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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 vacuum, where is the Gauss-Bonnet coupling constant, vanishing gezeIMisner-Sharp
mass is equivalent to the maximally symmetric spacetimaledthe fine-tuning, it is equivalent to the vacuum
class | spacetime. Second, under the fine-tuning with 0, the asymptotically anti-de Sitter spacetime in the
higher-dimensional Henneaux-Teitelboim sense is onlyegigpclass of the vacuum class | spacetime. The lat-
ter means the universal slow fall-off to the unique anti-d&eSinfinity in the presence of physically reasonable
matter.

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

1. Introduction: Gravitation physics in higher dimensions began from the well-known Boulware-Deser-Wheeler solu-
is a prevalent subject of current research motivated maiply tion corresponding to the Schwarzschild-Tangherlini 8ofu
string theory. In this context, it is well known that the most in general relativity [4]. This solution has been generdiz
natural extension of general relativity in higher dimensias  to the topological case with a cosmological constant and the
a theory of quasi-linear second-order partial differdmttpua-  Maxwell field [5] and has occupied the central position in the
tions is not general relativity itself but Lovelock grav[tj. research of the Gauss-Bonnet black holes. Based on this gen-

The Lovelock Lagrangian comprises the dimensionally ex-eralized Boulware-Deser-Wheeler solution, the effectthef
tended Euler densities. lndimensions, the first{/2] curva- ~ Gauss-Bonnetterm on the stability [6] and the black-hae-th
ture terms appear in the field equations, whelelpnotes the modynamics [7] have been investigated. (We refer [8] for the
integer part ofr. In the even-dimensional case, however, therecent review.) Intriguingly, the solutions in Einsteiras-
last (n/2)-th) term becomes a topological invariant and doesBonnet gravity are classified into two branches, one of which
not contribute to the field equations. The Lovelocktersgr  admits the general relativistic limit, while the other nés a
derived from the Lovelock Lagrangian has the following prop result, the theory generically admits two distinct (A)dSwa
erties: (1)G .., is symmetric, (2)7,,,, contains up to the second stemming from its quadratic nature.
derivative of the metric, (3y,G"” = 0, and (4)G .., is linear
in the second derivative of the metric. The fourth condii®n

: ) _ : Recently, asymptotically AdS black holes with a scalar hair
derived by other three in four dimensions.

. ) . . have attracted much attention, which was first discovered nu

Lovelock gravity including general relativity as a special yerically as a counterexample of the black-hole no-hair con
caseis ol?viously a gauge theory for the (local) Lorentz BroUjecture [9]. In particular, theories of AdS gravity coupleda
because its Lagrangian comprises the Lorentz scalars. HOWgqar field with mass at or slightly above the Breitenlohner
ever, itis not a gauge theory for the Poincaré group in g¢ner rreedman bound [10] are callekbsigner gravity{11]. De-
which is the standard symmetry group in particle physics [2] signer gravity admits a large class of asymptotically AdS
From the viewpoint of the gauge principle for the unified the-g, cetimes with slower fall-off conditions than the stadda
ory, itis expected that the gravitation theory is represéais  oneg, of which boundary conditions are defined by an essen-
a gauge theory for the Poincaré group or some group whickja)y arbitrary function prescribing the relation betwethe

contains the Lorentz group and the symmetry group analozgymptotic value of the scalar field and its normal derivedi

gous to translations in a flat spacetime. Miraculously, Unjninity |n the context of the AdS/CFT correspondence [12],
der the fine-tuning between the coupling constants, Lokeloc

X ) > ; asymptotically AdS black-hole solutions in designer gnavi
gravity can be a gauge theory for the Poincaré, de Sitte), (dShaye been applied to the study of the cosmic censorship con-

or anti-de Sitter (AdS) group. The last two groups are th&gcqyre [13] or big-bang singularities in cosmology [14].
smallest nontrivial choices of such required groups coirigi

the translation symmetry group on a pseudosphere. Unfortu-
nately, this miracle happens onlyadddimensions, neverthe-

less this so-called Chern-Simons gravity has been of paaic  1ll-Off to the AdS infinity is universal in spherically sym-
interest as an aesthetic way to the unified theory [2]. metric spacetimes containirsgy matter satisfying the domi-

On the other hand, among all the classes of Loveloci'@nt energy condition in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravitjiwi
gravity, the second-order Lovelock theory so-called Eimst & finé-tuning of the coupling constants to give a unique AdS
Gauss-Bonnet gravity has been intensively investigated be/acuum, where the theory becomes Chern-Simons gravity in
cause the renormalizable Gauss-Bonnet term, a special corfi€ dimensions. We adopt the units in which only the
bination of the curvature-squared terms, appears in the lowfimensional gravitational constag, is retained.
energy limit of the heterotic string theory [3]. The history
of the black-hole physics in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gyavit 2. Preliminaries: The action for Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet

In the present paper, we show that such remarkable slow
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gravity in then(> 5)-dimensional spacetime is given by

1
S = /dnl'\/ —g [ﬁ(R —2A 4+ aLGB) + Smattera
1)
()

wherek,, := /887G, andA is a cosmological constanktgp

Lop = R* — 4R, R" + Ry pe RMP7

is called the Gauss-Bonnet term, which does not contribut

to the field equations in four dimensions. is the coupling

constant of the Gauss-Bonnet term. In the low-energy limit (

of heterotic string theoryy is regarded as the inverse string
tension and positive-definite [3], however we don’t fix thgrsi
of « at this stage.

The gravitational equation of the action (1) is

GF, + aH", + AO", = K2T" 3)
where
G 2= R — 501 (4)
Hyy i= 2| RRy = 2Ry RS, = 2R Ry
+ Rfﬂvagy - %g,uuLGB (5)

andT* is the energy-momentum tensor for matter fields ob-

tained fromSy,a¢ter iN EQ. (1).

Suppose the:-dimensional spacetimeM™, g,.,,) to be a
warped product of afn — 2)-dimensional constant curva-
ture spacé K" 2, ;) and a two-dimensional orbit spacetime
(M?, gqp) under the isometries qfk ™2, ~;;). Namely, the
line element is given by

Guvdatdz” = gap(y)dy®dy® + 1 (y)7yi; (z)dz'dz?,  (6)

wherea,b = 0,1; i,j = 2,...,n — 1. Herer is a scalar
on (M?, gap) With 7 = 0 defining its boundary ang;; is
the unit metric on(K"~2,~,;) with its sectional curvature
k = £1,0. We assume thdtk "2, ~;;) is compact. The gen-
eralized Misner-Sharp mass in Einstein-Gauss-Bonneitgrav
is a scalar function oM ?, g,,) defined by

(n=2)Vy,

n

52 {—]\7’"1 + 7" 3k — (Dr)?]
I{/n

+ @l (DrP P, ™)
wherea := (n — 3)(n — 4)a, A := 2A/[(n — 1)(n — 2)],
D, is a metric compatible linear connection@?, g,;,) and
(Dr)? := g®*(D,r)(Dyr) [15, 16]. V;¥_, denotes the area of
K" 2 Forl + 4aA = 0, Eq. (7) gives

(n—2)Vy;

n—2 Tn_5{T2 + 2d[k — (D’I’)2]}2, (8)

m = —
8ak?

which is non-negative (non-positive) far> (<)0.

The line element may be written locally in the double-null

coordinates as

ds? = —2¢~ 1 dudv 4 2 (u, v)7yi;dz'dz. 9)

2

The metric functions:=f andr? are non-zero and finite to
avoid the coordinate singularities. Null vectd/ou) and
(0/0v) are taken to be future-pointing. The expansions of two
independent future-directed radial null vectoase defined as

0y :=(n-— 2)7°_1r7v, (20)
0 :=(n—2)r"tr, (11)

q’hen, the quasi-local mass is expressed as

o n— 2)V77],€—2 n—3 A 2 k 2 f0 0
m—Tr —ArT + —|—(n_2)27’e L0
2 2
~ -2 2 f

+ar (k + CEDE 2)2r e 9+9_> ] (12)

An (n — 2)-surface withd 0_ > (<)0 is called atrapped
(untrapped) surfaceWe fix the orientation of the untrapped
surface byd,. > 0 andf_ < 0, i.e., d/0u and9d/0ov are
ingoing and outgoing null vectors, respectively.

The most general material stress-energy tefi$orin this
symmetric spacetime is given by

Tydatde” =Ty (u, v)du2 + 2T (u, v)dudv
+ Ty (u, v)dv? + plu, v)r2y;;dz'dz?. (13)

The variation ofn is determined by the field equations as

1 .
m, = 2Vf—2ejrn71(Tuv9+ = Tob-), (14)
n—
1
m = VT Tas). (9
n —

In the present paper, we assume the dominant energy condi-
tion for the matter field, which implies
Tuu Z 07 T’UU Z 07 Tuv 2 0 (16)

and assures that a causal observer measures the non-aegativ
energy density and the energy flux is a future-directed dausa
vector.

For the proof of our main results, we review the gen-
eralized Birkhoff's theorem in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnetvgra
ity [16, 18]. In the vacuum case, Eqs. (14) and (15) give
m = M, whereM is a constant. The vacuum spacetime
can be completely classified by the following theorem. (See
Proposition 1 in [16] for the proof.)

Theorem 1 (The generalized Birkhoff's theorem.An n-
dimensional vacuum spacetime in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet
gravity with the metric form (6) is isometric to one of the-fol
lowings: (i) the generalized Boulware-Deser-Wheeler solu
tionif (Dr)? # 0, (ii) the Nariai-type solution if- is constant,
and (iii) the class | solution ifDr)? = k + r2/(2a).

1In[16, 17], they are erroneously mentioned as radial nudgsics.
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The generalized Boulware-Deser-Wheeler solution [4, 5] is In the above theorem, we employed the higher-dimensional

given as generalization of the Henneaux-Teitelboim asymptotycall
o AdS boundary conditions for the metric components adopt-
ds? = —f(r)dt® + £ (r)dr? + r?y;;dz"d2, (17)  ing the coordinates” = {t,p, 2’} [21]. The metric under
2 8K2aM ~ consideration can be written as, = g,(ﬁ,) + hpuw, Whereg,(ﬁ,)
f(r)=k+ % 1F \/1 + 5 "L/,C — +4ah| . is the metric of the AdS spacetime, from which deviation is
@ (n = 2)Voor 18) represented by,,,.. In the global coordinates, we have
o - o i O)dzHdz” 140 2pH)dt? + difﬁ p?d0?
The Nariai-type solution [19, 20] is given as Gy dztdz” = —( eff P (11 020° ) n—2
g (26)
ds? = —(1 — op?)dt? 2~idzidz?, (19 1 =
s (1= op)dt” + -— p2+ro% 2'dz?, (19) 2 = -3% (H: 1+4dA), (27)
_[2(n—3)+2a(n —5)kry? © (20)
7= 3 + 2ak ’ wheredQ?_, is the line element of a unit. — 2)-sphere.

Lo 1S the effective curvature radius in the spacetime, so we
wherer?3 is the real and positive root of the following alge- assumel + 4aA > 0 hereafter for¢?; to be real. The
braic equation (see [16] for the existence condition): AdS spacetime (26) corresponds to the generalized Bowware

Deser-Wheeler solution (17) with = 1 andM = 0. The

(n—1)i = (n ;23)k N (n —Ti)o?k2 . (21) fall-off condition is such that
’ ’ hi = cup™" T + 0(p™"*2), (28a)
The relation? + 2ak = 0 does not hold since it gives a con- Rpp = Cppp—n—l + O(p—n—2), (28b)
tradiction. The quasi-local mass of the Nariai-type spatet ho . 1
is given by tp = Ctpp " +O(p ), (28c)
. hpi = cpip™ " + O(p™™ 1, (28d)
m = s )2V2 20 (Aré — kry — k*a), (22) hes = cap™" T+ O(p™" ), (28e)
" hij = cijp” " + O(p™ "), (28f)
— ( )kvk 2T0 ( 2 +2kd) (23)
- (n—1)k2 "o ’ wherecy, ..., ¢;; are functions independent pf In the spher-

ically symmetric spacetime, which is of our interest here,
where we used Eq. (21) for eliminating Thus,m is non- ¢, ..., ¢;; are independent of andc,; = ¢;; = 0.
zero because of + 2ka # 0. 3. Main results:Now we show our main results. As seen
The class | solution [16, 18] exists only for- 46A = 0as  before, if the spacetime is maximally symmetric or class |
spacetime, the quasi-local masss identically zero. Indeed,
fork =1, A <0, anda > 0, its inverse also holds under the

dr? .
9 _ N 26(tr) g2 2. 1ig.j
ds g(r)e 4t + Friydatded, o (24) dominant energy condition.

g(r)

g(r) ==k + 2~, (25)  Proposition 1 (Vanishing mass spacetimeUnder the dom-
inant energy condition fok = 1, A < 0, anda > 0,
whered(t, ) is anarbitrary function. We note that the class m = 0 is equivalent to the maximally symmetric space-
| solution is not static in general and the quasi-local mass itime for 1 + 4aA # 0 and the class | spacetime (24) for
identically zero {n = 0) for this solution. 14+ 4aA =0.
Next, we also review the vanishing mass theorem in the

asymptotically AdS spacetime far+ 4&A = 0. Equation (8)
shows that the quasi-local mass is non-negative (nonipejsit
for « > (<)0. Then, by the combination of the asymptotic
analysis and the monotonic propertymafon untrapped sur-
faces under the dominant energy condition, the followirgg t
orem is shown for positiver. (See Proposition 7 in [16] for
the proof.)

As seenin Eq. (27), the special tuning between the coupling
constantsl + 4a@A = 0 allows the theory to have a unique
(A)dS vacuum and become Chern-Simons gravity in five di-
mensions [22]. Proposition 1 is proven by the combination of
h the following two lemmas together with Theorem 1.

Lemmallfm =0fork = 1, A < 0, anda > 0, then
0L0_ < 0, i.e., the spacetime consists of the untrapped sur-

faces.
Theorem 2 (Vanishing mass in asymptotically AdS spacetime

with 1 4+ 4aA = 0.) Supposé + 4&A = 0 with a > 0 and  Proof. Trivial from Eq. (12).m

the dominant energy condition in aadimensional asymptot-

ically AdS spacetime. Themp = 0 holds on the untrapped Lemma 2 Under the dominant energy conditionpif = 0 on
spacelike hypersurface. the untrapped surface, th&p, = 0.
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Proof. By the variation formulae (14) and (15),,, =  totically AdS spacetime have been given in Einstein-Gauss-
T,, = Ty, = 0 on the untrapped surface. Then, the energyBonnet gravity [23]. However, the universal slow fall-off
momentum conservation equatifﬂf"’;u = 0, whereAd = u means that they are diverging in the casel of 4aA = 0
or v, gives with @ > 0. This fact forces us to reformulate the global mass
) to give a finite value under the slower fall-off condition g
pr.ae’ =0. (29)  special case. This problem has been investigated in Chern-
Simons gravity in [24].
Since the slow fall-off to the unique AdS vacuum has been
confirmed in the vacuum case and in the presence of the
Maxwell field [22], it is naturally expected to be a univer-

Then, by the combination of Proposition 1 and Theorem 2, . - .
sal property under the dominant energy condition also in the

it is easy to show the following proposition about the asymp- i . .
totically AdS spacetime fof + 4GA — 0 with o > 0. cIa;s of Lovelock gravity admlttlng asmg_le AdS vacuum. Our
main results have been obtained essentially by using the mas
variation formulae (14) and (15) and the energy-momentum
conservation equation. These variation formulae are Bxact

the same as those in general relativity, which enable us to

cally AdS spacetime. Then, the spacetime is represented ove the propositions in parallel with the general _rela_tiv
the class | solution (24) with = 1 and(t, r) satisfying the tic case. In our recent paper [16], gfurther generalization
fall-off condition (28). the Misner-Sharp quasi-local mass in general Lovelock-grav

ity was proposed, with which the mass variation formulae
4. DiscussionsProperties of the generalized Misner-Sharpwere conjectured to hold. We expect that a large set of the
mass (7) have been fully investigated in [16]. It inheritsresults obtained in the present paper and in [16] is gerzexdli
the characteristics such as monotonicity or positivitynfro in a very straightforward manner. They will provide us a firm
the Misner-Sharp mass in general relativity and is its retur ground in the research of Lovelock gravity.
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