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Abstract

When Gaussian null coordinates are adapted to a Killing horizon, the near-horizon
limit is defined by a coordinate rescaling and then by taking the regulator parameter
ε to be small, as a way of zooming into the horizon hypersurface. In this coordinate
setting, it is known that the metric of a non-extremal Killing horizon in the near-
horizon limit is divergent, and it has been a common practice to impose extremality
in order to set the divergent term to zero. Although the metric is divergent, we
show for a class of Killing horizons that the vacuum Einstein’s equations can be
separated into a divergent and a finite part, leading to a well-defined minimal set
of Einstein’s equations one needs to solve. We extend the result to Einstein gravity
minimally coupled to a massless scalar field. We also discuss the case of Einstein
gravity coupled to a Maxwell field, in which case the separability holds if the Maxwell
potential has non-vanishing components only in the directions of the horizon spatial
cross section.
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Introduction

Killing horizons are a particular type of null hypersurfaces which geometrically capture
the event horizon of black holes [1]. To approach the event horizon more closely, one can
take a limit that focuses on the vicinity of the horizon itself, known as the near-horizon

limit. The geometry obtained after taking such limit is called near-horizon geometry.
Studying near-horizon geometries find useful applications in understanding and classifying
the rich structure of asymptotically flat black holes in dimensions higher than four [2, 3].
In particular ruling out certain near-horizon geometries (e.g. AdS3×S2) allows to exclude
the existence of certain black hole solutions (e.g. a black ring [4], respectively). Near-
horizon geometries of extremal horizons, i.e. with zero temperature, have been classified
in vacuum [5] and in other theories [6].

The problem of taking the near-horizon limit of a non-extremal Killing horizon is that
the metric becomes divergent – an issue which does not happen if the horizon is extremal,
as the metric remains finite in the limit. This is because the metric of a non-extremal
Killing horizon in Gaussian null coordinates is

ds2 = −rf̂du2 + 2dudr + 2rĥidudyi + γ̂ijdy
idyj

and the near-horizon limit consists in rescaling u → u/ε, r → εr, with ε → 0. Assuming
the metric components are analytic in r, extremality imposes the vanishing of the first
Taylor series coefficient of f̂ , and therefore the near-horizon limit is well defined.

In this paper we show that although in the non-extremal case the metric becomes
divergent, Einstein’s equations can be separated into a divergent and a finite part, and
the set of equations of motion one needs to solve do not show any divergent term. This
is different from a non-relativistic expansion of the metric, where one needs to consider
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the equations of motion at all orders in the expansion parameter [7]. Moreover the near-
horizon geometry of a non-extremal horizon is not strictly speaking a Newton-Cartan
geometry, as we shall comment in section 1.2.

The analysis performed here involves truncating the near-horizon metric by neglecting
small correction terms of higher order in ε, hence our results hold for a class of near-
horizon geometries where such approximation can be made. We shall further comment
on this in the conclusions.

This paper is structured as follows. In section 1.1 we give the definition of a Killing
horizon and take the near-horizon limit in the non-extremal case. In section 1.2 we discuss
whether the non-extremal Killing horizon in the near-horizon limit can be interpreted as a
Newton-Cartan geometry. In section 1.3 we show that the vacuum Einstein’s equations for
a non-extremal Killing horizon in the near-horizon limit admit a separation into divergent
and finite parts, leading to a well-defined minimal set of independent equations of motion
one needs to solve. In section 2.1 we extend the result of the previous section to Einstein’s
gravity minimally coupled to a massless scalar field. In section 2.2 we couple Einstein’s
gravity to a Maxwell field and discuss under which circumstances the result found in
vacuum still hold.

1 Vacuum non-extremal horizons

The theory considered in this section is pure Einstein gravity, with action

SEH =

∫

dDx
√−g R , (1.1)

where g = det(gµν), with gµν being the metric of the D-dimensional spacetime, and R its
Ricci scalar. We set the cosmological constant to zero, i.e. Λ = 0. In section 2 we shall
include matter fields, namely a Maxwell potential and a scalar field.

1.1 Definition of near-horizon limit

Let us assume the spacetime contains a Killing horizon, which geometrically describes the
event horizon of a black hole or a stack of branes in string theory. A Killing horizon H
is a hypersurface of codimension 1 which is: (i) null, and (ii) admits a Killing vector ξ,
which is null on H. Due to a result of Isenberg and Moncrief [8], see also [9, 10], one can
adapt null Gaussian coordinates, denoted by (u, r, yi), to a neighbourhood of the horizon,
such that the Killing vector ξ becomes

ξ =
∂

∂u
, (1.2)

the horizon H is located at r = 0, and the spacetime metric becomes

ds2 = −rf̂du2 + 2dudr + 2rĥidudyi + γ̂ijdy
idyj , (1.3)
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where f̂, ĥi, γ̂ij are a scalar, a 1-form and a symmetric rank 2 tensor respectively, which
depend only on (r, yi), due to the Killing symmetry ξ. The indices i, j, ... run from
1, ..., D − 2 and the coordinates yi span a codimension 2 manifold, denoted by S, fully
contained inside H. The manifold S is called the spatial cross section of the horizon, and
in this work we shall not make any assumption on it, with only exception in section 1.3.1.

To proceed further, a common assumption is that the metric components are analytic

in r. This allows us to Taylor expand them about the horizon at r = 0, i.e.

f̂(r, y) = f(y) + r∆(y) +O(r2)

ĥi(r, y) = hi(y) +O(r)

γ̂ij(r, y) = γij(y) +O(r) ,

(1.4)

A quantity associated with the metric which one may compute, which will become useful
later, is the surface gravity κ, defined by the general equation ∇µ(ξ

νξν)|H = −2κ ξµ. Since

ξµξµ = −rf̂ , we have

∂r(ξ
νξν)|r=0 = −f(y) =⇒ κ =

f

2
. (1.5)

If κ = 0, i.e. f = 0, the horizon is extremal and it has vanishing temperature, otherwise
it is non-extremal and it has non-zero temperature.

The near-horizon limit [11] of the metric (1.3) is performed by rescaling the coordinates

u → u

ε
, r → ε r , (1.6)

and by taking the limit ε → 0. Clearly the term rfdu2 diverges in such limit, and it is
a common practice to assume the horizon to be extremal, in order to set it identically
to zero. In this work we consider f to be a generic function of y, and we truncate the
metric expansion neglecting O(εn) terms, with n > 0, meaning that only the metric fields
considered in (1.4) will appear. Our analysis holds for a class of near-horizon geometries
compatible with this truncation.

1.2 Does the geometry become Newton-Cartan?

The metric (1.3) in the near-horizon limit takes a form which might resemble a Newton-
Cartan geometry. However here we show that strictly speaking this is not the case, due
to the degeneracy of the vielbein structure and the Ricci scalar behaviour.

The near-horizon rescaling brings the spacetime metric (1.3) in the form

ds2 = −c2τµνdx
µdxν +Hµνdx

µdxν +O(c−2) , (1.7)

where c ≡ ε−1/2, and

τµνdx
µdxν = rfdu2 ,

Hµνdx
µdxν = −r2∆du2 + 2dudr + 2rhidudyi + γijdy

idyj
(1.8)
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i.e. Hµν is what one would get in the extremal case. In order for the metric (1.7) to be
a Newton-Cartan geometry, one needs to find a Newton-Cartan data {τµ, mµ, eµ

a} such
that

τµτν = τµν , −2τ(µmν) + eµ
aeν

bδab = Hµν . (1.9)

and pseudo-inverses {τµ, eµa} such that

τµτµ = 1 , eµaeµ
b = δba ,

τµeµ
a = eµaτµ = 0 , τµτν + eµaeν

a = δνµ .
(1.10)

This is also equivalent of demanding that the relativistic vielbein Eµ
A for the horizon

metric (1.3) expands in large c as

Eµ
0 = cτµ +

1

c
mµ , Eµ

a = eµ
a , (1.11)

and its inverse as

Eµ
0 =

1

c
τµ − 1

c3
τµmντ

ν +O(c−5) ,

Eµ
a = eµa −

1

c2
τµmνe

ν
a +O(c−4) ,

(1.12)

where A = (0, a), and a = 1, ..., D − 1. However, by direct computation, one finds that
the system of equations above does not admit a solution.

Instead, the relativistic vielbein admits the following c-expansion

Eµ
0 = cτµ +

1

c
mµ , Eµ

1 =
1

c
nµ , Eµ

a = eµ
a , (1.13)

and its inverse

Eµ
0 =

1

c
τµ − 1

c3
τµmντ

ν +O(c−5) ,

Eµ
1 = cnµ − 1

c
τµmνn

ν +O(c−3)

Eµ
a = eµa −

1

c2
τµmνe

ν
a +O(c−4) ,

(1.14)

where a = 2, ..., D−1. The vielbeine {τµ, mµ, nµ, eµ
a} and their pseudo-inverses {τµ, nµ, eµa}

must satisfy the conditions

τµτµ = nµnµ = 1 , eµaeµ
b = δba , τµnµ = nµτµ = 0 ,

τµeµ
a = nµeµ

a = 0 , eµaτµ = eµanµ = 0 , τµτν + nµnν + eµaeν
a = δνµ .

(1.15)

A solution to the above system of equations is

τµdx
µ =

√

rfdu ,

mµdx
µ =

r3/2∆

2
√
f

du− dr√
rf

−
√

r

f
hidy

i ,

nµdx
µ = −r3/2∆

2
√
f

du+
dr√
rf

+

√

r

f
hidy

i ,

eµ
a = θi

aδiµ ,

(1.16)
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where θµ
a is the vielbein for the spatial cross section metric γij, and their pseudo-inverses

have non-vanishing components

τu =
1√
rf

, τ r =
r3/2∆

2
√
f

, nr =
√

rf , era = −rhiθ
i
a , eia = θia . (1.17)

This shows that one can engineer a c-expansion of the relativistic vielbein that leads to
the metric (1.7), and a solution is provided in (1.13), (1.16), (1.17). However such solution
introduces a new structure in the vielbein expansion, since the component Eµ

1 is required
to be subleading in large c. This is in contrast with the definition of Newton-Cartan
geometry, where Eµ

1 is finite at leading order.
For a Newton-Cartan geometry, the Ricci scalar expands in powers of c as

R = c2R(2) +R(0) +O(c−2) , (1.18)

where the divergent term is

R(2) = hµνhρσ∂[µτρ]∂[ντσ] , hµν ≡ eµae
ν
bδ

ab . (1.19)

This makes the Einstein-Hilbert action (1.1) divergent in the limit c → ∞. However, one
can couple to it a Maxwell field, with action

S = SEH + SMax , SMax = −1

4

∫

dDx
√−g FµνF

µν , Fµν ≡ 2∂[µAν] , (1.20)

and by fine-tuning the Maxwell field to the critical value

Aµ = cτµ , (1.21)

there is an exact cancellation between the divergent terms coming from R and F 2. The
determinant of the metric is also divergent, as it can be computed by using Sylvester’s
determinant identity,

− lim
c→∞

c−2g = − lim
c→∞

c−2
(D)

det
[

−c2τµτν +Hµν +O(c−2)
]

= − lim
c→∞

c−2
(D)

det(Hµν)
(1)

det
[

1− c2τµH
µντν +O(c−2)

]

=
(D)

det(Hµν) τµH
µντν , (1.22)

however it contributes with an overall c2 factor common to R and F 2, and therefore
irrelevant to the dynamics. The cancellation just described is the particle analogue of
the one that occurs for a string Newton-Cartan geometry coupled to a B-field [12]. Now,
there is no need to invoke such cancellation for the metric (1.7), since its determinant and
Ricci scalar are finite,

det(gµν) = −det(γij) , R = −2∆− 3

2
h2 + 2∇̃ih

i + R̃ , (1.23)
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and therefore the Einstein-Hilbert action is finite. Naively, one may think that because the
Einstein-Hilbert action does not diverge, the equations of motion should also not diverge.
This is not exactly the case, as it is well known that evaluating an action on a field
ansatz and subsequently deriving the equations of motion is not the same as deriving the
equations of motion first and evaluating them on a field ansatz1. It has been understood
that the later procedure is the one that gives a consistent answer. For non-extremal
horizons in vacuum, at first sight Einstein’s equations are in a mixed form of divergent
and finite pieces. However, as we show in the next section, it is possible to simplify them
in a way that the divergent and finite terms separate.

1.3 Einstein’s equations

Einstein’s equations in vacuum are Rµν = 0, and the Ricci tensor components for a
non-extremal Killing horizon are

Ruu = − r

2ε
(2fRur + hi∂if − ∇̃i∂

if) + r2∆2 +
3

2
r2∆h2 − 3

2
r2hi∂i∆

− r2∆∇̃ih
i +

r2

2
∇̃i∂

i∆+
r2

4
(dh)ij(dh)

ij , (1.24)

Rur = −∆− 1

2
h2 +

1

2
∇̃ih

i , (1.25)

Rui = − 1

2ε
∂if − r

2
h2hi − r(dh)ijh

j − r∂i∆+
r

2
hi∇̃jh

j − r

2
∇̃j(dh)

j
i , (1.26)

Rij = ∇̃(ihj) −
1

2
hihj + R̃ij , (1.27)

Rrr = Rri = 0 . (1.28)

At first sight it seems that divergent terms appear in the equations of motion. However
there is a better way of rewriting them. By using the contracted Bianchi identity evaluated
along the internal coordinates, i.e. ∇µR

µ
i =

1
2
∇iR, we find that

∂i∆ = ∆hi − 2hj∇̃[ihj] + ∇̃j∇̃[ihj] , (1.29)

which is the same expression one gets in the extremal case, i.e. it does not pick up
any divergent contribution. Then we impose the equation of motion Rur = 0, which
algebraically fixes ∆ in terms of the rest of the fields. By doing this, some Ricci tensor
components simplify to

Ruu = − r

2ε
(hi∂if − ∇̃i∂

if) , Rui = − 1

2ε
∂if . (1.30)

Therefore Einstein’s equations Rµν = 0 for non-extremal Killing horizons in the near-
horizon limit are equivalent to the following minimal set of conditions,

∆ = −1

2
h2 +

1

2
∇̃ih

i , (1.31a)

1This subtlety is also discussed in the context of classical string solutions in [13].
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R̃ij =
1

2
hihj − ∇̃(ihj) , (1.31b)

∂if = 0 . (1.31c)

Equations (1.31a) and (1.31b) are the minimal set of Einstein’s equations one would get
in the extremal case [5, 14]. Non-extremality requires to solve the additional equation
(1.31c), which is easily solved by any constant f . However Einstein’s equations do not fix
the value of the constant, which can be arbitrary. Since f is proportional to the surface
gravity κ, having a constant f is in agreement with the fact a stationary black hole has
constant surface gravity on the event horizon [15].

1.3.1 Applications

The result of the separation of divergent and finite parts of the Einstein’s equations find
an application in the context of classifying non-extremal near-horizon geometries. In the
extremal case, a classification was done in [5, 6] and a similar analysis can be applied to
the “non-extremal” equations (1.31).

A simple analysis can be done in D = 3, where the spatial cross section S is 1-
dimensional. In this case its Ricci tensor vanishes identically, and equation (1.31b) be-
comes

h′ =
1

2
h2 . (1.32)

Assuming that S has no boundary, which means S ∼= S1, one can integrate (1.32) over
the spatial cross section and get h = 0, implying also ∆ = 0. In the small ε (large c) limit,
the spacetime geometry is non-Lorentzian and characterised by the Hµν and τµν metrics
in (1.7), which in this case describe R

1,1 × S1 and R respectively2.
In D > 3, as pointed out for the extremal case in [5, 6], solving the near-horizon

Einstein’s equations in full generality is difficult. One approach consists in assuming
extra symmetry in order to reduce the near-horizon Einstein’s equations to a system of
ODEs, and therefore solvable. For instance, in D = 4 it suffices to assume the solution
has an additional U(1) symmetry, called axisymmetry, and in D > 4 axisymmetry is
replaced by U(1)D−3-rotational symmetries. In D = 4, there are uniqueness theorems
for vacuum near-horizon geometries which were proven when the cosmological constant
is vanishing, i.e. Λ = 0 [16, 17] and also when Λ 6= 0 [6, 18]. They state that any
axisymmetric extremal near-horizon geometry, non-static and with compact spatial cross
section, is isometric to the near-horizon geometry of the extremal Kerr or Kerr-(A)dS
black hole. An analogue result holds also in D = 5. It would be interesting to generalise
these uniqueness theorems to non-extremal horizons, which would involve solving the
near-horizon Einstein’s equations assuming sufficiently many rotational symmetries. This
would require first to include the higher corrections in ε to the near-horizon metric, as
needed to describe the near-horizon geometry of the non-extremal Kerr black hole.

2More precisely, τµν describes R at each non-zero fixed value of r.
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2 Non-extremal horizons with matter fields

2.1 Einstein-Dilaton theory

In this section we extend the result obtained in vacuum by including matter: a minimally
coupled massless scalar field. For this type of matter field, the simplification that decou-
ples the divergent and finite pieces of the equations of motion still occurs. Let us consider
the theory

SED =

∫

dDx
√
−g

(

R − 1

2
∂µφ̂∂

µφ̂

)

, (2.1)

and take the spacetime metric to be (1.7). We shall assume that the Killing vector ξ = ∂u
is also a symmetry for φ̂,

Lξφ̂ = 0 =⇒ ∂uφ̂ = 0 . (2.2)

Assuming φ̂ is analytic in r, we Taylor expand it around r = 0,

φ̂(r, y) = φ(y) +O(r) , (2.3)

where the higher order terms in r drop out in the near-horizon limit. The equations of
motion are

Rµν =
1

2
∂µφ̂∂νφ̂ , ∇µ∂

µφ̂ = 0 . (2.4)

By using (2.2), and the fact ∂rφ̂ = 0 in the near-horizon limit, the actual Einstein’s
equations one needs to solve are

Ruu = 0 , Rur = 0 , Rui = 0 , Rij =
1

2
∂iφ∂jφ . (2.5)

In addition, the scalar field equation reduces to

∇µ∂
µφ̂ = ∇̃i∂

iφ = 0 . (2.6)

Given this set of equations, one can repeat the same procedure done in the vacuum case to
eliminate the redundant equations of motion. In summary, the minimal set of equations
to solve for a non-extremal Killing horizon in Einstein-Dilaton theory are

∆ = −1

2
h2 +

1

2
∇̃ih

i , (2.7a)

R̃ij =
1

2
hihj − ∇̃(ihj) +

1

2
∂iφ∂jφ , (2.7b)

∂if = 0 , (2.7c)

∇̃i∂
iφ = 0 . (2.7d)

We find the analogous result of the vacuum case. Equations (2.7a),(2.7b),(2.7d) are the
minimal set of Einstein’s and scalar field equations one would get for an extremal near-
horizon geometry with a minimally coupled massless scalar field. Non-extremality gives
again equation (2.7c), which is solved by a constant f , in agreement with the result of [15].
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2.2 Einstein-Maxwell theory

The matter field considered in this section is a Maxwell potential. For a generic Maxwell
field, the trick that separates the divergent and the finite terms in the equations of motion
does not work in this case. However it is possible to impose some restrictions on the
Maxwell field considered, such that the separation still occurs.

We consider the theory

SEM =

∫

dDx
√
−g

(

R− 1

4
FµνF

µν

)

, (2.8)

where Fµν ≡ ∂µÂν − ∂νÂµ. We shall assume that the Killing vector ξ = ∂u is also a

symmetry for Âµ,

LξÂµ = 0 =⇒ ∂uÂµ = 0 . (2.9)

We assume the components of Âµ are analytic in r, and therefore expand them around
r = 0 as

Âu(r, y) = Bu(y) + rAu(y) +O(r2) ,

Âr(r, y) = Ar(y) +O(r) ,

Âi(r, y) = Ai(y) +O(r) ,

(2.10)

In the near-horizon limit, the 1-form Â gains a divergent term,

Â =

(

1

ε
Bu + rAu

)

du+ Aidy
i +O(ε) , (2.11)

which makes the field strength component Fui divergent as well. To guarantee finiteness
of the Maxwell action, we note that F 2 has divergent terms

F 2 = FrµFrνg
rrgµν + FuiFµνg

uµgiν + finite , (2.12)

and the necessary and sufficient condition to set the divergent terms to zero is to impose

Fri = 0 . (2.13)

However, as we shall see, the above condition, which guarantees finiteness of the action,
is not enough to separate the divergent and finite terms in the equations of motion.

The equations of motion are

Rµν =
1

2
FµρFνσg

ρσ − 1

4(D − 2)
gµνF

2 , ∇µFµν = 0 . (2.14)

The rr-component of the Einstein’s equations imposes the constraint

FrµFrνg
µν = 0 , (2.15)

which implies FriFrjγ
ij = 0 and therefore Fri = 0, as required by (2.13). Then the

ri-component of Einstein’s equations is automatically satisfied.
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The ur-component of Einstein’s equations fixes ∆ algebraically in terms of the other
fields,

∆ = −1

2
h2 +

1

2
∇̃ih

i − 1

2
F 2
ur +

1

4(D − 2)
F 2 , (2.16)

where we remind Fur and F 2 are finite. Then, by plugging the conditions found so far
inside the ui-component of the Einstein’s equations we get

1

2ε
∂if =

r

2
hiF

2
ur −

1

2
FuµFiνg

µν , (2.17)

where
FuµFiνg

µν = FurFiug
ur + FurFijg

rj + FukFijg
jk , (2.18)

which mixes divergent and finite terms. Therefore equation (2.17) couples divergent and
finite terms. Moreover, the uu-component of the Einstein’s equations gives

1

2

(r

ε
f + r2∆

)

F 2
ur +

r

2ε
(hi∂if − ∇̃i∂

if) +
1

2
FuµFuνg

µν = 0 , (2.19)

where
FuµFuνg

µν = FurFurg
rr + 2FurFuig

ri + FuiFujg
ij , (2.20)

which has terms of order ε−1 and ε−2. Since there is no ε−2 term from any other component
of the Einstein’s equations, it seems impossible to decouple the various orders of the
equations of motion.

A possible solution is to couple the non-extremal horizon geometry just to a Maxwell
field with non-zero components only in the spatial cross section, namely Âu = Âr = 0, and
only Âi is non-zero. In this way only Fij survives, and the equations of motion decouple
into divergent and finite parts. One can then repeat the similar procedure as done in the
vacuum case and arrive to the minimal set of independent equations of motion,

∆ = −1

2
h2 +

1

2
∇̃ih

i +
1

4(D − 2)
F 2 , (2.21a)

R̃ij =
1

2
hihj − ∇̃(ihj) +

1

2
FikFj

k − 1

4(D − 2)
γijF

2 , (2.21b)

∂if = 0 , (2.21c)

∇̃iFij = 0 , (2.21d)

(dh)ijF
ij = 0 . (2.21e)

From this we learn that when Einstein gravity is coupled to a Maxwell potential, with
non-vanishing components only in the directions of the spatial cross section, we obtain
the analogous result of the vacuum case. Equations (2.21a),(2.21b),(2.21d),(2.21e) are
the minimal set of Einstein’s and Maxwell equations one would get for an extremal near-
horizon geometry coupled to a Maxwell potential with non-vanishing components only in
the directions of the spatial cross section. Equation (2.21c), given by non-extremality, is
solved by a constant f , in agreement with the result of [15].
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3 Conclusions

In this paper we explored the question whether it is consistent to consider the near-horizon
limit of a non-extremal Killing horizon. We found a positive answer in vacuum and also
when a certain type of matter fields are coupled to gravity.

Taking the near-horizon limit of a non-extremal Killing horizon implies that one has
to deal with a divergent component of the metric guu = − r

ε
f+ finite. It is a common

practice in the literature to focus only on extremal horizons, such that the divergent term
is set to zero. In this paper we showed that for a class of non-extremal Killing horizons
in vacuum, the divergent and finite contributions to the Einstein’s equations of motion
decouple, and therefore it is not necessary to consider the equations of motion at all orders
in the parameter ε, as done in general in [7]. One just needs to solve a minimal set of
(finite) equations of motion, which consists in the equations of motion for an extremal
horizon, plus the equation ∂if = 0, which is solved for f = const. However Einstein’s
equations do not fix the value of such constant. This is in agreement with the fact a
stationary black hole has constant surface gravity on the event horizon [15].

We extended this result by including matter fields. When Einstein gravity is minimally
coupled to a massless scalar field, the divergent and finite parts of the equations of motion
can be separated, like in the vacuum case. However when gravity is coupled to a generic

Maxwell field, we did not find a way to fully decouple the divergent from the finite part
of the equations of motion, unless the Maxwell field is restricted to be non-vanishing only
in the directions of the spatial cross section.

In this work the spacetime metric expansion has been truncated at O(ε0), hence
the analysis presented holds for a class of near-horizon geometries compatible with such
truncation. Any higher order term in the metric may give a contribution to the O(ε−1) and
O(ε0) parts of the Ricci tensor, as in the definition of Christoffel symbols any divergent and
subleading term coming from the metric may combine together to produce finite results.
By a preliminary analysis, the metric terms that contribute to the O(ε−1) and O(ε0) parts
of the Ricci tensor are the one including up to O(ε2). It would be interesting in a future
work to repeat the analysis presented here by including these higher order corrections, and
perhaps use the result to investigate a non-extremal version of the uniqueness theorems
discussed in section 1.3.1.

It would be interesting to consider supersymmetric non-extremal Killing horizons [19],
e.g. the heterotic horizons [20,21]. For static black holes, it is known that when they are
supersymmetric they also are extremal, see e.g. [22]. It might be possible that the Killing
spinor equations are able to set f = 0.

Another interesting problem is about the bulk reconstruction of the non-extremal
near-horizon geometry. It would be interesting to consider radial deformations of the
non-extremal near-horizon geometry and check whether the radial moduli still satisfy
elliptic PDEs as in [23, 24], implying finiteness of the moduli space.
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Appendices

A Conventions

We take the metric in the “mostly plus” signature. The connection ∇ is the spacetime
Levi-Civita connection, while ∇̃ is the Levi-Civita connection of the horizon spatial cross
section S. Indices in S are contracted by using the spatial cross section metric γij, i.e.

AiBi ≡ AiBjγ
ij . (A.1)

We denote symmetrization of indices by round brackets (...) and anti-symmetrization by
square ones [...], including a 1/p! for p indices.

The metric for a non-extremal Killing horizon in the near-horizon limit has non-
vanishing components

guu = −r

ε
f − r2∆ , gur = 1 , gui = rhi , gij = γij , (A.2)

while its inverse is

gur = 1 , grr =
r

ε
f + r2(h2 +∆) , gri = −rhi , gij = γij . (A.3)

The Christoffel symbols have non-vanishing components

Γu
uu =

1

2ε
f + r∆ ,

Γi
uu = − r

2ε
fhi +

r

2ε
∂if − r2∆hi +

r2

2
∂i∆ ,

Γr
uu =

r

2ε2
f 2 +

3r2

2ε
∆f +

r2

2ε
fh2 − r2

2ε
hi∂if + r3∆2 + r3∆h2 − r3

2
hi∂i∆ ,

Γr
ur = − 1

2ε
f − r∆− r

2
h2 ,

Γi
ur =

1

2
hi ,
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Γu
ui = −1

2
hi ,

Γr
ri =

1

2
hi ,

Γr
ui = − r

2ε
fhi −

r

2ε
∂if − r2

2
h2hi −

r2

2
∆hi −

r2

2
(dh)ijh

j − r2

2
∂i∆ ,

Γj
ui =

r

2
hih

j +
r

2
(dh)i

j ,

Γr
ij = r∂(ihj) − rhkΓ̃i

k
j ,

Γj
ik =

1

2
γkℓ(∂iγℓj + ∂jγℓi − ∂ℓγij) ≡ Γ̃k

ij .

The Riemann tensor is defined as

Rρ
σµν = 2∂[µΓ

ρ
ν]σ + 2Γρ

[µ|λ|Γ
λ
ν]σ , (A.4)

and the Ricci tensor Rµν ≡ Rρ
µρν has non vanishing components

Ruu = − r

2ε
(2fRur + hi∂if − ∇̃i∂

if) + r2∆2 +
3

2
r2∆h2 − 3

2
r2hi∂i∆

− r2∆∇̃ih
i +

r2

2
∇̃i∂

i∆+
r2

4
(dh)ij(dh)

ij ,

Rur = −∆− 1

2
h2 +

1

2
∇̃ih

i ,

Rui = − 1

2ε
∂if − r

2
h2hi − r(dh)ijh

j − r∂i∆+
r

2
hi∇̃jh

j − r

2
∇̃j(dh)

j
i ,

Rij = ∇̃(ihj) −
1

2
hihj + R̃ij .
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