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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we revisit the null boundary gravitational charge in

the Newman-Penrose formalism with special emphasis on the charges from local

Lorentz transformations. We find that there is one more charge derived from the

local Lorentz transformation and the new charge is purely from the Holst term.

This reveals a remarkable fact that trivial terms which do not change classical

equations of motion can not only affect the boundary degrees of freedom through

their contributions to the boundary charges but also have their own rights to

create new boundary degrees of freedom.

1 Introduction

When spacetime equipped with a boundary, new degrees of freedom which reside on the

boundary should be added to the system of relevance. The boundary degrees of freedom

are labelled by boundary (surface) charges. The boundary charges are of importance for

gravitational theories. Because the energy or mass of gravitational theory is defined as

boundary charge at spatial [1] or null [2] infinity. Recently, there have been renewed

interests on first order description of gravitational theory, in which dual mass can be

formulated as boundary charges from the Holst term that added to the Palatini action [3,4].

Strictly speaking, the derivation in [3, 4] just reveals that the Holst term does contribute

to the boundary charge and its contribution is the dual mass studied previously in [5],

see also [6–9]. In first order formalism, the gauge symmetries of the gravitational theory

consist of both diffeomorphism and local Lorentz transformation [10–19]. It is shown

that the local Lorentz transformation is trivial in the sense that it does not have associated

charge from the Palatini action nor the Holst term [4]. Hence, the Holst term will not

arise any new boundary charge based the current investigations. Then, if the Holst term

can arise new boundary degree of freedom is not clear and it is precisely what we will

address in the present work.

In this paper, we study near horizon boundary charges in the context of Newman-

Penrose (NP) formalism. By relaxing the boundary conditions chosen in [20], we find that

the near horizon symmetry consists of near horizon supertranslations and superrotations
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from the horizon diffeomorphism and two independent Lorentz transformations. One

of the Lorentz transformation is equivalent to the Weyl scaling of the horizon discussed

in [21]. The other is a complex rotation of the null basis which generates completely new

near horizon symmetry. We work out the boundary charges. Interestingly, the boundary

charge of the complex rotation is only from the Holst term. So the complex rotation is

a trivial gauge transformation in the usual sense in the theory determined by the Palatini

action. This is a remarkable example in the sense that trivial residual gauge symmetry

can be made large when trivial terms are added to the action. In total, there can be

five charges defined on a three dimensional null hypersurface. The charge algebras for

the Holst term are also derived. There is a non-trivial 2-cocycle term between the near

horizon supertranslation and the complex rotation. The 2-cocycle term is field dependent

which depends on the area of the horizon. If the boundary charges are related to physical

observables, our derivations, the new charge and charge algebras, reveal the observational

effect from trivial terms. This can serve as a criterion to fix the trivial or boundary terms

in the action. It is worthwhile to emphasize that the new perspective of the present work

is not about the Lorentz charges but to show that Holst term will arise new boundary

degree of freedom, namely new boundary charges can not be seen from the Palatini action.

Relevant studies on Lorentz charges can be seen, for instance, in [14, 22–25].

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we specify our gauge and

boundary conditions and work out the corresponding residual gauge transformations, near

horizon solution space and transformation laws of the near horizon fields. In section 3,

we derive the boundary charges from the Palatini action. The main point of this section

is to show that there is no charge associated to the new near horizon symmetry, i.e.,

the complex rotation. In section 4, we compute the boundary charges and charge algebras

from the Holst term. The last section is devoted to discussions and outlooks of our results.

2 Null boundary symmetries and solution space

In this section we will work out the null boundary symmetries and solution space in

the NP formalism [26]. We follow precisely [20] for the conventions. The Newman-Unti

gauge [27] is adopted for the null basis and spin coefficients. In the retarded stereographic

coordinates pu, r, z, z̄q, the null basis are chosen as

n “
B

Bu
` U

B

Br
` XA B

BxA
,

l “
B

Br
,

m “ ω
B

Br
` LA B

BxA
,

(1)

2



where A “ pz, z̄q and U,XA, ω, LA are arbitrary functions of all coordinates. Corre-

spondingly, the spin coefficients have the following simplifications,

π “ κ “ ǫ “ 0, ρ “ ρ̄, τ “ ᾱ ` β. (2)

The line element can be then written as

ds2 “ ´2pU ´ ωω̄qdu2 ` 2dudr

` gAB

“

dxA ` pLAω̄ ` L̄Aω ´ XAqdu
‰ “

dxB ` pLBω̄ ` L̄Bω ´ XBqdu
‰

, (3)

where gAB “ ´LAL̄B ´ L̄ALB and LAL
A “ 0, LAL̄

A “ ´1. The boundary conditions

are chosen as

U “ Oprq, ω “ Oprq, ν “ Oprq,

Lz “ Oprq, XA “ Oprq, Imrµs “ Oprq, λ “ Oprq.
(4)

The only relaxation compared to [20] is that we remove the condition ImrLz̄s “ Oprq. It

seems that the difference is minor. But the consequence is significant and very remarkable

as we will show in the next pages. We postpone commenting on other relaxation for the

gauge and boundary conditions after null boundary symmetries.

The gauge transformation in first order formalism is a combination of a diffeomor-

phism and a local Lorentz transformation. The gauge transformations of the tetrad and

the spin connection are given by

δξ,ωea
µ “ ξνBνea

µ ´ Bνξ
µea

ν ` ωa
beb

µ,

δξ,ωΓabc “ ξνBνΓabc ´ eµc Bµωab ` ωa
dΓdbc ` ωb

dΓadc ` ωc
dΓabd.

(5)

The residual gauge transformation that preserved the gauge and boundary conditions are

explicitly determined by the symmetry parameters fpu, z, z̄q, Y pzq, Ȳ pz̄q which generate

a horizon diffeomorphism, and Λpu, z, z̄q which generates a complex Lorentz transfor-

mation. Note that Λpu, z, z̄q is purely imaginary, i.e., Λ “ ´Λ. For notational brevity,

we will not involve Λ. But a minus sign should be understood when taking the complex

conjugate of terms with Λ. The precise forms of the residual gauge transformations are

ξu “ f, ξA “ Y A ` BBf

ż r

0

dr1rLAL̄B ` L̄ALBs,

ξr “ ´Bufr ` BAf

ż r

0

dr1rωL̄A ` ω̄LA ´ XAs,

and

ω12 “ Buf ` BAfX
A, ω13 “ ´BAf

ż r

0

dr1rλLA ` µL̄As,

ω23 “ L̄ABAf, ω34 “ Λ ` BAf

ż r

0

dr1rpᾱ ´ βqL̄A ´ pα ´ β̄qLAs.
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The constant order in ξr is set to be zero by hand which fixes the r “ 0 null hypersurface

to be the boundary. Alternatively, one can consider that the existence of a boundary at

r “ 0 breaks the translational invariance along r direction [21, 28].

By removing the conditions in the second line of (4), one can obtain that Y z and Y z̄

are arbitrary functions on the null boundary which will recover the full horizon diffeo-

morphism in [21]. Correspondingly, such choice will significantly enhance the solution

space. Since we mainly focus on new symmetries and charges in the present work, we

will deal with the restricted case with independent Lorentz transformation which can not

be seen from metric formalism. For the Lorentz part, one can relax some boundary con-

ditions, i.e., only setting U ´ ωω̄ “ Oprq, to save the integration constants in ω13 and

ω14. Such choice will enhance the solutions space and asymptotic symmetries. But we

have checked that the enhanced symmetries do not arise any new charge. So we con-

sider the enhanced symmetries trivial and the solution space is enhanced by trivial gauge

transformation. Alternatively, one can absorb the enhanced fields from the solution space

by changing of slicing at the charge level [29–31]. We just impose stronger boundary

conditions here to eliminate those redundancies. One can also enhance the symmetries

by removing the gauge condition τ “ α ` β. In such case, the null base vector l is pro-

portional to the gradient of a scalar field. Consequently, one can obtain an independent

Lorentz transformation from ω12, namely replacing Buf in ω12 and ξr by an independent

parameter ω12
0

. Clearly, this new symmetry is a Weyl scaling of the null boundary as

discussed in the metric formalism in [21]. All in all, the only non-trivial Lorentz transfor-

mation in the current setup is from Λ. For simplicity, we will work in the simplest case

but with full independent Λ which is from the boundary conditions we choose in (4).

If the symmetry parameters depend on the fields, one can use an adjusted Lie bracket

which can subtract the changes in the symmetry transformation due to the variation of the

fields [32–34]. The adjusted bracket in the NP formalism is defined in [17]. The adjusted

bracket is

rδξ1,ω1
, δξ2,ω2

sφα “ δξ̂,ω̂φ
α,

ξ̂µ “ rξ1, ξ2s
µ ´ δξ1,ω1

ξ
µ
2 ` δξ2,ω2

ξ
µ
1 ,

pω̂qa
b “ ξ1

ρBρω2a
b ` ω1a

cω2c
b ´ δξ1,ω1

ω2a
b ´ p1 Ø 2q,

(6)

where φα denotes an arbitrary field. The near horizon symmetry characterized by the pa-

rameters pξrf, Y As, ωrΛ, f, Y Asq realize a symmetry algebra anywhere in the near horizon

region with the adjusted bracket as

ξ̂ “ ξrf̂ , Ŷ As, ω̂ “ ωrΛ̂, f̂ , Ŷ As,

f̂ “ Y A
1 BAf2 ` f1Buf2 ´ p1 Ø 2q,

Ŷ A “ Y B
1

BBY
A
2

´ Y B
2

BBY
A
1
,

Λ̂ “ f1BuΛ2 ` Y A
1

BAΛ2 ´ p1 Ø 2q.

(7)
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In particular, the symmetries form an algebra with the standard Lie bracket when f , Y A

and Λ are field independent on the horizon.

First order formalism is particularly adorable for computing near horizon boundary

charges. Because the leading order charge only involves the leading order fields. All

the leading order fields are integration constants which are free data. Hence it is not

necessary to solve the radial NP equations for deriving the near horizon charges. For

completeness, we work out the subleading order solutions of the radial equations which

could be useful for computing the subleading near horizon charges. The solutions in near

horizon expansion are

Ψ0 “ Ψ0

0
` Ψ1

0
r ` Opr2q, (8)

ρ “ ρ0 ` pρ2
0

` σ0σ0qr ` Opr2q, (9)

σ “ σ0 ` p2ρ0σ0 ` Ψ0

0qr ` Opr2q, (10)

Lz “ P̄ σ0r ` Opr2q, (11)

Lz̄ “ P ` Pρ0r ` Opr2q, (12)

Lz “ ´
1

P̄
`

ρ0

P̄
r ` Opr2q, (13)

Lz̄ “
σ0

P
r ` Opr2q, (14)

α “ α0 ` pα0ρ0 ` β0σ0qr ` Opr2q, (15)

β “ β0 ` pα0σ0 ` β0ρ0 ` Ψ0

1
qr ` Opr2q, (16)

ω “ ´pα0 ` β0qr ` Opr2q, (17)

τ “ τ0 ` pρ0τ0 ` σ0τ 0 ` Ψ0

1qr ` Opr2q, (18)

Ψ1 “ Ψ0

1
` Ψ1

1
r ` Opr2q, Ψ1

1
“ 4ρ0Ψ

0

1
` ðΨ0

0
, (19)

Xz “ P̄ τ0r ` Opr2q, (20)

µ “ µ0 ` pµ0ρ0 ` Ψ0

2qr ` Opr2q, µ0 “ µ0, (21)

λ “ µ0σ0r ` Opr2q, (22)

Ψ2 “ Ψ0

2
` Ψ1

2
r ` Opr2q, Ψ1

2
“ 3ρ0Ψ

0

2
` ðΨ0

1
, (23)

γ “ γ0 ` pα0τ0 ` β0τ 0 ` Ψ0

2qr ` Opr2q, (24)

U “ ´pγ0 ` γ0qr ` Opr2q, (25)

Ψ3 “ Ψ0

3
` Ψ1

3
r ` Opr2q, Ψ1

3
“ 2ρ0Ψ

0

3
` ðΨ0

2
, (26)

ν “ pλ0τ0 ` µ0τ 0 ` Ψ0

3qr ` Opr2q, (27)

Ψ4 “ Ψ0

4
` Ψ1

4
r ` Opr2q, Ψ1

4
“ ρ0Ψ

0

4
` ðΨ0

3
, (28)

where quantities with subscript 0 are integration constants of the radial differential equa-

tions. The “ð” operator is defined as

ðηs “ PBz̄η
s ` 2sα0ηs,

ðηs “ P̄Bzη
s ´ 2sα0ηs,
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where s is the spin weight of the field η. The spin weights of relevant fields are listed in

Table 1.

Table 1: Spin weights

ð Bu γ0 ν0 µ0 σ0 λ0 Ψ0
4

Ψ0
3

Ψ0
2

Ψ0
1

Ψ0
0

s 1 0 0 ´1 0 2 ´2 ´2 ´1 0 1 2

The integration constants are constrained as 1

µ0 “ ´
1

2
Bu lnPP̄ , (29)

α0 “
1

2
pτ 0 ` P̄Bz lnP q, (30)

β0 “
1

2
pτ0 ´ PBz̄ ln P̄ q, (31)

γ0 “
1

4
Bu ln

P

P̄
´

1

2
µ0 ´

1

2
Bu lnµ0, (32)

Ψ0

4 “ 0, (33)

Ψ0

3
“ ðµ0 ` µ0pα0 ` β0q, (34)

Ψ0

2
“ µ0ρ0 ` α0α0 ` β0β0 ´ 2α0β0 ´ PBz̄α0 ` P̄Bzβ0, (35)

Ψ0

1 “ α0ρ0 ` α0σ0 ` β0ρ0 ` σ0β0 ´ ðρ0 ` ðσ0, (36)

Buτ0 “ 2ðγ0 ` 2pγ0 ´ γ0 ´ µ0qα0 ´ 2ðµ0 ´ 2µ0τ0 ´ BupPBz̄ ln P̄ q, (37)

Buρ0 “ ρ0pγ0 ` γ0q ´ µ0ρ0 ` ðτ0 ´ Ψ0

2
, (38)

Buσ0 “ ðτ0 ´ 2τ 20 ´ µ0σ0 ` p3γ0 ´ γ0qσ0. (39)

BuΨ
0

0
´ 4γ0Ψ

0

0
` µ0Ψ

0

0
“ ðΨ0

1
´ 6τ0Ψ

0

1
` 3σ0Ψ

0

2
. (40)

Our solution space is a subset of the one in [21]. To recover our solution space, one just

needs to set the fields in [21] as

U
A Ñ 0, η Ñ 1, Ω Ñ

1

PP̄
, γzz̄ Ñ ´1, γzz Ñ 0. (41)

and

κ Ñ ´pγ0 ` γ0q, Υz Ñ
2τ0

P
. (42)

Other simplifications of [21] in this case are

Dv “ Bv, Θl “ Bv ln Ω Ñ 2µ0, NAB “ 0,

Γ “ ´2κ ` Bv ln Ω ` Bv ln η “ 2pγ0 ` γ0q ` 2µ0.
(43)

1Anther possibility is that µ0 “ 0 and γ0 “ γ
0

is an arbitrary function.
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Those relations will be useful later to compare our charge with the one in [21].

Acting the residual gauge transformation on the near horizon fields yields their trans-

formation laws as

δξ,ω
1

P
“ fBu

1

P
` Y ABA

1

P
` Bz̄Y

z̄ 1

P
´ Λ

1

P
, (44)

δξ,ω lnP “ fBu lnP ` Y ABA lnP ´ Bz̄Y
z̄ ` Λ, (45)

δξ,ω
1

PP̄
“ fBu

1

PP̄
` Y ABA

1

PP̄
` BAY

A 1

PP̄
, (46)

δξ,ωµ0 “ fBuµ0 ` Y ABAµ0 ` Bufµ0, (47)

δξ,ωγ0 “ fBuγ0 ` Y ABAγ0 ` Bufγ0 ´
1

2
pB2

uf ` BuΛq, (48)

δξ,ωτ0 “ fBuτ0 ` Y ABAτ0 ` Λτ0 ` 2ðfγ0 ´ Bupðfq. (49)

δξ,ω
τ0

P
“ fBu

τ0

P
` Y ABA

τ0

P
` Bz̄Ȳ

τ0

P
` 2Bz̄fγ0 ´ Bu lnPBz̄f ´ BuBz̄f. (50)

δξ,ωρ0 “ fBuρ0 ` Y ABAρ0 ´ Bufρ0 ` ðfτ 0 ` ðfτ0 ´ PP̄BzBz̄f. (51)

δξ,ωσ0 “ fBuσ0 ` Y ABAσ0 ` 2Λσ0 ´ Bufσ0 ` 3ðfτ0 ´ ð
2f. (52)

3 Near horizon charges from Palatini action

In this section, we will compute the boundary charge for the Palatini action. The Palatini

Lagrangian in the form language is

LPa “
1

32πG
ǫabcdR

ab ^ ec ^ ed, (53)

where Rab “ dΓab ` Γac ^ Γc
b is the curvature two form. The boundary charge from this

Lagrangian is defined by2

δ{HPa “
1

32πG
ǫabcd

ż

BΣ

rδpiξΓabec ^ edq ´ iξpδΓab ^ ec ^ edq ´ δpωabec ^ edqs , (54)

where BΣ can be any constant-u two surface on the horizon to evaluate the boundary

charge. Inserting the solutions and the symmetry parameters yields

δ{HPa “
1

8πG

ż

BΣ

dzdz̄

„

δ

ˆ

Buf

P P̄
´ Y z 1

PP̄

τ 0

P̄
´ Y z̄ 1

PP̄

τ0

P

˙

´ pγ0 ` γ0qδ
f

P P̄
´ f

ˆ

2

PP̄
δµ0 ` µ0δ

1

PP̄

˙ 

. (55)

This charge matches the one in [21] explicitly using the relations in Section 2. Since our

charge only recovers a subset of the charge in [21], we will not repeat the charge algebra

2When the symmetry parameters are field independent, this expression will recover the one derived

in [4].
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or the balance relations. Nevertheless, the main motivation of this section is to show that

the Lorentz transformation characterized by the symmetry parameter Λ does not have its

associated charge from the Palatini action.

4 Near horizon charges from Holst term

The Holst term can be considered as the dual of the Palatini Lagrangian. The explicit

form is

LH “
it

16πG
Rab ^ ea ^ eb, (56)

where t is the Holst term parameter. Though the Holst term is not a boundary term, it

does not affect the equations of motion from the Palatini action [4, 16]. The boundary

charge derived from the Holst term is [4]

δ{HH “
it

16πG

ż

BΣ

“

δpiξΓ
abea ^ ebq ´ iξpδΓ

ab ^ ea ^ ebq ´ δpωabea ^ ebq
‰

. (57)

Inserting the near horizon solutions and symmetries, the near horizon Holst charge reads

δ{HH “
it

8πG

ż

BΣ

dzdz̄

"

δ

„

Y z̄

PP̄

ˆ

α0 ´ β0

P

˙

´
Y z

PP̄

ˆ

α0 ´ β0

P̄

˙

´
Λ

PP̄



´ pγ0 ´ γ0qδ
f

P P̄
` f

µ0

P 2P̄ 2
pP̄ δP ´ PδP̄ q

*

. (58)

Considering f field independent and using the relations of the solution space, the charge

can be rewritten as

δ{HH “
it

8πG

ż

BΣ

dzdz̄

„

δ

ˆ

Y z̄

PP̄
Bz̄ ln P̄ ´

Y z

PP̄
Bz lnP ´

Λ

PP̄

˙

`
f

P P̄

`

Bu lnPδ ln P̄ ´ Bu ln P̄ δ lnP
˘



. (59)

Clearly, the Lorentz transformation has its own charge from the Holst term. Non-trivial

boundary conditions bring boundary degrees of freedom which are labelled by boundary

charges. Here, we provide a precise example that trivial terms which do not modify the

local equations of motion will not only affect the boundary degrees of freedom via their

modification to the boundary charges but will also increase new boundary degrees of

freedom. Moreover, this new charge can not be seen from metric formalism. There will

be one more charge than the generic analysis in metric formalism in four dimensions [21],

namely five boundary charges on the three dimensional null boundary.

In general, the surface charge of a theory may not be integrable. One can use the

Barnich-Troessaert prescription [33] to split the charge into an integrable part and a flux

part,

δ{Hpξ,ωq “ δHI
pξ,ωq ` Fpξ,ωqpδφ

α;φαq, (60)
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such that the surface charges satisfy the modified bracket3

δpξ2,ω2qH
I
pξ1,ω1q ` Fpξ2,ω2qpδpξ1,ω1qφ

α;φαq :“ tHI
pξ1,ω1q,H

I
pξ2,ω2quMB

tHI
pξ1,ω1q,H

I
pξ2,ω2quMB “ HI

pξ̂,ω̂q
` Kpξ1,ω1q,pξ2,ω2q,

(61)

where the parameters pξ̂, ω̂q are defined from the adjusted bracket of the symmetries and

Kpξ1,ω1q,pξ2,ω2q is the possible 2-cocycle term. We choose the integrable part of the Holst

charge (59) as

H
I
H “

it

8πG

ż

BΣ

dzdz̄

ˆ

Y z̄

PP̄
Bz̄ ln P̄ ´

Y z

PP̄
Bz lnP ´

Λ

PP̄

˙

, (62)

while the flux part as

FH “
it

8πG

ż

BΣ

dzdz̄
f

P P̄

`

Bu lnPδ ln P̄ ´ Bu ln P̄ δ lnP
˘

. (63)

The modified algebra yields the following 2-cocycle term

KH pξ1,ω1q,pξ2,ω2q “
it

8πG

ż

BΣ

dzdz̄
1

PP̄
pf1BuΛ2 ´ f2BuΛ1q . (64)

A total derivative term BAY
A has been dropped when verifying the charge algebra where

Yz “ i
`

Y z̄
1 Bz̄ ln P̄ ´ Y z

1 Bz lnP
˘ Y z

2

PP̄
´ iΛ1

Y z
2

PP̄
´ i

f2Bu lnP

PP̄
Y z
1 ,

Y z̄ “ i
`

Y z̄
1

Bz̄ ln P̄ ´ Y z
1

Bz lnP
˘ Y z̄

2

PP̄
´ iΛ1

Y z̄
2

PP̄
` i

f2Bu ln P̄

P P̄
Y z̄
1
,

(65)

and the imaginary unit is from the coupling. One can prove that the 2-cocycle term (64)

satisfies the suitably generalized cocycle condition

KH rpξ1,ω1q,pξ2,ω2qs,pξ3,ω3q ` δ3KH pξ1,ω1q,pξ2,ω2q ` cyclicp1, 2, 3q “ 0, (66)

up to a total derivative term

BA

ˆ

i
1

PP̄
f1BuΛ2Y

A
3

´ i
1

PP̄
f3BuΛ2Y

A
1

˙

` cyclicp1, 2, 3q. (67)

The boundary charge algebra yields the balance equation for the Holst charges as

B

Bu
H

I
H “ δ B

Bu

H
I
H ` H

I
H pBuξ,BuΛq “ ´FH B

Bu

pδpξ,ωqφ
α;φαq ` KH pξ,ωq,p B

Bu
,0q, (68)

which can be verified directly using (45) and its complex conjugate. The non-conservation

of the charges is induced by the flux going through the horizon which is characterized by

the unconstrained u-dependence of P and P̄ .

3Note that the definition of the modified charge algebra is slightly different from the original proposal

in [33]. Because we used a different notation for the transformation law of the fields. Correspondingly, the

generalized cocycle condition of the 2-cocycle term is also different.
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5 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we study the near horizon boundary charges in the NP formalism. We

find that there is one new charge from the Holst term that is associated to the Lorentz

transformation. The new charge can not be seen from the metric formalism. Hence, we

have formulated a boundary system that has one more charge than the one in [21]. Inter-

estingly, the contribution to the boundary charge from the Holst term can be equivalently

obtained from the freedom in the definition of boundary charges [9] in the covariant phase

space formalism [35,36]. More precisely, the symplectic potential from the Holst term is

θH “
it

16πG
δΓab ^ ea ^ eb. (69)

On-shell (vanishing of the torsion), this symplectic potential can be written as

θH “
it

16πG
d pδea ^ eaq , (70)

which is precisely a Y-freedom in the definition of symplectic form. Hence, we have

shown a precise example that whether or not a residual gauge transformation is trivial is,

to our surprise, relevant to the freedom in the definition of the boundary charges. Alter-

natively, this can provide a criterion to fix the freedom in the definition of the boundary

charges.

There are several extensions and applications of our results. We mention some of

them for future directions.

• A similar analysis can be performed on a casual boundary. Naturally, one would

expect that there should be more charges derived in that case [37] in particular from

Lorentz transformations.

• Boundary degrees of freedom from null hypersurface admit a thermodynamical de-

scription [38]. What is the thermodynamical description of the new Lorentz charge

is a very interesting question that needs to be addressed elsewhere.

• The 2-cocycle term of the charge algebra has horizon area dependence. It may

be relevant to the investigation of the microscopic origin of black hole entropy

following the line of [39, 40].
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