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We explicitly determine all shear-free null hypersurfaces embedded in an Einstein spacetime as
oriented 3-dimensional manifolds where each is equipped with a coframe basis, a structure group
and a connection. Such manifolds are known as null hypersurface structures (NHSs). The coframe
and connection one-forms for an NHS arise as solutions to an exterior differential system arising
from the Cartan structure equations in the spacetime projected onto the null hypersurface. We
then show that each NHS corresponds to a Carrollian structure equipped with a unique pair of
Ehresmann connection and affine connection.

I. INTRODUCTION

Within general relativity (GR) and more generally in Lorentzian geometry, null hypersurfaces are defined as hyper-
surfaces whose normal vector-field are non-zero but with zero magnitude with respect to the metric. Unlike timelike
or spacelike hypersurfaces, where the normal vector-field has positive or negative magnitude, the induced metric for
null hypersurfaces is necessarily degenerate [1]. Furthermore, the null normal vector-field lies in the tangent space of
the hypersurface.
Despite this degeneracy, null hypersurfaces play an important role in GR and other gravity theories. For black

hole solutions, the event horizon of the black hole is a null hypersurface [2, 3]. In the study of asymptotically flat
Einstein spacetimes, Newman and Unti showed that on a foliation of null hypersurfaces, the Einstein field equations
reduce to a set of first-order linear inhomogeneous differential equations [4]. Furthermore, asymptotic null infinity
can, unsurprisingly, be treated as a null hypersurface using conformal methods [5]. Finally, when gluing solutions
together using junction conditions, null hypersurfaces are the natural choice for black hole and wormhole solutions
[6].
Due to the degeneracy of the induced metric on null hypersurfaces, they cannot be realized as Riemannian geome-

tries [7–11]. Instead, the geometric structure is called a Carrollian geometry, whose structure group is the Carroll
group [12]. This group is a dual contraction of the Poincaré group where the velocity of light is set to zero. As these
are physically relevant hypersurfaces in spacetime, there is a growing interest in applications of Carrollian geometries
in black hole physics [13–19] and field theories [20–35].
Mathematically, a Carrollian geometry is a (d − 1)-dimensional differentiable manifold N equipped with a rank-

(d − 2) semi-definite symmetric bilinear form h and a fundamental vector field k that spans the kernel of h. In this
paper, we consider those Carrollian geometries induced by null hypersurfaces in four dimensional spacetimes.
To discuss such structures concretely, more data is required. With the addition of an Ehresmann connection K that

is dual to k, the tangent space TN is decomposed into a horizontal subbundle HN and the span of k. Furthermore,
when K is integrable, the horizontal subspace at a point can be integrated into a spacelike submanifold C whose
tangent space TpC at a point p ∈ C is the horizontal subspace through that point HpN . Indeed, this picture explains
why a Carrollian geometry paired with an Ehresmann connection is called ruled [19], as it defines a foliation of the
Carrollian geometry.
Within Carrollian geometry, there is substantial debate on the choice of affine connection used to construct dif-

ferential geometric invariants. Following from arguments using Spencer cohomology, there is no unique torsion-free
connection for Carrollian manifolds constructed only from the intrinsic geometry of the manifold[8], unlike for (pseudo-
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)Riemannian manifolds. As such, different geometric investigations may warrant different choices of additional geo-
metric constraints that determine an affine connection.
In the literature, two choices seem to appear: an affine connection that is torsion-free but non-metric [18, 19, 36–

39] and an affine connection that is metric but has torsion [8, 10, 11, 21, 40–49]. While the latter is perhaps more
well-motivated mathematically, the former seems to be more useful in physical contexts.
It is not clear, however, that these two options completely exhaust the natural geometric construction of affine

connections on null hypersurfaces. To that end, we construct an affine connection for the Carrollian geometry in a
new way. In [50], Nurowski and Robinson used Cartan’s moving frame approach to study the invariants of general null
hypersurfaces, called null hypersurface structures (NHS), which included an examination of the bulk connection forms
pulled back to the hypersurface. Inspired by their work, in this paper we examine the induced connection (found
by gauge-fixing the freedom in the frame) on null hypersurfaces embedded in bulk spacetimes that are shear-free
solutions to the vacuum Einstein equations. While somewhat restrictive, this family of hypersurfaces accounts for
many solutions of physical interest (as, for example, many black hole spacetimes solve the vacuum Einstein equations).
In doing so, we are able to produce closed form expressions for the connection coefficients and curvature components
for all null hypersurfaces that can possibly be embedded in such spacetimes. The resulting induced connection can then
be compared to the two connections described above. Furthermore, the intrinsic and extrinsic first-order invariants of
a Carrollian geometry can be fully characterized for all null hypersurfaces satisfying the constraints we have imposed.

II. CARTAN STRUCTURE EQUATIONS AND THEIR PULLBACK TO A NULL HYPERSURFACE

We will consider the Newman-Penrose (NP) formalism as presented in [50] for a four-dimensional spacetime (M,g)
with a metric g and signature (+++−). We define (e1, e2, e3, e4) = (m, m̄, ℓ,k) with the dual coframe (θ1, θ2, θ3, θ4) =
(M, M̄,L,K) so that

M = g(m̄, ·), M̄ = g(m, ·), L = g(k, ·), K = g(ℓ, ·).

With this choice the Lorentz frame transformations that preserve the null direction k can be written as

M′ = eiφ[M + zL],

L′ = A−1L,

K′ = A[K+ zz̄L+ zM̄+ z̄M].

(1)

The first Cartan structure equations are

dM = −Γ21 ∧M− Γ23 ∧ L− Γ24 ∧K,

dL = Γ41 ∧M+ Γ42 ∧ M̄+ Γ43 ∧ L,

dK = Γ31 ∧M+ Γ32 ∧ M̄+ Γ34 ∧K.

(2)

where

Γ41 = σM+ ρM̄+ τL + κK,

Γ23 = µM+ λM̄+ νL+ πK,

1

2
(Γ12 + Γ34) = −βM− αM̄ − γL− ǫK.

(3)

It is important to note here that traditionally the connection one-forms are written as Γa
b = Γa

bcθ
c. However, the

index a may be lowered to exploit the metric compatibility condition Γab = −Γba. For example, Γ1
3 is related to Γ4

2

since both can be expressed as Γ23.
Under the transformations in equation (1), these tranform as:

Γ′
41 = A−1e−iφΓ41,

Γ′
23 = Aeiφ(Γ23 + z[Γ12 + Γ34]− z2Γ14 − dz),

[Γ12 + Γ34]
′ = Γ12 + Γ34 + 2zΓ41 + d(lnA) + idφ.

(4)

Denoting the Weyl spinor scalars as Ψµ, µ = 0, . . . , 4, the Ricci scalar as R, and the traceless Ricci tensor as
Sij = Rij − gijR/4 i, j = 1, . . . , 4, the second Cartan structure equations are [51]:
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dΓ23 = (Γ12 + Γ34) ∧ Γ23 +Ψ4M̄ ∧ L+Ψ3(K ∧ L−M ∧ M̄)

+ (Ψ2 +
1

12
R)K ∧M+

1

2
S33M ∧ L+

1

2
S32(K ∧ L+M ∧ M̄) +

1

2
S22K ∧ M̄,

dΓ14 = Γ14 ∧ (Γ12 + Γ34) + (−Ψ2 −
1

12
R)M̄ ∧ L−Ψ1(K ∧ L−M ∧ M̄)

−Ψ0K ∧M−
1

2
S11M ∧ L−

1

2
S41(K ∧ L+M ∧ M̄)−

1

2
S44K ∧ M̄,

1

2
(dΓ12 + dΓ34) = Γ23 ∧ Γ14 −Ψ3M̄ ∧ L− (Ψ2 −

1

24
R)(K ∧ L−M ∧ M̄)

−Ψ1K ∧M−
1

2
S31M ∧ L−

1

4
(S12 + S34)(K ∧ L+M ∧ M̄)−

1

2
S42K ∧ M̄.

(5)

Without loss of generality, a degenerate 3-manifold C is realized as a null hypersurface embedded in the spacetime
as N = ϕ(C) in the spacetime M , via the embedding ϕ : C → M such that ϕ∗L = 0. Similarly, using the natural
projection operator to TN induced by the choice of frame, ⊤ : TM |N → TN , we have that ⊤ℓ = 0. Thus using
index notation, for any tensorial quantity, components with an index equal to 3 must be zero when viewed as objects
on the hypersurface. This observation is key to deriving the intrinsic classification of null hypersurfaces as Carrollian
manifolds. Then the Carrolian structure h,k on C is given by h = φ∗g = 2MM̄ and k being the degenerate direction
for h, and the structure equations on C are the pulbacks via φ of Cartan’s first and second structures equations for
the spacetime.
For example, by combining equations (2) with (3), we find that

dL = (ρ̄− ρ)M ∧ M̄+ (ᾱ + β − τ)M ∧ L+ (α+ β̄ − τ̄ )M̄ ∧ L+ κK ∧M+ κ̄K ∧ M̄+ (ǫ+ ǭ)K ∧ L. (6)

Pulling back this equation to the null hypersurface, the left-hand side must vanish, whereas on the right-hand side
only select terms vanish. Thus we find that

Im(ρ)|N = 0, κ|N = 0, (7)

implying that k is hypersurface-orthogonal and geodesic. As an abuse of notation in what follows, when obvious from
context, we will omit |N and work with the same symbols when working with pulled back quantities.
Instead of describing a NHS as a three-dimensional oriented manifold N equipped with a degenerate metric, h of

signature (+ + 0), we may instead describe it as an oriented manifold N equipped with a basis of coframe fields.
Recalling that in the spacetime, we may adapt our null coframe to the null hypersurface and the resulting metric
takes the form

g = −2KL+ 2MM̄, (8)

then the degenerate metric on N is

h = 2MM̄ (9)

where M is a complex-valued one-form. On N we may always include a real-valued K so that M ∧ M̄ ∧ K 6= 0.
Pulling back the Lorentz frame transformations in equation (1) yields the following transformations

M′ = eiφM,

K′ = A[K + zM̄+ z̄M].
(10)

This is just a 1-dimensional extension of the Carroll group. The original definition of a NHS can be restated as [50]:

Definition 1. A null hypersurface structure (NHS) is a 3-dimensional manifold N equipped with an equivalence class
of one-forms (M,K) ≡ (M, M̄,K) such that

• M is complex-valued and K is real-valued.

• M ∧ M̄ ∧K 6= 0 at every point of N .

• Given (M,K) and (M′,K′), they are equivalent if and only if they are related by the transformations (10).
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This definition is somewhat more general than a pre-Carrollian structure [11] due to the transformation group
admitting a real-valued parameter, A. However, by setting this parameter to one and choosing a fundamental vector
field k, we recover a Carrollian structure. In a similar manner as Carrollian manifolds, we may also choose a connection
for the NHS:

Definition 2. A null hypersurface manifold is a NHS equipped with an affine connection.

As mentioned in the introduction, we are interested in the characterization of embedded null hypersurfaces in
spacetime. Following the classification in [50], we could consider the invariants arising from the exterior differential
systems that arise by pulling back to N . Pulling back to the null hypersurface, the first Cartan structure equations
become:

dM = −Γ21 ∧M− Γ24 ∧K,

0 = Γ41 ∧M+ Γ42 ∧ M̄,

dK = Γ31 ∧M+ Γ32 ∧ M̄+ Γ34 ∧K.

(11)

A similar pullback of the second Cartan structure equations is

dΓ23 = (Γ12 + Γ34) ∧ Γ23 −Ψ3 −M ∧ M̄+ (Ψ2 +
1

12
R)K ∧M+

1

2
S32M ∧ M̄+

1

2
S22K ∧ M̄,

dΓ14 = Γ14 ∧ (Γ12 + Γ34) + Ψ1M ∧ M̄ −Ψ0K ∧M −
1

2
S41M ∧ M̄−

1

2
S44K ∧ M̄,

1

2
(dΓ12 + dΓ34) = Γ23 ∧ Γ14 + (Ψ2 −

1

24
R)M ∧ M̄−Ψ1K ∧M−

1

4
(S12 + S34)M ∧ M̄−

1

2
S42K ∧ M̄.

(12)

This approach is independent of the choice of connection on N and explicitly classifies null hypersurfaces in terms of
invariantly-defined quantities. In particular, the quantities ρ and σ can be used to broadly classify null hypersurfaces
into four distinct cases [50]. We will see that this approach picks out a preferred connection for a given hypersurface
embedded in the spacetime.
We note that the equations in (5) could be expanded to give the NP field equations. Similarly, by exterior differen-

tiating (5) we may recover the Bianchi identities. An advantage of deriving the equations in this manner is that one
may explicitly derive identities that are helpful when pulled back to the null hypersurface.

III. FIELD EQUATIONS FOR NULL HYPERSURFACES IN EINSTEIN SOLUTIONS

In the mathematics literature, a spacetime is said to be Einstein when it satisfies the vacuum Einstein field equations.
Explicitly, this means that

Rij −
1
2gijR+ Λgij = 0 ,

for some constant Λ. Taking the trace of this expression we find that R = 4Λ—a constant. This family of spacetimes
includes many of physical interest, including but not limited to the prototypical black hole solutions.
Recall from Section II that the pullback of the first Cartan structure equations (11) reduce to two equations and a

constraint equation. Pulling back the definition of the connection coefficients in equation (3), we have that

Γ41 = σM + ρM̄+ κK,

Γ23 = µM+ λM̄ + πK,

1

2
(Γ12 + Γ34) = −βM− αM̄ − ǫK.

(13)

Similarly, imposing the Einstein condition on the pullback of the second Cartan structure equations (12) yields

dΓ23 = (Γ12 + Γ34) ∧ Γ23 −Ψ3 −M ∧ M̄+ (Ψ2 +
1

12
R)K ∧M,

dΓ14 = Γ14 ∧ (Γ12 + Γ34) + Ψ1M ∧ M̄−Ψ0K ∧M

1

2
(dΓ12 + dΓ34) = Γ23 ∧ Γ14 + (Ψ2 −

1

24
R)M ∧ M̄−Ψ1K ∧M.

(14)
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We remind the reader that we have chosen to write the pulled back connection 1-forms with indices lowered. In
particular, we have the following relationships

Γ23 = −Γ4
2,

Γ41 = −Γ2
4,

Γ12 = Γ2
2,

Γ34 = Γ4
4.

(15)

along with their complex conjugates. The metric compatibility condition in the spacetimes implies that Γ11a = Γ22a =
0, a = 1, 2, 4, which ensures that the above connection one-forms on the null hypersurface contain all the information
necessary to specify a connection.
Combining equations (11), (13), and the second equation in (14) we may write Ψ0 as

Ψ0 = k(σ) + (ǭ− 3ǫ− ρ)σ (16)

From the coarse classification of NHSs in [50] using ρ and σ there are four cases:

1. σ = ρ = 0,

2. σ = 0, ρ 6= 0,

3. σ 6= 0, ρ = 0,

4. σ 6= 0, ρ 6= 0.

For Einstein spacetimes, the third case is necessarily excluded due to the null Raychaudhuri equation [51, Chapter 5]:

−k(ρ) + ρ2 + |σ|2 = −
1

2
S44. (17)

In the case of an Einstein spacetime with ρ = 0, this equation implies that σ = 0. In this paper we will focus on
the null hypersurfaces where σ = 0 as these hypersurfaces have physical relevance as shear-free hypersurfaces. Thus,
imposing that σ = 0 in equation (16), it follows that Ψ0 = 0.
We may treat the pullbacks of Ψi, i = 1, 2, 3 onto the hypersurfaces as extrinsic data that give information about

the interaction of the hypersurface with the bulk spacetime. Following the analysis by Szekeres [52], Ψ2 describes the
Coulomb-like part of the gravitational field while Ψ1 and Ψ3 describe incoming or outgoing longitudinal gravitation
waves in the spacetime. The pullback of these quantities give insight into dynamics of the hypersurface.
We may explicitly integrate the field equations for any shear-free NHS in an Einstein spacetime to determine the

coframe and connection one-forms. In what follows, we we will employ index notation for the connection coefficients
instead of the quasi-NP formalism used in [50]. The following index convention will be used for covariant differentiation
of basis one-forms:

∇aθ
b = Γb

caθ
c, a, b, c = 1, 2, 4. (18)

This ordering is consistent with the ordering used in the Cartan structure equations for the original spacetime. We
present the solutions to the two cases for shear-free NHSs as two propositions and include the proofs in the following
subsections.

Proposition 1. Any solution to the Einstein structure equations (14) on a null hypersurface N satisfying ρ = σ = 0
is gauge equivalent to

M = ewdζ, K = dr + (X + rw̄,ζ)dζ + (X̄ + rw,ζ̄)dζ̄ , (19)

with the following connection coefficients and their complex conjugates:

Γ2
41 = 0, Γ2

42 = 0,Γ2
44 = 0,

Γ2
21 = −w̄,ζe

−w, Γ2
22 = w,ζ̄e

−w̄, Γ2
24 = 0,

Γ4
41 = −w̄,ζe

−w, Γ4
42 = −w,ζ̄e

−w̄, Γ4
44 = 0,

Γ4
21 = −

[(

R

8
ew + w̄,ζ,ζ̄e

−w̄

)

r +

(

S +
1

2

(

X,ζ̄ − X̄,ζ + w,ζ̄X − w̄,ζX̄
)

)

e−w̄

]

e−w,

Γ4
22 = 0, Γ4

24 = 0.

(20)
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Here, w = w(ζ, ζ̄), X = X(ζ, ζ̄) are arbitrary complex-valued functions, and S = S(ζ, ζ̄) is an arbitrary real-valued
function.

The pulled back NP Weyl scalars are

Ψ0 = 0

Ψ1 = 0

Ψ2 =
R

24
+ w̄,ζζ̄e

−(w+w̄)

Ψ3 = e−(w+w̄)

[

((

R

8
ew + w̄,ζζ̄

)

r +
1

2
e−w̄(2S +X,ζ̄ − X̄,ζ + w,ζ̄X − w̄,ζX̄)

)

,ζ̄

−

(

R

8
ew + w̄,ζζ̄e

−w̄

)

(X̄ + rw,ζ̄)

]

.

Proposition 2. Any solution to the Einstein structure equations (14) in the on a null hypersurface N , satisfying
ρ 6= 0 and σ = 0 is gauge equivalent to

M =
dζ

ρ
, K = −d

(

1

ρ

)

+
1

2
ρ(xdζ + x̄dζ̄), (21)

with the following connection coefficients and their complex conjugates:

Γ2
41 = 0, Γ2

42 = −ρ, Γ2
44 = 0,

Γ2
21 = −

1

2
xρ3, Γ2

22 =
1

2
x̄ρ3, Γ2

24 = 0,

Γ4
41 = −

1

2
xρ3, Γ4

42 = −
1

2
x̄ρ3, Γ4

44 = 0,

Γ4
21 = −ρ

[

−
1

6
ρ4|x|2 +

1

2
ρ2x,ζ̄ + ρa−

R

24ρ2

]

,

Γ4
22 = −ρq,Γ4

24 = 0.

Here, x = x(ζ, ζ̄), q = q(ζ, ζ̄) are arbitrary complex-valued functions, and a = a(ζ, ζ̄) is an arbitrary real-valued
function.

The pulled back NP Weyl scalars are

Ψ0 = 0,

Ψ1 = xρ4,

Ψ2 = aρ3 −
2

3
ρ6xx̄+ ρ4x,ζ̄

Ψ3 =
1

3
ρ8xx̄2 −

1

3
ρ6

(

2x̄x,ζ̄ −
1

2
xx̄,ζ̄

)

−
1

2
ρ5x̄a+ ρ4

(

1

2
x,ζζ̄ − qx

)

+ ρ4a,ζ̄ − ρ2q,ζ −
R

24
x̄.

(22)

A. Proof of Proposition 1

Setting ρ = σ = 0 in Γ41 in (13), this implies that Γ41 = 0. Imposing this condition, the second equation in (11)
vanishes automatically, while the first equation in (11), implies that

dM ∧M = −Γ21 ∧M ∧M = 0 (23)

and so there exists (see for example [53]) two complex functions w and ζ such that

M = ewdζ . (24)

Since M ∧ M̄ 6= 0 it follows that e2Re(w)dζ ∧ dζ̄ 6= 0.
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Imposing Γ41 = 0 on the equations in (14), the second equation implies that Ψ1 = 0 while the third equation
implies

d(Γ12 + Γ34) ∧M = d(Γ12 + Γ34) ∧ dζ = 0. (25)

This implies the existence of two complex functions η and h such that Γ12 + Γ34 = dη + hdζ [53]. Using the frame
freedom (10) we can fix the parameters A and φ so that

Γ12 + Γ34 = hdζ . (26)

Now inserting this 1-form into the third equation in (14), we find

dh ∧ dζ = 2

(

Ψ2 −
R

24

)

dζ ∧ dζ̄ . (27)

It follows that h is a function of ζ and ζ̄ only, and further that

h,ζ̄ = 2

(

R

24
−Ψ2

)

ew+w̄ . (28)

From (26), it follows that Γ12 = 1
2 (hdζ−h̄dζ̄). We may plug this into the first equation of (11) to find that w = w(ζ, ζ̄)

only and

h = −2w̄,ζ. (29)

From (28), and the above identity, we may solve for Ψ2

Ψ2 =
R

24
+ w̄,ζζ̄e

−(w+w̄). (30)

Furthermore, the first equation in (14) gives

dΓ23 = −2w̄,ζdζ ∧ Γ23 −Ψ3e
w+w̄dζ ∧ dζ̄ +

(

R

8
+ w̄,ζζ̄e

−(w+w̄)

)

ewK ∧ dζ. (31)

Thus, we find that dΓ23∧dζ = 0, and there must exist two complex-valued functions s and q such that Γ23 = ds+qdζ
[53]. Fixing the z-parameter in (10), this can be set to be

Γ23 = qdζ. (32)

We note that all of the frame transformation parameters have been fixed now.
Inserting equation (32) into equation (31) we get

dq = Ψ3e
w+w̄dζ̄ +

(

R

8
+ w̄,ζζ̄e

−(w+w̄)

)

ewK+ sdζ, (33)

where s is an arbitrary complex-valued function. Using this in the third equation in (11), we have

dK = (q̄ew − qew̄)dζ ∧ dζ̄ +K ∧ [w̄,ζdζ + w,ζ̄dζ̄]) . (34)

Supplementing ζ and ζ̄ by a real variable r to produce a coordinate system (r, ζ, ζ̄) on N such that k = ∂r, we may
express K as

K = dr + Y dζ + Ȳ dζ̄ , (35)

where Y is a complex-valued function of (r, ζ, ζ̄). Plugging this expression for K into equation (34) we find

dY = qew̄dζ̄ + w̄,ζ [dr + Ȳ dζ̄] + udζ + tdζ̄ , (36)

where t and u are real-valued and complex-valued functions, respectively.
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This equation is equivalent to a system of partial differential equations (PDEs):

Y,r = w̄,ζ ,

Y,ζ̄ = w̄,ζ Ȳ + qew̄ + t,

Y,ζ = u .

(37)

Integrating the first equation of (37), we have

Y = rw̄,ζ +X, (38)

where X = X(ζ, ζ̄) is an arbitrary function. Using this expression for Y in the second equation of (37) and taking
the imaginary part gives

r(w̄,ζζ̄ − w,ζζ̄) +X,ζ̄ − X̄,ζ = w̄,ζX̄ − w,ζ̄X + qew̄ − q̄ew. (39)

If we transcribe equation (33) into a system of PDEs, we have

q,r =
R

8
ew + w̄,ζζ̄e

−w̄,

q,ζ̄ = Ψ3e
w+w̄ +

(

R

8
ew + w̄,ζζ̄e

−w̄

)

Ȳ .
(40)

Integrating the first equation in (40) we find

q =

[

R

8
ew + w̄,ζζ̄e

−w̄

]

r +Qe−w̄ (41)

where Q = Q(ζ, ζ̄) is an arbitrary function. Note this integration required that R is constant, which followed from
the Einstein condition. Inserting this into equation (39) we find a constraint on the imaginary part of Q:

Q− Q̄ = X,ζ̄ − X̄,ζ − w̄,ζX̄ + w,ζ̄X. (42)

Writing Q + Q̄ = S, this is an arbitrary function of ζ and its conjugate. Using the second equation in (40) we may
solve for Ψ3. We have now fully integrated out the differential conditions for M,K and the connection 1-forms on
the null hypersurface N , the results of which are summarized in Proposition 1.

B. Proof of Proposition 2

Setting σ = 0 in Γ41 in (13), this implies that

Γ41 = ρM̄, ρ̄ = ρ. (43)

Furthermore, from equation (16), it follows that

Ψ0 = 0. (44)

The second equation in (11) with equation(43) implies that dΓ41 ∧Γ41 = 0 which in turn implies the existence of two
complex-valued functions f and ζ such that Γ14 = f̄dζ̄. Using the A and φ parameters in the frame transformation
group (10) we may set f̄ = −1 giving

Γ41 = −dζ̄. (45)

Then equating (43) with (45) gives

M =
dζ

ρ
. (46)

Using (45) in the second equation in (14) we can express another connection 1-form:

Γ12 + Γ34 = −
Ψ1

ρ2
dζ + hΓ14, (47)
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where h is an arbitrary complex-valued function. We now may fix the remaining z parameter in the frame transfor-
mation group (10) to set h = 0 and yield

Γ12 + Γ34 = −
Ψ1

ρ2
dζ. (48)

Taking M, Γ12 and Γ24 in equation (46), the real part of equation (48), and the complex conjugate of (43),
respectively, then the first equation in (11) we can solve explicitely for the remaining coframe element:

K = −d

(

1

ρ

)

+
1

2

Ψ1

ρ3
dζ +

1

2

Ψ̄1

ρ3
dζ̄. (49)

In addition, since ρ is real-valued, we can adapt (ρ, ζ, ζ̄) as a coordinate system on N .
Substituting Γ12 + Γ34 in (48) into the third equation of (14), it follows that there exists three complex-valued

functions p, q and s such that

Γ23 =
p

ρ2
dζ + qdζ̄, (50)

along with

Ψ1d

(

Ψ1

ρ4

)

+

(

2ρ+
R

12
− 2Ψ2 −

Ψ1Ψ̄1

ρ2

)

dζ̄ + 2sdζ = 0 (51)

Notice that this second equation implies that

Ψ1d

(

Ψ1

ρ4

)

∧ dζ ∧ dζ̄ = 0. (52)

There are two cases, depending on whether Ψ1 vanishes or not. We will consider the case when Ψ1 6= 0 first. Then
equation (52) implies that there is a function x = x(ζ, ζ̄) such that

Ψ1 = ρ4x. (53)

Setting this into (51) allows for p to be solved for algebraically

p = Ψ2 −
R

24
+

1

2
ρ4(−x,ζ̄ + ρ2xx̄). (54)

With this function set into the third equation in (11), it can only be satisfied if

Ψ̄2 − Ψ2 = ρ4(x̄,ζ − x,ζ̄). (55)

The remaining equation which must be examined is the first equation of (14). Computing the dρ ∧ dζ and dρ ∧ dζ̄
terms:

q,r = 0 ,

Ψ2 = a(ζ, ζ̄)ρ3 −
2

6
ρ6xx̄+ ρ4x,ζ̄ ,

(56)

where a is an arbitrary function of ζ and ζ̄. The first equation implies that q must be independent of ρ, i.e., q = q(ζ, ζ̄).
The second equation is compatible with equation (55) if and only if a = ā, i.e., a is a real-valued function.
Finally, the dζ ∧ dζ̄ term in the first equation in (14) gives an algebraic expression for Ψ3

Ψ3 =
1

3
ρ8xx̄2 −

1

3
ρ6

(

2x̄x,ζ̄ −
1

2
xx̄,ζ̄

)

−
1

2
ρ5x̄a+ ρ4

(

1

2
x,ζζ̄ − qx

)

+ ρ4a,ζ̄ − ρ2q,ζ −
R

24
x̄. (57)

This solves the equations (11) and (14) in the case that Ψ1 6= 0. We note that solutions to these equations when
Ψ1 = 0 can be formally obtained by setting x = 0. The results of this analysis are summarized in Proposition 2.
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IV. SHEAR-FREE NULL HYPERSURFACE STRUCTURES AS CARROLLIAN MANIFOLDS

For N an NHS embedded in a shear-free Einstein spacetime, there is automatically a degenerate metric, h = 2MM̄.
Following from Proposition 1 and 2, where the coframe basis has been determined invariantly, we may view K as an
Ehresmann connection. Then, by computing the dual of the coframe, (m, m̄,k), we may recover a vector-field that
exists in the tangent space of N that we use as the fundamental vector field:

Proposition 1(σ = ρ = 0) : m = −(X + rw̄,ζ)∂r + ew∂ζ , m̄ = −(X̄ + rw,ζ̄)∂r + ew̄∂ζ̄ , k = ∂r

Proposition 2 (σ = 0, ρ 6= 0) : m = −
xρ4

2
∂ρ + ρ∂ζ , m̄ = −

x̄ρ4

2
∂ρ + ρ∂ζ̄ , k = ρ2∂ρ.

(58)

Thus, the NHS may be treated as a Carrollian structure (N ,h,k) through a restriction of the frame transformation
group to the Carrollian group by fixing the A parameter in equation (1). Furthermore, this Carrollian structure is
equipped with a distinguished affine connection, and so it is actually a Carrollian manifold.
We have seen that both the coframe and the connection for a NHS can be determined by solving the exterior

differential system arising from the pullback of the Cartan structure equations. While we have required that the
connection is torsion-free and metric-compatible in the bulk, these conditions do not necessarily hold for the induced
connection on the NHS.
Taking the degenerate metric, it is a straightforward calculation to determine the nonmetricity tensor, Q = ∇h,

σ = ρ = 0 : Q = 0,

σ = 0, ρ 6= 0 : Q = ρ(M⊗K⊗ M̄+ M̄⊗K⊗M+K⊗ h)
(59)

Similarly, computing the intrinsic torsion of the connection for arbitrary vector-fields, X and Y, in the tangent
space of N :

T(X,Y) = ∇XY −∇YX− [X,Y], (60)

we find that in the case that σ = ρ = 0 for N , the torsion tensor is then

T = 2ew−w̄
[

(w̄,ζζ̄ − w,ζζ̄)r +Xw,ζ̄ − X̄w̄,ζ − X̄,ζ +X,ζ̄

]

k⊗ (M ∧ M̄)

+ 2w̄ζe
−wk⊗ (K ∧ M̄) + 2wζ̄e

−w̄k⊗ (K ∧M).
(61)

while in the case where σ = 0 and ρ 6= 0 the torsion tensor is

T =
ρ3

2
(x̄,ζ − x,ζ̄)k⊗ (M ∧ M̄) + 2ρ3x̄k⊗ (K ∧ M̄) + ρ3xk ⊗ (K ∧M). (62)

With the data contained in Propositions 1 and 2, we may also compute the curvature tensor for these Carrollian
geometries. The arbitrary functions that are contained in the connection coefficients but not the frame or coframe
appear within the components of the curvature tensor. We note further that while expressions similar to Ψ1 and Ψ2

appear in the components of the curvature tensor, Ψ3 and Ψ4 will not. To understand this, observe that a similar
phenomenon occurs even for non-null hypersurfaces. Indeed, for any signature hypersurface and a geometrically-
determined (co)frame along it, differentiation tangent to the hypersurface can only extract components of the bulk
curvature tensor contracted with at most one copy of the vector field transverse to the hypersurface. As the constructed
intrinsic covariant derivative on the Carrollian manifold is equal to the tangential Levi-Civita action modified by an
extrinsic invariant that is first-order in derivatives on the bulk metric, the Carrollian curvature can only pick up
components of the bulk curvature containing at most one copy of the transverse vector field. Because both Ψ3 and
Ψ4 are curvature components involving two copies of the transverse vector field, the fact that we do not see these
components in the Carrollian curvature is expected.
The connections we have found for the shear-free NHS embedded in Einstein spacetimes are new. Since ∇h 6= 0

these connections are not metric compatible [11]. Of course, if Q 6= 0 one could introduce a shift tensor, ∆Γ,

∆ΓQ = ρ(m ⊗ k⊗M + M̄⊗ k⊗ M̄) (63)

so that Γ′ = Γ+∆Γ is a metric compatible connection. However, for this new connection it is not possible to require
that ∇k = 0 or that ∇K′ = 0 without imposing conditions on the arbitrary functions, as would be required if the
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connection constructed here could be modified to produce the connection in [11]. This is expected as the connection
discussed there is intended to describe the intrinsic properties of embedded null hypersurfaces as Carrollian structures.
However, using the idea of a shift tensor we may construct a new torsion-free connection on N that is not metric

compatible. We remark that this shift tensor is not quite a contorsion tensor as this would require raising and lowering
of indices which is not permitted with a degenerate metric. For any NHS where σ = ρ = 0, we may use

∆ΓT = −2ew−w̄
[

(w̄,ζζ̄ − w,ζζ̄)r +Xw,ζ̄ − X̄w̄,ζ − X̄,ζ +X,ζ̄

]

k⊗M⊗ M̄

− 2w̄,ζe
−wk⊗M⊗K− 2w,ζ̄e

−w̄k⊗ M̄⊗K.
(64)

while for the case where σ = 0 but ρ 6= 0 we may use

∆ΓT = −
ρ3

2
(x̄,ζ − x,ζ̄)k⊗M⊗ M̄ − 2ρ3x̄k⊗K⊗ M̄− ρ3xk⊗K⊗M. (65)

Using Γ′ = Γ+∆ΓT we now have a torsion-free connection that still contains the arbitrary functions that arise from
extrinsic information. This torsion-free connection is reminiscent of another choice of connection that is increasingly
popular. Indeed, in the physics literature, this particular choice (summarized well in [18]) is also a connection that
both contains extrinsic embedding data and is torsion-free (but is not metric compatible).
In that context, this choice is made because it allows one to encode the bulk gravitational effects on the null hyper-

surface as aspects of the intrinsic geometry of the hypersurface, such as incoming gravitational radiation. The desired
connection is determined by several constraints. First, one demands that the identity operator on the tangent bundle
of the ruled Carrollian geometry is preserved under covariant differentiation and that the connection is symmetric.
Then, to uniquely fix the connection, one uses the rigging connection [37, 38] to determine the action of the connection
on the Ehresmann connection and the fundamental vector field. The pullback and projection of the resulting tensors
then complete the specification of the connection. In this way, extrinsic embedding data is built in to the connection
at the cost of no longer being adapted to the Carrollian structure.
It is thus worthwhile to consider when the connection constructed in this manuscript can be shifted to the connection

built from a rigging connection. By definition a symmetric connection is torsion-free so this condition is already
satisfied. Taking the connection in Propositions 1 and 2 and shifting them by the shift tensor in equation (64) and
(65) respectively, we may verify that the identity operator,

q = m⊗M+ m̄⊗ M̄+ k⊗K, (66)

satisfies ∇q = 0. Thus, the shifted connections can be treated as a rigging connection and we may specify the action
of the torsion-free connections on the fundamental vector-field and Ehresmann connection.

Corollary 1. For any null hypersurface embedded in an Einstein spacetime with σ = ρ = 0 we may always construct
a Carrollian geometry admitting a rigging connection where the fundamental vector-field has vanishing inaffinity,
Kbk

a∇ak
b.

Proof. Using the torsion-free connection Γ′ = Γ + ∆Γ with Γ defined in Proposition 1 and ∆Γ defined in equation
(64). Computing the covariant derivative of the fundamental vector field, k, and the Ehresmann connection, K, we
find:

∇k = k⊗
(

w̄,ζe
−wM+ w,ζ̄e

−w̄M̄
)

,

∇K = Γ3
(12)h+ (Γ3

[12] + [∆ΓT ]
3
[12])(M ∧ M̄)

+ 2
(

w̄,ζe
−wM+ w,ζ̄e

−w̄M̄
)

⊗K+K⊗
(

w̄,ζe
−wM+ w,ζ̄e

−w̄M̄
)

.

(67)

Corollary 2. For any null hypersurface embedded in an Einstein spacetime with σ = 0 and ρ 6= 0 we may always
construct a Carrollian geometry admitting a rigging connection where the fundamental vector-field has vanishing
inaffinity, Kbk

a∇ak
b.

Proof. Using the torsion-free connection Γ′ = Γ + ∆Γ with Γ defined in Proposition 2 and ∆Γ defined in equation
(65). Computing the covariant derivative of the fundamental vector field, k, and the Ehresmann connection, K, we
find:

∇k = −ρ(q− k⊗K)− k⊗

(

ρ3x

2
M+

ρ3x̄

2
M̄

)

,

∇K = Γ3
(12)h+ (Γ3

[12] + [∆ΓT ]
3
[12])(M ∧ M̄) + ρqM⊗M+ ρq̄M̄⊗ M̄

+ k⊗

(

ρ3x

2
M+

ρ3x̄

2
M̄

)

+
(

ρ3xM + ρ3x̄M̄
)

⊗ k.

(68)
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If we permit a scaling of k andK to preserveK(k) = 1, then employing the Leibnitz rule for covariant differentiation
gives the next result.

Corollary 3. For any shear-free NHS embedded in an Einstein spacetime, we may construct a Carrollian geometry
with non-vanishing inaffinity by setting k′ = A−1k and K′ = AK where A is a function satisfying k(A) 6= 0.

V. CONCLUSIONS

By explicitly solving the exterior differential system that arises from the Cartan structure equations projected
onto a null hypersurface, we have determined all possible shear-free null hypersurfaces in Einstein spacetimes as null
hypersurface structures (NHS) equipped with a unique pairing of coframe basis and connection. The structure group
for NHSs contains the Carrollian group as a subgroup and can be recovered by fixing one of the group parameters.
Of particular note, all non-expanding horizons (NEHs) and hence weakly isolated horizons (WIH) [2] in Einstein
spacetimes are determined explicitly in this paper as NHSs.
Motivated by this observation, we then proved that for such hypersurfaces there is a uniquely determined Carrolian

manifold with a unique pair of Ehresmann connection and affine connection. As such, this resolves a significant
roadblock in discussing Carrollian geometry: how one geometrically fixes the Ehresmann connection. Indeed, previous
work by Ashtekar et. al. [2] showed that an Ehresmann connection can be canonically chosen for non-extremal WIHs.
However, the method provided here provides a canonical choice regardless of whether the WIH is extremal.
As our mapping from a NHS to a Carrollian structure fixes the A parameter in the NHS structure group to unity,

one must no longer make an arbitrary choice of representative in the generating null direction for the fundamental
vector field. Instead, our construction chooses the unique representative with vanishing inaffinity. By permitting
the A parameter to be a fixed function, it is possible to construct related Carrollian manifolds with non-vanishing
inaffinity. In this setting, the geometry constructed here is equivalent to that of [18].
In principle we have determined all WIHs embedded in Einstein spacetimes and our results could be used to study

the potential uniqueness of the horizon for the extremal Kerr black hole [54, 55]. However, it is not at all clear how
extremality can be investigated for the current NHSs and their corresponding Carrollian geometries. If we naively
relate inaffinity to surface gravity, then the canonical choice for Carrollian geometries always picks out a fundamental
vector field with zero surface gravity.
While the construction provided in this manuscript has focused on Einstein spacetimes, the results can potentially be

generalized to study null hypersurfaces in far more general settings. We note that if instead one considers a spacetime
with a cosmological constant which also admits a null electromagnetic field whose null direction is proportional to
K the resulting field equations in (11) and (14) would still be applicable. This implies that the shear-free NHSs in
this paper would also describe NHS in these slightly more general spacetimes. As a more ambitious step, one may
consider NHSs in asymptotically flat spacetimes with non-null EM fields as a source, such as the outer event horizon
in Kerr-Newman spacetimes. Given that [16] employs a connection that lacks extrinsic data, more could be said about
such null hypersurfaces if the appropriate frame and connection were determined.
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[36] V. Chandrasekaran, É. É. Flanagan, I. Shehzad, and A.J. Speranza. Brown-York charges at null boundaries. Journal of
High Energy Physics, 2022(1), jan 2022.
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