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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 [314]].
Strictly speaking, the derivation in [3,14]] just reveals that the Holst term does contribute
to the boundary charge and its contribution is the dual mass studied previously in [3]],
see also [6H9]]. In first order formalism, the gauge symmetries of the gravitational theory
consist of both diffeomorphism and local Lorentz transformation [I0-19]. 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 sectiond], 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 is adopted for the null basis and spin coefficients. In the retarded stereographic
coordinates (u, r, z, Z), the null basis are chosen as
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where A = (z,z) and U, X#,w, L* are arbitrary functions of all coordinates. Corre-
spondingly, the spin coefficients have the following simplifications,

T=rk=€=0, p=p, T=0a+/p. (2)

The line element can be then written as

ds®> = —2(U — ww)du® + 2dudr
+ gap [da? + (LY@ + L'w — XY)du] [d2” + (LP® + LPw — XP)du], (3)

where g4 = —LaLp — LyLg and LyL* = 0, L,L* = —1. The boundary conditions
are chosen as

U=0(r), w=0(r), v=0(r), @
)7

L =0(r), X*=0(@), Im[u]=0(), I=O0().

The only relaxation compared to [20] is that we remove the condition Im[L?] = O(r). 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

e wea = €70 e, — 0,1 e,” + w.ley,

(&)

d d d
5§,wrabc = Suaurabc - egauwab + Wq dec + Whp 1—‘adc + We Fabd~

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

explicitly determined by the symmetry parameters f(u, z, z), Y (z), Y (2) which generate
a horizon diffeomorphism, and A(u, z, Z) which generates a complex Lorentz transfor-
mation. Note that A(u, 2, Z) is purely imaginary, i.e., A = —A. For notational brevity,
we will not involve A. But a minus sign should be understood when taking the complex
conjugate of terms with A. The precise forms of the residual gauge transformations are

g=f A=Y+ 0p ffor dr'[LALP + LALP],
£ = —0ufr+ 0af L dr'[wLl? + oL — X1,
and
w2 = Ouf + oaf X4, W =—ouf L dr'[A\L* + L4,
w? = LA04f, W =A+0af L dr'[(a — B)LA — (a — B)LA].
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The constant order in £ is set to be zero by hand which fixes the » = 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 (), one can obtain that Y* and Y~*
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-

13 and

ditions, i.e., only setting U — ww = O(r), to save the integration constants in w
w'?. 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 7 = @ + (3. In such case, the null base vector [ is pro-
portional to the gradient of a scalar field. Consequently, one can obtain an independent
Lorentz transformation from w'2, namely replacing J, f in w'? and £” by an independent
parameter w}?. 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 A. For simplicity, we will work in the simplest case
but with full independent A which is from the boundary conditions we choose in ().

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 . The adjusted bracket in the NP formalism is defined in [17]. The adjusted

bracket is

[0y w15 0202 |07 = 0,07

& = [, &) — 0ey & + 0 nl (6)

(@)ab = €1papw2ab + wlaCWZCb — 551,w1w2ab — (1< 2),
where ¢® denotes an arbitrary field. The near horizon symmetry characterized by the pa-
rameters (£[ f, YA], w[A, f, Y*]) realize a symmetry algebra anywhere in the near horizon
region with the adjusted bracket as

é:S[f)YAL a]:w[]\’f’i/A]’
f=Y{0ufs+ froufo— (1= 2),
}A/A _ Y*IB('/)BYéA - }/*23('/331/{47

A = f1ouhy + Y0405 — (1 2).

(7)
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In particular, the symmetries form an algebra with the standard Lie bracket when f, Y4
and A 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

Wy = W)+ Uir + O(r?), (8)
p=po+ (05 + covo)r + O(r?), 9)
o =09+ (2pe00 + ¥Y)r + O(r?), (10)
L7 = Poyr + O(r?), (11)
L7 = P + Ppyr + O(r?), (12)
L,= —% - %7’ + O(r?), (13)
L: = %r + O(r?), (14)
a = ag + (aopo + BoTo)r + O(r?), (15)
B = Bo + (oo + Bopo + ¥9)r + O(r?), (16)
w=—(a + Bo)r + O(r?), (17)
T =70+ (poTo + 00T + ¥)r + O(r?), (18)
Uy =0+ Uir + O(r?), U} =4pyV9 + 00, (19)
X* = Pryr + O(r?), (20)
p= o+ (popo + W)r + O(%),  po = Ty, 1)
A = pgoer + O(r?), (22)
Uy = U)+ Uhr + O(r?), Uy =3py03 + 0V, (23)
v =0 + (@070 + BoTo + Y9)r + O(r?), 24)
U= —(y+7o)r + O(r?), (25)
Wy = U)+ Ulr + O(?), Wy =2py0} + 0V, (26)
v = (AoTo + foTo + Y7 + O(r?), (27)
Uy =0+ Ulr + O(?), W)= peWY + 003, (28)

where quantities with subscript 0 are integration constants of the radial differential equa-
tions. The “0” operator is defined as

on® = Po:n® + 2sa'n’,
5778 = Po,n® — 28@0775,
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where s is the spin weight of the field 7. The spin weights of relevant fields are listed in
Table Il

Table 1: Spin weights

0] 0u [0 [0 ]o® [ 20 [l [wl [wo]wo[ul
sltlolol=1]o]2|=2]=2]-1]0]1]2

The integration constants are constrained as

1 _
Lo = —§6u In PP, (29)
1 _
Oéozi(Fo-l-P(’/)zhlP), (30)
1 _
Bo = §(TO—P521HP)> (31)
1 P 1 1
Yo = Zau lnﬁ - 5#0 §au In po, (32)
vy =0, (33)
WY = Bpo + polco + By), (34)
WY = popo + oo + BoBy — 2008 — Pdsag + P, By, (35)
W) = @opo + apoo + Bopo + 0By — dpo + Do, (36)
auT() = 2670 + 2(’70 — 70 — ,u())a() — 26[&0 — 2#0’7‘0 — 8u(P62 hl p), (37)
dupo = po(0 + Vo) — Hopo + 019 — W, (38)
(?uao = 67’0 — 27’02 — MoO0p + (3’}/0 — 70)0'0. (39)
0u WY — 47U + oW = OVY) — 6750 + 300 WY, (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

1
Ut -0 -1, Q> —, 7s— -1, ~,—0. 41
;on : 5 g (41)
and N
_ . T
= —(0+T), TP— 5 (42)

Other simplifications of [21] in this case are

D, =0,, ©,=0,InQ— 2uy, NP =0,

(43)
I'==2k+0,InQ+0,Inn = 2(y + 7o) + 2uo0-

! Anther possibility is that uo = 0 and o = 7, 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

1 1 .1 11

e In P = f0, mP +YA04In P —0;Y7 + A, (45)
1 a1 1

55’MPP fou ﬁ +Y aAﬁ + aAY ﬁ (46)

O¢wbto = fOutto + Y 0apo + 0uf o, (47)

1

Se.Yo = fOuvo + Y0uy0 + 0ufyo — 5(5§f + Oul\), (48)

55 wTo = f& 7'0 + YAaATo + AT() + 26f’70 — (6f) (49)

55w = fq 0+ YA(? — + (/ZYP +20:fv0— OuIn POsf — 0,05 f. (50)

5£,wﬂo = faupo +v4 aAPo — Oufpo +0fTo + 0frg — PP0,0:f. (51)

0,000 = [0u,00 + Y0400 + 2009 — Oy foq + 30f79 — O°f. (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

1
Lpa = 55 —z€aeal™ A A e, (53)
where R® = dI'® + I'* A T.” is the curvature two form. The boundary charge from this
Lagrangian is defined b
1

Hp, = e“deJ [6(telapec A €q) —ic(0lap A €c A eq) — S wapee A €q)], (54)
ox

327G

where 0% can be any constant-u two surface on the horizon to evaluate the boundary
charge. Inserting the solutions and the symmetry parameters yields

1 _ Ouf 1 7'0 .1 T0
a = 5~ d dz|é Yi—— -Y*"——
Mra=5oa Z{ (PP PPP ~ PPP

2
_(70+70)5%_f(13p5 0+M05ﬁ)]- (55)

This charge matches the one in explicitly using the relations in Section[2l 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]).



or the balance relations. Nevertheless, the main motivation of this section is to show that
the Lorentz transformation characterized by the symmetry parameter A 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 y
= 16ZTGRab Aet A e, (56)

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

Ly

does not affect the equations of motion from the Palatini action [4}[16]. The boundary
charge derived from the Holst term is [4]]

it
167TG on

Sy = [0(ieD%eq A ep) —i(6T A€ A €) — 0(w™eq A ey)]. (57)

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

- it _ YZ &0 — 50 _ Y= g — BO _ A
M = 506 LE dZdZ{5 {PP < P ) PP ( P ) PP]
f

= (0 = T)ip5 + f%(ﬁap - Pap)}. (58)

Considering f field independent and using the relations of the solution space, the charge
can be rewritten as

PP PP PP

f _ _
+ 55 (@l PdImP — 0, In PSIn P) | (59)

it Y~ _Y* A
B = 5o dzdilé( 8glnP——021nP——)
o Jon

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 to split the charge into an integrable part and a flux
part,

FH ) = OH{e o) + Flew) (0075 6%), (60)
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such that the surface charges satisfy the modified bracketﬁ

065 ,02) H(I&,m) + ]:(§27w2)( £1,00) P 9%) = {H (€1,w01) H(Iﬁz,wz)}MB

(61)
{H (é1,w1) H{Sz,w2)}MB = %( ) + K( &1,w1),(E2,w2) 5

where the parameters (é ,w) are defined from the adjusted bracket of the symmetries and
K (¢, w1),(¢2w2) 18 the possible 2-cocycle term. We choose the integrable part of the Holst

charge (39) as

. it (Y y? A
—— | du o:InP— ——=0,InP — 62
H= 380G ) Z(PP BT PP T Pp (62)
while the flux part as
' )
Fu = 8; G d Pf 5 (0. PSIP —2,ln P§In P). (63)

The modified algebra yields the following 2-cocycle term

it
Ka (e, 1) (€0.02) = %J dZdZPP (f10ul\o — f20uM\1) . (64)

A total derivative term 0, ) has been dropped when verifying the charge algebra where

Y; Y; In P
Ve =i (YionP - Y7o, nP) 2 _ip 2 f20eln Py

PP PP PP (65)
Ve =i (Vo P - Yy nP) 22 a2z f20 uIn Py

PP PP PP

and the imaginary unit is from the coupling. One can prove that the 2-cocycle term (64
satisfies the suitably generalized cocycle condition

KH[(¢) 00),(e202)], (€.03) T 03I H (e1,01), (62.000) T+ CYe€lic(1,2,3) =0, (66)

up to a total derivative term
A PP 10y4321 3 PP 3Uy43249 s “y .

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

0

_Hf;l = 5%% + HH(& £,0u A .FH (3 ( (&w)gba; ¢Oz> + KH(f,w)7(a%,0)7 (68)

ou

which can be verified directly using (43]) 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 P.

*Note 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 [33.36]]. More precisely, the symplectic potential from the Holst term is

it
— re .
O 167TG5 A €q A € (69)
On-shell (vanishing of the torsion), this symplectic potential can be written as
O — —_d (Seq A e (70)
= €qa A €Y),
T 16rG ‘

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 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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