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2" key result:
Invariant RG-improvement
is coordinate independent
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RG-improvement

could give qualitative insights
into a more complete
(asymptotically safe)
description of black holes.

>

Supernova
*SN 1994 D

Is RG-improvement
coordinate
independent?

How to tell two
spacetimes apart?

R = = (K2 —2K6)" — (K2 — 2/C)

0| = 00| =
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Zakhary, MclIntosh ‘97
Carminati, McLenaghan ‘91
Karlhede ‘80

Cartan 28
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