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Abstract

The gravitational memory effect and its electromagnetic (EM) analog are potential probes in

the strong gravity regime. In the literature, this effect is derived for static observers at asymptotic

infinity. While this is a physically consistent approach, it restricts the space-time geometries for

which one can obtain the EM memory effect. To circumvent this, we evaluate the EM memory

effect for comoving observers (defined by the 4-velocity uµ) in arbitrary curved space-times. Using

the covariant approach, we split Maxwell’s equations into two parts — projected parallel to the

4-velocity uµ and into the 3-space orthogonal to uµ. Further splitting the equations into 1 +

1 + 2-form, we obtain the acceleration vector of the comoving observer located in a 2-D surface

orthogonal to the direction of propagation of the EM waves. We refer to this expression as the

master equation for the EM memory in an arbitrary curved space-time. The master equation

corresponding to the acceleration of the comoving observer in the 2-D surface provides a physical

understanding of the contribution to the EM memory. For instance, the leading order contribution

only requires information about the total energy density of the EM field, while the subleading

contributions contain information about the space-time geometry and the other components of the

energy-momentum tensor of the EM field. To our knowledge, this is the first time a transparent and

easily applicable final expression for electromagnetic memory has been derived for a general curved

space-time. We then obtain EM memory for specific space-time geometries and demonstrate the

advantages of our approach.
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I. INTRODUCTION

LIGO-VIRGO-KAGRA has detected close to 100 gravitational wave (GW) sources. GW

signals emanating from a black hole or neutron star binaries have opened many new research

avenues in astronomy, cosmology, and fundamental physics [1–4]. GWs provide a unique

way to test gravity’s most extreme, non-linear regime in novel ways. The planned third-

generation ground-based detector (Cosmic Explorer and the Einstein Telescope) will allow

us to peer far deeper, and LISA will open a new observational window at low frequencies.

With more sensitive detectors shortly, the focus has been to understand the physical effects

of GWs. Gravitational wave memory is one such effect [5–13].

GW memory effects — physically observable phenomena that modify the state of

gravitational-wave detectors a little bit from their original undisturbed state — are one

of the key predictions of general relativity [6, 7, 9, 14]. GW memory effects can be divided

into two types [12, 13]: null memory that occurs when radiation or massless particles es-

cape from a system to null infinity, and ordinary memory that occurs when the detector

recoils relative to its initial center of mass frame. The GW memory is characterized as a

gravitational wave signal approaching a nonzero finite value. This aspect of the GW signal

is yet to be observed, although LISA is predicted to observe it [15].

Recently, it has been realized that the memory effect can be thought of as a vacuum

transition between two different states related by an asymptotic transformation [16, 17].

Since such asymptotic transformations also occur for other gauge theories, there has been an

intense activity to obtain analogous memory effects in other gauge theories [18–22]. Since

electromagnetic (EM) theory is the simplest of all gauge theories and can be a potential

probe, electromagnetic memory has received much attention [23–36]. Like in GW memory,

an EM wave generates a permanent change in the relative velocity of test-charged particles

attached to a detector in the 2-D surface perpendicular to the direction of propagation of the

wave while passing through the detector [cf. (Fig. 1)]. In other words, EM waves directly

displace test particles by giving them a momentum (kick), resulting in a relative velocity

change. This is different from GW memory as the GW does not displace test particles.

Instead, GW distorts the space-time geometry itself, which causes a change in separation

between two test particles.

Bieri and Garfinkle were the first to propose the memory effect due to electromagnetic
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FIG. 1. Electromagnetic memory effect that lies in the 2-D surface orthogonal to the direction of

the coming wave.

waves [18]. Like in GW memory, they showed that EM waves produce two types of momen-

tum kicks. In Ref. [19], Winicour showed the absence of memory effect generated by the

electromagnetic field coming from distant sources for a bound charge distribution and the

non-existence of memory effect due to the magnetic field.

In the case of GW memory, gravitational radiation must reach the detector. Likewise, EM

radiation also has to reach null infinity to generate null kick memory. Hence to calculate

EM memory, one needs to know the properties of the electric field and radiation at null

infinity [18]. More specifically, the original approach by Bieri and Garfinkle requires prior

knowledge about the behavior of the fields in asymptotic limits. It can be extended to

conformally flat space-times [35, 37]. Also, the analysis does not provide any physical

understanding of why the EM memory has such a form in flat and conformally flat space-

times.

This leads us to the following questions: Can we derive a master equation for EM memory

in a generic curved space-time? What role does curved geometry play in EM memory? Can

we have a physical understanding of the various contributions to EM memory? This work

addresses these three questions using 1 + 3 covariant formalism [38–43].
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There are two reasons why covariant formalism is better suited to studying EM memory.

First, as mentioned earlier, when the EM wave propagates in a given spatial direction,

the net momentum experienced by the particle lies in the 2-D surface orthogonal to the

direction of propagation of the EM wave (for a pictorial representation, see Fig. 1). In other

words, the EM memory affects the test particle lying on the 2-D surface. Hence, it is more

natural to have a formalism that identifies such a dynamical 2-D surface and evaluates EM

memory. Second, like in fluid mechanics, we can observe the flow of EM radiation in two

ways. First, as in Refs. [18, 19], an asymptotic stationary observer monitors changes in

Electric and Magnetic fields of the incoming EM radiation. Second, a comoving observer

monitors changes in Electric and Magnetic fields. In fluid mechanics, these are referred to

as the Lagrangian and Lagrangian descriptions of flow, respectively. It is well-known that

the Lagrangian description is better suited for fluids and in cosmology [40, 41, 43].

In this work, we evaluate the memory effect using the 1+1+2 covariant formalism [40, 44–

47]. The 1 + 1 + 2 decomposition of space-time is a natural extension of the 1 + 3 formalism

in which the three-space is further decomposed to a given spatial direction. This approach

is also referred to as semi-tetrad formalism [48–52]. The principle advantage is that we can

evaluate the net momentum (kick) vector on the 2-D surface for arbitrary space-time. Since

this affects all the test particles on the 2-D surface, we refer to this as memory vector. This

can also be understood using the fact that the electric and magnetic fields are transverse to

the direction of propagation of the EM wave. Further splitting the equations into 1 + 1 + 2-

form, we obtain the acceleration vector of the comoving observer located in a 2-D surface

orthogonal to the direction of propagation of the EM waves. We refer to this expression

as the master equation for the EM memory in an arbitrary curved space-time. The master

equation corresponding to the acceleration of the comoving observer in the 2-D surface

provides a physical understanding of the contribution to the EM memory. For instance,

the leading order contribution only requires information about the total energy density of

the EM field, while the subleading contributions contain information about the space-time

geometry and the other components of the energy-momentum tensor of the EM field. To

our knowledge, this is the first time a transparent and easily applicable final expression

for electromagnetic memory has been derived for a general curved space-time. We then

obtain EM memory for specific space-time geometries and demonstrate the advantages of

our approach.
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The rest of this work is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we provide an overview of the

two — 1+3 and 1+1+2 — covariant formalisms and obtain the key geometrical quantities.

Then, in Sec. III, we rewrite Maxwell’s equation in 1+3 and 1+1+2 covariant formalisms in

arbitrary space-time. Next, in Sec. IV, we obtain the master equation for the EM memory

in arbitrary space-time and discuss the key features. In Sec. V, we then obtain EM memory

for specific space-times and compare them with the known results in the literature. Finally,

in Sec. VI, we summarise our results and discuss possible future directions.

In this work, we use (−,+,+,+) metric signature and set c = 1/(4πε0) = 1. A dot

denotes a derivative with respect to the proper time τ . A prime denote derivative w.r.t the

space-like vector nµ. For easy comparison, we follow the notations of Ref. [43].

II. OVERVIEW OF COVARIANT FORMALISM

A covariant theory like general relativity does not favor any particular coordinates. How-

ever, splitting tensors into time and spatial parts is typically required for its physical mean-

ing. Thus, the splitting is achieved by rewriting Einstein’s equations as a set of constraint

and evolution equations in a three-dimensional framework. This allows for an intuitive

evaluation of the relevant physical system.

A choice of coordinates defines a threading of space-time into lines and slicing into hyper-

surfaces [53]. Thus, the splitting procedure can be carried out in two distinct ways: First,

by employing the so-called (3 + 1)− formalism or slicing of space-time [54]. Second, by

employing (1 + 3)− formalism, or threading of space-time [40, 41, 43]. In the (3 + 1)− de-

composition, the time is a label of space-like slices Σt with space coordinates xi. In contrast,

in the (1 + 3)− splitting, the time-like world lines have coordinate τ and are labeled by xµ.

In the (3+1)− formulation, the construction only requires space-like hypersurfaces and does

not demand causality of the time curves. However, in the (1 + 3)− approach, every tensor is

split into the parallel and orthogonal directions to a time-like vector (curves). Furthermore,

it does not provide any condition on the causality of the spatial distances. Though the

two approaches provide different points of view, it has been shown that they are equivalent

for space-times with symmetries [53]. We use the covariant 1 + 3 formalism in this work

to obtain EM memory. As mentioned in the introduction, covariant formalism provides a

physical understanding of the origin of EM memory in arbitrary space-time.
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A. Covariant 1+3 Formalism

3-space orthogonal to uµ

3-space orthogonal to uµ

Observer’s worldline, uµ = dxµ

dτ

FIG. 2. Visualisation of 1 + 3 formalism.

Heckmann, Schucking, and Raychaudhuri developed the covariant approach to General

relativity in the 1950s [38, 39] and was later used in different gravitational and cosmological

models [40–43]. To decompose the 4-D space-time in (1 + 3)− formalism, we introduce a

family of observers with worldlines tangent to a timelike 4-velocity vector uµ satisfy the

following:

uµ =
dxµ

dτ
; uµuµ = −1 , (1)

where τ is the proper time measured along the fundamental world line. See Fig. 2. Using

the 4-velocity (uµ) we can define the following projection tensors [41, 43]:

Uµ
ν = −uµuν ; Uµ

ν U
ν
γ = Uµ

γ; Uµ
µ = 1 (2a)

hµν = gµν + uµuν ; hµ ν h
ν
γ = hµ γ; hµ µ = 3; hµν u

ν = 0 (2b)
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uµ, and hence Uµ
ν , projects physical quantities parallel to the 4-velocity of the observer

and hµν projects quantities into the 3-space orthogonal to uµ. The tensor hµν provides the

metric properties of the instantaneous 3-space as well in the absence of rotation or vorticity.

In this formalism, the projection of the vector (V ν) orthogonal to uµ is defined as V<µ>.

Similarly, the trace-less part of a rank-2 tensor (Sαβ) projected into space orthogonal to uµ

is defined as S<µν>. Mathematically, these are given by:

V<µ> := hµν V
ν ; S<µν> :=

(
hµαhνβ −

1

3
hµνhαβ

)
Sαβ (3)

The projection of the time derivative and orthogonal spatial derivative of any vector (V ν)

and tensor (Sαβ) are defined as:

V̇ <µ> := hµ αu
ν∇ν V

α; Dα S
βγ := hµ α h

β
ν h

γ
ρ∇µ S

νρ (4)

The covariant derivative of uµ can be split into two parts: 1) directional derivative along

the tangent to the world line, 2) spatial derivative in the 3-space orthogonal to uν . This can

further be split into trace, traceless symmetric and anti-symmetric tensor:

∇νuµ =
Θ

3
hµν + σµν + ωµν − u̇µuν . (5)

In the above equation, σµν is the symmetric expansion tensor that describes the distortion

in the matter flow, Θ corresponds to the expansion rate of the matter w.r.t the observer,

ωµν is the anti-symmetric vorticity tensor describing the rotation of the matter w.r.t a non-

rotating frame. The last term refers to the relativistic acceleration vector (the directional

derivative) u̇µ = uν∇ν which corresponds to the degree to which the matter moves under

forces other than gravity plus inertia. Further, using the vorticity tensor, we can define the

following quantity called the vorticity vector:

ων = −1

2
εµναβωαβ uµ (6)

where, εµναβ = 1√
−gη

µνρσ is fully antisymmetric tensor, ηµνρσ is Levi-Civita symbol whose

values are ±1 and we set η0123 = 1 = −η0123 [55]. The Levi-Civita 3-tensor is defined as:

εµνα ≡ εµναβu
β , (7)

and satisfies the following relations: εµνu
ν = 0 and εµναβ = 2

(
u[µεν]αβ − εµν[αuβ]

)
. The

square bracket w.r.t the indices refers to antisymmetrization.

7



B. 1+1+2 covariant formalism

The 1 + 3-covariant formalism is well-suited for relativistic cosmology because, at the

largest observable scales, the universe is homogeneous and isotropic [41]. These symmetries

allow the slicing or threading of the 4-D space-time manifold into a one-parameter family of

spacelike hypersurfaces corresponding to cosmic time. Interestingly, it is easy to show that

in the Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) background, all physical quantities

except for the volume expansion Θ and the energy density vanish. Using the Stewart-

Walker lemma, in this formalism, it was possible to construct gauge invariant quantities

up to second order in cosmological perturbations [56, 57]. However, the 1 + 3-formalism is

not suited if the space-time is inhomogeneous, like spherical symmetry or space-times with

local rotational symmetry (LRS) [44]. In such cases, splitting the 3-space orthogonal to

the time-like congruence into one spacelike direction and a 2-space is apt [40]. Thus, the

1 + 1 + 2 decomposition of space-time is a natural extension of the 1 + 3 formalism in which

the three-space is further decomposed to a given spatial direction. This approach is called

semi-tetrad formalism [48–52].

As mentioned in the Introduction, our interest is to evaluate the net momentum experi-

enced by a test particle after the electromagnetic wave passes through the space-time point.

In the covariant 1 + 3 formalism, the test particle is the fundamental time-like observer.

As depicted in (Fig. 1), when the EM wave propagates in a given spatial direction, the net

momentum experienced by the particle lies in the 2-D surface orthogonal to the direction of

propagation of the EM wave. In other words, the net momentum (kick) vector lies in the

2-D surface. Thus, the net memory effect of the test particle will lie on the 2-D surface;

hence, we will refer to this as the memory vector. This can also be understood using the

fact that the electric and magnetic fields are transverse to the direction of propagation of

the EM wave. Thus, it is cogent to further split the 3-space to 1 + 2-space.

More specifically, choosing a generic space-like vector (nµ), we split the 3-space into 1 +

2-space [44–47]. The space-like vector (nµ) satisfies the following conditions:

nµnµ = 1, nµuµ = 0 .

Like in the 1 + 3-formalism, we project the vectors and tensors defined in 3-space along

the space-like direction (nµ) and into the 2-space that is orthogonal to nµ. Here again, the
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projection tensor (h̃µν) need to be defined:

h̃µν = hµν − nµnν ; h̃µ ν h̃
ν
γ = h̃µ γ; h̃µ µ = 2; h̃µν u

ν = 0; h̃µν n
ν = 0 . (8)

All the vectors and tensors defined in the 3-space in the 1 + 3-formalism can be split into

1 + 2 form. For instance, an arbitrary space-like vector V µ (defined in the 3-space) can be

written as:

V µ = V nµ + V µ (9)

where, V = V µnµ and V µ = h̃µ νV
ν . Similarly an arbitrary tensor vµν on the 3-space can

be split as:

vµν = V

(
nµnν −

1

2
h̃µν

)
+ 2V(µnν) + Vµν , (10)

where V(µnν) = (Vµnν+nνVµ)/2. Similarly, the relative acceleration of the time-like observer

and other geometrical quantities defined in 3-space can be written in 1 + 2 space as:

u̇µ = A nµ + A µ (11)

ṅµ = A uµ + αµ (12)

ωµ = Ωnµ + Ωµ (13)

σµν = Σ

(
nµnν −

1

2
h̃µν

)
+ 2Σ(µnν) + Σµν (14)

where ṅµ := uν∇ν n
µ is the relative acceleration of the space-like vector along the time-like

observer. Here, A µ, αµ,Σµν , Ωµ are orthogonal to nµ as well as uµ. Also, A µ,Ωµ(Σµν) are

the vectors (tensor) projected on the 2-space. In this formalism, we define the alternating

Levi-Civita 2-tensor

εµν ≡ εµναn
α (15)

which is orthogonal to nµ and has components only in the 2-space. Given an arbitrary vector

V µ in the 2-space, we can construct another vector εµνV
ν that is orthogonal to V µ which is

in the 2-space and has the same length.

The 1+2 splitting of the 3-space leads to a new directional derivative along the space-like

vector nµ:

v′µν ≡ nαDαvµν (16)

D̃αvµν ≡ h̃α
βh̃µ

ρh̃ν
σDβvρσ . (17)

9



The derivative in Eq. (16) physically correspond to the variation of the physical quantities

on the 2-space along the space-like vector nµ. The derivative (D̃) in Eq. (17) corresponds

to the variation of the physical quantities that lie in the 2-space. These will contribute to

the memory vector.

As we split the covariant derivative of uµ in Eq. (5), similarly we can split the covariant

derivative of nµ as:

Dνnµ = D̃νnµ + nµn
′
ν = σ̃µν + ω̃µν +

1

2
Θ̃h̃µν + nµn

′
ν (18)

where, σ̃µν ≡ D̃<νnµ>, ω̃µν ≡ D̃(νnµ) and Θ̃ = D̃µnµ are shear, vorticity and the surface

expansion-contraction scalar respectively and n
′
µ is the spatial derivative along nµ. Thus,

D̃νnµ describes the kinematic properties or the relative motion of the space-like curves in

the 2-surface orthogonal to nµ. We can obtain the relation between the kinematic quantities

derived from the motion of time-like vector uµ and kinematic quantities in 2-space derived

from the space-like vector nµ. See, for instance, Ref. [47].

III. ELECTROMAGNETIC THEORY IN COVARIANT FORMALISM

The covariant formalism has been extensively employed in studying the evolution of elec-

tromagnetic fields in curved space-time [46]. In the covariant formulation, the dynamics and

kinematics are constricted by the Bianchi and Ricci identities. The (1 + 3)− covariant for-

mulation permits the classification of cosmological models, a fluid description of the matter

field in FLRW universes. However, as mentioned earlier, the 1 + 3-formalism is not suited if

the space-time is inhomogeneous, like spherical symmetry or space-times with LRS [44]. In

such cases, the 1 + 1 + 2-covariant or semi-triad formalism are better suited.

Since we aim to derive EM memory for arbitrary space-times, we use 1 + 1 + 2-covariant

formalism. We obtain a generic form of the EM memory effect by evaluating the change

in the velocity vector ∆uµ that lie in the 2-space. In order to do so, we fix the space-

like direction to be the direction of the propagation of the wave. In the case of spherically

symmetric space-time, this naturally translates to the radial direction. One key advantage is

that the electromagnetic theory in the 1+1+2 formalism helps to understand the evolution

and dynamics of the EM fields along the space-like direction and in the 2-space normal

to nµ and uµ. Our approach makes geometrical contributions to the memory effect more
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transparent.

In the next subsection, we rewrite Maxwell’s equations in 1 + 3 formalism in an arbitrary

space-time. Later, we formulate the evolution equations of the EM fields in the 2-space and

two constraint equations of the same along uµ and nµ [47]. The key advantage is that we

can obtain the memory vector from the projected acceleration vector onto the 2-space.

A. In 1+3 formalism

The fundamental objects are the Maxwell electromagnetic field tensor F µν . The (1 +

3) covariant formalism of Maxwell’s electromagnetic theory provides a way to study the

interaction of EM fields with different components of general space-time geometry [46].

With the (1 + 3) decomposition, it is possible to split F µν into the electric and magnetic

fields. Note that the local coordinates are mathematical parameters that label the points

of the space-time manifold M ; therefore, the electric and magnetic fields may not have a

direct physical meaning. In order to make measurements, an observer brings in an additional

structure on M by introducing the orthonormal coframe field. This gives rise to the split of

Maxwell’s tensor F into the physical electric and magnetic fields.

Specifically, formalism allows us to split the equations of motion of the fields and currents

into two parts:

1. projected parallel to the 4-velocity uµ of the fundamental observer

2. projected into the 3-space orthogonal to uµ.

To keep the calculations tractable, we perform all the calculations in source-free and lossless

regions. However, the EM memory analysis can be straightforwardly extended to these

regions. In the source-free regions, Maxwell’s equations are:

∇νF
µν = 0 (19)

∇[γFµν] = 0; or ∇νF
∗µν = 0 , (20)

where F ∗µν is the dual to F µν and is defined as F ∗µν = (1/2)εµναβFαβ.

In the 1 + 3 formalism, by projecting F µν and F ∗µν along the time-like 4-velocity vector,

we can decompose them into electric and magnetic parts. The electric (Eµ) and magnetic

11



(Bµ) 4-vectors are defined as:

Eµ := F µνuν (21)

Bµ := F ∗µνuν (22)

From the above definitions, we infer:

Eµuµ = 0; Bµuµ = 0 (23)

which implies Eµ and Bµ have only spatial components. Given this, we can rewrite Fµν and

F ∗µν as:

Fµν = uµEν − uνEµ + εµναβB
αuβ (24)

F̃αβ = εαβµνuµEν +
(
uαBβ − uβBα

)
. (25)

From the above expressions, we see that the simultaneous transformations Eµ → −Bµ,

Bµ → Eµ leads to F ∗µν → F µν . This implies that we can obtain the second Maxwell’s

equation (20) from the first Maxwell’s equation (19) or vice-versa. More specifically, if we

obtain the time-like part and space-like part of Maxwell’s equations (20), we can write the

time-like part and space-like part of the other Maxwell’s equations (19) by substituting

Eµ → −Bµ, Bµ → Eµ.

In the rest of this subsection, we obtain Maxwell’s equations by projecting along uµ

(time-like part) and hµν (space-like part) [58]. We first obtain the time-like part of Eq. (20)

by multiplying it with uµ:

uα

(
∇βF̃

αβ
)

= 0 (26)

Using the decomposition in Eq. (25), the above expression becomes:

∇βB
β −Bβu̇β + (∇βuα) εαβµνuµEν = 0 (27)

We simplify the above equation using the following steps: First, we combine the first two

terms in the LHS. From Eq. (26), we have Bβu̇β = −uβḂβ = −uβuα∇αB
β. Substituting

in the second term of the above expression, we have δαβ ∇αB
β + uβu

α∇αB
β = hαβ

(
∇αB

β
)
.

Substituting ∇βuα from Eq. (5) and using the definition of vorticity vector in Eq. (6), the

third term in the LHS of the above expression simplifies to −2ωβEβ. Thus, the time-like

part of Eq. (20) reduces to:

DβB
β = 2ωβEβ . (28)
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The space-like part of Eq. (20) can be obtained by multiplying it with hµ
ν ,

hα
ρ
(
∇βF̃

αβ
)

= 0 (29)

Using a series of steps, the above expression can be rewritten as:

Ḃ<ρ> =

[
σρ β + ωρ β −

2Θ

3
hρ β

]
Bβ − ερµν u̇µEν − ερµν ∇µEν . (30)

where, εµνα is defined in Eq. (7). The above equation provides the dynamical evolution of

the magnetic field, while Eq. (28) is the constraint equation.

As mentioned above, performing simultaneous transformation Eµ → −Bµ and Bµ → Eµ

in Eqs. (31) and (32), we obtain the time-like and space-like parts of the first Maxwell’s

equation (19):

DβE
β = −2ωνBν (31)

Ė<ρ> =

[
σρ β + ωρ β −

2Θ

3
hρ β

]
Eβ + ερµν u̇µBν + ερµν DµBν . (32)

Similarly, the above equation provides the dynamical evolution of the electric field, while

Eq. (31) is the constraint equation.

B. In 1+1+2 formalism

We aim to calculate the memory effect of EM fields. As the memory vector resides in

the 2-surface orthogonal to the direction of propagation of the in-coming wave, we need to

decompose the 3-space to 1 + 2-space w.r.t a given spatial direction. In this subsection,

we rewrite Maxwell’s equations (19, 20) using the space-like vector nν and the projection

tensor (8) in 1 + 1 + 2 formalism.

To do this, we first express the EM fields and currents in 3-space into 1 + 2 form:

Eµ = E nµ + E µ (33)

Bµ = Bnµ + Bµ . (34)

where, E ≡ Eµnµ, E µ ≡ h̃µ νE
ν , B ≡ Bµnµ, and Bµ ≡ h̃µ νB

ν . Following the discussion in

Sec. (II B), it follows that εµνE ν is orthogonal to E µ and, similarly, εµνBν is orthogonal to

Bµ. If electric and magnetic fields are orthogonal to each other in 2 space, then we have

E ν = εµνB
ν Bν = − εµνE ν . (35)
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These relations will play an important role in Sec. (IV) to derive the memory effect.

The second step is to split the evolution equations (30, 32) interms of E ,E µ,B,Bµ.

To do that, we project Eq. (32) along spacelike direction nµ and multiply Eq. (32) with

projection tensor (8). After a long calculation, we obtain the following evolution equations

for E (along nµ) and E µ (in the orthogonal 2-space):

Ė + ΘE = αµEµ − 2ω̃B + εµρD̃
µBρ (36)

Ėµ̄ +
Θ

2
Eµ =− (αµ + 2εµρΩ

ρ) E + (Σµρ + Ωεµρ) E ρ + εµρ

(
A ρ − n′ρ + D̃ρ

)
B

− εµρ
(
A Bρ + B′ρ −

(
D̃ρBν

)
nν
)
, (37)

where, ω̃ = ω̃µν ε
µν , Θ is the expansion factor defined in Eq. (5), A µ is the relative accel-

eration vector in 2-space defined in Eq. (11), ω̃ is the vorticity defined in Eq. (18). Ωµ, Ω

is defined in Eq. (13) and Σµν is in Eq. (14). The 2-space component of ṅµ is αµ which is

defined in Eq. (12), whereas A = nµu̇µ = −uµṅµ mentioned in Eq. (11), (12).

We want to highlight the following points regarding the above expressions: First, the

above equations generalize Ampere’s law for arbitrary space-time. For example, in Eq. (36),

the first term in the LHS corresponds to the time derivative of the electric field along space-

like direction nµ and the last term in RHS is the curl of the magnetic field in 2-space.

Similarly, the LHS of Eq. (37) is the time derivative of the electric field in 2-space, and in

the last term in the RHS is the curl of Bρ. Second, in the flat space-time, the expansion

factor (Θ), the relative acceleration vector (αµ), and vorticity (ω̃) vanish, and the above

expression lead to Ampere’s law in flat space-time. Thus, background space-time introduces

new couplings between the electric and magnetic field components. Lastly, we showed that

the simultaneous transformation Eµ → −Bµ, Bµ → Eµ leads to F ∗µν → F µν . Substituting

E → B; E µ → Bµ and B → −E ; Bµ → −E µ in Eqs. (36, 37), we have:

Ḃ + ΘB =Bµαµ + 2ω̃E − εµρD̃µE ρ (38)

Ḃµ̄ +
1

2
ΘBµ =− (αµ + 2εµρΩ

ρ) B + (Σµρ + Ωεµρ) Bρ − εµρ
(
A ρ + D̃ρ − n′ρ

)
E

+ εµρ

(
A E ρ + εµρE

′ρ −
(
D̃ρEν

)
nν
)

(39)

Note that we obtain the above equations by projecting Eq. (30) along spacelike direction

nµ and multiply Eq. (30) with projection tensor (8). Again, the above equations generalize

Faraday’s law for arbitrary space-time.
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The last step is to split the constraint equations (31, 28) interms of E ,E µ,B,Bµ. Sub-

stituting (33, 34) and the kinematic quantities (11-14), we get:

D̃µEµ + nµE ′µ + E ′ + Θ̃E + 2 (ΩB + ΩµBµ) = 0 (40)

D̃µBµ − n′µBµ + B′ + Θ̃B − 2 (ΩE + ΩµEµ) = 0 (41)

where Θ̃ is the expansion along the space-like vector defined in Eq. (18). The above equations

are generalizations of Gauss law. Here again, in the flat space-time, the expansion factor

(Θ̃), the relative acceleration vector (αµ), vorticity (Ω) vanish, and the above expressions

lead to Gauss law in flat space-time.

C. Energy-momentum tensor of the electromagnetic field

As we will show in the next section, the electromagnetic stress tensor plays a crucial role

in understanding the memory effect. This subsection evaluates the electromagnetic stress

tensor in 1 + 1 + 2 formalism for an arbitrary space-time. The EM action in an arbitrary

background is:

S = −1

4

∫
d4x
√
−g FµνFρσgµρgνσ . (42)

Varying the above action w.r.t the metric (gµν) leads to the following energy-momentum

tensor:

Tµν =
1

2
gρσFµρFνσ −

1

8
gµνg

ρσgαβFραFσβ . (43)

In 1 + 3-formalism, the stress-tensor of matter field (Tµν) can written as:

Tµν = ρ uµuν + 2S(µ uν) +Wµν , (44)

where, the energy-density ρ, the energy flux Sα and stress-tensor Wαβ as measured in the

observer’s worldline are given by [59]:

ρ = Tµνuµuν , Sα = −hαµ T µνuν , Wαβ = hαµ T
µνhβν (45)

For the electromagnetic fields in 1 + 3-formalism, ρ, Sµ and Wµν are:

ρ ≡ 1

2
(EµEµ +BµBµ) ; Sµ ≡ εµνρE

νBρ (46)

Wµν ≡
1

2
(EµEµ +BµBµ)hµν − EµEν −BµBν (47)
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Rewriting ρ interms of the variables (E ,E µ,B,Bµ) in 1 + 1 + 2 formalism, we have:

ρ =
1

2

(
E 2 + B2

)
+

1

2
(E µEµ + BµBµ) = ρ(n) + ρ2−space (48)

Thus, ρ(n) corresponds to the energy of the EM field along nµ and ρ2−space corresponds to

the energy of the EM field in the 2-space. The energy flux Sµ (a vector in 3-space) can be

rewritten in 1 + 2 space as:

Sµ = S nµ + Sµ (49)

where S is the Poynting vector of the EM field along the space-like vector nµ and Sµ is

the energy flux in the 2-space. These are given by:

S = Sµn
µ = εµνE

µBν (50)

Sµ = −εµν (E Bν −BE ν) = − (E E ν + BBν) (51)

In deriving the last expression, we have used the orthogonality condition between the electric

and magnetic fields in the 2-space, i. e., Eν = ενµBµ. As we will see in the next section, the

memory vector depends on the part of the electromagnetic energy density ρ and Sµ.

IV. MEMORY EFFECT IN ARBITRARY SPACE-TIME

Having written Maxwell’s equations in 1 + 1 + 2 formalism for an arbitrary space-time,

we now evaluate the memory effect. Usually, in the literature, one uses the Lorentz force

equation to derive EM memory. The equation of motion of a charged body (of mass m and

charge e) in both gravitational and electromagnetic fields are:

m
duα
dτ
− m

2
gβγ,αu

βuγ = eFαβu
β (52)

However, the above expression does not consider the new couplings between the electric

and magnetic field components in Eqs. (36) - (39). Hence, we use the complete Maxwell’s

equations (36) - (41) and explicitly obtain the change in velocity (∆uµ) of the time-like

observer. More specifically, using Eqs. (37, 39), we first calculate the acceleration vector A µ

in the 2-space. We can then integrate the expression for the acceleration vector (A µ in the

2-space) with respect to time t or null time coordinate u ≡ (t − r) leading to the memory

vector.
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In the rest of this section, we calculate A µ for observers whose tangents are congruent to

the space-like geodesics. This implies nσDσn
ρ = n′ρ = 0, i. e., nµ is tangent to a congruence

of space-like geodesics [47]. Using this condition and substituting Ėµ̄ = h̃µν Ė ν , B′ ρ =

nνDνBρ in Eqs. (37, 39), we get:

h̃µν Ė
ν + εµρn

νDνB
ρ =− 1

2
ΘEµ − (αµ + 2εµρΩ

ρ) E + (Σµρ + Ωεµρ) E ρ

+
(
εµρA

ρ + εµνD̃
ν
)

B − εµν
(
D̃νnρ

)
Bρ − εµρA Bρ (53)(

h̃µνḂ
ν − εµρnνDνE

ρ
)

= −1

2
ΘBµ − (αµ + 2εµρΩ

ρ) B + (Σµρ + Ωεµρ) Bρ

−
(
εµρA

ρ + εµνD̃
ν
)

E + εµν

(
D̃νnρ

)
Eρ + εµρA E ρ (54)

Multiplying Eq. (53) with B, multiplying Eq. (54) with E and subtracting the resultant

equations leads to:

εµνA
ν = − εµν

2

Dν(E 2 + B2)

(E 2 + B2)
+

(
Σµν + Ωεµν −

Θ

2
h̃µν

)
(E Bν −BE ν)

(E 2 + B2)

+ εµν

(
σ̃ρν + ω̃ρν +

Θ̃

2
h̃ρν

)
(BBρ + E Eρ)

(E 2 + B2)
+
εµρA (E E ρ + BBρ)

(E 2 + B2)

+
B

(E 2 + B2)

(
h̃µν Ė

ν + εµρn
νDνB

ρ
)
− E

(E 2 + B2)

(
h̃µνḂ

ν − εµρnνDνE
ρ
)

(55)

To have a transparent understanding, we substitute the definitions (48) - (51) in the expres-

sion above, resulting in:

εµνA
ν = − εµν

2

Dνρ(n)

ρ(n)

− ενα

2

(
Σµν + Ωεµν −

Θ

2
h̃µν

)
Sα

ρ(n)

− εµν
2

(
σ̃ρν + ω̃ρν +

Θ̃

2
h̃ρν

)
Sρ

ρ(n)

− εµρS ρ A

2ρ(n)

+
B

2ρ(n)

(
h̃µν Ė

ν + εµρn
νDνB

ρ
)
− E

2ρ(n)

(
h̃µνḂ

ν − εµρnνDνE
ρ
)
. (56)

This is the master equation for the EM memory in arbitrary space-time regarding which we

would like to discuss the following points: First, to our understanding, this is a first time the

EM memory has been obtained for an arbitrary space-time. In the previous calculations [18,

19], the authors have restricted to asymptotic flat space-times. Second, the last two terms

in the RHS of the above expression vanishes in the asymptotic limit. To see this, let us

consider a spherically symmetric space-time. Let t refer to the time coordinate and r to the

radial coordinate and the null coordinate is u ≡ t− r. In the asymptotic limit ∂u ∼ ∂t and
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∂u ∼ −∂r. Setting uµ ≡ (1, 0, 0, 0) and nµ ≡ (0, 1, 0, 0), the penultimate term in the RHS

of the above equation simplifies to:

h̃µν Ė
ν + εµρn

νDνB
ρ ' h̃µνu

0∇0E
ν + εµρn

1∇1B
ρ ' h̃µν∂uE

ν − εµρ∂uBρ

= f(u)∂u

(
¯̃hµνE

ν − ĒµνB
ν
)

(57)

where, h̃µν = f(u)¯̃hµν and ε̄µν = f(u)εµν . The terms with bar represent their time indepen-

dent parts. The above expression vanishes if E ν and Bν are orthogonal to each other in

the 2-space. As we mentioned earlier (35), in 2-space, the electric and magnetic fields are

always orthogonal to each other. Similarly, the last term can also be shown to vanish in the

asymptotic limit. Thus, the above master equation (56) reduces to:

εµνA
ν =− εµν

2

Dνρ(n)

ρ(n)

− ενα

2

(
Σµν + Ωεµν −

Θ

2
h̃µν

)
Sα

ρ(n)

− εµν
2

(
σ̃ρν + ω̃ρν +

Θ̃

2
h̃ρν

)
Sρ

ρ(n)

− εµρ
2ρ(n)

S ρ A (58)

Third, the above expression provides a nice geometrical understanding of the various contri-

butions to memory effect. The first term in the RHS corresponds to the change in the EM

field energy (ρ(n)) along nµ in the 2-space. This does not contain any contribution from the

kinematical properties of the space-time. In other words, this term will vanish if the EM

field energy does not change in the 2-space, like a 2-D flat sheet. However, as we show in the

next section, this is non-zero in flat space-time expressed in spherical coordinates. The next

two terms in the RHS are proportional to the energy flux (Sα) in the 2-space. However,

both these terms have different kinematical information of the space-time and vanish for flat

space-time. The second term in the RHS carries information about shear (Σµν), vorticity

scalar (Ω) related to nµ and expansion scalar (Θ) corresponding to time-like observer uµ.

The third term in the RHS carries information about shear (σ̃µν), vorticity tensor (ω̃µν) and

expansion scalar (Θ̃) corresponding to the space-like vector nµ.

Fourth, as mentioned earlier, we have not included external currents or charges in our

analysis. Hence, the acceleration vector does not have contribution from the external sources.

Hence, the memory vector we obtain is equivalent to the null-kick derived in Refs. [18, 19].

It is also important to note that these authors did not obtain the contributions due to the

kinematical properties of the space-time. However, as we will see in the next section, their

contribution can be significant.
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Lastly, to obtain the memory vector, we need to integrate the above expression w.r.t the

proper time of the observer — ∆uµ is the memory vector. It is interesting to note that

initially if the observer has non-zero velocity only along the time direction, at a later time,

due to the memory effect, there is a non-zero velocity in the 2-space.

V. APPLICATION TO SPECIFIC SPACE-TIMES

In the previous section, we obtained a master equation (56) for the EM vector for an

arbitrary 4-D space-time using 1 + 1 + 2-formalism.

As discussed in the previous section, the master equation (56) corresponding to the ac-

celeration of the comoving observer in the 2-D surface provides a physical understanding of

the contribution to the memory. For instance, the leading order contribution only requires

information about the total energy density of the EM field, while the subleading contribu-

tions contain information about the space-time geometry and the other components of the

energy-momentum tensor of the EM field. This is the first time a transparent and easily

applicable final expression for electromagnetic memory has been derived for general curved

space-time. In order to illustrate this fact, we consider specific examples and obtain the

memory vector. In this section we obtain memory vector for flat, FLRW, pp-wave, and Kerr

space-times.

A. Minkowski space-time

In order to compare the master equation with the existing results [18], we first consider

Minkowski space-time in spherical coordinates:

ds2 = −dt2 + dr2 + r2 γAB (59)

where,

γAB =

 1 0

0 sin2 θ

 (60)

is the metric describing unit 2-sphere. In Minkowski space-time, the 4-velocity of the time-

like congruence observer is uµ ≡ (1, 0, 0, 0) and the space-like vector is nµ ≡ (0, 1, 0, 0).
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Since ∇µuν = 0 and ∇µnν = 0, the kinematics quantities, defined in Sec. (II A, II B) vanish

for the Minkowski space-time. Hence only the first term in Eq. (56) will be non-zero, i. e.,

A ν
Flat = − 1

2

Dνρn

ρn

. (61)

As mentioned earlier, the acceleration vector corresponds to acceleration in the 2-Sphere.

Hence, it is appropriate to switch to the 2-Sphere index:

A A = uµ∇µu
A = u0∂0u

A + 2u0ΓA0Bu
B .

Since the 4-velocity uµ is zero in the 2-Sphere, we have A A = u0∂0u
A = ∂tu

A. In null

coordinate, this becomes A A = ∂tu
A. Substituting the above expression in Eq. (61) and

integrating in the null coordinate, we have:

∆uA ≡
∫

duA A = −1

2

∫
du

DAρn

ρn

. (62)

The above expression is velocity kick w.r.t the Lagrangian observers. To compare this

with the net momentum (kick) vector as seen by the asymptotic static observers (Eulerian

observers), we need to do a coordinate transformation. Specifically, we need to transform

from coordinate basis
(
~e θ, ~eφ

)
to orthogonal coordinate basis

(
θ̂, φ̂
)

. In terms of
(
θ̂, φ̂
)

,

we have ∆~u ≡ ∆uµ~eµ, where, ~e θ = θ̂/r , ~eφ = φ̂/(r sin θ). Thus, the velocity kick w.r.t the

asymptotic static observers is given by:

∆~uFlat =
1

r

(
∆uθθ̂ +

∆uφ

sin θ
φ̂

)
(63)

Interestingly, the EM memory vector in Minkowski space-time is inversely proportional to

r and matches with Ref. [18]. This passes the first test that the master equation (56)

indeed describes the EM memory vector for a static asymptotic observer. In the rest of this

section, we obtain the memory vector for non-flat geometries and show the robustness of

our approach.

B. FLRW space-time

The conformally flat FLRW metric in spherical coordinates is:

ds2 = a(η)2
(
−dη2 + dr2 + r2 γAB

)
(64)
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where, the conformal time (η) is related to the cosmic time (t) by dt = a(η) dη. In 1 + 3

formalism, the fundamental observer with time-like 4−velocity in FLRW metric is uµ =

dxµ/dt = dxµ/(a(η)) dη = ( 1, 0, 0, 0 ) /a(η). For this choice of observer, the 3−space

projection tensor (hµν) orthogonal to uµ is:

hµν =

 a2(η) 0

0 a2(η) r2 γAB

 . (65)

Since the FLRW line-element is homogeneous and isotropic, only the expansion scalar (Θ)

is non-zero:

Θ = 3
H (η)

a(η)
where H =

a′(η)

a(η)

where ′ refers to derivative w.r.t. η. Other kinematic quantities vanish, i. e., σµν = ωµν = 0.

We now spilt the 3-space into 1 + 2 by choosing the following space-like vector nµ =

(0, 1, 0, 0)/a(η). This satisfies the conditions: nµnµ = 1 and uµnµ = 0. Repeating the steps

discussed in Sec. (II B) for the line-element (64), we get:

Θ̃ =
2

a(η)

1

r
, σ̃µν = ω̃µν = 0.

It is important to note that while Θ is a function of η only, Θ̃ depends on both η and r.

Also, Θ depends on the Hubble parameter H , while Θ̃ is inversely proportional of r. Hence,

at large distances, Θ̃ decays faster compared to Θ.

Substituting the above expressions in Eq. (58), we have:

A ν
FLRW = − 1

2

Dνρn

ρn

+
1

4 ρn

S ν(Θ− Θ̃) . (66)

Like Minkowski space-time, A ν will have components only in the 2-Sphere. Using the

fact that the fundamental observers have zero velocity in the 2-Sphere and repeating the

earlier analysis, we have

A A = u0∂0u
A =

1

a(η)

∂uA

∂η
.

In terms of the null coordinate u(≡ η − r), we have:

A A =
1

a(u)

∂uA

∂u
.

Substituting the above expression in Eq. (66), we have:

∂uA

∂u
= − a(u)

2

DAρn

ρn

+
a(u)

4 ρn

S A(Θ− Θ̃) . (67)
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Integrating the above expression w.r.t u, leads to the following memory vector:

∆uAFLRW = −1

2

∫
du

a(u)

ρn

DAρn +
1

4

∫
du

a(u)

ρn

S A(Θ− Θ̃) (68)

This is the expression for the memory vector in FLRW space-time regarding which we want

to highlight the following points: First, unlike Minkowski space-time, here the fundamental

observers are Lagrangian, and hence, we do not have to transform the above expression to

Lagrangian observers. Second, our results differ from the results of Ref. [37]. In Ref. [37], the

authors show that the EM memory effect in FLRW differs from the Minkowski only by the

conformal factor a(η) or a(u). In other words, their analysis did not account for the geometric

contribution to the memory effect. As mentioned earlier, the geometric contribution leads

to a non-zero energy flux (S A) contribution. Also note that the ordinary memory derived

in Ref. [37] is not present in Eq. (68) as we have assumed any external charge or current to

be zero. Third, we find that ρ(n) and the energy flux (S A) contribute oppositely. It will be

interesting to see whether the two contributions nullify the EM memory.

C. pp-wave space-times

In this subsection, we derive the EM memory for a special kind of plane-fronted wave

with parallel rays (pp-waves) called plane-wave metric [60]:

ds2 = −2dudv −F (u, x, y) du2 + dx2 + dy2 (69)

where, F (u, x, y) = A(u)(x2 − y2) + 2B(u)xy describes the plane wave and A(u), B(u) are

arbitrary functions such that F > 0. Note that u, v are not light-cone coordinates. u is

time-like coordinate and v is a null coordinate.

We split the above 4-D space-time into 1 + 3 form and later into 1 + 1 + 2-form by

considering the following time-like velocity vector (uµ) and space-like vector (nµ):

uµ ≡
(
F (u, x, y)(−1/2), 0, 0, 0

)
, nµ ≡

(
F (u, x, y)(−1/2), −F (u, x, y)(1/2), 0, 0

)
.

For the above choice of time-like vector, the 3-space projection tensor (hµν) is:

hµν =


0 0 0 0

0 1
F (u, x, y)

0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 1

 (70)
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Substituting these in the definitions in Sec. (II), only non-zero quantity is the expansion

scalar (Θ):

Θ = − (x2 − y2) A′(u) + 2xy B′(u)

2 (2B(u)xy + A(u) (x2 − y2) )3/2
. (71)

The non-zero projection tensor h̃µν components in the 2-space are h̃xx = 1, h̃yy = 1. Thus,

the memory vector for the special kind of pp-wave space-times is:

A ν
PP = − 1

2

Dνρn

ρn

+
Θ

4 ρn

S ν . (72)

Here, the acceleration of the time-like observer is confined to the x− y plane, i. e.,

A A
PP = − 1

2

DAρn

ρn

+
Θ

4 ρn

S A , (73)

where, the index A, B corresponds to (x, y). Evaluating the acceleration vector along x and

y, we have:

A (PP)
x(y) = − 1

2 ρn

∂x(y) (ρn) +
Θ

4 ρn

Sx(y) . (74)

Integrating the above equation w.r.t u, we have:

∆uPP
x(y) = −1

2

∫
du

∂x(y) (ρn)

ρn

+
Θ

4

∫
du

Sx(y)

ρn

. (75)

The above expression for the velocity kick is for a generic plane-wave metric. To gain

some physical intuition, we consider two specific forms — Penrose limit of the Schwarzschild

and FLRW space-times [60]. For Schwarzschild space-time, we have

A(u) =
6

25u2
; B(u) = 0

Substituting these in Eq. (71), we have:

ΘPP,Sch =
5√

6(x2 − y2)
.

It is interesting to note that although the space-time metric does not differentiate between

the two spatial coordinates (x, y), in order for Θ to be real, the above expression demands

that x > y. Thus, velocity kick due to EM wave in PP-wave limit of Schwarzschild space-

time can only occur if x > y and is given by:

∆uPP Sch
x(y) = −1

2

∫
du

∂x(y) (ρn)

ρn

+
5

4
√

6(x2 − y2)

∫
du

Sx(y)

ρn

. (76)
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In the case of Penrose limit of FLRW space-time with power-law scale factor a(t) ∼ th, we

have:

A(u) = − h

(1 + h)u2
, B(u) = 0 .

Substituting these in Eq. (71), we have:

ΘPP,FLRW =

√
(1 + h)

h(y2 − x2)
; ∆uPP FLRW

x(y) = −1

2

∫
du

∂x(y) (ρn)

ρn

+

√
(1 + h)

4
√
h(y2 − x2)

∫
du

Sx(y)

ρn

.

(77)

Here again, we see that in-order for Θ to be real, the above expression demands that y > x.

Thus, velocity kick due to EM wave in PP-wave limit of FLRW space-time occurs in a

different region of the 2-space compared to Schwarzschild. Thus, EM memory has a distinct

signature for different space-times and can potentially be used as a probe.

D. Kerr space-time

In this section, we derive the memory effect in Kerr space-time. In Boyer-Lindquist

coordinates (t, r, χ, φ), the Kerr space-time is:

ds2 =

(
2mr

r2 + a2χ2
− 1

)
dt2 +

(
r2 + a2χ2

r2 − 2mr + a2

)
dr2 +

(
r2 + a2χ2

1− χ2

)
dχ2

−
[

4mar (1− χ2)

r2 + a2χ2

]
dtdϕ+

(
1− χ2

) [
r2 + a2 +

2ma2r (1− χ2)

r2 + a2χ2

]
dϕ2 . (78)

where χ ≡ cos θ. In this case, the time-like observer 4-velocity (uµ) and the space-like vector

(nµ) are [61]:

uµ =

[√
r2 − 2mr + a2

r2 + a2χ2
, 0, 0, 0

]
, nµ =

[
0,

√
r2 − 2mr + a2

r2 + a2χ2
, 0, 0

]
.
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We give below the kinematical quantities (discussed in Sec. (II B)) for Kerr space-time in

1 + 1 + 2 formalism obtained in Ref. [61]:

Θ = 0; Σµν = 0 ; (79)

Ω = −2marχ
√

L

J
√

K 3
; Θ̃ =

W

J
√

K 3L
; (80)

ω̃µν = ω̃εµν = 0; A = −mD
√

L

J
√

K 3
; (81)

σ̃µν =


0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 −1
2
a2(m−r)

√
K

J
√

L
0

0 0 0 1
2
a2(m−r)M 2

√
L K

J 2

 (82)

where,

M = χ2 − 1; D = −r2 + a2χ2; L = r2 − 2mr + a2 (83)

J = r2 − 2mr + a2χ2; K = r2 + a2χ2 (84)

W = 2r3(r − 2m)2 + a4χ2
(
m+ r −mχ2 + rχ2

)
+ a2r2

(
−3m+ r + χ2(3r − 5m)

)
(85)

Substituting these expressions in Eq. (58), and noting that the memory vector lies in the

2-D surface, we get:

A A =− 1

2

DAρ(n)

ρ(n)

− Ω

2

εAB SB

ρ(n)

− 1

2

(
σ̃AB +

Θ̃

2
h̃AB

)
SB

ρ(n)

− A

2ρ(n)

S A (86)

This is the EM memory vector for a Lagrangian observer in Kerr space-time. Note that this

is a generic result for any value of angular momentum. For a better physical insight, we

consider a→ 0 limit. Substituting a→ 0 in Eqs. (79 - 85), we have

M0 = χ2 − 1; D0 = −r2; L0 = r2 − 2mr (87)

J0 = r2 − 2mr; K0 = r2; W0 = 2r3(r − 2m)2 (88)

Ω0 = σ̃0
µν = 0; Θ̃0 = 2

√
(r − 2m)

r3
; A =

m√
r3(r − 2m)

(89)

Substituting the above quantities in Eq. (86), we have:

A A = − 1

2

DAρ(n)

ρ(n)

− 1

2

√
r − 2m

r3

S A

ρ(n)

− 1

2ρ(n)

m√
r3(r − 2m)

S A . (90)
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This is the EM memory vector for a Lagrangian observer in Schwarzschild space-time, re-

garding which we want to mention the following points: First, in the limit, r →∞, reduces

to Minkowski space-time expression (61). Second, in the limit r →∞, the subleading term is

proportional to r−1. Third, to derive the memory vector ∆uA, we have to switch to the null

time coordinate u = t− r and integrate Eq. (90) with respect to u at the asymptotic limit.

Lastly, to evaluate the memory effect experienced by the static asymptotic (Lagrangian)

observer, we need to do the transformation from
(
~e θ, ~eφ

)
to the orthogonal coordinate basis(

θ̂, φ̂
)

like in Sec. (V A).

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have derived a master equation for electromagnetic memory in an arbi-

trary space-time. We used the covariant formalism to obtain the same. More specifically,

we used the 1 + 1 + 2 covariant formalism. The 1 + 1 + 2 decomposition of space-time is

a natural extension of the 1 + 3 formalism in which the three-space is further decomposed

using a given spatial direction. This choice of covariant formalism is because the net mo-

mentum (kick) vector lies on the 2-D surface for arbitrary space-time. Also, the electric and

magnetic fields are transverse to the direction of propagation of the passing EM wave.

The EM memory (58) has three distinct contributions: First contribution is due to the

change in the EM field energy (ρ(n)) along nµ in the 2-space. This is non-zero for Minkowski

space-time. The second contribution is proportional to the energy flux (Sα) in the 2-space.

This has kinematical information of the space-time and vanishes for the flat space-time. The

third contribution is proportional to the acceleration A along the time-like vector uµ. To

our understanding, the earlier approaches could not isolate the different contributions to the

EM memory as done in this work.

Thus, the master equation (56) corresponding to the acceleration of the comoving observer

in the 2-D surface provides a physical understanding of the contribution to the memory. For

instance, the leading order contribution only requires information about the total energy

density of the EM field, while the subleading contributions contain information about the

space-time geometry and the other components of the energy-momentum tensor of the EM

field. This is the first time a transparent and easily applicable final expression for electro-

magnetic memory has been derived for a general curved space-time. Note that derivation
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of the master equation (56) does not rely on the asymptotic properties. The analysis only

requires the notion of comoving observers. This contrasts with the earlier works where one

needs to assume a specific asymptotic nature of the fields and space-time.

We then obtained the EM memory for different space-times. In the case of FLRW space-

time, we showed that the earlier analysis did not account for the geometric contribution

to the memory effect [37]. Specifically, their analysis did not account for the geometric

contribution leading to a non-zero energy flux (S A) contribution. We have also obtained

the EM memory for Kerr space-time. We also showed that the EM memory has a distinct

signature for different pp wave space-times and can potentially be used as a probe.

It would be interesting to extend our analysis for black holes with multiple horizons and

those that are not asymptotically flat. These may be particularly relevant for using EM

memory as a probe to PBH. Finally, our analysis points to the possibility of using 1 + 1 + 2

covariant formalism to understand gravitational memory in a unified manner [62]. These

are currently under investigation.
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