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Universal slow fall-off to the unique AdS infinity in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity
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In this paper, the following two propositions are proven emthe dominant energy condition for the mat-
ter field in the higher-dimensional spherically symmetpacetime in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity in the
presence of a cosmological constant First, for A < 0 anda > 0 without a fine-tuning to give a unique
anti-de Sitter (AdS) vacuum, whereis the Gauss-Bonnet coupling constant, vanishing gezechMisner-
Sharp mass is equivalent to the maximally symmetric spaeetinder the fine-tuning, it is equivalent to the
vacuum class | spacetime. Second, under the fine-tuningawith0, the asymptotically AdS spacetime in the
higher-dimensional Henneaux-Teitelboim sense is onlyegigpclass of the vacuum class | spacetime. This
means the universal slow fall-off to the unique AdS infinitythe presence of physically reasonable matter.

PACS numbers: 04.20.Cv, 04.20.Ha,04.50.-h.

1. Introduction: Gravitation physics in higher dimensions eralized Boulware-Deser-Wheeler solution, the effecthef
is a prevalent subject of current research motivated méiply Gauss-Bonnetterm on the stability [6] and the black-hade-th
string theory. In this context, it is well known that the most modynamics [7] have been investigated. (We refer [8] for the
natural extension of general relativity in higher dimensias  recent review.) Intriguingly, the solutions in Einsteiras-
a theory of quasi-linear second-order partial differdmtpia-  Bonnet gravity are classified into two branches, one of which
tions is not general relativity itself but Lovelock grav(ty. admits the general relativistic limit, while the other doex.

The Lovelock Lagrangian comprises the dimensionally exAS @ result, the theory generically admits two distinct (3)d
tended Euler densities. indimensions, the first{/2] curva- ~ vacua stemming from its quadratic nature.
ture terms appear in the field equations, wheielpnotes the Recently, asymptotically AdS black holes with a scalar hair
integer part ofz. In the even-dimensional case, however, thehave attracted much attention, which was first discovered nu
last ((n/2)-th) term becomes a topological invariant and doegmerically as a counterexample of the black-hole no-hair con
not contribute to the field equations. The Lovelock tergggr  jecture [9]. In particular, theories of AdS gravity coupteda
derived from the Lovelock Lagrangian has the following prop scalar field with mass at or slightly above the Breitenlohner
erties: (1), is symmetric, (2., contains up to the second Freedman bound [10] are callekksigner gravity{11]. De-
derivative of the metric, (3Y,G"* = 0, and (4)G,,, is linear ~ signer gravity admits a large class of asymptotically AdS
in the second derivative of the metric. spacetimes with slower fall-off conditions than the stadda

Lovelock gravity, as well as general relativity, is a gaugeones’ of which boundary conditions are defined by an essen-

theory for the (local) Lorentz group obviously but not foeth tlas”goirggg?:g[fluzriCg:;erIJESaing?j)g glfat:lf rfc\)(ljesé %E—i;’? r
Poincaré group in general, which is the standard symmetry>" Ll ’ i .
grolup in p%rtizlz Iph?/sics 2] Vl\ér(l)m tlhe gauge-principI);/\er geeagner gravity have been applied to the study of the cosmic
point, the gravitation theory is expected to be a gauge thegelnsot:shlp conjecture [13] or Elg-b&r\]ng S|nghular|t|esk[1;1|] |
ory for the Poincaré group or some group which contains the ”n ;f e prhese:(;gaplfr,_ we show t a: suc r:emar”a € slow
Lorentz group and the symmetry group analogous to transld@!-off to the infinity Is universal in ,S]P _e”cﬁ ydsym-
tions in a flat spacetime. Miraculously, under the fine-tgnin MetrC spacetimes containiegy matter satisfying the domi-

between the coupling constants, Lovelock gravity can be &2nt énergy condition in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravithwi

gauge theory for the Poincaré, de Sitter (dS), or anti-de Si @ fine-tuning of the coupling constants to give a unique AdS

ter (AdS) group. The last two groups are the smallest nonYacuum, where the theory becomes Chern-Simons gravity in

trivial choices of such required groups containing thegran  fIve dimensions. We adopt the units in which only the
tion symmetry group on a pseudosphere. Unfortunately, thidimensional gravitational consta@t, is retained.

miracle happens only indddimensions, nevertheless this so- 2. Preliminaries: The field equation of Einstein-Gauss-
called Chern-Simons gravity has been of particular intexes Bonnet gravity in the:(> 5)-dimensional spacetime is

an aesthetic way to the unified theory [2].

Iz Iz oo 2

On the other hand, the second-order Lovelock theory soG vt oty + A0, =k, T, (1)
called Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity has been intensivel; ._ p 1 R 2)
. . . Va7 iz guu 9
investigated because the renormalizable Gauss-Bonmat ter 2
appears in the low-energy limit of the heterotic string the-H, := 2(RR, — 2Rua R%, — 2R’ R0, + RH“BVRmm)
ory [3]. The history of the black-hole physics in Einstein- 1 5 " po
Gauss-Bonnet gravity began from the well-known Boulware- — — §g#V(R — AR R + Ryypo It ); ©)

Deser-Wheeler solution corresponding to the Schwarzschil

Tangherlini solution in general relativity [4]. This soloih has ~ wherex,, := /87G,, and A is a cosmological constantx
been generalized [5] and occupied the central positionen this the Gauss-Bonnet coupling constant dft( is the energy-
research of the Gauss-Bonnet black holes. Based on this gemomentum tensor for matter fields.
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Suppose the:-dimensional spacetimeM™, g,,,,) to be a

Theorem 1 (The generalized Birkhoff's theorem.An n-

warped product of ain — 2)-dimensional constant curva- dimensional vacuum spacetime is isometric to one of the fol-

ture spacé K", ~;;) with its sectional curvature = +1,0

and a two-dimensional orbit spacetinm&/?, g,;,) under the
isometries of K"~2,~;,). We assume thak "2 is compact.

lowing: (i) the generalized Boulware-Deser-Wheeler solu-
tion if (D,r)(D%r) # 0, (ii) the Nariai-type solution ifr
is constant, and (iii) the class | solution (iD,r)(Dr) =

The line element in the double-null coordinates is given byk + r2/(2&), whereD,, is a metric compatible linear connec-

ds? = —2¢ (V) qydy + 2 (u, v)'yijdzidzj. 4)

The metric functions~/ andr? are non-zero and finite to

avoid the coordinate singularities. Null vectd®/ou) and

(0/0v) are taken to be future-pointing. The area expansions ds? =

along these two radial null vectdrare given ag, := (n —

2)r~tr,andf_ := (n — 2)r~'r,. An (n — 2)-surface with
0,6_ > (<)0 is called atrapped (untrappedjurface. We

fix the orientation of the untrapped surface dy > 0 and

0_ < 0,i.e.,0/0uandd/dv are ingoing and outgoing null
vectors, respectively. The generalized Misner-Sharp nsass

given by
(n— 2)Vf_2 ns| % o 2r2ef
m = T’I’ —A’l’ + k+ (71_72)29+9,
o 2r2ef 2
—+ ar 2 </€+m9+9) :|, (5)

whered := (n—3)(n—4)aandA := 2A/[(n—1)(n—2)] and
V¥ _, denotes the area df"~2 [15, 16]. Forl + 4aA = 0,

we have
(n —2)VE =5 2r2e/ 0.0 ?
(TL — 2)2 +V— )
(6)

_ 2 ~
m = 8anr2 {7’ + 2a (k +

which is non-negative (non-positive) far> (<)0.
The most general),,, in this spacetime is given by
Ty dat da” =Ty (u, v)du? + 2T, (u, v)dudo
+ Ty (u, v)dv? + p(u, v)r?y;;dz'dzd. (7)

The variation ofmn is determined by the field equations as

1

My = — 2Vf,2ef N Ty — Tonb),  (8)
1

My = —— 2V,f,26fr”*1(Twe, —Tuwuby).  (9)

tion on (M2, gap)-

The generalized Boulware-Deser-Wheeler solution [4, 5] is
given as

—f(r)dt® + fH(r)dr? + rPy;;dz'de, (11)

r? 8k2aM -
=k+ —|1 1 L 4aA | .
Jr)=k+ o3 ¢\/ MO N
(12)
The Nariai-type solution [19, 20] is given as
2 2\ 742 dp? 2 i3.9
ds® = —(1 —op”)dt” + 5 trovijdz'dz?,  (13)
1—-o0p '
2(n — 3) + 2a(n — 5)kry 2
= k 14
7 [ 12 + 2k ’ (14)

wherer? is the real and positive root of the following alge-
braic equation (see [16] for the existence condition):

(n—3)k n (n— i)d/{Q '

— DA =
(n ) 7”3 o

(15)

We can show? + 2ak # 0 since it gives a contradiction. The
guasi-local mass of the Nariai-type spacetime is given by
(n —2)kVE_yrg=°

(n—1)k3

(ré + 2ka), (16)

m =

where we used Eq. (15) for eliminatiny Thus,m is non-
zero fork # 0. :
The class | solution [16, 18] exists only for- 4&A = 0 as

dr?

g(r)

ds? = —g(?")e%(t"”)dt2 + + TQ’}/ideide, a7

2
g(r) =k +

26

(18)

We assume the dominant energy condition for the matter fieldvhered(z, ) is anarbitrary function. The class | solution is

which implies

Tuu Z 07 TU’U Z 07 TU’U Z O (10)

For the proof of our main results, we review the gen-

eralized Birkhoff's theorem in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnetvgra _
(8) and (9) givemonotomc property ofn on untrapped surfaces under the

ity [16, 18]. In the vacuum case, Egs.

m = M, whereM is a constant. The vacuum spacetime

not static in general and the quasi-local mass is zere=(0).
Next, we also review the vanishing mass theorem in the
asymptotically AdS spacetime far+ 4&A = 0. Equation (6)
shows that the quasi-local mass is non-negativenfar 0.
Then, by the combination of the asymptotic analysis and the

dominant energy condition, the following theorem is shown.

can be completely classified by the following theorem. (SeéSee Proposition 7 in [16] for the proof.)

Proposition 1 in [16] for the proof.)

11n[16, 17], they are erroneously mentioned as the expassibthe future-
directed radial null geodesics.

Theorem 2 (Vanishing mass in asymptotically AdS spacetime
with 1 4+ 4aA = 0.) Supposé + 4aA = 0 with @ > 0 and

the dominant energy condition in aadimensional asymptot-
ically AdS spacetime. Themp = 0 holds on the untrapped
spacelike hypersurface.
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In the above theorem, we employed the higher-dimensional Then, by the combination of Proposition 1 and Theorem 2,
generalization of the Henneaux-Teitelboim asymptotjcall it is easy to show the following proposition about the asymp-
AdS boundary conditions [21]. We write the metricgs =  totically AdS spacetime for + 4&A = 0 with a > 0.

g,(ﬁ,) + huws whereg is the metric of the AdS spacetime,
from which deviation is represented hy,,. In the global co-  Proposition 2 (Asymptotically AdS spacetime with +
ordinatest* = {t, p, 2'}, we have 4&A = 0.) Supposel 4+ 4aA = 0 with a > 0 and the
42 dominant energy condition in an-dimensional asymptoti-
gff,),)dx“dx” = —(1+02p%)at> + %2 + p2d02_,, cally AdS spacetime. Thep, the spacetime is represented by
(1+05p%) the class | solution (17) witk = 1 andd(¢, ) satisfying the
(19) fall-off condition (21).

g = —i (1 +Vv1+ 407/\) ; (20) 4. DiscussionsProperties of the generalized Misner-Sharp
mass (5) have been fully investigated in [16]. It inherits
which coincide with the generalized Boulware-Deser-the characteristics such as monotonicity or positivitynfro
Wheeler solution (11) wittk = 1 andM = 0, wheredQ? _ the Misner-Sharp mass in general relativity and is its ratur
is the line element of a unitn — 2)-sphere. We assume counterpart in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity. As an appli
1+ 4&A > 0 for £2; to be real. The fall-off conditions are tion, this quasi-local mass played an essential role tcalélae
dynamical properties of the Gauss-Bonnet black holes [17].

huy = cup™ "+ O(p7 ), (21a) Proposition 1 obtained in the present paper is another temar

hpp = Cppp” " +O0(p™ "), (21b)  able property in the spherically symmetric case in addition

hip = copp™™ + O(p~" 1), (21c) tﬁ the r_esqlts in [1§], which claims the equn_/alence betwee_n
. . the vanishing quasi-local mass and the maximally symmetric

hpi = cpip™" +O0(p™"77), (21d)  spacetime for: > 0 andA < 0 with 1+ 4&A # 0.

hes = cup™ "2 + O(p~"T2), (21e) The case with +4aA = 0 is exceptional in Proposition 1,

hij = ci;p~ "% + O(p~™+2), (21f) which admits the theory to have a unique (A)dS vacuum as

well as the non-maximally symmetric vacuum solution with
wherecy, ..., ¢;; are functions independent pf vanishing quasi-local mass. Proposition 2 is concerneld wit
3. Main results:Now we show our main results. As seen this exceptional case and claims that, under the dominant en
before, if the spacetime is maximally symmetric or class 1€r9y condition, even if the metric of some spherically sym-
spacetime, the quasi-local massis identically zero. Indeed, Metric solution of the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet equatiorth wi

fork =1, A <0, anda > 0, its inverse also holds under the 1 + 4GA = 0 anda > 0 reduces to the AdS metric at
dominant energy condition. infinity, the fall-off rate is necessarily slower than theneo

dition (21). The generalized Boulware-Deser-Wheeler solu
Proposition 1 (Vanishing mass spacetirmeUnder the dom- tion (11) forn > 6 with positive M/ is a vacuum example with
inant energy condition fok = 1, A < 0, anda > 0, such slow fall-off. It is seen that the fall-off rate to the &d
m = 0 is equivalent to the maX|maIIy symmetric space- Metric changes in the caselof-4aA = 0. This phenomenon
time for 1 + 4&A # 0 and the class | spacetime (17) for Was first pointed out in the study of the static black holesiwit
1+ 4aA = 0. and without the Maxwell field in the class of Lovelock gravity

admitting a unique (A)dS vacuum [22]. (The case with- 2

As seen in Eg. (20), the special tuning between the couplingy [22] corresponds to ours.) Our proposition claims tha it

constantsl + 4a&A = 0 allows the theory to have a unique universal in the presence of physically reasonable mattet e
(A)dS vacuum and become Chern-Simons gravity in five diin the highly dynamical situation.
mensions [22]. Proposition 1 is proven by the combination of - |n the-dimensional Kerr-Myers-Perry-AdS spacetime, the
the following two lemmas together with Theorem 1. fall-off condition (21) is certainly satisfied. Althougtsitoun-

terpart in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity has not beendoun
Lemmallf m = 0fork =1, A < 0, anda > 0, then  yet it would also exhibit the slow fall-off to the unique AdS
04+0_ <0, i.e., the spacetime consists of the untrapped surnfinity for 1 + 4a&A = 0. Under the standard fall-off condi-
faces. tion (21), several definitions of the global mass in the asymp
totically AdS spacetime have been given in Einstein-Gauss-
Bonnet gravity [23]. However, the universal slow fall-off
means that they are diverging in the casel of 4&@A = 0
with @ > 0. This fact forces us to reformulate the global mass
to give a finite value under the slower fall-off condition g

Proof. Trivial from Eq. (5).m

Lemma 2 Under the dominant energy conditionyif = 0 on
the untrapped surface, thép, = 0.

Proof. By the variation formulas (8) and (9J,.. = T,, =  special case. This problem has been investigated in Chern-
T., = 0 on the untrapped surface. Then, the energy-Simons gravity in [24].
momentum conservation equatidii”,, = 0 givespr e/ = Since the slow fall-off to the unique AdS vacuum has been

0. We haver , # 0 on the untrapped surface, so that= 0  confirmed in the vacuum case and in the presence of the
there, which completes the prog. Maxwell field [22], it is naturally expected to be a universal



property under the dominant energy condition also in thescla
of Lovelock gravity admitting a single AdS vacuum. Our main
results have been obtained essentially by using the maiss var
tion formulas (8) and (9) and the energy-momentum conserva-[s]
tion equation. These variation formulae are exactly theesam

4

Rev. D 72, 104016 (2005); G. Kofinas and R. Olea, Phys.
Rev. D74, 084035 (2006); M.H. Dehghani, G.H. Bordbar, and
M. Shamirzaie, Phys. Rev. B4, 064023 (2006); M.H. De-
hghani and S.H. Hendi, Int. J. Mod. Phys1B, 1829 (2007).

C. Charmousis, arXiv:0805.0568 [gr-qc]; C. Garraffodan
G. Giribet, arXiv:0805.3575 [gr-qc].

as those in general relativity, which enable us to prove the[g] T. Torii, K. Maeda, and M. Narita, Phys. Rev. &, 044007

propositions in parallel with the general relativistic easn

our recent paper [16], a further generalization of the Misne [10]
Sharp quasi-local mass in general Lovelock gravity was pro-
posed, with which the mass variation formulae were conjec[ll]
tured to hold. We expect that a large part of the results ob-
tained in the present paper and in [16] is generalized in a
very straightforward manner. They will provide for us a firm
ground in the research of Lovelock gravity.
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