depend only on the metric functions X, ωi and hij and their
∂i and ∂v derivatives.

In a stationary solution, the ρ and v dependence of the metric would be constrained.
The functions X, ωi and hij will only depend on the product of ρ and v. The stationary
metric will be completely invariant under the transformation

v → λv, ρ→ ρ

λ

While constructing the horizon entropy current, a departure from this invariance has been
treated as the small parameter, characterizing the amplitude of the dynamics.
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2.2 Boundary coordinates

In hydrodynamics, the local velocity of the field denoted as uµ(x) is a special vector. While
writing the dual metric, the most convenient choice of gauge turns out to be related to
this velocity field. In this choice of gauge (with coordinates denoted as {r, yµ}), the metric
takes the following general structure

ds2 = −2uµ dy
µ dr + χµν dy

µdyν

χµν could be further decomposed as

χµν ≡ S1uµuν + S2Pµν + (Vµuν + Vνuµ) + Tµν
such that uµVµ = uµTµν = 0, Pµν ≡ ηµν + uµuν

(2.2)

Here r → ∞ is the boundary, and the metric takes the form of Poincare patch AdS as we
approach the boundary. Here also, we shall choose the origin of the r coordinate at the
horizon. Therefore r = 0 is a null hypersurface by construction, which further implies

Grr(r = 0) = 0 and nµ∂µ = Grµ(r = 0)∂µ is a null vector at the horizon

The vector nµ = Grµ|r=0 must be identified with the null generator of the horizon (though
not affinely parametrized).
Using the fact that the null generator of the horizon is just the dual vector of the one form
dr or, in other words, nAGAB = δrB, we get the following identities for the nµ vector, which
would turn out to be useful at a later point.

δrB = nAGAB|r=0 = nµGµB

⇒ nµGµr = −uµnµ = 1

⇒ nµGµν |r=0 = nµχµν |r=0 = 0

(2.3)

S1, S2, Vµ and Tµν all are functions of r and yµ , but the yµ dependence is known only
perturbatively where the perturbation parameters are the derivatives of the fluid variables.
In fact the derivative expansion would be valid only when the fluid variables are slowly
varying with respect to some scale, in this case, the temperature of the fluid. The more the
number of derivatives, the more suppressed the terms are. 1

1Note in [13, 17] the choice of gauge was quite different from the one we are using here. In case of fluid
gravity correspondence, it makes sense to parametrize the metric in terms of fluid variables defined with
respect to the boundary stress tensor. The horizon in the initial papers of fluid-gravity correspondence
is not located at r = 0 but given by r = rH(yµ) whose value is related to the local temperature of the
dynamical black brane being considered. We can translate between these two gauges by a simple shift of r
coordinate

r → r + rH(yµ)

This step adds a little modification to the fluid metric without affecting its general structure. The net result
of this shift is just a shift in χµν as follows

χµν → χµν − (uµ∂ν + uν∂µ)rH (2.4)

In our solution rH will simply be length scale, with respect to which the slow variation or the derivative
expansion is defined.
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2.3 The horizon to boundary map

The metric described in section 2.1 is in a completely different gauge than that of hydro-
dynamic metric in section 2.2. However, the construction of the horizon entropy current is
very much tied to the choice of coordinates as given in 2.1. It is obvious that, to translate
the horizon entropy current in terms of the fluid variables the first step would be to establish
a dictionary between these two coordinate systems.
We shall transform the fluid metric (as given in eq:(2.2)) to the gauge described in section
(2.1). This will allow us to describe metric functions (X, ωi and hij) as they appeared in
equation (2.1) in terms of the fluid variables (velocity and temperatures) and their appro-
priate derivatives.

In other words, we shall express r and xµ as functions of {ρ, v, ~α} such that the following
gauge conditions are satisfied.

Gρρ = 0⇒ − 2uµ

(
∂xµ

∂ρ

)(
∂r

∂ρ

)
+ χµν

(
∂xµ

∂ρ

)(
∂xν

∂ρ

)
= 0

Gρv = 1⇒ − uµ
[(

∂r

∂ρ

)(
∂xµ

∂v

)
+

(
∂r

∂v

)(
∂xµ

∂ρ

)]
+ χµν

[(
∂xν

∂ρ

)(
∂xµ

∂v

)]
= 1

Gραi = 0⇒ − uµ
[(

∂r

∂ρ

)(
∂xµ

∂αi

)
+

(
∂r

∂αi

)(
∂xµ

∂ρ

)]
+ χµν

[(
∂xν

∂ρ

)(
∂xµ

∂αi

)]
= 0

(2.5)

Now it is difficult to solve these equations exactly, even in just the radial coordinate.
However, for our entropy current, it is enough to have the near horizon structure of the
metric. So we shall be solving the gauge conditions (2.5) in an expansion in ρ.

We shall take the following ansatz for the coordinate transformations:

r = ρ r(1)(v, αi) + ρ2 r(2)(v, αi) + · · ·
xµ = xµ(0)(v, αi) + ρ xµ(1)(v, αi) + ρ2 xµ(2)(v, αi) + · · ·

(2.6)

In the above coordinate transformation the functions xµ(0)(v, α
i) will be effectively taken

as input functions. All the rest, namely {xµ(n)(v, α
i)} and r(n)(v, α

i) will be determined
in terms of the functions xµ(0)(v, αi). In Appendix B we have determined the first few
coefficients of the above transformation equations (equation (2.6)).

Note that the input functions xµ(0)(v, αi) are not entirely free. The vector tµ ≡
(
∂xµ

(0)

∂v

)
must be an affinely parametrized null geodesic with respect to the full metric.
Let us define the following set of vectors that are tangent to the horizon

tµ ≡

(
∂xµ(0)

∂v

)
, lµi ≡

(
∂xµ(0)

∂αi

)
tµ, being the null generator of the horizon, is also a normal to the horizon.
Hence it follows that tµ must be proportional to nµ of the fluid metric we defined in the
previous step. In other words

tµ = eφnµ = eφGrµ(r = 0)
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where φ is a scalar function of {xµ} so that tµ becomes a affinely parametrized null geodesic.
Processing this condition we get the following equation for the field φ(x)

(n · ∂)φ =

(
nµnν

2

)
[∂rχµν ]r=0 (2.7)

Note that the RHS of equation (2.7) is nonzero even at zeroth order in derivative. Therefore,
it is not φ but its derivative along the direction of nµ that satisfies the derivative expansion.
At this stage we are free to choose the dependence of φ along the directions perpendicular
to nµ.

Now φ is an external scalar field from the perspective of boundary fluid dynamics and
generically the fluid entropy current would depend on the choice of φ. We should be able
to choose φ in a way so that the final fluid entropy current is entirely expressible in terms
of the fluid variables like velocity and temperature only.

3 Translating the horizon current to the boundary current

In this section, we shall find out an abstract expression for entropy current Jµ in the
boundary such that

DµJ
µ(jv, ji) =

1√
h
∂v(
√
h jv) +∇iji (3.1)

where jv and ji are defined in equation (1.1). Here the RHS of the above equation is
written in the horizon adapted coordinates whereas the LHS is in terms of the boundary
coordinates. Dµ denotes the covariant derivative with respect to the boundary metric. In
the first subsection, we shall describe how to determine Jµ, given jv and ji. The final
expression for Jµ turns out to be the following

Jµ =
1√
g(b)

√
H
(
jvtµ + jilµi

)
where H ≡ t̃µt̃νε

µµ1µ2···µnενν1ν2···νnχµ1ν1 · · ·χµnνn
n!

(3.2)

Here jv and ji have to be read off from the expression of the horizon current. tµ, t̃µ and lµi
are vectors related to the map.

tµ ≡ ∂xµ

∂v
, t̃µ ≡

∂v

∂xµ
, lµi ≡

∂xµ

∂αi
, liµ ≡

∂αi

∂xµ

Using the fact that tµ = eφnµ and tµt̃µ = 1 the expression for H and current could be
simplified further

Jµ =
1√
g(b)

√
H√

tαtβg
(b)
αβ

(
jvtµ + jilµi

)
H ≡ n̂µn̂νε

µµ1µ2···µnενν1ν2···νnχµ1ν1 · · ·χµnνn
n!

n̂µ =
nµ√

nαnβg
(b)
αβ

=
tµ√

tαtβg
(b)
αβ

(3.3)
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3.1 Constructing Jµ

In this subsection, we shall determine an algorithm to determine Jµ out of jv and ji. The
key issue here is to re-express the entropy production formula on the horizon (i.e., the
expression in the RHS of equation (3.1)) as a divergence of a current covariant with respect
to the boundary coordinates. It turns out if we could rewrite the equation (3.1) in a ‘metric
independent’ language using n and (n− 1) forms, it helps to identify the Jµ.
Let us first define the following two n-forms.

Jtemp ≡
√
h jv

εi1i2···indα
i1 ∧ dαi2 · · · ∧ dαin

n!

Jspace ≡ −
√
h jk

εki2i3···indv ∧ dαi2 ∧ dαi3 · · · ∧ dαin
(n− 1)!

(3.4)

Here, εi1i2···in is the completely antisymmetric n indexed tensor with each component equal
to 0 or ±1.

One could show that the exterior derivative of (Jtemp + Jspace) is proportional to the
top form on the horizon, where the proportionality constant is the RHS of equation (3.1).

d(Jtemp + Jspace) =
[
∂v

(√
h jv

)
+
√
h ∇iji

] [εi1i2···indv ∧ dαi1 ∧ dαi2 · · · ∧ dαin
n!

]
(3.5)

Here d denotes the exterior derivative.
Now we shall rewrite Jtemp and Jspace in terms of the boundary coordinates using the fact
that

dv = t̃µdx
µ, dαi = liµdx

µ

We need to use the following identities.

li1µ1 · · · l
in
µnεi1i2···in = ∆ tµ εµµ1···µn

lµ1i1 · · · l
µn
in
εi1i2···in =

(
1

∆

)
t̃µ ε

µµ1···µn

εµµ1µ2···µn

(
dxν ∧ dxµ1 · · · ∧ dxµn

n!

)
= δνµεµ1···µn+1

(
dxµ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxµn+1

(n+ 1)!

)
εµαµ2···µn

(
dxν ∧ dxµ2 · · · ∧ dxµn

(n− 1)!

)
=
(
δναεµµ1···µn − δνµεαµ1···µn

)(dxµ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxµn
n!

)
(3.6)

Here ∆ is the Jacobian of the coordinate transformation

∆ = det

[
∂{v, αi}
∂{xµ}

]
,

1

∆
= det

[
∂{xµ}
∂{v, αi}

]
,

First, we shall write an expression for
√
h in terms of the boundary coordinates.

h = det[hij ] =
εi1···inεj1···jnhi1j1 · · ·hinjn

n!

=

(
1

n!

)
εi1···inεj1···jn

[
lµi1 · · · l

µn
in

] [
lν1j1 · · · l

νn
jn

]
χµ1ν1 · · ·χµnνn

=

(
1

n!

)(
1

∆

)2

t̃µt̃ν ε
µµ1···µnενν1···νn χµ1ν1 · · ·χµnνn

(3.7)
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Using the above identities we process both Jtemp and Jspace as follows.

Jtemp =
√
h jv

(
εi1···in l

i1
µ1 · · · l

in
µn

n!

)
dxµ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxµn

=
√
h∆ jv

(
tµεµµ1···µn

n!

)
dxµ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxµn

=

[
t̃αt̃β ε

αα1···αnεββ1···βn χα1β1 · · ·χαnβn
n!

] 1
2

jv
(
tµεµµ1···µn

n!

)
dxµ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxµn

(3.8)

Jspace = −
√
h jk

(
εki2i3···in
(n− 1)!

)
t̃µl

i2
µ2 · · · l

in
µn dx

µ ∧ dxµ2 · · · ∧ dxµn

= −
√
h
(
jklνk

)(εi1i2i3···in
(n− 1)!

)
t̃µl

i1
ν l

i2
µ2 · · · l

in
µn dx

µ ∧ dxµ2 · · · ∧ dxµn

= −
√
h
(
jklνk

)
t̃µ

(
∆

(n− 1)!

)
tαεανµ2···µn dx

µ ∧ dxµ2 · · · ∧ dxµn

= −
√
h

(
∆

n!

) (
jklνk

)
t̃µt

α [δµν εαµ1µ2···µn − δµαενµ1µ2···µn ] dxµ1 ∧ dxµ2 · · · ∧ dxµn

=

[
t̃αt̃β ε

αα1···αnεββ1···βn χα1β1 · · ·χαnβn
n!

] 1
2

(
(jklµk ) εµµ1···µn

n!

)
dxµ1 ∧ dxµ2 · · · ∧ dxµn

(3.9)

So finally we have

Jtemp + Jspace =

[
t̃αt̃β ε

αα1···αnεββ1···βn χα1β1 · · ·χαnβn
n!

] 1
2 [
jvtµ + (jklµk )

] εµµ1···µn
n!

dxµ1 ∧ dxµ2 · · · ∧ dxµn

⇒ d(Jtemp + Jspace)

= ∂µ

([
t̃αt̃β ε

αα1···αnεββ1···βn χα1β1 · · ·χαnβn
n!

] 1
2 [
jvtµ + (jklµk )

])(εν1···νn+1dx
ν1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxνn+1

(n+ 1)!

)
(3.10)

Now from equation (3.5) we know the expression of d(Jtemp + Jspace) in terms of {v, αi}
coordinate system. If we rewrite the (n + 1) form that appears in equation (3.5) in terms
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of {xµ} coordinates we get the following

εi1···in

(
dv ∧ dαi1 · · · dαin

n!

)
= t̃ν l

i1
µ1 · · · l

in
µnεi1···in

(
dxν ∧ dxµ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxµn

n!

)
= ∆ t̃ν t

µεµµ1···µn

(
dxν ∧ dxµ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxµn

n!

)
= ∆ t̃ν t

µδνµεµ1µ2···µn+1

(
dxµ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxµn+1

(n+ 1)!

)
= ∆ εµ1µ2···µn+1

(
dxµ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxµn+1

(n+ 1)!

)
(3.11)

Substituting equation (3.11) in equation (3.5) and then comparing with equation (3.10)
we find

∆
[
∂v

(√
h jv

)
+
√
h ∇iji

]
= ∂µ

([
t̃αt̃β ε

αα1···αnεββ1···βn χα1β1 · · ·χαnβn
n!

] 1
2 [
jvtµ + (jklµk )

])
(3.12)

As we have discussed before, in dynamical black holes, the expression
[
∂v

(√
h jv

)
+
√
h ∇iji

]
is identified with net entropy production in every infinitesimal subregion of the horizon and,
up to the linear order in the amplitude of the dynamics, it must vanish (if it does not, then
the same expression at linear order, will lead to both entropy production and destruction
depending on the sign of the amplitude and thus violating the second law). Since ∆, the
Jacobian of the coordinate transformation is non-vanishing everywhere, we conclude

∂µ

([
t̃αt̃β ε

αα1···αnεββ1···βn χα1β1 · · ·χαnβn
n!

] 1
2 [
jvtµ + (jklµk )

])
= 0 (up to terms nonlinear in amplitude)

Now we can turn the above expression into a divergence of current covariant (i.e., in
the form of equation (3.1)) with respect to the boundary metric, if we identify the boundary
entropy current as

Jµ =
1√
g(b)

([
t̃αt̃β ε

αα1···αnεββ1···βn χα1β1 · · ·χαnβn
n!

] 1
2 [
jvtµ + (jklµk )

])
(3.13)

where
[
g
(b)
µν = limr→∞

(χµν
r2

) ]
is the boundary metric and g(b) = det[g

(b)
µν ].

Equation (3.13) is one of our key results. Now a couple of comments about this formula.

• Jµ is a covariant vector in the boundary spacetime with boundary metric g(b)µν , pro-
vided we treat tµ, lµk and t̃µ as independent upper and lower index vectors respectively.

• Though we have said that tµ is the affinely parametrized null generator on the horizon
expressed in terms of boundary coordinates, the analysis in this section nowhere used
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the affineness of the v parameter. So equation (3.13) is valid even when v is not an
affine parameter, but it has to be a parameter along the null generator2 .

• The expressions for jv and ji depend on the details of the equation of motion in
higher derivative theory, which in turn depend on the affine parametrization of the
null generators.

• jv and ji could be determined in terms of the functions appearing in metric (2.1) (i.e.,
X, ωi and hij) and their appropriate derivatives. Using this horizon to boundary map,
we could re-express jv and ji in terms of the fluid variables and the mapping vectors
tµ and lµi .

• From the perspective of boundary fluid, tµ, lµk or t̃µ are external variables. So the
entropy current described in equation (3.13) would be a genuine fluid entropy current
provided our mapping functions are such that the vectors tµ, lµk or t̃µ are either
constants or are determined entirely in terms of fluid variables.

3.2 Entropy current in boundary fluid dual to Einstein gravity

In Einstein gravity, the entropy on the horizon is simply given by the area of the spatial
sections of the horizon. In our choice of horizon-adapted coordinate system, it is the square
root of the determinant of hij . It follows

jv(2) = 1, ji(2) = 0

where the subscript (2) denotes the fact that it is for a two derivative theory of gravity.
Substituting it in equation (3.13), we get the following expression for the boundary entropy
current for two derivative theory.

Jµ(2) =
1√
g(b)

[
t̃αt̃β ε

αα1···αnεββ1···βn χα1β1 · · ·χαnβn
n!

] 1
2

tµ

In the above expression, the vector fields t̃µ and tµ appear. They depend on our choice of
mapping and naively, it seems that even in two derivative theories of gravity, the boundary
entropy current might not admit a description in terms of fluid variables. But in this
section, we would like to argue that this is not the case; all the factors that might not
admit a derivative expansion or fluid description cancel between tµ and t̃µ, and we could
rewrite Jµ(2) entirely in terms of fluid variables.

Note, tµ = g
(b)
µν tν and t̃µ could be viewed as two vectors on the boundary with the

following inner products with respect to the boundary metric

tµt̃ν [g(b)]µν = 1

2For example, in [20] the null generators are parametrized using the boundary time-like coordinate v.
This is not an affine parametrization, but still will we could apply our formula to recover the expression of
entropy current derived in [20]. We have to use the following facts. In two derivative theories jv = 1, ji = 0

and the choice of map in [20] is such that t̃µdxµ = dv, tµ = nµ

nv
. The boundary metric g(b)µν = ηµν .
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whereas tµ = eφGµr is a time-like vector with respect to the boundary metric3. Define the
unit vector along the direction of tµ as follows

n̂µ ≡ tµ

||t||
=

nµ

||n||
, where ||t|| ≡

√
−tµtνg(b)µν , ||n|| ≡

√
−nµnνg(b)µν and nµ = Gµr(r = 0)

We can always decompose the vector t̃µ in the following way

t̃µ =
n̂µ
||t||

+ Vµ = g(b)µν

(
n̂ν

||t||

)
+ Vµ, such that Vνt

ν = 0 (3.14)

Now χµν on the horizon satisfies the following identity tµχµν = 0. So both indices of
χµν are in the directions perpendicular to tµ or n̂µ. It follows that in the tensor

Aαβ ≡
[
εαα1···αnεββ1···βn χα1β1 · · ·χαnβn

n!

]
all the indices {αi} and {βi} in the Levi Cevita tensors are contracted with vectors perpen-
dicular to n̂µ. Hence, Aαβ will be non-zero only when both of its free indices are projected
along the direction of n̂. In other words, VαAαβ = VβA

αβ = 0, where Vµ is defined in
equation (3.14). Therefore

t̃αt̃βA
αβ =

1

||t||2
n̂αn̂βA

αβ

⇒ Jµ(2) =
1√
g(b)

[
t̃αt̃β ε

αα1···αnεββ1···βn χα1β1 · · ·χαnβn
n!

] 1
2

tµ

=
1√
g(b)

[
n̂αn̂β ε

αα1···αnεββ1···βn χα1β1 · · ·χαnβn
n!

] 1
2 tµ

||t||

=
1√
g(b)

[
n̂αn̂β ε

αα1···αnεββ1···βn χα1β1 · · ·χαnβn
n!

] 1
2

n̂µ

(3.15)

Note n̂µ = nµ

||n|| could be entirely expressed in terms of fluid variables and the boundary
metric and therefore admit derivative expansion. Equation (3.15) is a manifestly covariant
entropy current for the boundary fluid dual to Einstein gravity, which always admits a
derivative expansion. After we know that the horizon current will translate into such a
covariant ‘hydro-like’ expression for the boundary current, we are free to choose any kind
of coordinates and mapping. Even if our choice breaks all the symmetries, the final result
is guaranteed to be a covariant entropy current for the dual fluid theory.

3.3 Entropy current in higher derivative theories

In this subsection, we would like to contrast the previous description with the scenario in
higher derivative theories. In higher derivative theories, jv and ji have non-trivial structures

3This is because at leading order in derivative expansion tµ = eφGµr = eφuµ +O(∂). Now uµ is a time
like vector and derivative corrections can never change the sign of the leading order result
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constructed out of the metric functions (X, ωi, hij) and their derivatives in the horizon-
adapted coordinates. The details of these structures will depend on the particulars of the
higher derivative equations of motion. As we have seen before, once translated to boundary
coordinates, the entropy current, in general, will be a vector function of both the fluid
variables and the mapping variables.
But unlike in two derivative theories where the entropy density (as given by

√
h) is invariant

under any reparametrization of the null generators, here affine parametrization is crucial
for the construction of jv and ji. This probably indicates that in a higher derivative theory,
we would not be able to rearrange the formula for boundary entropy current to completely
eliminate the dependence on the mapping like we have done in Einstein gravity. So, here
the key question turns out to be whether there exists a choice of horizon to boundary map
that allows us to express the final fluid entropy current entirely in terms fluid variables,
without any explicit dependence on boundary coordinates (any arbitrary map, generically
not compatible with derivative expansion will lead to such explicit dependence on boundary
coordinates). Further, given the non-universality of the structures appearing in jv and ji it
is unlikely that we would be able the answer this question in a universal way - a single map
will not work for entropy current in all higher derivative theories. However, the following
simplification could be predicted on a general ground.

• The final fluid entropy current Jµ will not have any free ‘i’ index (the spatial indices
in the horizon adapted coordinates). Therefore, all the lµi =

(
∂xµ

∂αi

)
must be contracted

with the inverse mapping liµ =
(
∂αi

∂xµ

)
, which are the only sources of i indices in Jµ).

Now

lµi l
i
ν =

(
∂xµ

∂αi

)(
∂αi

∂xν

)
= δµν −

(
∂xµ

∂v

)(
∂v

∂xν

)
= δµν − tµt̃ν

So finally, all the dependence on the mapping functions could be transferred to the
dependence on tµ and t̃µ.

• tµ could be written as tµ = eφnµ, and it is the scalar function φ that does not admit a
derivative expansion. So from the fluid point of view, the two scalar functions φ(xµ)

and v(xµ) could spoil the ‘fluid nature’ of the boundary entropy current.

• The variations of these scalars along the direction of nµ are constrained.

(n · ∂)φ =

(
nµnν

2

)
[∂rχµν ]r=0 , (t · ∂)v = 1 ⇒ (n · ∂)v = e−φ (3.16)

Once we ‘choose’ these scalars on a given slice perpendicular to nµ, these equations
will fix their subsequent evolution along the nµ directions.

• From the two equations in (3.16), we could solve v in terms of φ perturbatively using
derivative expansion. This could be done as follows.
Define L ≡ eφv. Then the equation for L turns out to be

(n · ∂)L− L(n · ∂)φ = 1
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Assume L admits a derivative expansion and could be expressed entirely in terms of
fluid variables, with the leading terms having zero derivatives. Since we already know
that (n · ∂)φ starts from zeroth order, it follows that (n · ∂)L - the first term in the
above equation is actually subleading in terms of derivative expansion. This allows
us to solve the equation recursively generating the following infinite series

v ≡ e−φL = e−φ
∞∑
k=0

L(k), where L(k) =

[
(n · ∂)L(k−1)

(n · ∂)φ

]
, L(0) = −

(
1

(n · ∂)φ

)
(3.17)

Note that this solution implies a very particular choice for the v = 0 slice of the
horizon; it is the spatial slice where φ → ∞ Using equation (3.17) we could express
t̃µ in terms of ∂µφ.

t̃µ = e−φ (−L ∂µφ+ ∂µL) (3.18)

• t̃µ must satisfy the condition lµi t̃µ = 0 for every i index (coordinates along the spatial
section of the horizon)

0 = lµi t̃µ = e−φ (L lµi ∂µφ+ lµi ∂µL)

⇒ lµi ∂µφ =
lµi ∂µL

L

(3.19)

Now we have seen that L satisfies derivative expansion with the leading term being
zeroth order in derivatives. So from equation (3.19) we could infer that the variation
of φ along the αi directions also satisfies derivative expansion with the leading term
being of first order.

Naively it seems that (3.19) is not consistent because (t ·∂) and (li ·∂) must commute;
from equation (3.19), it follows that (t · ∂)(li · ∂)φ is a second order term whereas
(li ·∂)(t ·∂)φ looks like a first order term since (t ·∂)φ is of zeroth order. However, we
could show that the first order piece in (li · ∂)(t · ∂)φ vanishes once we apply (3.19).

e−φ (lµi ∂µ) (t · ∂)φ

= e−φ (lµi ∂µ) (eφ n · ∂)φ

= (lµi ∂µφ) (n · ∂φ) + (lµi ∂µ) (n · ∂φ)

=

(
lµi ∂µL(0)

L(0)

)
(n · ∂φ) + (lµi ∂µ) (n · ∂φ) +O

(
∂2
)

= O
(
∂2
)

(3.20)

In the last line, we have used equation (3.17)for the expression of L(0).

• It turns out that the overall factors of eφ finally get canceled between tµ, t̃µ and
√
h.

We could see it as follows.
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The factors of eφ in jv or ji are determined by their boost weight. Since jv has zero
boost weight, once translated into boundary coordinates, it will not have any factor
of eφ, whereas ji having boost weight one, will carry a single factor of eφ. We have
already seen

√
h, expressed in terms of boundary coordinates, carries a factor of e−φ

from the ||t|| factor in the denominator (see equation (3.15)). Hence in the expression√
h
(
jvtµ + lµi j

i
)
all factors of overall eφ cancel.

Therefore, once we fix v in terms of φ using equation (3.17), the ‘non-fluid’ function
that still remains in our construction is the derivative of φ along the directions per-
pendicular to nµ .

4 Entropy current in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory

In this section, we shall specialize to Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory. The entropy density
and the entropy current for black holes in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory have been worked
out in [9, 10]. Using the horizon to boundary map, we shall rewrite the current in boundary
coordinates. At this stage, we shall not use any derivative or amplitude expansion. We shall
see that the final expressions will explicitly depend on the ‘non-fluid’ variables through t̃µ
and ∂µφ.
Note that any term or factor that could be expressed as a product of metric components
in boundary coordinates and their boundary derivatives are fluid variables. For example,
the Christoffel symbols with respect to the bulk metric in boundary coordinates are always
fluid variables.

In the end, we shall substitute the details of the bulk metric in Gauss-Bonnet theory
dual to hydrodynamics. Since the metric is known up to the first order in derivative
expansion, the boundary entropy current thus generated will also be correct only up to the
first order. As mentioned before, up to this order the entropy current will turn out to be
trivial; it is simply equal to what it was for Einstein gravity. All the new terms generated
by Gauss-Bonnet Action contribute to the boundary entropy current only in second order.

4.1 jv and ji in terms of ‘fluid’ and ‘non fluid’ data

We shall first quote the expression for entropy density and the spatial entropy current for
black holes in Gauss-Bonnet theory as given in [9, 10].

The final form of the entropy density and spatial entropy current density particular to
Gauss-Bonnet theory is given as follows.

jv =
√
h
(
1 + 2α2R

)
, ji = −4α2

(
∇jKij −∇iK

)
(4.1)
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where

h = determinant of hij
R = intrinsic curvature evaluated w.r.t the hij
∇i = covariant derivative with respect to hij

Kij ≡
1

2
∂vhij , K ≡ hijKij

Lowering or raising of indices are done w.r.t hij with hij being the inverse

(4.2)

One key simplifying factor here is that neither jv nor ji needs any information about how
the horizon data changes as one moves away from the horizon or, more precisely, the r
derivatives of the metric functions. This, in turn, implies that to evaluate the current, we
need only the leading coefficients in the coordinate transformation as described in equation
(2.6). In the previous subsection, we have already determined the expression for

√
h in

terms of fluid data. In this subsection, we shall compute ∇kKij with appropriate index
contractions for jilµi and R for jv

4.1.1 Extrinsic curvature and its covariant derivatives

The extrinsic curvature is defined as Kij = 1
2∂vhij |r=0. On the horizon, the r = 0 hyper-

surface, hij is simply related to χµν .

hij = lµi l
ν
jχµν (4.3)

Here we have used the fact that
(
∂ρ
∂αi

)
vanishes on the horizon. Now, using the fact that

∂v = t · ∂, we could determine Kij as

Kij = lµi l
ν
jKµν where Kµν = −tαΓα,µν (4.4)

Here we have used the fact that

(t · ∂)lµi = (li · ∂)tµ, and χµν(li · ∂)tµ = −tµ(li · ∂)χµν

Now we have to compute its covariant derivative. The following structure would prove
useful for our computation. Note, for any boundary tensor with lower {µ, ν} indices, we
could define the following horizon tensor with {i, j} indices

Ti1i2···in = lµ1i1 l
µ2
i2
· · · lµnin Tµ1µ2···µn

Now it turns out that the covariant derivative of the above tensor ∇jTi1i2···in also has a
similar expression in terms of {µ, ν} indices of the boundary coordinates. We could write
it in the following way

∇jTi1i2···in = lνj l
µ1
i1
lµ2i2 · · · l

µn
in

[DνTµ1µ2···µn ] (4.5)

where Dν is a new covariant derivative with its connection defined as

Γ̃ναβ = χ̄νθΓθ,αβ + tν∂αt̃β

where t̃µ ≡
(
∂v

∂xµ

)
, χ̄µν = ∆µ

α∆ν
β χ

αβ, ∆α
β ≡ δαβ − tαt̃β

(4.6)
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One could easily show these structures by acting the covariant derivatives on vectors and
recursively using the relations for higher indexed tensors. Note the new connection Γ̃µαβ is
also symmetric in its lower two indices. The other mixed tensor we defined here is actually
a projector to constant v slices of the horizon because

tα∆β
α = ∆α

β t̃α = 0

Using these structures, we could see that

∇kKij = lαk l
µ
i l
ν
jDαKµν

= lαk l
µ
i l
ν
j

[
∂αKµν − Γ̃βαµKβν − Γ̃βανKµβ

]
where Kµν = −tαΓα,µν

(4.7)

The spatial current on the horizon will add the following contribution to the boundary
entropy current

Jµspace =
1√
g(b)

∆ lµa

(√
h ja

)
= −4α2 1√

g(b)
∆ lµa
√
h
(
hkihja − hkahij

)
(∇kKij)

Now using the identity hijlµi l
ν
j = χ̄µν , we finally get the following expression for the

space part of the entropy current

Jµspace = −4α2 1√
g(b)

√
H
(
χ̄γαχ̄µβ − χ̄γµχ̄αβ

)
(DγKαβ) where H ≡ n̂µn̂νε

µµ1···µnενν1···νnχµ1ν1 · · ·χµnνn
n!

(4.8)

4.1.2 Intrinsic Ricci scalar

For the temporal part of the entropy current, we need to compute the intrinsic Ricci scalar
of the constant v slices of the horizon.
In this section, we note down the calculation for the Ricci scalar, R, with respect to hij .

We start with the expression for Riemann tensor

Rabcd = ∂cΓ
a
bd + ΓacmΓmbd − (c↔ d) (4.9)

Now we will process ∂cΓabd in the following way

∂cΓ
a
bd = ∂c (hapΓp,bd)

= ∂ch
apΓp,bd + hap∂cΓp,bd

= −haqΓpcqΓp,bd − ΓacrΓ
r
bd + hap∂cΓp,bd

(4.10)

where in the last line, we have used

∂ch
ap = −haqhpr∂chrq

∂chrq = Γr,cq + Γq,cr
(4.11)
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Hence, we have

∂cΓ
a
bd + ΓacrΓ

r
bd = −haqΓpcqΓp,bd + hap∂cΓp,bd (4.12)

So, we can write the expression for the Riemann tensor in the following form

Rabcd = ∂cΓa,bd − ΓpcaΓp,bd −
(
∂dΓa,bc − ΓpdaΓp,bc

)
(4.13)

Now the expression for the Γk,ij in the following

Γk,ij = lµi l
ν
j l
α
kΓα,µν + χµν l

µ
k

(
li · ∂lνj

)
(4.14)

Then we can process ∂cΓa,bd in the following way

∂cΓa,bd = (lc · ∂)
[
lµb l

ν
d l
α
aΓα,µν + χµν l

µ
a (lb · ∂lνd)

]
(4.15)

And also,

ΓpcaΓp,bd

= hpmΓm,caΓp,bd

= χ̄α1αlµc l
ν
al
µ1
b l

ν1
d Γα,µνΓα1,µ1ν1 + ∆α

ν1 l
µ
c l
ν
aΓα,µν

(
lb · ∂lν1d

)
+ ∆α1

ν l
µ1
b l

ν1
d (lc · ∂lνa) Γα1,µ1ν1

+ χνν1 (lc · ∂lνa)
(
lb · ∂lν1d

)
(4.16)

where, we have defined χ̄αβ = lαi l
β
j h

ij and used the fact that χ̄αβχβν = ∆α
ν .

Then we have

∂cΓa,bd − ΓpcaΓp,bd

=Γα,µν
[
lνd l

α
a (lc · ∂) lµb + lµb l

α
a (lc · ∂) lνd + lµc l

α
a (lb · ∂) lνd

]
+ lµb l

ν
d l
α
a l
β
c [∂βΓα,µν − χ̄α1α2Γα2,βαΓα1,µν ] + χµν l

µ
a [(lc · ∂) (lb · ∂lνd)]

+ tαΓα,µν
[
lµc l

ν
a t̃ν1

(
lb · ∂lν1d

)
+ lµb l

ν
d t̃ν1 (lc · ∂lν1a )

] (4.17)

Hence, we have the expression for Rabcd as

Rabcd = [∂βΓα,µν − χ̄α1α2Γα2,βαΓα1,µν ]
[
lµb l

ν
d l
α
a l
β
c − l

µ
b l
ν
c l
α
a l
β
d

]
+ tαΓα,µν∂δ t̃ν1

[
lµb l

ν
c l
δ
dl
ν1
a + lµd l

ν
al
δ
b l
ν1
c − l

µ
b l
ν
d l
δ
c l
ν1
a − lµc lνalδb l

ν1
d

] (4.18)

So, finally we have

R =hachbdRabcd

=
[
χ̄µνχ̄αβ − χ̄ανχ̄µβ

] [
∂βΓα,µν − χ̄α1α2Γα2,βαΓα1,µν − 2tα1Γα1,µν∂αt̃β

] (4.19)

Hence, we finally get the following expression for the intrinsic Ricci scalar

R = (χ̄µ1ν1χ̄µ2ν2 − χ̄µ1ν2χ̄µ2ν1)

[
∂µ1Γν1,µ2ν2 − χ̄α1α2Γα1,µ1ν1Γα2,µ2ν2 − 2tαΓα,µ1ν1

(
∂µ2 t̃ν2

) ]
(4.20)
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4.1.3 Separating ‘fluid’ and ‘non-fluid’ terms

The final form of the entropy current written in terms of boundary coordinates {xµ} is

Jµ = Jµspace + Jµtime

where Jµspace = −4α2 1√
g(b)

√
H

||t||

(
χ̄γαχ̄µβ − χ̄γµχ̄αβ

)
(DγKαβ)

Jµtime =
1√
g(b)

√
H
(
1 + 2α2R

)
n̂µ

(4.21)

R is given in equation (4.20).
In this expression of the current, most of the terms are ‘fluid’ terms in the sense that
they depend solely on the metric components and their derivatives written in boundary
coordinates. The exceptions are those terms where one has explicit t̃µ, e.g., in ∆µ

ν =

δµν − tµt̃ν . These terms could be further processed by expressing t̃µ in terms of ∂µφ using
equation(3.18). The expressions turn out to be too big to be presented here. We have
collected them in appendix (C).

In the final stage, we would like to evaluate this current on the hydrodynamic metric
correctly up to first order in derivative expansion. However, just looking at equation (4.21),
we could figure out that Jµspace is of second order. This is because Γα,µν is always of first
order in terms of derivative expansion and so is Kαβ ∼ tµΓµ,αβ . It follows that Jµspace ∼
DγKαβ ∼ O(∂2). Using a similar argument, we could show that R is also of O(∂2), where
we have used the fact that t̃µ is of order O(1) in terms of derivative expansion. Therefore,
up to first order in derivative expansion, there will not be any contribution to the entropy
current from the Gauss-Bonnet correction. To have any non-trivial result, we need to go at
least one higher order in derivative expansion, which we leave for future work.

5 Future Directions

If we follow our construction, the boundary entropy current will involve one ‘non-fluid’
function, the scalar field φ, whose exponential relates the two different parametrizations
of the horizon null generator. But the fluid entropy current must not have any other field
other than the fluid velocity and its local temperature. So the next natural question is
whether we could use the non-uniqueness of the currents on both horizon and the boundary
side to remove this unwanted φ dependence. Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory is the simplest
well-studied example where such currents and ambiguities could be explicitly constructed
and tested. But unfortunately to the order that we have worked here, no such fixing is
required since up to this order all the non-trivial structures that have this ‘non fluid’ ∂µφ
factor just vanish. So our future goal would be to extend this calculation to order O(∂2).
In this section we shall set up the stage for this future calculation.

5.1 Conditions of stationarity

As mentioned before, the entropy current and the entropy density in higher derivative
theories work only for horizons where the amplitude (let’s denote it as ε) of the dynamics
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is small and could be treated perturbatively. Moreover, the construction in [9, 10] works
only up to the linear order in ε. So we should not expect the dual fluid entropy current to
do any better. In other words, while applying formula (3.13), we should ignore all terms
that are of O(ε2) or higher in χµν , tµ or t̃µ.
Now derivative expansion is not the same as amplitude expansion. It is quite possible to
have terms that are linear in ε but higher order in terms of derivative. So we need to have a
clean prescription to identify fluid data that are linear in amplitude (but in principle, could
have multiple derivatives).

A stationary fluid on the boundary (where both the boundary metric and the fluid
configuration admit at least one Killing vector) should be dual to a stationary bulk metric
with a Killing horizon. In other words, the Killing vector on the boundary could be extended
to a bulk Killing vector, which on the horizon reduces to the Killing generator of the horizon.
In terms of equations, what we mean is the following. Suppose ξ = ξA∂A is the bulk Killing
vector.
Since it reduces to the generator of the horizon (the r = 0 hypersurface in our choice of
coordinates)

lim
r→0

ξr = 0, lim
r→0

ξµ ∝ Gµr|r=0

Further, ξA∂A should reduce to the boundary Killing vector ξµ(b)∂µ in the limit r →∞

lim
r→∞

ξr = 0, lim
r→∞

ξµ = ξµ(b)

Now for our analysis, we shall assume4 that

lim
r→0

ξµ = Gµr|r=0 = ξµ(b)

The above condition will result in a set of constraints both on the fluid data and the horizon
data (vanishing of some particular fluid/ horizon structures), respectively. Any violation of
these constraints will be a departure from stationarity and, therefore, generically of order
O(ε) terms. We have a clean classification of such terms on the horizon side and using the
map, we could translate them to the fluid side. The O(ε) terms, thus derived on the fluid
side, should be automatically compatible with constraints of stationarity (and departure
from it) as expected from any stationary fluid configuration.

Product of two such order O(ε) terms will be order O(ε)2 and therefore neglected.

5.2 Choice of Fluid Frames

In section 2, we have presented the metric dual to boundary fluid dynamics (see equation
(2.2)). This metric is written in terms of fluid velocity (uµ) and temperature (T ). But as

4This assumption could be justified as follows. Let’s choose a coordinate system where ξA∂A = ∂τ , i.e.
τ is the parameter along the integral curve of ξA. The Killing coordinate is τ , and hence, the metric could
be expressed such that all of its components are independent of τ . Since the boundary metric is just the
boundary limit of the bulk metric, its components should also be independent of τ . The same should be
true of the fluid variables like velocity and temperature as the bulk metric components are functions of
these variables only. Therefore the same τ will also be a Killing coordinate from the perspective of the
stationary boundary fluid.
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one goes to higher order in derivative expansion, one has the freedom to redefine the velocity
and the temperature of the fluid. This ambiguity is present in fluid dynamics itself and is
usually fixed by a specific choice of fluid frames. Now fluid dynamics is about the dynamics
of the stress tensor and other conserved charges of the system. So the fluid frames are also
usually defined in terms of the stress tensor or the currents. For example, in ‘Landau frame’
the velocity of the energy flow is defined as uµ. This implies that uµ is the unique time-like
eigenvector of the stress tensor (normalized). Once uµ (and temperature) is unambiguously
defined, the dual bulk metric is constructed. A given definition of the fluid frame amounts
to a given boundary condition for the metric function while solving for the bulk metric.

In this section, we shall adopt a different choice of fluid frame which would be more
suitable for our purpose, and in particular, for the description of equilibrium. We shall
define our new velocity uµ as

uµ ≡ n̂µ, where nµ = Gµr|r=0 and n̂µ =
nµ√

−nµnνg(b)µν

For brevity, we shall denote this choice of velocity as ‘Gravity frame’. One could choose
this frame only if the fluid admits a gravity dual. Note that

uµ|gravity frame = uµ|Landau frame +O (∂)

So in zeroth order in derivative, these two definitions of velocity agree as they should. In
fact, it turns out that even at first order in derivative expansion, these two velocities agree;
the difference starts only at second order. However, since in this note, our computations
are correct only up to first order in derivative expansion, this frame redefinition becomes
particularly simple for us. Basically, it says there is no transformation at all up to first
order in derivatives.

5.3 Metric Dual to Hydrodynamics in Gauss-Bonnet Theory in Gravity frame

The metric dual to hydrodynamic in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory has been worked out
in [17] up to first order in derivative expansion. However, in [17] the main concern was
boundary hydrodynamics and therefore, the author has worked in a slightly different gauge
than what is described in equation (2.4). In this subsection, we shall work out the same
metric, but in the gauge most convenient for our purpose , i.e., using the gravity frame
described in the previous section.

The action for the full "Einstein + Gauss-Bonnet" theory is given by 5

S = SE + α2 SGB

SE = − 1

4π

∫
d5x
√
−g(R− 2Λ)

SGB = − 1

4π

∫
d5x
√
−g(R2 − 4RABRAB +RABCDRABCD)

(5.1)

5Here, we have used the convention 4G5 = 1 (where G5 is the Newton’s constant in five dimensions) to
have only the horizon area term without any extra proportionality constants as the entropy of the Einstein
theory. Accordingly, the proportionality constant in SE and SGB have been modified from those used in
[17].
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We will parametrize Λ 6 as Λ = −6
(
1− 2α2

)
.

The equations of motion of the full theory are given by

EMN =

(
RMN −

1

2
gMNR+ ΛgMN −

1

2
α2 gMN (R2 − 4RABRAB +RABCDRABCD)

)
+ α2

(
4RMPQLR

PQL
N − 4RPQRMPNQ − 4R P

M RNQ + 2R RMN

)
(5.2)

The black-brane metric which is dual to a boundary fluid and solves these equations of
motion up to first order in derivatives as well as in α2 is given by

ds2 = −2uµdx
µdr + χµνdx

µdxν (5.3)

Note that in this gauge, the boundary metric will be of the form g
(b)
µν = ηµν and lowering

and raising of the boundary indices have to be done w.r.t g(b)µν . χµν can be expressed as

χµν =− r2H f

(
r

rH

)
uµuν + r2H K

(
r

rH

)
Pµν + rH F

(
r

rH

)
σµν + rH V

(
r

rH

)
(uµaν + uνaµ)

+ θ

(
rH S1

(
r

rH

)
uµuν + rH S2

(
r

rH

)
Pµν

)
(5.4)

As mentioned before, here, rH is the scale associated with the black hole solution. The
functions used in (5.4) are defined as

f(x) = (1 + x)2
[

1−
(

1

1 + x

)4
]
− 2 α2

[
(1 + x)4 − 1

]
(1 + x)6

K(x) = (1 + x)2

V (x) =− x

S1(x) =
2x

3

S2(x) =0

F (x) =F0(x) + α2 Fα(x)

(5.5)

6In [17], to ensure the fact that the boundary metric is exactly equal to the Minkowski metric - ηµν ,
the author has to scale the boundary coordinates in an α dependent manner. As a result in the final
covariant bulk metric the component Gρµ is no longer equal to −uµ, rather just proportional to it with an
α dependent constant as proportionality factor. However, in our analysis we have crucially used the fact
that Gρµ = −uµ and also the calculation simplifies if the boundary metric is just equal to ηµν . It turns out
if we want to impose both these conditions on the bulk metric, we need to scale the consmological constant.
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with,

F0(x) =
1

2
(x+ 1)2

(
−4 log(x+ 1) + 2 log(x+ 2) + log(x(x+ 2) + 2)− 2 tan−1(x+ 1) + π

)
Fα(x) =

1

(1 + x)2

[
π(x+ 1)4 − 4x(x(x+ 3) + 3)− 4(x+ 1)4 log(x+ 1) + 4 log(x+ 2) + 3 log(x(x+ 2) + 2)

+ x(x+ 2)(x(x+ 2) + 2)(4 log(x+ 2) + 3 log(x(x+ 2) + 2)− 2 log((x+ 2)(x(x+ 2) + 2)))

− 2 log((x+ 2)(x(x+ 2) + 2))− 2(x+ 1)4 tan−1(x+ 1)− 1

]
(5.6)

and the fluid variables θ and σµν and the projector Pµν are given by

Pµν = g(b)µν + uµuν

θ = ∂ · u
σµν = Pαµ P

β
ν ∂(αuβ)

(5.7)

5.4 Stationary solution in Gravity frame

In a stationary metric with horizon located at r = 0, the Killing vector is ξµ ∝ Gµr|r=0.
According to our assumption

ξµ(b) ∝ G
µr|r=0, ⇒ ξµ(b) ∝ u

µ in Gravity frame

Now in a stationary situation Gµr is proportional to the Killing vector, both for the Bulk
and the boundary metric. Therefore, in case of stationary fluid, this particular choice of
frame amounts to choosing the fluid velocity in the direction of the Killing vector for the
boundary metric.

In this subsection, we shall start from the assumption that ξA∂A = ξr∂r+F (r, xµ)uµ∂µ.
Then we shall derive the conditions uµ must satisfy so that ξA∂A is a bulk Killing vector.
We shall see that uµ will turn out to be proportional to the boundary Killing vector as
expected, with its shear tensor and expansion vanishing everywhere.
Now we will show that if we have a Killing vector proportional to the fluid velocity uµ, then
the expansion and shear tensor will vanish. We will also get constraints on the proportion-
ality constant such that this condition is satisfied.
We will start by writing the fluid metric in a way such that the horizon is located at the
origin of the radial coordinate.

ds2 = −2uµ dx
µ dr − r2H f (r/rH) (uµdx

µ)2 + (r + rH)2Pµν dx
µ dxν + χ(1)

µν dx
µ dxν

(5.8)

where, χ(1)
µν contains terms first order in derivative of the fluid variables.

Then the killing vector will have the following form

ξA∂A ∝ Gµr|r=0 = F uµ∂µ (5.9)
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where, F is the proportionality constant.
In covariant form this becomes

ξAdx
A = F dr + F

[
r2H f (r/rH) uα + uµχ(1)

µα

]
dxα (5.10)

Now we will solve for the Killing equation on this and write down the conditions it will give
on F and χ(1).
The Killing equation is

∇AξB +∇BξA = 0 (5.11)

The (r, r) component of which will give the following condition

∂rF = 0 (5.12)

The (r, µ) component will give

∂µF − F aµ = 0 (5.13)

where, aµ = (u · ∂)uµ.
The (µ, ν) component will give

r2H f (r/rH)

[
uµ (∂νF − F aν) + uν (∂µF − F aµ)

]
+ 2F (r + rH)2σµν

+ F r(r + rH)
2θ

D − 2
Pµν + rH F

[
2rH f (r/rH)− r f ′ (r/rH)

] θ

D − 2
uµuν = 0

(5.14)

where we have used the following identity and fluid constraint equation, ∂µuν = σµν+ωµν−
uµaν + θ

D−2Pµν and (u·∂)rH
rH

+ θ
D−2 = 0.

Now to be consistent with (5.13) we should have

θ = 0, σµν = 0 (5.15)

Hence, we could show that with vanishing shear tensor and expansion, F uµ is actually a
Killing vector with F satisfying (5.12) and (5.13).
Note that F = 1

rH
is a solution to (5.12) and (5.13). Also note that in [25] the Killing

vector ξα = c
T uα where, T is the local temperature T =

(
D−1
4π

)
rH and c is a constant.

Hence upto an overall constant the two Killing vectors are equivalent.
Hence, these stationarity conditions are identical to the ones derived in [25] from the per-
spective of a stationary boundary fluid.

6 Conclusion

The construction of [9, 10] gives an expression of entropy density and entropy current on
the dynamical black hole solution in the higher derivative theories of gravity. However, this
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construction works (i.e, it leads to entropy production) only when the amplitude of the
dynamics is small, and all terms quadratic or higher order in the amplitude are neglected.
Recently it has been extended to quadratic order in amplitude [11]. But clearly, this is not
the most satisfying answer; the second law should hold for any dynamics irrespective of its
amplitude. Our final goal is to extend the construction of [9, 10] to the nonlinear orders in
amplitude.

In this note, we have used fluid-gravity correspondence to construct a dual entropy
current in the boundary fluid by lifting the entropy current on the horizon via a horizon to
boundary map. Since our horizon entropy current works only up to the linear order in the
amplitude, we should not expect the fluid entropy current to do any better. So the entropy
current constructed in this manner will have non negative divergence only up to the linear
order in the dynamical fluid data.

However, in relativistic hydrodynamics we independently know how to extend a given
entropy current that works only up to linear order in amplitude, to an entropy current
where the amplitude is no longer a perturbation parameter [26]. So it is reasonable to hope
that if we could construct the dual fluid entropy current nonperturbatively and use the
horizon to boundary map in reverse, we might be able to say something about the entropy
current in higher derivative theories of gravity in a similar nonperturbative manner.

With this goal in mind, in this note, we have taken the first baby step of constructing
the fluid entropy current dual to the horizon entropy current [9, 10] in dynamical black
holes of Gauss-Bonnet gravity. The fluid entropy current thus constructed depends non
trivially on the mapping functions that relate the boundary coordinates with the horizon
coordinates. This dependence has complicated our construction since these mapping func-
tions need not admit a derivative expansion like the fluid variables. The immediate future
direction would be to search for a particular set of mapping functions so that the final
fluid entropy current is expressible only in terms of fluid and fluid-like variables that admit
derivative expansion in every stage.

In this note, we have made a couple of simplifications in this direction. Since both
the horizon and the boundary are codimension-one hypersurfaces, naively, there could be
(D−1) such mapping functions, where D is the number of bulk dimensions. But using some
symmetry and re-arrangement, we could reduce it to only one scalar ‘non fluid’ function,
which could be φ(xµ) or v(xµ). This scalar is also largely constrained in the sense that if
it is specified on a given spatial slice, the consistency equation will fix it everywhere on the
horizon (or boundary). So finally, the task of finding appropriate (D − 1) scalar ‘mapping
functions’ has been reduced to the search for an appropriate equation, constraining a single
scalar on a given spatial slice.

In this context, it might be useful to note that the horizon and also the entropy on it
have symmetry under the reparametrization of the horizon generator. It has been explored
in the case of Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory in [11, 24]. The discussion could be extended
to include ‘non-affine’ reparametrization of the horizon generators, which might have some
direct application for our analysis here.
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A Notation and Identities

Here, unless explicitly mentioned, all identities and equations are valid only on the horizon,
the null hypersurface at r = 0.

hij = lµi l
ν
jχµν

Γk,ij = lµi l
ν
j l
α
k Γα,µν + χµν l

µ
k (li · ∂)lνj

Kij = lµi l
ν
jKµν where Kµν = −tαΓα,µν

(A.1)

Notation related to coordinate transformation

tµ ≡ ∂xµ

∂v
≡ eφnµ ≡ eφ ||n|| n̂µ where nµ ≡ Gµr, ||n|| ≡

√
nµnνηµν

t̃µ =
∂v

∂xµ
, t̃µt

µ = 1, tµχµν = 0, tµliµ = t̃µl
µ
i = 0, lµi l

j
µ = δji , lµi l

i
ν + tµt̃ν = δµν

0 = GµrGrr +GµνGνr = −χµνuν , ⇒ χµνuµ = 0

1 = GrrGrr +GrµGµr = −nµuµ, ⇒ nµuµ = −1

(A.2)

Proof for the first identity in equation (3.6)

Define Ωµ ≡ εµµ1···µn li1µ1 · · · l
in
µn

( εi1···in
n!

)
Now we could show that the expression li1µ1 · · · l

in
µnεi1···in

could be expressed as
li1µ1 · · · l

in
µnεi1···in = Ωµεµµ1···µn

Ωµεµµ1···µn = εµµ1···µnε
µν1···νn li1ν1 · · · l

in
νn

(εi1···in
n!

)
(A.3)

Projectors and related identities

∆α
µ ≡ δαµ − tαt̃µ, Note t̃α∆α

µ = ∆α
µt
µ = 0

χ̄αβ = ∆α
µ χ

µν ∆β
ν , χ̄µαχαν = ∆µ

ν

χµαχαν = δµν + nµuν ⇒ uµ χ
µαχαν = χµαχαν n

ν = 0

(A.4)

B First few functions of the coordinate transformation

We shall determine r(1) and x
µ
(1) by processing the gauge conditions evaluated at ρ = 0. On

the horizon, the gauge conditions impose the following constraints

− 2uµx
µ
(1)r(1) + xµ(1)x

ν
(1)χµν = 0, − uµr(1)tµ + tνxµ(1)χµν = 1, − uµr(1)l

µ
i + lνi x

µ
(1)χµν = 0

(B.1)
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where

tµ ≡

(
∂xµ(0)

∂v

)
, lµi ≡

(
∂xµ(0)

∂αi

)

From the second equation using the fact that tµ(χµν)ρ=0 = 0 we find

r(1) = −(uµt
µ)−1 (B.2)

To simplify the solution for xµ(1) we also need the relation between χµν and hij on the
horizon.

hij(ρ = 0) =

(
∂xµ

∂αi

)(
∂xν

∂αj

)
χµν(r = 0) = lµi i

ν
jχµν |r=0

hij(ρ = 0) = Inverse of hij at horizon = (ij) component of the inverse of the bulk metric on the horizon

= Gρµ
[(

∂αi

∂xµ

)(
∂αj

∂ρ

)
+

(
∂αj

∂xµ

)(
∂αi

∂ρ

)]
+Gρρ

(
∂αj

∂ρ

)(
∂αi

∂ρ

)
+Gµν

[(
∂αj

∂xµ

)(
∂αi

∂xν

)
+

(
∂αj

∂xµ

)(
∂αi

∂xν

)]
= tµ

[(
∂αi

∂xµ

)(
∂αj

∂ρ

)
+

(
∂αj

∂xµ

)(
∂αi

∂ρ

)]
+Gµν

[(
∂αj

∂xµ

)(
∂αi

∂xν

)
+

(
∂αj

∂xµ

)(
∂αi

∂xν

)]
=

(
∂xµ

∂v

)[(
∂αi

∂xµ

)(
∂αj

∂ρ

)
+

(
∂αj

∂xµ

)(
∂αi

∂ρ

)]
+Gµν

[(
∂αj

∂xµ

)(
∂αi

∂xν

)
+

(
∂αj

∂xµ

)(
∂αi

∂xν

)]
= χµν

[(
∂αj

∂xµ

)(
∂αi

∂xν

)
+

(
∂αj

∂xµ

)(
∂αi

∂xν

)]
= liµl

j
νχ

µν

(B.3)

In the third and the fourth lines, we have used the fact that

Gρµ(ρ = 0) ∝ tµ =

(
∂xµ

∂v

)
= generator of the horizon

also Gρρ(ρ = 0) = 0 and χµν ≡ Gµν 6= Inverse of χµν (not defined on the horizon).
We also need the inverse of these relations i.e., χµν and χµν in terms of hij etc.

χµν(r = 0) = liµl
j
νhij

χµν(r = 0) = lµi l
ν
j h

ij +

[(
∂xµ

∂ρ

)(
∂xν

∂λ

)
+

(
∂xν

∂ρ

)(
∂xµ

∂λ

)]
hρλ

= lµi l
ν
j h

ij +
[
xµ(1)t

ν + xν(1)t
µ
] (B.4)

Now we shall solve for xµ(1). For convenience, we shall express xµ(1) as

xµ(1) = P tµ + P i lµi (B.5)

Substituting (B.5) and (B.2) in the third equation of (B.1) we find
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u · li
u · t

+ P j lµi l
ν
jχµν = 0 ⇒ P i = −hij

(
u · li
u · t

)
where hij(ρ = 0) = lµi l

ν
jχµν , hij = Inverse of hij

(B.6)

Now we shall find P from the first equation of (B.1).

− 2uµx
µ
(1)r(1) + xµ(1)x

ν
(1)χµν = 0

⇒ 2P + 2P i
(
li · u
u · t

)
+ xµ(1)x

ν
(1)χµν = 0

(B.7)

Solving this equation we find xµ(1).

xµ(1) =
1

2
hij
[

(u · li)(u · lj)
(u · t)2

]
tµ − hij

[
(u · li)lµj
(u · t)

]
(B.8)

Some Potentially useful identities for future works

1. xµ(1) related

xµ(1) =
1

2
hij
[

(u · li)(u · lj)
(u · t)2

]
tµ − hij

[
(u · li)lµj
(u · t)

]
xν(1)χµν = t̃µ −

uµ
(u · t)

(B.9)

Using the two identities

hij = liµl
j
νχ

µν , liµl
ν
i = δµν − tµt̃ν , χµνuν = 0

we could further process the expression of xµ(1)

hij(u · li)(u · lj) = (u · t)2
(
t̃αχ

αβ t̃β

)
hij(li · u)lµj = (u · t)

[
−t̃νχµν + tµ

(
t̃αχ

αβ t̃β

)]
⇒ xµ(1) = −1

2

(
t̃αχ

αβ t̃β

)
tµ + t̃νχ

µν

(B.10)

2. Metric related:

hij(ρ = 0) = lµi l
ν
jχµν(r = 0)

hij(ρ = 0) = liµl
j
νχ

µν(r = 0)

χαβ = lαi l
β
j h

ij + xα(1)t
β + xβ(1)t

α

(B.11)

3. Geodesic related

tA∇AtB|ρ=0 = 0 ⇒ tαtµΓα,µν = 0 (B.12)
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4. Extrinsic curvatures

Kij = lµi l
ν
jKµν , K̄ij = lµi l

ν
j K̄µν

where

Kµν = −tαΓα,µν

K̄µν =
(
∂µt̃ν + ∂ν t̃µ

)
−
[
∂µuν + ∂νuµ

(u · t)

]
− ∂rχµν

(u · t)
− xα(1)Γα,µν

KijK̄
ij = −

[
χµ1µ2χν1ν2 −

(
χµ1µ2xν1(1)t

ν2 + χν1ν2xµ1(1)t
µ2
)]
Kµ1ν1K̄µ2ν2

(B.13)

C Boundary current in terms of fluid variables and ∂µφ

Simplifying Jµspace

We shall first show an identity tµKµν = 0

tµKµν =− tµtαΓα,µν

=− tµtα [∂µχνα + ∂νχµα − ∂αχµν ]

=− tµtα∂νχµα = −tµ∂ν [tαχµα] + tµχµα (∂νt
α) = 0

(C.1)

Now expanding DαKµν we find

DαKµν = ∂αKµν − χ̄θφ (Γφ,αµKθν + Γφ,ανKθµ) + tθ
(
Kθν∂µt̃α +Kθµ∂ν t̃α

)
(C.2)

The last term in the RHS of equation (C.2) will vanish as a consequence of the identity
(C.1). The second term in the RHS of (C.2) could be further simplified using the expansion
of χ̄θφ.

χ̄θφ (Γφ,αµKθν + Γφ,ανKθµ)

= χθφ (Γφ,αµKθν + Γφ,ανKθµ)

− bφtθ (Γφ,αµKθν + Γφ,ανKµθ)
+ bθ (KαµKθν +KανKµθ)−Btθ (KαµKθν +KανKµθ)

where bµ ≡ χµν t̃ν , B ≡ t̃µt̃νχµν

(C.3)

Here the term bθKθνKαµ is quadratic in the amplitude of the dynamics and therefore
is negligible within our approximation. The last two terms vanish if we apply the identity
(C.1). Hence it follows

DαKµν = ∂αKµν − χθφ (Γφ,αµKθν + Γφ,ανKθµ) +O
(
ε2
)

From ∂αKµν we can separate the fluid and non-fluid terms in the following way

∂αKµν = −eφ {(∂αnν1) Γν1,µν + nν1∂αΓν1,µν} − eφ (∂αφ)nν1Γν1,µν (C.4)
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Now for convenience we will write the expression for Jµspace as a sum of two terms

Jµspace = T1 + T2 (C.5)

with

T1 = −4α2 1√
g(b)

√
H√

tαtβg
(b)
αβ

(
χ̄γαχ̄µβ − χ̄γµχ̄αβ

)
(∂γKαβ)

T2 = 4α2 1√
g(b)

√
H√

tαtβg
(b)
αβ

(
χ̄γαχ̄µβ − χ̄γµχ̄αβ

)
χθφ (Γφ,γαKθβ + Γφ,γβKθα)

(C.6)

Now we use the identity of (C.1) to simplify the terms and (3.18) to separate the terms

[T1]fluid =4α2 1√
g(b)

√
H√

nαnβg
(b)
αβ

{(∂γnν1) Γν1,αβ + nν1∂γΓν1,αβ}
[

(χαα1∂α1L)
(
χββ1∂β1L

)
nγnµ

−
(
χββ1∂β1L

)
nµχγα − (χαα1∂α1L) (χγγ1∂γ1L)nβnµ + (χγγ1∂γ1L)nµχαβ + (χαα1∂α1L)nβχγµ

− χαβχγµ +
(
χββ1∂β1L

)
nαχγµ − (χαα1∂α1L)nγχµβ + χγαχµβ − (χγγ1∂γ1L)nαχµβ

+ (χµµ1∂µ1L)nγχαβ −
(
χββ1∂β1L

)
(χµµ1∂µ1L)nαnγ − (χµµ1∂µ1L)nβχγα

+ (χγγ1∂γ1L) (χµµ1∂µ1L)nαnβ + (χσ1σ2∂σ1L ∂σ2L)
(
nβnµχγα − nγnµχαβ − nαnβχγµ + nαnγχµβ

)]
(C.7)
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[T1]non−fluid = 4α2 1√
g(b)

√
H√

nαnβg
(b)
αβ

{(∂γφ)nν1Γν1,αβ}
[

(χαα1∂α1L)
(
χββ1∂β1L

)
nγnµ

−
(
χββ1∂β1L

)
nµχγα − (χαα1∂α1L) (χγγ1∂γ1L)nβnµ + (χγγ1∂γ1L)nµχαβ + (χαα1∂α1L)nβχγµ

− χαβχγµ +
(
χββ1∂β1L

)
nαχγµ − (χαα1∂α1L)nγχµβ + χγαχµβ − (χγγ1∂γ1L)nαχµβ

+ (χµµ1∂µ1L)nγχαβ −
(
χββ1∂β1L

)
(χµµ1∂µ1L)nαnγ − (χµµ1∂µ1L)nβχγα

+ (χγγ1∂γ1L) (χµµ1∂µ1L)nαnβ + (χσ1σ2∂σ1L ∂σ2L)
(
nβnµχγα − nγnµχαβ − nαnβχγµ + nαnγχµβ

)]
+ 4α2 1√

g(b)

√
H√

nαnβg
(b)
αβ

{(∂γφ)nν1Γν1,αβ + (∂γn
ν1) Γν1,αβ + nν1∂γΓν1,αβ}

[(
− L ∂α1L ∂β1φ

− L ∂β1L ∂α1φ+ L2 ∂α1φ ∂β1φ
)
nγnµχαα1χββ1 + L

(
χββ1∂β1φ

)
nµχγα −

(
− L ∂α1L ∂γ1φ

− L ∂γ1L ∂α1φ+ L2 ∂α1φ ∂γ1φ
)
nβnµχαα1χγγ1 − L (χγγ1∂γ1φ)nµχαβ − L (χαα1∂α1φ)nβχγµ

− L
(
χββ1∂β1φ

)
nαχγµ + L (χαα1∂α1φ)nγχµβ + L (χγγ1∂γ1φ)nαχµβ − L (χµµ1∂µ1φ)nγχαβ

−
(
− L ∂β1L ∂µ1φ− L ∂µ1L ∂β1φ+ L2 ∂β1φ ∂µ1φ

)
nαnγχββ1χµµ1 + L (χµµ1∂µ1φ)nβχγα

+
(
− L ∂γ1L ∂µ1φ− L ∂γ1φ ∂µ1L+ L2 ∂γ1φ ∂µ1φ

)
nαnβχγγ1χµµ1 −

(
L ∂σ1L ∂σ2φ

+ L ∂σ1φ ∂σ2L− L2 ∂σ1φ ∂σ2φ
)
χσ1σ2

(
nβnµχγα − nγnµχαβ − nαnβχγµ + nαnγχµβ

)]
(C.8)

[T2]fluid =4α2 1√
g(b)

√
H√

nαnβg
(b)
αβ

χθφ
[

(nσ3Γσ3,θβΓφ,γα + nσ4Γσ4,θαΓφ,γβ)

{
− (χαα1∂α1L)

(
χββ1∂β1L

)
nµnγ

+
(
χββ1∂β1L

)
nµχγα − (χγγ1∂γ1L)nµχαβ + χαβχγµ + (χαα1∂α1L)nγχµβ − χγαχµβ

− (χµµ1∂µ1L)nγχαβ + (χσ1σ2∂σ1L ∂σ2L)nγnµχαβ
}

+ (nσ4Γσ4,θα) Γφ,γβ

{
(χαα1∂α1L) (χγγ1∂γ1L)nβnµ − (χαα1∂α1L)nβχγµ + (χµµ1∂µ1L)nβχγα

− (χσ1σ2∂σ1L ∂σ2L)nβnµχγα
}

+ (nσ3Γσ3,θβ) Γφ,γα

{
−
(
χββ1∂β1L

)
nαχγµ + (χγγ1∂γ1L)nαχµβ

+ (χµµ1∂µ1L)
(
χββ1∂β1L

)
nαnγ − (χσ1σ2∂σ1L ∂σ2L)nαnγχµβ

}]
(C.9)
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[T2]non−fluid =4α2 1√
g(b)

√
H√

nαnβg
(b)
αβ

χθφ
[{ (

L ∂α1L ∂β1φ+ L ∂α1φ ∂β1L− L2 ∂α1φ ∂β1φ
)
nµnγχαα1χββ1

+ L
(
χγγ1∂γ1φ χ

αβ − χββ1∂β1φ χγα
)
nµ − L

(
χαα1∂α1φ χ

µβ
)
nγ

+ L
(
χµµ1∂µ1φ χ

αβ
)
nγ
}

(nσ3Γσ3,θβΓφ,γα + nσ4Γσ4,θαΓφ,γβ)

− nβnµ (nσ4Γσ4,θαΓφ,γβ)χαα1χββ1
(
L ∂α1L ∂γ1φ+ L ∂α1φ ∂γ1L− L2 ∂α1φ ∂γ1φ

)
+ L (nσ4Γσ4,θα) Γφ,γβ

{
(χαα1∂α1φ) nβχγµ − (χµµ1∂µ1φ)nβχγα

}
+ L (nσ3Γσ3,θβ) Γφ,γα

{
χββ1∂β1φ n

αχγµ − χγγ1∂γ1φ nαχµβ
}

−
(
L ∂β1L ∂µ1φ+ L ∂β1φ ∂µ1L− L2 ∂β1φ ∂µ1φ

)
nαnγχµµ1χββ1 (nσ3Γσ3,θβ) Γφ,γα

− χσ1σ2
(
L ∂σ1L ∂σ2φ+ L ∂σ1φ ∂σ2L− L2 ∂σ1φ ∂σ2φ

){
− (nσ4Γσ4,θα) Γφ,γβn

βnµχγα

− (nσ3Γσ3,θβ) Γφ,γαn
αnγχµβ + (nσ3Γσ3,θβΓφ,γα + nσ4Γσ4,θαΓφ,γβ)nγnµχαβ

}]
(C.10)

Simplifying Jµtime
In this section we will write down the intrinsic Ricci scalar as a sum of ‘fluid’ and ‘non-fluid’
terms.
Using the definition of K and ignoring the terms quadratic in the amplitude of dynamics,
we can write

R = (χ̄µ1ν1χ̄µ2ν2 − χ̄µ1ν2χ̄µ2ν1)

[
∂µ1Γν1,µ2ν2 − χα1α2Γα1,µ1ν1Γα2,µ2ν2 − bα1Γα1,µ1ν1Kµ2ν2 − bα2Γα2,µ2ν2Kµ1ν1

+ 2Kµ1ν1
(
∂µ2 t̃ν2

) ]
= T1 + T2 + T3 + T4 + T5

(C.11)

Now we use the identity of (C.1) to simplify the terms and (3.18) to separate the terms

[T1 + T2]fluid =

[
∂µ1Γν1,µ2ν2 − χα1α2Γα1,µ1ν1Γα2,µ2ν2

][
−
(
χµ2θ2∂θ2L

)
nν2χµ1ν1 +

(
χµ2θ2∂θ2L

)
nν1χµ1ν2

+
(
χµ1θ3∂θ3L

)
nν2χµ2ν1 −

(
χµ1θ3∂θ3L

)
nν1χµ2ν2 − χµ1ν2χµ2ν1 + χµ1ν1χµ2ν2

+
(
χαβ∂αL ∂βL

)
(nµ2nν2χµ1ν1 − nµ2nν1χµ1ν2 − nµ1nν2χµ2ν1 + nµ1nν1χµ2ν2)

−
(
χµ1θ3∂θ3L

)(
χν1θ4∂θ4L

)
nµ2nν2 +

(
χν1θ4∂θ4L

)(
χµ2θ2∂θ2L

)
nµ1nν2

+
(
χν1θ4∂θ4L

)
nµ2χµ1ν2 −

(
χν1θ4∂θ4L

)
nµ1χµ2ν2 +

(
χν2θ5∂θ5L

){(
χµ1θ3∂θ3L

)
nµ2nν1

−
(
χµ2θ2∂θ2L

)
nµ1nν1 − χµ1ν1nµ2 + χµ2ν1nµ1

}]
(C.12)
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[T1 + T2]non−fluid =

[
∂µ1Γν1,µ2ν2 − χα1α2Γα1,µ1ν1Γα2,µ2ν2

][
L
(
χµ2θ2∂θ2φ

)
(nν2χµ1ν1 − nν1χµ1ν2)

+ L
(
χµ1θ3∂θ3φ

)
(nν1χµ2ν2 − nν2χµ2ν1) + L

(
χν1θ4∂θ4φ

)
(nµ1χµ2ν2 − nµ2χµ1ν2)

+ {nµ2nν2χµ1ν1 − nµ2nν1χµ1ν2 − nµ1nν2χµ2ν1 + nµ1nν1χµ2ν2}
{
− L

(
χαβ∂αL ∂βφ

)
− L

(
χαβ∂αφ ∂βL

)
+ L2

(
χαβ∂αφ ∂βφ

)}
+ L

(
χµ1θ3∂θ3φ

)(
χν1θ4∂θ4L

)
nµ2nν2

+ L
(
χν1θ4∂θ4φ

)(
χµ1θ3∂θ3L

)
nµ2nν2 − L2

(
χµ1θ3∂θ3φ

)(
χν1θ4∂θ4φ

)
nµ2nν2

− L
(
χµ2θ2∂θ2φ

)(
χν1θ4∂θ4L

)
nµ1nν2 − L

(
χν1θ4∂θ4φ

)(
χµ2θ2∂θ2L

)
nµ1nν2

+ L2
(
χν1θ4∂θ4φ

)(
χµ2θ2∂θ2φ

)
nµ1nν2 − L

(
χν2θ5∂θ5φ

){
− nµ2χµ1ν1 + nµ1χµ2ν1

+
(
χµ1θ3∂θ3L

)
nµ2nν1 −

(
χµ2θ2∂θ2L

)
nµ1nν1 − L

(
χµ1θ3∂θ3φ

)
nµ2nν1

+ L
(
χµ2θ2∂θ2φ

)
nµ1nν1

}]
(C.13)

[T3]fluid =
(
χα1θ6∂θ6L

)
(nσ3Γσ3,µ2ν2) Γα1,µ1ν1

[(
χµ2θ2∂θ2L

)
nν1χµ1ν2 −

(
χµ1θ3∂θ3L

)
nν1χµ2ν2

−
(
χν1θ4∂θ4L

)
nµ1χµ2ν2 +

(
χν2θ5∂θ5L

)
nµ1χµ2ν1 + χµ1ν1χµ2ν2 − χµ1ν2χµ2ν1

+
(
χαβ∂αL ∂βL

)
nµ1nν1χµ2ν2 −

(
χµ2θ2∂θ2L

)(
χν2θ5∂θ5L

)
nµ1nν1

]
(C.14)

[T3]non−fluid =
(
χα1θ6∂θ6L

)
(nσ3Γσ3,µ2ν2) Γα1,µ1ν1

[
− L

(
χµ2θ2∂θ2φ

)
nν1χµ1ν2 + L

(
χν1θ4∂θ4φ

)
nµ1χµ2ν2

+ L
(
χµ1θ3∂θ3φ

)
nν1χµ2ν2 − L

(
χν2θ5∂θ5φ

)
nµ1χµ2ν1 −

(
L ∂αL ∂βφ+ L ∂αφ ∂βL

− L2 ∂αφ ∂βφ
)
χαβnµ1nν1χµ2ν2

]
− L

(
χα1θ6∂θ6φ

)
(nσ3Γσ3,µ2ν2) Γα1,µ1ν1

[
− L

(
χµ2θ2∂θ2φ

)
nν1χµ1ν2 + L

(
χν1θ4∂θ4φ

)
nµ1χµ2ν2

+ L
(
χµ1θ3∂θ3φ

)
nν1χµ2ν2 − L

(
χν2θ5∂θ5φ

)
nµ1χµ2ν1 −

(
L ∂αL ∂βφ+ L ∂αφ ∂βL

− L2 ∂αφ ∂βφ
)
χαβnµ1nν1χµ2ν2 +

(
χµ2θ2∂θ2L

)
nν1χµ1ν2 −

(
χµ1θ3∂θ3L

)
nν1χµ2ν2

−
(
χν1θ4∂θ4L

)
nµ1χµ2ν2 +

(
χν2θ5∂θ5L

)
nµ1χµ2ν1 + χµ1ν1χµ2ν2 − χµ1ν2χµ2ν1

+
(
χαβ∂αL ∂βL

)
nµ1nν1χµ2ν2 −

(
χµ2θ2∂θ2L

)(
χν2θ5∂θ5L

)
nµ1nν1

]
(C.15)
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[T4 + T5]fluid =nσ4Γσ4,µ1ν1

(
2∂µ2∂ν2L− χα2θ7∂θ7L Γα2,µ2ν2

)[
−
(
χαβ∂αL ∂βL

)
nµ2nν2χµ1ν1

+
(
χµ2θ2∂θ2L

)
nν2χµ1ν1 −

(
χµ1θ3∂θ3L

)
nν2χµ2ν1 −

(
χν1θ4∂θ4L

)
nµ2χµ1ν2

+
(
χν2θ5∂θ5L

)
nµ2χµ1ν1 +

(
χµ1θ3∂θ3L

)(
χν1θ4∂θ4L

)
nµ2nν2 + χµ1ν2χµ2ν1 − χµ1ν1χµ2ν2

]
(C.16)

[T4 + T5]non−fluid =nσ4Γσ4,µ1ν1

(
2∂µ2∂ν2L− χα2θ7∂θ7L Γα2,µ2ν2

)[
L
(
χαβ∂αφ ∂βL

)
nµ2nν2χµ1ν1

− L2
(
χαβ∂αφ ∂βφ

)
nµ2nν2χµ1ν1 + L

(
χαβ∂αL ∂βφ

)
nµ2nν2χµ1ν1

− L
(
χµ2θ2∂θ2φ

)
nν2χµ1ν1 + L

(
χµ1θ3∂θ3φ

)
nν2χµ2ν1 + L

(
χν1θ4∂θ4φ

)
nµ2χµ1ν2

− L
(
χν2θ5∂θ5φ

)
nµ2χµ1ν1 − L

(
χµ1θ3∂θ3φ

)(
χν1θ4∂θ4L

)
nµ2nν2

− L
(
χµ1θ3∂θ3L

)(
χν1θ4∂θ4φ

)
nµ2nν2 + L2

(
χµ1θ3∂θ3φ

)(
χν1θ4∂θ4φ

)
nµ2nν2

]
+ nσ4Γσ4,µ1ν1

(
− 2∂µ2φ ∂ν2L− 2∂µ2L ∂ν2φ− 2L ∂µ2∂ν2φ+ 2∂µ2φ ∂ν2φ

+ Lχα2θ7∂θ7φ Γα2,µ2ν2

)[
−
(
χαβ∂αL ∂βL

)
nµ2nν2χµ1ν1 +

(
χµ2θ2∂θ2L

)
nν2χµ1ν1

−
(
χµ1θ3∂θ3L

)
nν2χµ2ν1 −

(
χν1θ4∂θ4L

)
nµ2χµ1ν2 +

(
χν2θ5∂θ5L

)
nµ2χµ1ν1

+
(
χµ1θ3∂θ3L

)(
χν1θ4∂θ4L

)
nµ2nν2 + χµ1ν2χµ2ν1 − χµ1ν1χµ2ν2

+ L
(
χαβ∂αφ ∂βL

)
nµ2nν2χµ1ν1 − L2

(
χαβ∂αφ ∂βφ

)
nµ2nν2χµ1ν1

+ L
(
χαβ∂αL ∂βφ

)
nµ2nν2χµ1ν1 − L

(
χµ2θ2∂θ2φ

)
nν2χµ1ν1 + L

(
χµ1θ3∂θ3φ

)
nν2χµ2ν1

+ L
(
χν1θ4∂θ4φ

)
nµ2χµ1ν2 − L

(
χν2θ5∂θ5φ

)
nµ2χµ1ν1

− L
(
χµ1θ3∂θ3φ

)(
χν1θ4∂θ4L

)
nµ2nν2 − L

(
χµ1θ3∂θ3L

)(
χν1θ4∂θ4φ

)
nµ2nν2

+ L2
(
χµ1θ3∂θ3φ

)(
χν1θ4∂θ4φ

)
nµ2nν2

]
(C.17)
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