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In full Horndeski theories, we show that the static and spherically symmetric black hole (BH)
solutions with a static scalar field ¢ whose kinetic term X is nonvanishing on the BH horizon are
generically prone to ghost/Laplacian instabilities. We then search for asymptotically Minkowski
hairy BH solutions with a vanishing X on the horizon free from ghost/Laplacian instabilities. We
show that models with regular coupling functions of ¢ and X result in no-hair Schwarzschild BHs in
general. On the other hand, the presence of a coupling between the scalar field and the Gauss-Bonnet
(GB) term R%p5, even with the coexistence of other regular coupling functions, leads to the realization
of asymptotically Minkowski hairy BH solutions without ghost/Laplacian instabilities. Finally, we
find that hairy BH solutions in power-law F(R?}B) gravity are plagued by ghost instabilities. These
results imply that the GB coupling of the form &(¢)R%p plays a prominent role for the existence of
asymptotically Minkowski hairy BH solutions free from ghost/Laplacian instabilities.

I. INTRODUCTION

General Relativity (GR) has been tested by numerous experiments in the Solar System. While gravity can be
well described by GR on the weak gravitational background in our local Universe ﬂ], the dawn of gravitational-wave
(GW) astronomy ﬂ] and black hole (BH) shadow measurements B] have started to allow us to probe the physics of
extremely compact objects like BHs and neutron stars @ﬁ] On the other hand, we also know that the Universe
recently entered a phase of accelerated expansion B, ] While the cosmological constant is the simplest candidate for
the source of this acceleration, i.e., dark energy, the theoretical value of vacuum energy mimicking the cosmological
constant is enormously larger than the observed dark energy scale HE] The cosmological constant has also been
plagued by tensions of today’s Hubble constant Hy constrained from high- and low-redshift measurements , ]
These facts led to the question for the validity of GR on large distances relevant to today’s cosmic acceleration. A
simple and robust alternative to GR is provided by scalar-tensor theories possessing a scalar degree of freedom coupled
to gravity [13].

The most general class of scalar-tensor theories with second-order Euler-Lagrange equations of motion is called
Horndeski theories ﬂﬂﬂ] There have been numerous attempts for the theoretical construction of dark energy
models compatible with observations M] Although such a new scalar degree of freedom potentially manifests
itself in the Solar System, fifth forces mediated by the scalar field can be screened [31-134] by Vainshtein [35] or
chameleon @] mechanisms around a compact body on the weak gravitational background. In the vicinity of a BH,
on the other hand, a nonvanishing charge of the scalar field, i.e., scalar hair, gives rise to a nontrivial field profile
affecting the background geometry. This offers an interesting possibility for probing the possible deviation from GR
in strong gravity regimes.

In GR, the vacuum, asymptotically flat, static, and spherically symmetric solution is uniquely characterized by
the Schwarzschild geometry containing the mass of a compact bodyE The search for hairy BH solutions endowed
with nontrivial field profiles has been performed for several subclasses of Horndeski theories. It has been recognized
that there is no scalar hair for a minimally coupled canonical scalar field @, 139] and k-essence @] as well as for
a nonminimally coupled scalar field with the Ricci scalar of the form Ga(¢)R 44). Tf the scalar field is coupled
to a Gauss-Bonnet (GB) curvature invariant Ry [see Eq. (5I)] as £(¢)REp [45-47], where £(¢) is a function of
#, there are asymptotically Minkowski hairy BH solutions for the dilatonic coupling &(¢) ~ e m—@], linear
coupling £(¢) x ¢ [59, @i’, and models for spontaneous scalarization of BHs where £(¢) o 3.5, ¢;¢* with ¢;

1 The second-order nature of Euler-Lagrange equations is desirable for avoiding the notorious problem of Ostrogradsky ghost ﬂE} Inter-
estingly, there is a larger class of scalar-tensor theories without Ostrogradsky ghost known as DHOST theories m], which we do not
consider in the present paper.

Rigorously speaking, an “asymptotically Minkowski” metric should be distinguished from an “asymptotically flat” metric. Indeed, there
are some cases where the asymptotic form of the metric does not look like Minkowski but all the components of the curvature tensor
vanish asymptotically (see, e.g., M}) In the present paper, we do not consider such asymptotically locally flat metrics and focus only
on asymptotically Minkowski metrics.
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being constant ﬂ@—@] The nonminimal derivative coupling ¢G/,, V#V¥¢ to the Einstein tensor G, , where V, is
the covariant derivative operator, gives rise to non-asymptotically Minkowski hairy BHs m, @—@] with the static
background scalar field, but it was recently recognized that they are unstable against linear perturbations HE]

The purpose of this paper is to elucidate the class of Horndeski theories giving rise to asymptotically Minkowski
BH solutions endowed with scalar hair which are free from ghost or Laplacian instabilities. We will focus on a
time-independent background scalar field on the static and spherically symmetric background. In this case, we can
exploit conditions for the absence of ghost/Laplacian instabilities against odd- and even-parity perturbations derived
in Refs. [7577]. In shift-symmetric Horndeski theories where the coupling functions G 3.4 5 depend on the canonical
kinetic term X only, Hui and Nicolis HE] showed the absence of asymptotically Minkowski hairy BH solutions under
several assumptions based on the properties of a conserved Noether current associated with the shift symmetry (see
also Ref. HE] for a detailed review)d Such a no-hair argument based on the Noether current cannot be applied
to full Horndeski theories containing both ¢- and X-dependence in the coupling functions and hence breaking the
shift symmetry. A systematic approach to the search for hairy BHs in such more general shift-symmetry-breaking
Horndeski theories would be challenging.

Our approach is first to show that the BH solutions where X is an analytic function with a nonvanishing value
on the horizon (X # 0) can be excluded by linear instability. This is a generalization of the result recognized for
shift-symmetric Horndeski theories ﬂﬂ] We then search for hairy BHs with X; = 0. Assuming that the deviation
from GR with a canonical scalar field is controlled by a single coupling constant, we perform consistent expansions of
the metric and scalar field in terms of the coupling constant. Imposing that the metric is asymptotically Minkowski
together with a vanishing radial scalar-field derivative as the boundary condition at spatial infinity, we will show that
couplings of the form G; D «a;(¢)F;(X) with I = 2,3,4,5, where a;(¢) and F;(X) are analytic functions of ¢ and X
respectively, do not generally give rise to hairy asymptotically Minkowski BH solutions[

As an extension of the results in shift-symmetric Horndeski theories @, ], there is a possibility for evading the
no-hair property of BHs in non-shift-symmetric theories with a particular choice of the coupling functions Go D
az(P)V—X, G3 D az(¢)In|X|, G4 D as(¢)v/—X, and G5 D as(¢) In | X|, which are no longer analytic in X. Among
them, however, we will see that only the quintic coupling G5 D as5(¢)In|X| allows us for realizing asymptotically
Minkowski hairy BHs free from ghost or Laplacian instabilities. In particular, the scalar field coupled to the GB term
of the form af (¢)R2GB can be embedded in Horndeski theories, where the corresponding action contains the quintic
coupling of this type. For the GB coupling, we will derive hairy BH solutions by using expansions with respect to
a small dimensionless coupling constant. Furthermore, we will show that they can satisfy all the conditions for the
absence of ghost /Laplacian instabilities against odd- and even-parity perturbations. We note that, in Refs. ﬂ@, @, 93~
@], the linear stability of hairy BHs for scalar-GB theories has also been investigated.

In the presence of positive power-law functions of ¢ or X in G234 besides the GB couplings, we also find new
classes of BH solutions endowed with additional hair which are free from ghost or Laplacian instabilities. Since
all these hairy BH solutions disappear without the coupling as(¢)In|X| C G5, the presence of such a logarithmic
quintic interaction is crucial for realizing asymptotically Minkowski BHs with scalar hair. We will also show that
F (R2GB) gravity @—I@] rewritten in terms of Horndeski theories gives rise to hairy BHs, which, however, are subject
to a ghost instability of even-parity perturbations. The extension of this F’ (RéB)-equivalent Horndeski theory to that
containing a canonical kinetic term of the scalar field leads to no-hair asymptotically Minkowski BH solutions.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [ we present the background equations of motion and
conditions for the absence of ghost/Laplacian instabilities for static and spherically symmetric BHs in full Horndeski
theories. In Sec.[[TI], we prove the generic instability of BHs for theories in which X is analytic and has a nonvanishing
value on the horizon. In Sec.[V] we show the absence of hairy asymptotically Minkowski BHs for theories containing
coupling functions G; D ay(¢)Fr(X), where as(¢) and F;(X) are analytic functions of ¢ and X, respectively. Then,
we search for the possibility for realizing hairy BH solutions in full Horndeski theories. In Sec. [Vl we investigate
the existence of hairy BHs and the issues of ghost/Laplacian instabilities for the GB coupling af(¢) R ;. We then
extend the analysis to theories in which positive power-law functions of ¢ or X in G345 are present besides the
GB couplings. In Sec. [VIl we study BH solutions in F(R%p) gravity and its extensions. Section [VIIlis devoted to
conclusions.

3 We note that shift-symmetric theories admit asymptotically Minkowski BH solutions with a time-dependent background scalar field ¢ =
qt + ®(r) [79491)], which we will not address in this paper.

4 Here, “G1 D ay(¢)Fr(X)” means that G contains only the term a;(¢)F;(X) besides the canonical kinetic term of the scalar field in
G2 and the Einstein-Hilbert term in G4. Likewise, in the present paper, we use the symbol “D” when we incorporate additional terms
on top of those of primary interest (i.e., the canonical kinetic term of the scalar field and the Einstein-Hilbert term in Sec. [¥]and the
scalar-GB coupling o (¢) R in Sec. [V B).



II. BACKGROUND EQUATIONS AND LINEAR STABILITY CONDITIONS
We consider full Horndeski theories m—lﬂ] given by the action

S = /d4:1:\/—_g£H, (2.1)
where g is the determinant of the metric tensor gy, and
Ly = Ga(d, X) — G3(¢, X)O¢ + Ga(¢, X)R + Gax (¢, X) [(00)? — (V. VL) (VFVY)] + G5(¢, X)G VIV ¢
—éGs,X@a X) [(O0¢)° = 3(0¢) (Vu Vi) (VFVY$) +2(VIVad)(VOV50) (VV,0)] (2.2)

with R and G, being the Ricci scalar and Einstein tensor associated with the metric g,,, respectively. The four
functions G;’s (I = 2,3,4,5) depend on the scalar field ¢ and its canonical kinetic term X = —¢g""V 06V, ¢/2. We
also use the notations ¢ = V#V ¢ and G1,» = 0G1/0¢, Gr.x = 0G[/0X, Grex = 0°G1/(0X09), etc.

We assume a static and spherically symmetric background metric and scalar field

s2 = —f(r)dt® + h= (r)dr? +r? (d6‘2 + sin? 6 dgo2) , (2.3)
¢ =o(r), (2.4)
where f(r), h(r), and ¢(r) are functions of the radial coordinate r. On this background, the scalar-field kinetic term
is given by X = —h¢'?/2, where the prime represents the derivative with respect to 7. The tt-, rr-, §f-components of
gravitational field equations are given, respectively, by m—lﬂ]
A A ! A A A
En = A1+—2+—3 o 4 (La A A g A A (2.5)
2h r r2 r r2
/ A h ! 2 / /
Erp = — (¢A1+—4+—) }f-f—Ag— ¢A1——|:¢A2+( —1)A4]=0, (2.6)
- (2h — 1)¢/A3 + 2hA5 A2 " 1 / 2hA5 - ¢/A3 " f/2
500—{|:A2+ hair 4f+A1+ ¢+4f 2hAy — ¢ Ay + . f 2F
2h(2h + 1)As — ¢’ Az ] f'H A\ [ ¢ h A7
+[A4+ S T 4+ (% A1+ 5 tAs+ 5 =0, (2.7)

Ay = —h*(G3,x — 2Ga,4x)d* — 2G4 4h,

Ay = 20° (2G4, xx — G5,6x)¢"° — 4h*(Gax — G5.4)¢’

Az = —h'Gs5 xx ¢ + h*G5 x (3h — 1)¢”

Ay = h?(2Gs xx — Gs.6x)¢"* + h(3G5.4 — 4G4 x)d"* — 2G4,

A5 = —3 [Grxx 1367 — hGs x (51— 1)67]

Ag = h(G3,4 — 2G4,44)9” + Ga,

A7 = —2h* (2G4 4px — G5.06)9” — 4G4 shd',

Ag = G5_,¢Xh3¢/4 — h(2G4,xh — G5 4h — G57¢)¢’2 —2G4(h—1),
Ag = —h(G2 x — Gs.4)0” — G2,

(2.8)

1
Ao = —Gs oxh3™ — —h*(2G4,x — G5.4)¢* — Gah.

Varying the action (21 with respect to ¢, it follows that
/
L hf o, \/7
—1 /= =J" Py=0 2.9
r2 \/; <T h + Ly ) ( )

1—h hfl
)h¢ng+2< 2 f

where
f/

h  hf'
2f r2

)G4X+2h¢'2< + >G4XX
r rf

J" = h¢' [sz — (—



f flh3¢/3
1—-3h)ho' G -G 2.10
22f( )he'Gs x — oz Usxx | (2.10)
Py =Gag+MGs6+ AG3,06 + A3G36x + MGag + A5G ox + ANeGagox + AMGaoxx
+A8G5.6 + AoG5 09 + AM0G5,6x + AM1G5,66x + AM2G5,8xx - (2.11)

The coefficients A\;—\12 in Py are given in Appendix [Al We note that Eq. (Z9) is equivalent to the following equation:

oy i
b=y [2f of

This shows that the scalar-field equation is not independent of other Eqs. (23)—(2.71), which is always the case for
theories with general covariance M]

In Refs. ﬂﬂ—lﬂ], the odd- and even-parity perturbation theories about the static and spherically-symmetric solutions
have been formulated in full Horndeski theories. In the following, we will briefly summarize conditions for the absence
of ghost/Laplacian instabilities derived in these papers (see also Ref. HE] for a brief summary of linear stability
conditions in shift-symmetric Horndeski theories). Readers who are interested in the derivation of them should refer
to Refs. [75-177].

The stability against odd-parity perturbations is ensured under the following three conditions ﬂﬁ]

Eu + 5’ ( ) Err + 599:| =0. (2.12)

1
F =2G4 + h¢*Gs 4 — ho” (§h’¢’ + h¢”) Gsx >0, (2.13)
/h /
G = 2G4 + 2h¢*Gyx — he'? (Gg,,c,) + %) >0, (2.14)
h2 /3
H =264 + 200G x — ho Gy g~ 000 g (2.15)

The ghost is absent under the inequality (ZI4). The squared propagation speeds of odd-parity perturbations along
the radial and angular directions are given, respectively, by

2 g 2 g

Cr.odd — ok CQ,0dd — ﬂ ) (2.16)

which are both positive under the conditions 2I3)—(213).

In the even-parity sector, the no-ghost condition is quantified as @]
K=2P,—-F >0, (2.17)
with
h ity 2(¢f VTR
P, = 15 fTH 7 o= (¢a1+T fH)7 (218)
2fr2H2 \ p2h vV fh

where a; is given in Appendix [Bl For the multipoles ¢ > 2, the even-parity sector consists of two dynamical degrees
of freedom. One is the perturbation of the scalar field §¢, while the other, which we denote by 1, can be regarded
as the gravitational perturbation (see Refs. m, [71, ] for the definition of ¥). In the limit of high frequencies, the
conditions for the absence of Laplacian instabilities of ¢ and d¢ along the radial direction are given, respectively, by

2 g

Crl,even = f > 07 (219)
2 20PN PR 2+ VIR — 263 P PVRGG + (uf + 20
Cr2,even - f5/2h3/2(27)1 ) 2 ) ( . )

where co and ¢4 are presented in Appendix [Bl Since cfl)even

squared c%uvcn provides an additional stability condition.

For the monopole mode (¢ = 0), there is no propagation for the gravitational perturbation 1, while the scalar-field
perturbation d¢ propagates with the same radial velocity as Eq. (220). For the dipole mode (¢ = 1), there is a gauge
degree of freedom for fixing d¢ = 0, under which the perturbation 1 propagates with the same radial speed squared

as Eq. (Z20).

is the same as c%ﬁodd, only the second propagation speed



In the limit of large multipoles ¢, the conditions associated with the squared angular propagation speeds of even-

parity perturbations are [77]
ch,=-B +/B?-By>0, (2.21)

where we present the explicit form of By and By in Appendix [Bl These conditions are satisfied if
B}>By>0 and B; <0. (2.22)

The conditions 213), (Z14), @I5), I7), 20), and ([222]) ensure the existence of consistent hyperbolic evolution

of perturbations, which are essential for formulating the well-posed initial value problems. For the complete proof
of the stability of BHs, as in the case of GR and conventional scalar-tensor theories, on top of these conditions, we
further need to clarify the absence of mode instabilities and the stability at the nonlinear level, which will not be
addressed in this paper.

IIT. GENERIC INSTABILITIES OF BLACK HOLES WITH NONVANISHING SCALAR KINETIC
TERM ON THE HORIZON

In this section, we will show the presence of ghost or Laplacian instabilities of BHs for a nonvanishing kinetic term
on the BH horizon,

X, =X(r,) #£0, (3.1)

where 74 denotes the radius of the BH horizon. We assume that X is an analytic function of r around r = r.
Here, we will focus on the asymptotically Minkowski BHs and assume that the metric solution contains only a single
horizon, namely the BH event horizon. Since the metric component h vanishes at r = r4, X, can be finite only when
the derivative of the scalar field ¢’ diverges on the horizon. In shift-symmetric Horndeski theories like G4 D X or
G4 D (=X)'/? with G5 = nX — A, where 7 and A are constants, there are some exact non-asymptotically Minkowski
BHs with X, # 0 [37, @é, 92).

Since the sign of the scalar-field kinetic term is X < 0 for r > r; and X > 0 for r < rg, the scalar field is spacelike
outside the horizon and timelike inside the horizon, respectively. This means that X undergoes a sudden change of the
sign across the horizon, so the BH horizon corresponds to a singular hypersurface. Then, we can define a BH solution
only outside the horizon in which the scalar field is spacelike. In Ref. ﬂﬂ], it was shown that BH solutions with
X, # 0 generically suffer from either ghost or Laplacian instabilities in the domain where the solution can exist, and
hence such solutions could not be realistic. We will show that the same instability problem persists in full Horndeski
theories with analytic coupling functions when X, # 0.

A. Generic instabilities

We expand the background metric components around r = ry as

f=hlr—r)+ falr —r)® +--, (3:2)
h=nhi(r—rs)+ha(r—r)?+--, (3.3)
where f; and h; (j =1,2,3,---) are constants. Here and in the following, we focus on the standard case in which h
and f simultaneously approach 0 as r — r5. Note that there are some spherically symmetric solutions where f does
not vanish as h — 0 in specific Lorentz violating scalar-tensor theories ﬂ@], but we will not consider such cases in

the context of Horndeski theories. Since both f and h are positive outside the horizon, we have f; > 0 and h; > 0.
We are assuming that X is an analytic function of r around the horizon, so we can expand X and ¢ in the forms

X=X+ X1(r—ry) + Xo(r —r)> 4+, (3.4)
(b:(bs+¢1(T_Ts)1/2+¢2(r_Ts)3/2+"' 5 (35)

where X, ¢2j, and ¢, are constants, with

1
X, = —ghlqﬁ. (3.6)



The expansion of the scalar field (3] is valid only outside the horizon (r > rs), in which regime X < 0 for ¢; # 0.
As we already mentioned, the BH solution can be defined only in the domain outside the horizon. Hence, it is enough
to show instabilities only outside the horizon in order to exclude these BH solutions. Since the expansion of the scalar
field (B3) is valid for X # 0, in this section we focus on the solution with X, < 0.

In the vicinity of r = r, the left-hand sides of the background equations (Z3)—(2) reduce, respectively, to

2(1 — hyrg 4h1 X, 2(1 4 hyrg) X
Enp = Go — 2X5G31¢ + ( 3 1" )G4 + ! G4,X + 4X5G41¢¢ — %G&qb + O((T’ — T5)1/2) , (3.7)
X _
Err =/ —2h1 X (—Xng)X + G47¢ =+ 2X5G4)¢X — ’I”_2G57X) (r — Ts) 1/2 + O((T‘ — 7'5)0) , (38)
[ —h1 X h1 X, _
899 = — ; (2G41¢ — 4XSG47¢X + 17‘ G57X + 2X5G51¢¢) (T - ’I”S) 1/2 + O((T — TS)O) 5 (39)

where the coupling functions G2 3 4 5 and their derivatives should be evaluated on the horizon. Then, the leading-order
terms obey the following relations:

2(1 — hyrg 4h1 X, 2(1 4 hyrg) X
Gy — 2X5G31¢ + ( 3 1" )G4 + ! G4,X + 4X5G41¢¢ — %G&(ﬁ =0, (3.10)
X
V=X | —X:Gs,x +Ga,p +2X;Gapx — T_QGS’X =0, (3.11)
h1 X,
vV —h1 X, 2G41¢ — 4XSG47¢X + . G5,X + 2X5G57¢¢ =0. (3.12)

For given functions G345, the values of hy, ¢, and X, are fixed by solving Eqs. (B10)-BI2) in general. Since
we are now interested in solutions with X, # 0, we will focus on the case in which the terms inside the parentheses
of Egs. BI1)) and (3I2) vanish. Depending on the coupling functions Gs 45, there are specific cases in which the
left-hand sides of Eqs. (B11) or (312) vanish identically. In such cases, we need to compute their next-to-leading-order
terms. For example, the next-order contributions to &, are given by

1
55720) = —E{GQTE + 2G4(1 — th's) + 2X5[G57¢ — 3G57¢h17‘5 — (GQ)X — G37¢ — 2G47¢¢)T‘§ — 2G47x(1 — 2h17‘s)]
_4X52[G5,¢X — (2G4,XX — G57¢X)h17‘5 + (G3)¢X — 2G47¢¢X)7‘§]} . (3.13)

Later, we will consider specific theories in which the equation ST(,%) = 0 needs to be used.
Around the BH horizon, the quantities in Eqs. 2I3)-(@2I5) are expanded as

F =2(Ga— X.Gs4) +O((r —ry)'/?), (3.14)

g=—v 2h1(—XS)3/2G5)X(T — Ts)_1/2 + 2(G4 — 2X5G47X + X5G5)¢ — 2X52G5,¢X) + O((T — Ts)l/Q) , (315)

H=2(Gy — 2X .Gy x + X.G5.4) + O((r —15)Y?). (3.16)

Provided that G5 x (¢s, Xs) # 0, we have ciodd = 2} even = G/F — 00 in the limit of 7 — 7. Since this signals the
strong coupling, we require the condition

Gs,x(¢s, Xs) =0, (3.17)

to realize finite values of ¢} ;4 and ¢} - We exploit the condition BIT) in the following discussion. We note

that the unusual divergence of G for Gs x(¢s, Xs) # 0 arises from the assumption of X, # 0 with the scalar field
expansion (3.1).

For the computation of ¢}y . e, We resort to the expansions ([B2)-(B.35) around r = 7, as well as the leading-order
background Egs. (B11) and (812) with X # 0 to eliminate the terms G4 ¢x (s, Xs) and Gs g¢(¢s, Xs). Then, the
radial propagation speed squared of the scalar field perturbation d¢ reads

2 2h1XSI€T

cr?,even = m + O((’f‘ - 7‘5)0) ) (318)

where we have defined

Ky = XST§(2X5G3)XX — Gg,x) + T§(3G4)¢ — 4X52G47¢Xx) + 2X§G57XX , (3.19)



Cr = X§[8T§(2G47¢¢¢X — G37¢¢X) + 16h17‘5(2G47¢XX — G5)¢¢X) - 4h%G5)XX - 8G57¢¢X]
+X2{[2h1 X1(G3,xx — 2G1,6xx) + 8G4,ppp)r2 — 8h17sG3 x +2X1h1G5 x x }

—XsthS(GgyxXlTS — 24G47¢) + 3h1T§X1G4_]¢ . (320)
The product lCc%Zeven is expanded as
VXA P Gy - 2X, X,)%k,
K2 _ 1 Ts(G4 G47X +G5-,¢7 ) K _i_(g((,,ﬂ_,,ﬂs>—1/2)7 (321)

r2,even 2(2(7” _ TS)B/Q
where

C = 2G3)¢XX2T§ + T‘S(G4h1 - 2G4)¢¢X57‘5 - 4G4)XXSh1 - 4G4,XXXS2h1 — 4G47¢¢XX§T‘5)

S

+ X [3G5)¢h17°5 + 2G57¢XX5(1 + ths)] . (3.22)

The necessary condition for avoiding ghost or Laplacian instabilities of even-parity perturbations is that the leading-
order contribution to Kc2y 4 e, i positive. Since the term Gy — 2XG4 x + G5,4Xs in Eq. B2I) corresponds to
the leading-order term of 7—[/2 on the horizon, we require the condition G4 — 2X,G4 x + G5¢Xs > 0. Then, the
positivity of KcZy .y, amounts to the inequality %, > 0, under which there is the divergence of ¢, 4., on the horizon,
which signals the strong coupling problem. For k, < 0, there is either ghost or Laplacian instability along the radial
direction. Then, so long as k, # 0 on the horizon, we encounter either strong coupling or ghost/Laplacian instability
of even-parity perturbations. If x, = 0, then the leading-order contribution to 032)6\,6“ in Eq. (3I8)) vanishes, in which
case it may be possible to avoid the strong coupling problem. Even in this case, however, we further require that
the next-to-leading-order terms of Eqs. (BI8) and (B2I) are both positive for the absence of ghost and Laplacian
instabilities.

Around r = rg, the product FX By can be expanded as

4h%X§T§Ii2 1
]:ICBQ - _<2(T o T5)2 + O(('f' - TS) ) ) (323)
where
K= G4G4,XX + GZX - G5,¢>X (G4 - X5G4)X) — G57¢(2G47X + X5G4,XX - G5,¢) . (3.24)

As long as k # 0 on the horizon, the leading-order term of Eq. (8:23)) is negative, i.e.,
FKBy <0 as r —rg. (3.25)

Since one of the quantities F, K, and Bs must be negative, we cannot avoid either ghost or Laplacian instabilities. The
angular propagation of even-parity perturbations plays a crucial role for reaching the conclusion of generic instabilities
of BH solutions with X # 0 and k # 0. For k = 0, there is a possibility for avoiding the above instability, in which
case the next-to-leading-order term of the product FKX By must be positive.

In summary, as long as k, # 0 or K # 0, the BH solutions with X, # 0 in Horndeski theories having analytic
coupling functions are subject to either intrinsic ghost/Laplacian instabilities or strong coupling problems.

B. Concrete models having BH solutions with X, # 0

Let us proceed to the discussion of concrete models giving rise to BH solutions with X # 0. In such cases, the BH
solutions with X # 0 are excluded by the instability around the horizon.
We first discuss the following example in the framework of shift-symmetric Horndeski theories:

M2
Gy =nX, G3 = a3 X, G4:Tm+a4X, Gs = as X, (3.26)
where 77 and a3 4 5 are nonvanishing constants and Mp) is the reduced Planck mass. If all a3, a4, and o are nonzero,
there is no solution with X # 0 for Eqs. (8I0)-(BI2]). The same conclusion persists if either a3 or as is vanishing.
On the other hand, if both a3 and a5 are zero in Eq. [B26]), the left-hand sides of Eqs. BI1I) and [BI2]) vanish
identically, so we exploit the next-to-leading-order equation ET(f) = 0 together with Eq. (3I0). Then, there is the
following solution:

My _ i

= — el 3.97
4oy (nr2 + 2ay) ! (3.27)

20047
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which corresponds to non-asymptotically Minkowski hairy BHs studied in Refs. m, @—I_Z_lﬂ Since the coupling
functions G2 and G4 are both analytic functions of X, we can resort to the analytic expansion of X used in Eq. ([B4)
around the horizon. The quantities x, and k are given, respectively, by

=0, K=as. (3.28)

As long as 7 # 0 and a4 # 0, we have Xy # 0 and x # 0. Then, this solution inevitably suffers from the ghost
or Laplacian instability around the horizon. This conclusion agrees with what was found for shift- and reflection-
symmetric Horndeski theories containing the functional dependence Go(X) and G4(X) with Gs = G5 = 0 [74].

As our second example, let us consider the following model:

M2
Gy =nX, G3 = azX, Gy = TH + aud® + B1d? X, G5 = asd?, (3.29)

where 7, @345, and 4 are nonzero constants. We note that all the coupling functions in Eq. (829) are analytic
functions of ¢ and X. Solving the leading-order background equations for X, ¢4, and hy, we find that there is the
solution

ayasg + 2as) o3 + 2as

Ba(az — 6as) b= 8B4

which exists for 84 # 0 and a3 — 6as # 0. Here, the explicit form of h; is not shown due to its complexity. For this
solution, the quantities x, and k reduce, respectively, to

X, = , (3.30)

K — 044(043 + 20&5)7”3 , o — (043 + 2&5)2(a32— 14045)2 ' (331)
284 409633

The existence of the solution with X # 0 requires that ay(as + 2a5) # 0, under which k, # 0. Also, we have k # 0
unless a3 = 14as. We note that, even when as = 0, there are solutions with Xy # 0 plagued by the instability
problem.

IV. THEORIES WITH NO-HAIR SCHWARZSCHILD BLACK HOLES

Given the existence of instabilities for the BH solutions with X # 0, we are now interested in solutions with
Xs = 0. For example, the models (328) and (329) give rise to the branch X; = 0 besides the branch X, # 0
discussed in Sec. [[IIl For the solution with X, = 0, there are in general two possibilities. One is a trivial field profile
with ¢(r) = ¢s = constant at any radius. The other is a hairy solution where the scalar field varies as a function of
r. For this hairy solution with X = 0, the scalar field regular around the horizon can be expanded as

P(r) = s+ ¢1(r —rs) + ga(r —rs)® +- - (4.1)

Since this is different from Eq. [B3]), we need to handle this case separately for the discussion of ghost/Laplacian
instabilities. Furthermore, the expansion (&I is insufficient to ensure the BH stability throughout the horizon
exterior. Thus, in this and subsequent sections, we will derive perturbative BH solutions with respect to a small
parameter arising from the coupling functions Gz 3 4,5 and explore the issue of ghost/Laplacian instabilities of BHs in
the region outside the horizon.

In the horizon limit » — r,, the hairy BH solutions with X, = 0 should satisfy the following boundary conditions:

f(r) =0, h(r)—0 with ];E:; — finite, and |¢'(r)] = |¢1] < 0. (4.2)

On the other hand, at spatial infinity r — oo, we impose that the metric is asymptotically Minkowski and the
scalar-field derivative vanishes, i.e.,

f(r) — constant, h(r) =1, ¢'(r) —0. (4.3)

This means that the scalar field ¢(r) approaches a constant value. Here, we do not impose that the asymptotic
constant value of the scalar field is a specific value, e.g., zero, but we allow an arbitrary constant value as long as it
does not conflict with the asymptotically Minkowski metric. We will construct hairy BH solutions under the boundary

conditions ([2) and [@3]).



Now, we search for the possibility of BH solutions with Xy = 0 which are not prone to the generic problem of
ghost /Laplacian instabilities found in the previous section. We recall that the scalar-field equation of motion is given
by Eq. (Z9). Outside the horizon, the solution to Eq. (2:9) can be expressed in an integrated form

A L ﬁ/ 7 £P¢dr, (4.4)

where @ is an integration constant and J" is the radial current component defined in Eq. ([ZI0), which we repeat
here for the reader’s convenience:

! —h  hf h hf
J" = h¢' |:G2,X - <§ + g_f> he'Gs x + 2 (1r2 - %) Gu.x + 2h¢" (T—Q + %) Gaxx
f/ , f/h3¢l3
T9,25 (1 —=3h)h¢'Gs x — WGS,XX} : (4.5)

In shift-symmetric Horndeski theories, we have Py = 0, and hence the second term on the right-hand side of Eq. (4]
vanishes. In non-shift-symmetric Horndeski theories containing the ¢-dependence in G345, the integral containing
P, contributes to J”. Throughout the discussion below, we include the kinetic term 17X in G2 and the Einstein-Hilbert
term M3,/2 in Gy, i.e.,

M2
Gy DX, G4DT“, (4.6)
with 7 being a constant.
A. Shift-symmetric theories
In shift-symmetric theories, the radial current component is given by
Q [h
J === 4.7
S\ (17)
Let us first consider the simplest case of GR with a linear kinetic term of the scalar field, i.e.,
M2
GQZ’I]X, G3:0, G4=%, G5=0. (48)
Since J” = nph¢’ in this case, the scalar-field derivative is given by
Q 1
¢'(r) (4.9)

~ VTR

As r approaches the horizon radius rg, there is the divergence of ¢’. To avoid this behavior, we require that Q = 0
and hence

¢'(r) =0, (4.10)

which corresponds to a no-hair solution.
We can generalize the above argument to more general theories where the coupling functions Gz 5 45 are analytic
functions of X, i.e.,

Gr(X) =) (an)p(-X)»  (I=2,3,4,5), (4.11)

p=>0

where (), are constants and the sum is taken over all integers p > 0. Taking into account the terms in Eq. (4.8]),
we consider the following coupling functions:

Go=nX+ Y (a2)p(=X)2,  Gy= (ag)p(~X)>,
p2>2 p3>1
Mlg’l D4 D5
Ge=—=+ D )y (=X)P, G5 =Y (as)y,(=X)".

pazl ps>1

(4.12)
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We drop constant terms in each Gy apart from M3,/2 in Gy, as they are irrelevant to the existence of asymptotically
Minkowski hairy BH solutions. Using the expansions (82) and B3) around the horizon, it follows that the metric
functions f, h, and their derivatives do not cause divergences for the terms appearing in the square brackets in
Eq. [@3). This is also the case at spatial infinity where f and h approach constants with ¢'(r) — 0 for asymptotically
Minkowski solutions. The radial current component ([H) can be written in the form J" = h¢'[n+ F(¢')], where F(¢’)
is a regular power-law function of ¢’ containing only positive powers. Note that the constant terms arising from the
other parts of the coupling functions [i.e., > (cr)p, (—X)P’] have been absorbed into 7, and hence F(0) = 0. We can

rewrite J” = (Q/r?)\/h/f in the form
___ 1 e
" I R \E *13)

To realize h = 0 on the horizon for a finite or vanishing value of ¢/, we require that Q = 0. Then, we obtain
J =h¢'In+ F(¢')]=0. (4.14)

Under the boundary condition ¢'(co) = 0, the function F(¢’) approaches zero at spatial infinity. Then, so long as
n # 0, we have to choose the branch ¢’(r) = 0. This means that, for theories with the coupling functions of the
form (@I2), we end up with no-hair BH solutions. This fact was already recognized in Ref. [78].

In the above discussion, the main reason for reaching the no-hair conclusion is that the dominant contribution to
J” in the limit ¢’ — 0 is the linear term in ¢’. This behavior can be avoided by considering the following nonanalytic
coupling functions [59, [92]:

M2
G =nX +avV—-X, G3=O¢31D|X|, G4=%+Q4\/—X7 G5=O¢51H|X|, (415)

with o 34,5 being constants. For ¢’ > 0, we have

J" —nhgb/—\/gag—l— (f?-i-%) hOég— \{E_hoq— fhfff;; 1)045. (416)

Apart from the first term, there are no ¢’-dependent terms. For any coupling functions with stronger divergence as
X — 0 than the choice ([@I5), J" diverges as ¢’ — 0. In such theories, we cannot take the proper Minkowski limit
at large distances ﬂm] In this sense, the choice of the coupling functions ([@IH) is unique for the realization of hairy
BH solutions in shift-symmetric Horndeski theories. From Eq. (A7), the scalar-field derivative is now expressed as

¢ = nih [\/gag - (f7 + %) hos + \g_hcm + ! h(f};; 1>a5 + % ﬂ : (4.17)

The terms associated with ag and a4 are dominated over the term (Q/r?)/h/f around the horizon.

In the case of ag = a5 = 0, to avoid the divergence of ¢’ induced by the term (Q/r?)\/h/f for ag # 0 or ay # 0,
we need to set Q = 0. However, even under Q) = 0, ¢'(r) still diverges on the horizon. Indeed, the scalar-field kinetic
term has the following dependence:

X = —;"—7722 (a2 #0, ay =0), (4.18)
oo (s #0, as = 0) (4.19)
R 4 , ag =0). .

In both cases, X is an analytic function of r which is nonvanishing at » = r;. Hence, these BH solutions are excluded
by the intrinsic instability problem discussed in Sec. [I1l

In the case of as = ay = 0, the terms associated with ag and aj as well as the term (Q/r?)\/h/f in the square
brackets in Eq. ({17) approach constants as 7 — r5. In such cases, we can choose @ such that ¢’ becomes regular on
the horizon. Using the expansions [B.2]) and (&3], the values of Q and ¢’ at r = r, are given by

Q = aszy/ f1h17°§ ) ¢ (rs) = —ag(flhﬂs —;5;2:1TS +12/1h) (a3 #0, a5 =0), (4.20)
1n1Ts
Q = asy/ fihi, ¢'(rs) = 05 (21 — Jihz = 35 (a5 #0, a3 =0). (4.21)

277f1 thg
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In both cases, the scalar-field derivative is finite on the horizon and hence X, = 0. As we will show in Sec. [V.C],
the BHs present for the cubic coupling case [L20) are not asymptotically Minkowski. On the other hand, the quintic
coupling case ([@21)) realizes asymptotically Minkowski hairy BH solutions. Indeed, this is equivalent to the scalar
field linearly coupled to the Gauss-Bonnet term studied in Refs. [59, [60].

B. Non-shift-symmetric theories

Let us investigate the possibility for realizing hairy BH solutions in non-shift-symmetric theories containing the
dependence of ¢ as well as X in G2 3 4,5. For the X-dependent part of the couplings, we take one of the powers (—X )P’
in Eq. (£12)) for each I = 2,3,4,5 for simplicity. Multiplying such terms with ¢-dependent analytic functions a;(¢),
we can consider the following couplings:

Gy =nX+a(d)(=X)",  Gy=a3(d)(=X)", Gi= MT% Tas(@)(=X)", G5 =as(9)(=X)", (4.22)

where p2 345 > 0 are integers. Since ag 3.4,5(¢) are analytic functions of ¢, they can be expanded around some ¢q as

04[((25) = Z (aI)QI (¢ - ¢0)q1 (I =2,3,4, 5) ) (423)

qr20

where (ag),, are constants. For ps 345 = 0, the purely ¢-dependent couplings in Gs 34,5 can be accommodated.
Analogous to the discussion in shift-symmetric theories ﬂﬂ], the radial current component for the couplings (£22])
can be expressed in the form J™ = h¢/[n + F(¢', ¢)], where F(¢', ) is an analytic function containing the positive
power-law dependence of ¢’ and ¢. Assuming that Py is finite in the limit of the horizon, which will be confirmed in
the perturbative approach later, the last integral in Eq. (£4)) vanishes as r — r,. Then, on the horizon, there is the

relation
1 Q |h
h = - —1 /=, 4.24
i+ F @ o)) \ﬁ #29)

with ¢, = ¢/(rs). Since h is vanishing at r = ry with finite values of ¢/, and ¢, we require that @ = 0. Then, from

Eq. (#4), we obtain
~ ho[r
hé'In+ F(¢',¢)] = —r—lz\g/ TQ\/%& dr. (4.25)

Regarding the finiteness of P, in the horizon limit r — 74, we note that P4 contains the second scalar-field derivative ¢”
as well as the contributions from f, h, and their derivatives [see Eq. (ZI1) with Eq. (AJ)]. This means that we need
to integrate Eq. (Z9)) together with the other background equations (2.0 and (2.6]) to determine the value of Py. We
will explicitly see this by using perturbative solutions in the small coupling regime.

For the purpose of deriving perturbative BH solutions, we write the coupling functions «; (I = 2,3,4,5) in Eq. (£22])
as

ar(¢) = adr(é), (4.26)

where « is a dimensionless coupling constant and &z 3 4,5(¢) are analytic functions of ¢. This ansatz allows us to control
the deviation from GR with a canonical scalar field by a single parameter «. Since we are considering BH solutions
with the vanishing kinetic term on the event horizon, X, = 0, the scalar-field derivative ¢'(r) (and the scalar field
itself) is finite and regular on the horizon. We perform the perturbative expansions of f, h, and ¢ with respect to the
small coupling constant o around the Schwarzschild background given by the metric components f = h =1—2m/r,
where m is a constant. Namely, we consider the metric and scalar field given by

2 -2
fr) = (1 - 27’”) L+ X fitme? |y ) = (1 - 27’”) L+ D hi(m)al| (4.27)
3(r) = do(r) +D_ é;(r)a’ (4.28)

Jj=1
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where the coefficients fj, ij, ¢p, and ¢2j are functions of . We note that, for the perturbative ansatze ([L21) and
([#28)), the horizon distance 7, is given by rs = 2m. We require the validity of the perturbative expansion (£27]) and
([E28) with respect to a small coupling constant |a| < 1 and impose that the coefficients f;(r), h;(r), and ¢;(r) are
regular r = 2m. Moreover, since ¢ is a scalar quantity, its value does not depend on the choice of the coordinates.
If ¢ is divergent at » = 2m in the original coordinates, it would also diverge at the corresponding position in the
new coordinates. On the other hand, a divergence of the metric at » = 2m might be removed by an appropriate
coordinate transformation. However, since the metric and scalar field are coupled in our system, a choice of the
integration constants different from the below would result in the divergence of the scalar field. Thus, the constructed
perturbative solution (£27) and ([428) indeed exists, irrespective of the choice of the coordinates. The coupling
functions ay(¢) (I =2,3,4,5) can be expanded as

ar(p) = ar(go) + > ay( ¢ ¢°) , (4.29)

n>1

where a a (gbo) =d"a;/d¢"|¢p=¢,- We derive the BH solutions perturbatively by using the dimensionless parameter «
arising frorn each coupling as 345. By construction, the no-hair argument given below is valid in the regime of the
small coupling constant, |a| < 1.

In Egs. (@3) and (ZI1)), the zeroth-order terms in « are J” = nh¢’ = (1 — 2m/r)n¢’ and Py = 0. From Eq. (29),
the zeroth-order scalar field obeys the differential equation

2 (1- 2 i >]/— , (430)

bo(r) = ¢0+&1 (1_2Tm)7 (4.31)

whose solution is given by

where (;30 and Dy are integration constants. To avoid the divergent behavior of ¢q(r) on the horizon at r = 2m, we

require that Dy = 0 and hence ¢y (r) = (;30 = constant. In the following, we discuss two different cases: 1) ps # 0 and
2) p2 = 0, in turn, where po is the power appearing in the coupling function G in Eq. (£22).

1. p2#0

For ps # 0, the first-order expanded solutions in « are given by

r r—2m r—2m

b1(r) = (;31+&1n<1—2—m>, hy(r) = “ . A =- “ + Oy, (4.32)

where D1, Cy, Cy are integration constants. For the regularity at » = 2m, we require that D1 = 0 and C7 = 0, and we
also set Cy = 0 by a suitable time reparametrization. Then, the first-order solution is given by ¢1(r) = ¢1, hi(r) =0

and fi(r) = 0. One can show that the jth-order perturbative solutions (j > 2) are of the same form as Eq. @33).
Then, the solutions regular on the horizon are

Gi(r)=d;,  hi(r)=0,  fi(r)=0, (4.33)

where ¢Zj are constants. Since these relations hold for all integers j, this corresponds to the no-hair BH solution [i.e.,
¢(r) = constant] with the Schwarzschild metric components f(r) = h(r) =1 —2m/r.

2. pzZO

Let us consider the theories with po = 0, i.e., the coupling as(¢) = ads(¢) in Go. The first-order solutions of h
and f regular at r = 2m are given by

- 4m? + 2mr + 1?2 5 (2m +r)r

hi(r) = — 6112, a2 (¢o), fi(r) = 6112, a2 (o), (4.34)
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where we have set the integration constant in fl (r) to be zero. To realize the asymptotically Minkowski metric, we
require that @s(¢p) = 0. The first-order solution to the scalar field is given by

2m

. 5 ) )
o1(r) = ¢1 + % In (1 - T) [+ 4Amr 4+ 8m2 In(r/2m)] 1)

o a§" (). (4.35)

with D; being an integration constant. We impose d (M ((;50) = 0, as otherwise the last term leads to the divergence
of ¢1(r) at spatial infinity and the condition E.3) [i.e., @) (00) = 0] is not respected. Then, the regularity of o) (r)
= 2m requires that D; = 0, and hence ¢;(r) = ¢ = constant. To avoid the divergences of (b (r), hj(r), and f;(r)

at spatial infinity for higher-order solutions (5 > 2), we require that Ozgn)(%) =0 for all n (> 1). Hence, we end up

with the no hair solution characterized by ¢;(r) = ¢; = constant and az(¢) = a2 (¢o) = 0.

The above discussion shows that, in theories with the coupling functions ([£22), the asymptotically Minkowski
BH solutions respecting the regularity on the horizon are restricted to be no-hair solutions with ¢(r) = constant.
Substituting ¢’(r) = 0 and ¢’ (r) = 0 into the expression of P, given in Eq. (ZI1)) and using the property that the ¢-
and X-derivatives of the couplings G345 do not contain negative powers of ¢, it follows that Py = G2,4 + AGa g,
where A4 is defined in Eq. (A]). Since the background geometry is the Schwarzschild metric, the quantity A4 vanishes.
The coupling az(¢)(—X)P2 with p; = 0 gives rise to ¢-dependent contributions in Gg 4, but they vanish due to the
property a2 (¢0) = 0 derived above. Then, we have P, = 0, so the right-hand side of Eq. (2H) vanishes. Since

F (¢, ¢s) does not contain negative powers of ¢, the no-hair solution with ¢'(r) = 0 is consistent with Eq. (£25])
everywhere outside the horizon.

The above results show that, for the theories characterized by the coupling functions (£22) with (23], there are
no asymptotically Minkowski BHs with scalar hair. Such theories include couplings of the forms G; D ¢% (—X)P!
(I = 2,3,4,5), with integers ¢g; > 0 and p; > 0. The no-hair property persists for the product of two analytic
functions ay(¢) and Fj(X), i.e., G D a;(¢)Fi(X).

As in the case of shift-symmetric theories, the possibility for evading the no-hair property of BHs is to choose
couplings with specific non-analytic functions of X. In shift-symmetric theories, for the coupling functions (EIG),
the X-dependences in G2 34,5 are uniquel fixed in such a way that they give rise to terms without containing the
¢’-dependence in J", except for nhe' @ . This can be straightforwardly extended to non-shift-symmetric theories
by multiplying analytlc functions of ¢ to each non-analytic functions of X as

2

GQ = ’I]X + O[Q((b) V —)(7 Gg = Oég((b) In |X| 5 G4 = % + Oé4(¢) V —)(7 G5 = Oé5(¢)) In |X| 5 (436)

where ag(¢)’s (I = 2,3,4,5) are analytic functions of ¢. From Eq. [4]), we obtain

o= l\/E ax(@) - (£ +2) haate) + VR @)+ L Das(e) + L2 \/ﬂ s

" f
—/TS T2\/;P¢ dr. (4.38)

Around the horizon, we can use the expansions (8:2) and B3] of the metric components and the expansion (L)) of
the scalar field which is valid for X, = 0. Then, the leading-order terms of Py for the couplings G, G, G4, G5 in
Eq. (£30) are proportional to \/r — rg, In(r — ry), 1//7 —rs, and In(r — ry) in the vicinity of r = r,, respectively.
Even in those cases, however, the integral (£38) vanishes for r — 4, i.e., @y = 0. This means that the discussion
performed in shift-symmetric theories can be applied to the present ¢-dependent couplings as well.

For the quadratic and quartic couplings, we need to choose ) = 0 as in shift-symmetric theories, but the scalar-field
kinetic term on the horizon reduces to X = —a3(¢s)/(4n?) and Xs = —a3(¢s)/(n*r?), respectively. The results of
Sec. [Tl show that these solutions suffer from ghost or Laplacian instabilities around the horizon. We note that, for
X, # 0 where we employ the expansion (31)), the leading-order terms of Py for the couplings G2 and G4 in Eq. ([€36)
are proportional to (r — rs)? and 1/4/r — 5 in the vicinity of 7 = r, respectively. As in the case of X, = 0, all these
contributions lead to Q4 = 0 in the limit of r — ry.

For the cubic and quintic couplings, the charge ) should be chosen to realize the regular behavior of ¢’ on the
horizon. Indeed, we obtain the same expressions of Q) and ¢'(r) as those given by Eqs. ([@20) and (£21)) for the cubic
and quintic couplings, respectively, with the replacements a3 — a3(ds) and a5 — as(ds). At least in the vicinity

where
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of the horizon, these solutions have scalar hair characterized by finite values of ¢'(rs) and X (= 0), so they are
not subject to the instability problem discussed in Sec. [[IIl However, this is not enough to ensure the existence of
asymptotically Minkowski hairy BH solutions throughout the horizon exterior.

In Sec. [VC] we will study hairy BH solutions for the cubic coupling G5 = a3(¢) In |X| and show that they are not
asymptotically Minkowski in general. For the quintic coupling G5 = a5(¢) In | X|, there exist asymptotically Minkowski
hairy BH solutions for constant «. In non-shift-symmetric theories, we need other couplings besides G5 = a5(¢) In | X |
for the realization of regular BH solutions with scalar hair. We will address these issues in Secs. and [V1

C. Cubic logarithmic couplings

We study the possibility for realizing asymptotically Minkowski BH solutions in theories containing cubic logarithmic
couplings given by

2
_ Mg,

G2:77X, G3=a3(¢)ln|X|, G4 B N

Gs =0, (4.39)
where as3(¢) is an analytic function of ¢. In what follows, we write ag(¢) = avy(¢), where « is a constant which
we assume to be small. Performing the expansions (£.27) and ([28)) with respect to the small parameter «, the
leading-order solution to the scalar field is ¢o(r) = ¢¢ = constant. The first-order solutions in « are given by

=T = am=dt gt (1-22) - 2 (L)

, —1In
r—2m r—2m 2m r n

where C 23 and q~51 are integration constants. The regularity of ﬁl(r), fl (r), and qgl (r) at r = 2m imposes that
C1 =0 and C3 = 0, and a suitable time reparametrization allows us to choose Co = 0. We then obtain

P By vy A(do) r
(@) =0, fE)=0, b)) =d-— F () - (4.41)
At second order in «, the integrated solutions of the metric components are given by
- 4my(¢o)® r ; 4y(do)?(r —m) r
h — In(— = — In{—) . 4.42
2(r) nME (r —2m) " (2m) ’ f2(r) nME (r —2m) t (2m) (442)

In the following, we will discuss shift-symmetric and non-shift-symmetric theories separately.

1. Shift-symmetric theories

We first consider the case
~v(¢) = o = constant . (4.43)

Then, the metric components @42 have the asymptotic behavior ho(r) — 0 and fa(r) — —[4~2/(nM2)] In[r/(2m)]

at spatial infinity. The logarithmic divergence of fg(r) can be eliminated by imposing 79 = 0, but in this case we end
up with the no-hair Schwarzschild solution.

2. Non-shift-symmetric theories

Let us next proceed to the case in which v(¢) is a nontrivial analytic function of ¢. Analogous to Eq. ([@29), we
can expand y(¢) around ¢ = ¢p as

(& = 0)"

n!

(@) =(go) + Y _ 7" (¢0)

n>1

, (4.44)

where 7 (¢g) = d™y/d¢" |44, From Eq. @A), the metric can be asymptotically Minkowski only if

v(¢o) = 0. (4.45)
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Deriving the higher-order solutions in «, we find that the regularity of qgj (j > 2) on the horizon requires the conditions
Y (go) =0 (n=1). (4.46)

Namely, the G5 term in the action must be absent. In this case, we obtain the following regular solutions
ﬁj (r)=0, fj(r) =0, qgj (r) = ¢; = constant, (4.47)

for all j. Then, we obtain the no-hair Schwarzschild solution with ¢ = constant due to the absence of the G35 term in
the action.

We thus showed that, for both the shift-symmetric and non-shift-symmetric forms of the cubic logarithmic cou-
plings (A39)), asymptotically Minkowski hairy BH solutions cannot be realized.

D. Quintic logarithmic couplings

Let us finally discuss the model with the quintic logarithmic coupling only,

2
_ M3

GQZTIX) G3:0; G4 2 B

Gs = as(6) In|X] (4.48)
where as(¢) is a regular function of ¢. Except for shift-symmetric theories with as = constant, this model generally
gives rise to terms of the form (—X)?In|X| (p > 1) in the background equations of motion. Although they themselves
vanish in the limit X — 0, higher-order X-derivatives of them diverge for X — 0. In this case, we may have the
problem of instability at the level of higher-order perturbations. In the process of deriving perturbative solutions with
the expansions [£27) and ([28§]), we also encounter terms like a? In ||, so the power-law expansions with respect to «
lose their validity. The quintic couplings like G5 = [1+)_ _; Cp(—=X)Plas(¢) In | X|, which reduce to G5 — a5(¢) In|X|
in the limit X — 0, again generate terms of the form (—X)?In|X| in the background equations.

As we will see in Sec. [V] the scalar-GB coupling £(¢) RZ;, which amounts to the coupling functions of the form (5.2),
corresponds to the only exceptional case in which In |X|-dependent terms completely disappear from the background
equations. In this case, since we do not face the aforementioned problem, we can resort to the expansions ([£.217) and
([#28)) to derive BH solutions perturbatively. As long as all the coupling functions in Eq. (5.2)) are present, we can add
other regular functions like (—X)? and ¢? in the coupling functions to see how the structure of hairy BH solutions is
modified. We will also address this issue in Sec.

V. BHS IN THE PRESENCE OF THE GAUSS-BONNET COUPLING

In this section, we study the existence of asymptotically Minkowski BH solutions related to the GB cou-
pling £(¢)RZ 5, where £(¢) is a function of ¢ and RZp is the GB term defined by

Rip = R* — 4R, R*® + Rap,n ROPH (5.1)

with Rog and Rqp.. being the Ricei and Riemann tensors associated with the metric g,,,, respectively. In the language
of Horndeski theories, the Lagrangian £(¢)RZ is equivalent to the combination of the following couplings m,%];

Gy =8(W(¢) X233 —n|X[),  G3=4£P(¢)X(7-3m|X]),

Gi=4P ()X 2-In|X]),  G5=-4D(¢)n|X], (5:2)
where £ (¢) = d"¢(¢)/d¢™ B We note that the form of Gj is identical to that given in Eq. @38). The linear GB
coupling £(¢) = o, where « is constant, corresponds to the quintic interaction G5 = —4aln | X| with G234 = 0. In

this class of shift-symmetric theories, it is known that there exist asymptotically Minkowski BHs endowed with scalar
hair @, @] The recent analysis of Ref. ﬂﬂ] showed that these BH solutions satisfy the conditions for the absence of

5 Note that the Horndeski Lagrangian with Go = —85(4)(¢)X2, Gs = —125(3)(¢>)X7 Gy = —45(2)(¢)X, and G5 = —45(1)(¢) is a total
derivative for any smooth function £(¢), and hence a simultaneous multiplication of a constant in each logarithmic function in Eq. (5.2))
does not matter. Therefore, it is legitimate to replace In |X| — In|X/Xo| with X being a constant of mass dimension four to make the
argument of the logarithmic function dimensionless.
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ghost and Laplacian instabilities of odd- and even-parity perturbations. Moreover, the propagation speeds of all the
perturbation modes approach unity in the asymptotic infinity (r — 00).

For power-law GB couplings given by &(¢) = a¢™ with n > 2, which no longer respect the shift symmetry,
asymptotically Minkowski hairy BHs have been obtained numerically [63]. For more general GB couplings where &(¢)
is a generic analytic function of ¢, we will construct solutions by using the method of perturbative expansions (€27
and ([@28) valid for the small dimensionless coupling constant || < 1. Although general couplings accommodate
models of BH spontaneous scalarization ﬂ@@] and nonlinear scalarization @] as well, our construction with the
ansatze ([L27) and (28) does not incorporate such scalarized BHs which can be realized only in a nonperturbative
regime with |a] = O(1). Our purpose is rather to address the issue of ghost/Laplacian instabilities for hairy BHs
realized as the consequence of perturbative deviation from the Schwarzschild solution in non-shift-symmetric Horndeski
theories.

A. General GB couplings and BH stabilities

We first consider scalar-GB theories in the presence of a kinetic term 17X and the Einstein-Hilbert term in the
action, i.e.,

5= [aovg | SRR X +ag)RE) (53)

where £(¢) is an analytic function of ¢ and « is a dimensionless coupling constant which we assume to be small. We
perform the expansions (L27) and (£28)) with respect to a. Analogous to Eq. [@29)), the GB coupling function £(¢)
is Taylor-expanded around a constant scalar field value ¢g. The first-order solutions in «, which are regular on the
BH horizon at r = 2m, are given by

i ; , . P2 4 37 1)
) =0, AW =0, G =g+ ECEIEIE ()

5.4
3nm?2i3 ’ (54)

where ¢; is a constant and we have introduced the dimensionless coordinate 7 = r/m. At spatial infinity, b1 (r)

approaches a constant ¢Zl with the derivative ¢E'1(7°) proportional to 772,

Similarly, the regular second-order solutions are

) (14775 + 1747 + 2287% — 162472 — 34887 — 7360) £V (¢h)?

ha(r) = hogs(r) = T207mi M 70 , (5.5)
) . (14775 + 29474 4 54873 + 5672 — 4167 — 1600) £ ()?
fg(’f') - f2GB(r) = - 12077m4M1%17:6 ) (56)
; . _ o 2372+ 37+ 4)6) (do)
¢2(r) = ¢2aB(r) = g2 + Bm27
+§(1>(¢>0)§(2>(¢0)[1095(f5 + 74) + 146073 + 219072 4 13447 + 800] (5.7)

450n2mA76
where ¢y is a constant. Since ho(r) o< 771, fo(r) oc 771, and ¢h(r) o« 72 as # — oo, the first-order solutions are
consistent with the asymptotically Minkowski metric. For the linear coupling {(¢) < ¢, we have ¢ (2)((;50) = 0, and

hence ¢2(r) = dg.
The regular third-order solutions are

hs(r) = hsgp(r) = (663197° + 8664877 + 1273067 — 1746287 — 10460367* — 28742807 — 6809607> — 59483207
€M (90)* €?) (90) €M (90) €2 (¢0)
189007?mS M2, 60nmAMA S 7
f3(r) = faan(r) = —(663197° + 13263877 + 2499467° + 2852727 + 1998527+ — 9892073 — 98120072 — 8478407
£ (g0)* €*) (¢0) £ (90) €2 (¢0)
1890072m0 M3,79 60nmAME 6

o _ - p3aB(7)
¢3(r) = ¢aaB(r) = ¢3 + 2381400mSM3n>r9

—4659200) + (1477° + 1747* 4 22873 — 162472 — 34887 — 7360)

(5.8)

—716800) + (1477° 4 2947 + 5487 + 5672 — 4167 — 1600) (5.9)

(5.10)
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where ¢3 is a constant and ¢sap (7) is an eighth-degree polynomial of #. For the linear coupling &(¢) o ¢, hs (r) and

f3(r) vanish identically, which is consistent with the result of [59, [60]. Deriving higher-order solutions, we find that,
in the limit r — oo, the metric components and scalar field behave as

hi(ryoci™t  fir) it () T (5> 2). (5.11)
Hence, the metric is asymptotically Minkowski at all orders. We note that the constant parts of the scalar field ¢q,
¢1, - -+ are determined by the boundary conditions at spatial infinity.

For the linear GB coupling which respects the shift symmetry, it follows that & 1)(¢0) = constant and £(") (o) =0
for n > 2. Then, the ¢o-dependence disappears from all the expressions of (1), fj( r), and gb’( ) with 7 > 1. This
reflects the property of shift-symmetric theories in which the field value 1tse1f does not matter so that we can set
¢; = 0 (j > 1). In this case, we realize asymptotically Minkowski hairy BH solutions where only the even-order
&:@?, 4,---) terms of metric components and the odd-order (j = 1,3,---) terms of scalar field are nonvanishing

3 ]'

For general non-shift-symmetric GB couplings, the ¢g-dependence remains in the metric components and scalar
field. For positive power-law couplings £(¢) o ¢™ with integer n (> 2), in the limit ¢g — 0, both ﬁj and fj vanish
for all 7 > 1 and the Schwarzschild solution with a constant scalar field is recovered. Thus, in contrast to the case
of n = 1, a nonvanishing value of ¢ is necessary to realize hairy BH solutions. Provided that ¢ # 0, the metric
components fzj and fj (j > 2) are subject to deviations from those in the Schwarzschild metric with the nonvanishing
field derivative gZA);(r)

The quantities associated with the conditions for the absence of ghost or Laplacian instabilities of odd-parity
perturbations are estimated as

16(27% + 72 + 27 — 36)¢M) ()2

_ 2 2 3
F = M3 — i o’ +0(a?), (5.12)
16(72 4 27 + 4)€™M) (¢g)?
_ 2 2 3
G =M + T o’ +0 (o), (5.13)
16(7° — 8)EM (g)?
_ 2 2 3
H = Mpj + TS o’ +0(a?) . (5.14)

The next-to-leading-order terms of F, G, and H are at most of order £ (¢g)2a?/(nm?). Provided that

€M (o)
WQ2 < 1, (515)

there are neither ghost nor Laplacian instabilities in the odd-parity sector due to the dominance of the term M3, in
F, G, and H.
In the even-parity sector, the quantity associated with the no-ghost condition is estimated as

2(72 + 27 + 4)26M) (¢ )?

IC =
nmAi6

o®+ 0 (a?), (5.16)

and hence the ghost is absent for 7 > 0. The radial propagation speed squared c? of the gravitational perturbation,
which is equivalent to cnodd = G/F in the odd-parity sector, is given by

32(7 — 2) (72 + 37 + 8)EW (¢ )?
Czl,cvon = C72",odd =1+ nm4M1%1726 042 +0 (QB) ) (517)

r1,even

On the horizon (7 = 2), the next-to-leading-order term of Eq. (5I7) vanishes, so cfl)even is close to the (squared) speed
of light. In the vicinity of the horizon, ¢Z; ..., deviates from unity, but it quickly decreases as — 1] oc 773,
Under the condition (511, it is possible to satisfy the bound of speed of GWs given in Refs. Nﬁ For the GB
couplings satisfying £(2)(¢g) # 0, the squared propagation speed of the scalar field perturbation d¢ in the even-parity

sector is generally of order unity,

072"2.0vcn =1 + O(az) . (518)

The linear couphng £(¢) o ¢ gives rise to further suppression for the deviation of c2 from unity, such that

r2,even
%2,cvcn =1+0(«a ﬂﬂ] The squared angular propagation speeds in the even-parity sector can be estimated as

24¢M) (o)
2
CQ,i = 1 Zl: m2 P1T3 | | + O (519)
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where the double signs are in the same order and we have used the no-ghost condition n > 0. The above results
show that, in the limit |a| < 1 with 7 > 0, all the conditions for the absence of ghost/Laplacian instabilities against
odd- and even-parity sectors are consistently satisfied for asymptotically Minkowski hairy BH solutions present for
the models of the form (&3]

As mentioned previously, the above solutions (E4)—(EI0) accommodate asymptotically Minkowski BH solutions
for the linear coupling £(¢) « ¢ in the small coupling limit |o| < 1 @, @] On the other hand, for the couplings
of the form &(¢) = Yo, ¢j¢* with ¢; being constants, including £(¢) o< ca¢? + ca¢p (with ¢ > 0) 65, 166] or
£(¢) x 1 —e %" (k > 0) [61], the solutions (4)-(5.10) do not incorporate BHs realized as the consequence of
spontaneous scalarization, by reflecting the fact that scalarized BHs can be obtained only nonperturbatively for

la] = O(1).

B. GB couplings with other interactions

We also study how the hairy BH solutions discussed in Sec. [V Al are subject to modifications by taking into account
power-law coupling functions (—X)? or ¢? to the GB theory given by Eq. (53). For simplicity, we consider lowest-
order power-law functions in most cases, but we will also study theories containing the couplings G3 D v3In(—X)
and G4 D v4v/—X. In scalar-GB theories with the quadratic potential V(¢) = u2¢? in Ga, the presence of hairy BH
solutions was numerically confirmed in Ref. ] Hence, we do not analyze the same model here. In the presence of
the term adX? in Gy, using the expansions [@L27) and (@28 with respect to the small coupling constant a shows
that there are no corrections to ﬁj, fj, and qgj derived in GB theories (53]) up to the order j = 3. Similarly, in the
presence of G3 D asX™ (n > 3), the nontrivial corrections do not appear up to the order j =n + 1.

1. Cubic and GB couplings

The ¢-dependent cubic coupling Gs(¢) is equivalent to the term —2XGs 4 in G HE], so adding the linear cou-
pling aus¢ to Gs does not modify the structure of the theory (B.3]). We then consider

G3(¢) D) oz,uggZ)Q , (520)

with ps being a nonvanishing constant, which is equivalent to —4apusz¢X in Go. We perform the expansions (€27
and (£2]) in terms of the small coupling constant . The first-order solutions regular on the horizon are equivalent
to those in Eq. (&4]), while the second- and third-order solutions are

8(372 + 37 + 4)po&™ (do) 3

ha(r) = haar(r),  fa(r) = facn(r),  d2(r) = dagn(r) + ERE— , (5.21)
- o (14775 + 1747* 4 22873 — 162472 — 34887 — 7360) ol M) (d0 )% 3
hs(r) = haa(r) + R TENT : (5.22)
; A (14775 + 2947* + 54873 + 5672 — 4167 — 1600)po& ™) (o) 113

= - 2
f3(r) = fsas(r) 3072mA MZ, 7 ; (5.23)
¢3(r) = dsan(r) + #@3@)7 (5.24)

where @3(7) is the fifth degree polynomial of #. The cubic coupling (5.20) gives rise to modifications in ¢o(r), hs(r),
f3 (r), and q33(r) in comparison to those derived for the GB couplings. At large distances, these new terms have the
same radial dependence as their leading-order terms.

Using the expanded solutions with |¢g| at most of order M, it follows that the conditions for the absence of
ghost/Laplacian instabilities against odd- and even-parity perturbations are also satisfied for |[Mpyus| < 1, o] < 1,
and 7 > 0. Then, the cubic coupling G3(¢) D auszp? besides the GB coupling aé(¢)G leads to the existence
of hairy BH solutions free from ghost or Laplacian instabilities. Similarly, for more general ¢-dependent cubic
coupling Gs D aus(¢), nontrivial corrections to the metric functions and those to the scalar field show up at the
orders j = 3 and j = 2, respectively.

Second, we discuss the case in which the cubic Galileon coupling

Gg(X) D aazX , (525)
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with a3 being a nonvanishing constant, is present besides GB coupling a& (¢)R(2}B. Then, the corrections to the BH
solutions in GB theories, up to the order j = 3, appear only in ¢3(r) as

. . 2(217° + 427* + 8473 — 2472 — 847 — 224)¢W)(¢)%ax
balr) = dncn(r) - LR LT 2T = BC () 0 (5.20)
At large distances, the correction to giA)’g (r) arising from the cubic Galileon is proportional to #~°, which decays faster
than giA)éGB(r) o 772, Since the metric components are not modified up to the order j = 3, the cubic Galileon does
not induce strong modifications to hairy GB BHs in comparison to the coupling G3(¢) O auzp?. The absence of
ghost /Laplacian instabilities of BHs is also ensured for |Mpas/m?| < 1, |a| < 1, and 5 > 0. Similarly, in the presence
of G3 D aasX™ (n > 2), nontrivial corrections to the scalar field show up at the order j =n + 2.
The next example is the cubic logarithmic interaction given by

Gs D aysln(—X), (5.27)
with 3 being a nonvanishing constant, which belongs to the couplings in Eq. ([@I5). The first-order solutions in «
regular on the horizon (7 = 2) are

M) =0,  fi()=0, &)= [ + 27 + €D (60) + 2?73 (5.28)

nm3i

At large distances, the leading-order contributions to qg’l (r) arise from the cubic logarithmic coupling. The second-
order solutions regular on the horizon are given by

o) = hacn () + 277}3;[%1 [(3f2 + 107;1;12430)5(1)(%) N 7:8132 n (g)] | (5.29)
Fa(r) = focn(r) + 677”]@ - - [(9722 + 18; ;;8)5(1)(%) + 2y — ; In (g)] : (5.30)
$5(r) = dhgp(r) — %m In (g) : (5.31)
At spatial infinity, the metric component fg (r) exhibits the logarithmic divergence
fa(r) = — il In? as 7 — . (5.32)

This means that, even in the presence of the GB couplings, the cubic logarithmic coupling prevents the realization of
asymptotically Minkowski hairy BH solutions.

2. Quartic and GB couplings

We proceed to the model of a linear nonminimal coupling
Gy D apg, (533)

with u4 being a nonvanishing constant, besides the GB coupling o (¢)R(2}B. Then, we find that the first-order solutions
in « regular on the horizon are the same as those derived in Eq. (54)). The second-order solutions are given by

. (7 + 4 (7 + 10)6M (¢0) pa

h2 (T) - EQGB (T) - 6nm2M];2)1'f'3 5 (534)
5 5 2372 + 227 + 24)6M) (¢
f2(r) = facr(r) — (237 GU;QMngg (Go)ps : (5.35)

$2(r) = dacn(r) . (5.36)

The linear nonminimal coupling affects ho(r) and fo(r), while its effect does not appear in ¢o(r). In comparison to
the cubic-order interactions discussed in Sec. [V B 1] the modifications to the background geometry arising from the
quartic coupling a4 in G4 already appear at the order of j = 2. Higher-order solutions of h;(r), f;(r), and ¢;(r)
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(j > 3) also receive corrections from the linear nonminimal coupling. Since all f;(r), h;(r), and q% (r) (j > 1) vanish
at spatial infinity, the resulting hairy BH solutions are asymptotically Minkowski. Similarly, for the ¢-dependent
coupling function G4 D a4 (@), nontrivial corrections to the metric components show up at the order j = 2.

Using the expanded solutions, the quantities associated with odd-parity perturbations are given by

F = Mg+ 2¢opsa+ O (o®) , G = Mg +2popaa+ O (a?), H=Mp +2popsa+ O (a?) , (5.37)

so that the linear nonminimal coupling gives rise to corrections of order a. We can avoid the ghost and Laplacian
instabilities under the condition

M3, + 2¢opace > 0. (5.38)

As long as |a| < 1 and |pa/Mp| < 1, this condition is satisfied for |¢g| < Mp1. We note that the radial and angular
propagation speed squares for the odd modes, ¢} 49 = G/F and ¢§, ,qq = G/H, are both 1+ O(a?).

Up to the order of a2, the quantity K is the same as that given in Eq. (5.16). The propagation speed squared of the
scalar field perturbation d¢ in the even-parity sector is estimated as ¢}y qyen = 14 O(?) for theories with @ (¢) # 0.
For the linear GB coupling £(¢) o« ¢, we have ¢}y o = 1 + O(e?), where the terms of order o arise from ayis¢ in
G4. Up to the linear order in «, the squared angular propagation speeds c?z) . in the even-parity sector are identical
to those in Eq. (BI9). These discussions show that, provided |a| < 1, |pa/Mpi| < 1, n > 0, and |¢o| S Mpi, there
are neither ghost nor Laplacian instabilities for hairy BHs discussed above.

Instead of the linear nonminimal coupling of the form £4¢R, we can also consider nonminimal couplings with higher-
order powers, i.e., aus@P R with p > 2, besides the GB couplings ] As in the case of p = 1, the contributions to
f and h from p4 appear at the order of j = 2, while the scalar-field derivative starts to receive corrections from the
third order. In such models, we can also realize asymptotically Minkowski hairy BHs satisfying all the conditions for
the absence of ghost/Laplacian instabilities.

Let us next study the model of quartic derivative couplings of the form

G4 D aay X, (539)

with a4 being a nonvanishing constant, besides the GB coupling. Performing the expansions [{27) and ([28]), we
obtain the same first- and second-order regular solutions as those given in Eqs. (54) and (&3)-(E7). The third-order
solutions are

. . 72 + 27 2(7 — 2)6W ()2 . X . .
hB(T) = hSGB(T) + 4( 2 +77;1’I)”I’LgM1%;)9€ ((bO) 4 s fg(?") = fg(}B(T), (bg(?") = gf)gGB (T) (540)

At this order, the effect of the quartic derivative coupling appears only in the expression of hs (r). This correction
vanishes on the horizon, with the asymptotic behavior hs(r) — haap(r) o< #~* at spatial infinity.

We recall that the BH solutions with X # 0 realized by quartic derivative interactions without GB couplings are
prone to the instability problem around the horizon ﬂﬂ] On the other hand, the GB coupling besides the term aay X
in G4 gives rise to asymptotically Minkowski hairy BH solutions. The leading-order corrections due to a to F, G, H,
K, 5 evens and ¢, 1. are the same as those given in Eqs. (512), EI3), GI4), GI06), (EIS), and @I9), respectively,
so these hairy solutions can satisfy all the conditions for the absence of ghost/Laplacian instabilities.

For quartic derivative interactions with higher-order powers, i.e., G4 D aasX™ (n > 2), nontrivial corrections to
the metric components or the scalar field show up at the order j = n + 2. In such models there are BH solutions
consistent with conditions for the absence of ghost/Laplacian instabilities and strong coupling problems, but it is
difficult to distinguish them from those realized by GB couplings alone.

We also study the model given by

G4 D a4V -X, (541)

with 4 being a nonvanishing constant, which belongs to couplings in Eq. (£I5). In the absence of the GB coupling,
this model gives rise to an exact BH solution @], but it is unstable due to the property X # 0 on the horizon mg]
The first-order solutions with respect to the GB coupling constant « are

- : iy Cmmi® + m®/%\/2(F — 2)v4 + 1661 (¢)
nm3r (P — 2) ’

(5.42)
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where C' is an integration constant. The numerator of ¢E'1 (r) needs to vanish for its regularity at r = 2m, which gives
C = —26W(¢g)/(ym). Then, we obtain the following solution

H(r) = — 2(7 + 27 + 4)€M (¢o) V2
1 M3t nm2i3/2\F —2°
For ~y4 # 0, there is still the divergence of (;3’1 (r) at # = 2. The leading-order term of X on the horizon is a nonvanishing

constant given by X, = —v2/(16n?>m*). Hence, even in the presence of the GB term, the quartic coupling aysv/—X
in G4 violates the conditions for the absence of ghost/Laplacian instabilities of hairy BH solutions.

(5.43)

8. Quintic and GB couplings
The linear coupling us¢ in G5 is equivalent to the quartic derivative coupling —usX in Gy ﬂﬁ], so we already
studied such a case in Sec. [V B2l Let us then consider the coupling
Gs D ausd?, (5.44)

with us being a nonvanishing constant, besides the GB coupling. The first- and second-order regular solutions are
equivalent to those derived in Eqgs. () and (5.5 (&), while the third-order solutions are given by

. . 72 P 2(p — (€] 2 R . R R
iMﬂ:hmﬂﬂ—& +2+$£méﬁ& w@“i f3(r) = faas(r),  ¢s(r) = dsan(r). (5.45)

They are similar to those derived for the quartic derivative coupling G4 D aas X [see Eq. (40)]. Up to the order j = 3,

the quintic coupling aus¢? affects only ﬁg(r). Similarly, for more general ¢-dependent quintic coupling G5 D aus(9),

nontrivial corrections to the metric component h(r) show up at the order j = 3. Using these expanded solutions and

computing the quantities associated with the linear stability of perturbations, it follows that the hairy BH solutions

can satisfy all the conditions for the absence of ghost/Laplacian instabilities for |us Mp1/m?| <1, |a] < 1, and n > 0.
Finally, we consider the quintic derivative coupling given by

G5(X) D aas X, (546)

with a5 being a nonvanishing constant, besides the GB coupling. The corrections to BH solutions in GB theories, up
to the order j = 3, arise only in ¢3(r) as

. R 55 a4 82 _ 8 (1) 2
e = (e 4 BT = 12 10— 6 5o, )
Similarly, in the presence of the term aas X™ (n > 2) in G, nontrivial corrections to the metric components or the
scalar field show up at higher order. This property is similar to that for the cubic derivative coupling Gs D aasX
[see Eq. (526)]. In comparison to the cubic coupling, the scalar-field derivative ¢4(r) is more strongly suppressed at
large distances [qg’g(r) o 7#78]. Although there are hairy BH solutions satisfying all the conditions for the absence of
ghost/Laplacian instabilities for |as Mp1/m?*| < 1, |a| < 1, and > 0, it would be challenging to distinguish them
from those present for the pure GB theories.

VI. BLACK HOLES IN F(R%;) GRAVITY

In this section, we explore the BH solutions in gravitational theories where the Lagrangian contains an arbitrary
function F(R%p) of the GB curvature invariant R%p, besides the Einstein-Hilbert term. As was pointed out in [16],
F (RéB) gravity can be embedded in Horndeski theories. We then generalize this F' (RéB)-equivalent Horndeski theory
by adding a canonical kinetic term of the scalar field.

A. F(RLp) gravity

Let us consider theories given by the Lagrangian

M2
L= T’”R+F(RéB), (6.1)
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which can be equivalently expressed as
Mg, 2
L=—"R+F,Rep —V(p), (6.2)

where ¢ is a new scalar degree of freedom associated with the GB term and we have defined

Vie) =Fop—Flp). (6.3)
Indeed, varying the Lagrangian (G2]) with respect to ¢ leads to
(p— R2GB)E<P<P =0. (6.4)

Therefore, provided that F,, # 0, we have ¢ = R2GB7 and hence the Lagrangian (G.2]) reduces to the original one in
Eq. (60). From Eq. (€2), we find that a scalar field ¢ with the potential V(¢) couples to the GB term of the form
FoRep.

We introduce the following quantities:

¢=Mpim'e,  &(¢) =F,, (6.5)

where 2m corresponds to the horizon radius of a BH solution (if it exists). The quantity ¢ has mass dimension one,
which we identify as the scalar field in Horndeski theories. Then, the Lagrangian for F' (RéB) gravity is equivalent to

2
L= PR @R~ V(6),  where  V(6)=&o—F. (6.6)

For a given function F(RéB), the GB coupling £(¢) and the scalar potential V(o) are fixed by using the correspon-
dence (6) with ¢ = RZp;. In the language of Horndeski theories, the theory (6.6]) corresponds to the following choice
of the coupling functions [16, [98]:

Go=—V(¢) +86W () X?(3—In|X[), G5 =43 (9)X (7 - 3In|X]),
M3,

Gi= =P +4P@X@-llX]), G =-4D(@)|X]. (6.7)

In the following, for concreteness, we consider the power-law F(RZy) models given by
F(Rggp) = B(Rgg)" (6.8)

where § and n are constants. Introducing the dimensionless coupling a = 2m2’4"MFT12[3 and performing the ex-
pansions ([£27) of metric components with respect to the small parameter |a] < 1, the scalar potential is given

by
V(g) = aln — 1)% (Mip]) . (6.9)

Apart from the specific powers n = 0 and n = 1, the scalar field has a nonvanishing effective mass squared M2 = V 4.
For n = 0, we have F' = 8 = constant and hence the resulting solution is the Schwarzschild—(anti-)de Sitter spacetime.
When n = 1, we have £ = 8 = constant and V' = 0, so we end up with the no-hair Schwarzschild solution. Thus, we
will focus on integer powers with n > 2.

The scalar-field equation at first order in « gives the relation

n(n —1) [rP¢o(r) — 48m°Mpi] ¢o(r)" > = 0. (6.10)
When n = 2, we have only the following solution:

o 48m6Mp1

dolr) = — 2L (6.11)

which corresponds to the GB term in the Schwarzschild spacetime. In this case, we obtain

. 5f(F + 2)(F% 4+ 4)(7* + 16) — 17152
h(r) = 879 ’
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. 57(F + 2)(72 + 4)(74 + 16) — 2816

fl(r) = - 87;\9
- 12(572 — 1013767 + 217088) M,
¢1(T) = ( ’f‘15 ) o ) (612)

where we recall that # = r/m. Deriving the higher-order solutions as well, we find that the metric is asymptotically
Minkowski at all orders. Using such expanded solutions for n = 2, the dominant terms in F, G, and H are MFQ,1 with the
corrections of order «, and hence the BH is free from ghost/Laplacian instabilities against odd-parity perturbations.
However, the quantity associated with the no-ghost condition in the even-parity sector is given by

_15925248Mp,

BE +0(a?). (6.13)

Since the leading-order term in K is negative, there is the ghost instability for even-parity perturbations. While
9 oven = 1+ O(a), the quantities associated with the angular propagation speeds in the even-parity sector are
By =1/24 O(«) and By = 1+ O(«), so the conditions (222)) are also violated.

For n > 3, we have the same branch as Eq. (GI1)) besides the branch ¢o(r) = 0. In such cases, the ghost arises in

the even-parity sector, with a similar behavior of B; and By as in the case of n = 2. When n = 3, for example, we
find

330225942528 M2,
— «
730

+0(a?), (6.14)

whose leading-order term is negative, and hence the hairy BH solutions with ¢q(r) = 48m°Mp;/r® are prone to ghost
instabilities. When n > 3, Eq. (GI0) admits the other branch ¢o(r) = 0. In this case, the jth-order expanded

solutions (j > 1) of Eqs. (A21) and (£28]) are given by

hij(r)=0,  fi(r)=0,  ¢;(r)=0, (6.15)

which correspond to no-hair BHs.

We have thus shown that the power-law F(RZp) models with (68) do not give rise to nontrivial BH solutions
with scalar hair satisfying all the conditions for the absence of ghost/Laplacian instabilities. We also studied the
logarithmic model with F(R%y) = B1n|RZy| and reached the same conclusion.

B. F(R&p)-equivalent Horndeski theories with a scalar-field kinetic term

We also study BHs in theories where the kinetic term nX is added to the F/(REp;)-equivalent Horndeski theories (6.0,

ie.,

Mg, 2
£=—PR+0X + €@ R~ V(9), (6.16)

where £(¢) and V(¢) are given by Eqgs. (6.5) and (G.6]), respectively.

Considering the power-law coupling functions of the form F(p) = Sp™ analogous to Eq. (6.8)) and introducing the
dimensionless parameter o = 2m2*4”M§125, the scalar potential is given by the same form as that in Eq. (69). We
first investigate the case of n = 2, which corresponds to the quadratic potential V(¢) = a¢?/(2m?) with the linear
GB coupling &(¢) = am?Mpi¢. Although V(¢) and £(¢) are similar to those in the model studied in Ref. [111], both
V(¢) and £(¢) are proportional to « in our case. This fact affects the resulting BH solutions derived by using the
expansions (£27) and (£28) with respect to .

As discussed in Sec. [V B], the zeroth-order equation for the scalar field reduces to the differential equation ([30).
The solution to ¢o(r) regular on the horizon is ¢o(r) = ¢o = constant. The first-order regular solutions are given by

. (72 + 27 + 4) 3 : (7 + 2)¢3 N (dor® — 6Mp1) (7 + 27 + 4)

hi(r) = 2012, ) fi(r) = —TMP%I , P1(r) =

. 6.17
3nmit ( )

The asymptotically Minkowski metric can be realized only if ¢y = 0, under which both le(r) and fi (r) vanish with
the dependence ¢} (r) oc 7#~2 at large distances.
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At second order, the metric components iLg(T) and fg(r) are equivalent to those derived by taking the limit of
M (¢0)?/(m*M3,) — 1 in Egs. (55) and (56), respectively. The scalar-field derivative consistent with the regularity
on the horizon (7 = 2) yields

Mpy

%(ﬂzm

3(F 4+ 4)(7 — 2) + 8In (g)} , (6.18)

which has the dependence ¢E'2(7°) — Mpi/(n*m) as # — oo. Then, the scalar field does not satisfy the boundary
condition ¢'(r) — 0 at spatial infinity [see Eq. (£3)].

For n > 3, again the asymptotically Minkowski metric is realized only if ¢y = 0, under which i, (r) = 0and fi (r)=0.
The first-order solution to the scalar-field derivative regular on the horizon is ¢ (r) = 0, so that ¢, (r) = ¢; = constant
for arbitrary r. When n = 3, the second-order regular solutions are given by

~ A2 7 ~
ho(r) =0, Folr) =0,  do(r) = o+ 2B T3 ED 5 (6.19)

UL

where ¢ is a constant. Similarly, the metric components of third-order solutions are hs(r) = 0 and f3(r) = 0, while
the leading-order contribution to ¢4(r) at spatial infinity is ¢3#/(nmMp;). To satisfy the condition ¢4(r) — 0 as
r — 00, we require that q~51 = 0. We also find that the solutions compatible with the boundary conditions (@3]),
(;3; (r) — 0 at spatial infinity, are given by

hi(r)=0,  fi(r)=0,  ¢;(r)=0 (j=1). (6.20)

The same conclusion holds also for n > 4. Thus, for n > 3, we only have the Schwarzschild BH solutions without
scalar hair. These results show the absence of asymptotically Minkowski hairy BH solutions, at least as long as the
perturbative ansatze [@27) and ([@28) are valid in the small coupling limit. This does not exclude the possibility for
the existence of asymptotically Minkowski hairy BH solutions beyond the perturbative regime.

For a massive scalar field with the potential V(¢) = M £¢2 /2, the property of BHs was studied in Ref. ﬂmﬂ for
the linear GB coupling £(¢) = aip. Since in this case the mass My is not related to the GB coupling «, the resulting
BH solution is different from that discussed above for n = 2. Indeed, the second-order differential equation for
¢1(r) contains a mass term —Mgg?)l (r). In such a case, we do not have an analytic solution for ¢;(r), so it requires
numerical integration as performed in Ref. ] At spatial infinity, the scalar field solution is approximately given
by the form (;31 (r) ~ CreMer [y 4 Coe=Mo7 Jr, with C; and Co being constants. In order to satisfy the boundary
condition ), namely ¢ (co) = 0, we need to choose the coefficient Cy to be zero. The existence of hairy BH
solutions was numerically confirmed for the case of quadratic potential V(¢) = M£¢2 /2 with several different choices
of GB couplings including the linear coupling £(¢) = .

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we scrutinized the existence and linear stability of static and spherically symmetric BH solutions
with a static scalar field in full Horndeski theories without imposing the shift symmetry from the outset. For this
purpose, we employed a perturbative method of deriving BH solutions, which is valid in the regime of small coupling
constant(s). We then exploited the conditions for the absence of ghost/Laplacian instabilities against odd- and even-
parity perturbations derived in Refs. m—lﬂ], which are summarized in Sec. [l In particular, the angular propagation
speed of even-parity perturbations plays an important role for ruling out some of the BH solutions by the Laplacian
instability around the BH horizon. In shift-symmetric Horndeski theories, it was shown in Ref. ﬂﬂ] that hairy BH
solutions present for theories with the k-essence Lagrangian G2(X) and a nonminimal derivative coupling G4(X)R ﬂﬁ,

| are subject to this generic instability around the horizon.

In Sec. [Tl we extended the linear stability analysis for BHs in shift-symmetric theories performed in ﬂﬂ] to
full Horndeski theories. For hairy BHs where the scalar-field kinetic term X is an analytic function of » with a
nonvanishing value on the horizon (X, # 0), the product FKXBs was shown to be negative for nonzero values of
k defined by Eq. (3:24). This implies that the linear stability conditions summarized in Sec. [Il cannot be satisfied
simultaneously, and hence BHs with X, # 0 are generally subject to either ghost or Laplacian instability. We also
found that, as long as Xs # 0 with x, # 0, there is the divergence of the radial propagation speed of scalar-field
perturbations. In Sec. [IIBl we presented examples of theories that give rise to the branch of unstable hairy BH
solutions with X # 0. Our results show that, even in full Horndeski theories, BH solutions free from instabilities
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should not have a nonvanishing X in general. Under this condition, there is also a jump of X across the horizon, so
the BH solutions are physically unacceptable.

Given the generic instability for BHs with X # 0, for the search of hairy BHs which are free from ghost or Laplacian
instabilities, we focused on theories leading to the solutions with X, = 0, i.e., a finite scalar-field derivative ¢'(rs)
on the horizon. Using the scalar-field equation of motion for theories containing the scalar-field kinetic term nX and
the Einstein-Hilbert term MPQ,l /2 in the action, we discussed the possibility for realizing such hairy BHs in both shift-
symmetric and non-shift-symmetric Horndeski theories in Sec. [Vl For the couplings of the form G; D a;(¢)F;(X)
(I = 2,3,4,5) with as(¢) and F;(X) being arbitrary regular functions, the asymptotically Minkowski solutions
respecting the regularity on the horizon are restricted to be no-hair solutions with ¢'(r) = 0. There are possibilities
for evading this no-hair feature of BHs in theories given by the coupling functions (38]), which are not analytic at
X = 0. However, the couplings Gy D as(¢)v/—X and G4 D as(¢)v/—X result in BH solutions with X # 0, so
they are excluded in terms of the gradient or Laplacian instabilities around the horizon. For the cubic logarithmic
coupling G D a3(¢)In|X|, where az(¢) is an analytic function of ¢, we showed the absence of asymptotically
Minkowski hairy BH solutions.

The remaining theories allowing for the existence of hairy BH solutions should possess a quintic coupling of the
form G5 = as(¢) In | X|. With this coupling only, the background equations contain terms like X? In|X|, which causes
the breakdown of our perturbative analysis by using the expansions ([@27) and ([@.28]) with respect to a small coupling
parameter. The scalar field coupled to the GB curvature invariant, & (qS)RéB, which is equivalent to the Horndeski
functions (52), is the only exceptional case in which In | X |-dependent terms disappear from the background equations
due to the presence of the other specific couplings Gs 3.4 besides G5 = a5(¢) In | X|.

In Sec. [VAl we derived the solutions to the metric components and the scalar field for the GB term a&(¢) R4 with
an analytic function £(¢) by resorting to the expansions with respect to the small GB coupling a. We also showed
that ghost and Laplacian instabilities of hairy BHs against odd- and even-parity perturbations are absent for the
small GB coupling with > 0. In Sec.[VB| we implemented positive power-law functions of ¢ or X in G 3.4 5 besides
the GB coupling a&(¢) R4y and obtained new classes of hairy BH solutions free from ghost or Laplacian instabilities.
Since all such hairy BH solutions disappear in the absence of the term a5 (¢)In|X| in G5, the existence of this form
of quintic couplings is crucial for realizing asymptotically Minkowski hairy BH solutions. We also found that, even
in the presence of the GB term a&(¢)RZy, the couplings G D v3In(—X) or G4 D v4/—X prevent the existence of
asymptotically Minkowski solutions with scalar hair which do not suffer from ghost or Laplacian instabilities.

In Sec. [V, we studied whether BH solutions free from ghost or Laplacian instabilities are present in F(R%y) gravity
where F is a regular function of the GB term RZp. For power-law couplings F(R%p) = B(R&p)" with n > 2, we
found a new class of asymptotically Minkowski BH solutions where the GB term plays a role of the new scalar degree
of freedom. However, they are prone to the ghost instability of even-parity perturbations. Although we also studied
F(R%p)-equivalent Horndeski theories with a scalar-field kinetic term 7X, there are no hairy BH solutions with
asymptotically Minkowski metric. These results show that the presence of the GB coupling a&(¢)R% besides the
kinetic term nX play a prominent role for realizing asymptotically Minkowski hairy BHs free from ghost or Laplacian
instabilities in full Horndeski theories.

In[Tabld we summarize the existence of hairy BH solutions and ghost /Laplacian instabilities for the theories studied
in this paper. Theories (F) and (G) are the examples leading to asymptotically Minkowski BHs that can satisfy all
the conditions for the absence of ghost or Laplacian instabilities against odd- and even-parity perturbations. It should
be noted that both these theories contain the scalar-GB coupling a& (¢)R(2}BE It will be of interest to compute the
sensitivity parameters as well as the quasinormal modes for such surviving BH solutions for the purpose of detecting
signatures of the modification of gravity in future observations of GWs.
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6 Qur result is reminiscent of that in Ref. m}, where the authors showed that scalar-GB gravity is effectively the only theory within the
Horndeski class that accommodates spontaneous scalarization of Schwarzschild BHs.



26

TABLE. Existence and the linear stability of asymptotically Minkowski hairy BHs for nine subclasses of Horndeski theories.
Except for the theory (H), we assumed the presence of the canonical kinetic term X in G2 and the Einstein-Hilbert term Mz, /2
in G4. In the third column, “AM” means “asymptotically Minkowski.”

| Theory | Coupling functions | Hairy BHs | Stability of hairy BHs |

(A) G23,4,5(X) D Fr(X) with regular F;(X) - -

(B) G2,3,4,5(¢,X) D ar(¢)Fr(X) with regular az(¢) and Fr(X) - -

(O) Ga(¢, X) D as(p)vV/—X Xs #0 Unstable around the horizon
(D) Gs3(¢, X) D as(d) In|X| Xs =0, Non-AM -

(E) Ga(¢, X) D as(p)vV—X Xs#0 Unstable around the horizon
(F) GB coupling aé (@) Rég with regular £(¢) X, =0, AM No ghost/Laplacian instability
(G) aé(¢)REg plus regular functions of ¢ and/or X in G2.3,45 X =0, AM No ghost/Laplacian instability
(H) F(R&g) o (R&p)" gravity with n > 2 AM Ghost instability

) F(R%g)-equivalent Horndeski theories with Go D nX - -

Appendix A: Coefficients appearing in the background scalar-field equation

The coefficients A\;—\12 in Eq. (29) are given by
4h "h 1
A= — (h’ +—+ f7> ¢ —2h¢", A= -h¢?, A3= §h¢’2 (W' +2h¢") ,

12 " 11,/ /
A4=%(1—h—rh’)+hf _r(2f"h+ f'R) + 4Af'h
r

2f2 2fr ’
Y 8h'  6h  f%h  (f'r+6f ) h+2rf'H\ , 4N,
o= | (4 G- L - Yo (£at)e]
72/3f/4 712/3f/4 11 Z
¢ = h“¢p <?—|—;>, )\7——§h¢> <?—|—;>(h¢—|—2h¢),
Ag = i [hl(3h— 1)¢/ +2I’L(h,— 1)¢//] - fl2h2¢/ n L [(2f”1"+3f/)h2¢l+f/h(37"h/ _ 1)¢/ +2flh2r¢/l}
872 f2r fr2 ’
Ag = he [f(h—1)+ f'hr]
9 — f’f'2 )
h’ 2 1/ 1! Ui ! I2h’3 /3 h’2 2 1 I / I 1/ 11/ /
Mo = oy (OB + (TS 20" = Wo/] + Lt = 0 (0 af ! 107 b+ 71 W),
h3¢l4 h3¢/4
Aip = — fr2 (rf' +f), A2 = 2fr? (rf + ) + 2h¢"). (A1)

Appendix B: Coefficients associated with perturbations
The quantities aj, co, and ¢4 in Eqs. (ZI8) and (220) are given by

I 1 1
a; = «/fh{ Gip+ 5h(GM - 2G47¢X)¢’2] r? + 2hg' [GM —Gs.6 — 5h(2G47XX - G5,¢X)¢’2] r

1 1
+§G5,Xxh3¢’4 — 5G,;_,Xh(:sh — 1)¢’2} , (B1)
(1 1 1
Co = \/fh{ ﬁ (—§h(3G3,X — 8G47¢X)(]5/2 + ihQ(G&XX — 2G4,¢XX)¢/4 — G47¢> 7‘2
_he (1, B w1 B 2 a
7 2h (2G4 xxx — G5,9xx)P 2h(12G4,XX 7G5,5x )" +3(Ga,x —Gs,9) | T
h¢/2

+4f

1 1
+¢/ [§Gz,x = G, = 5h(Gaxx = Gsx)0” | 12

(Gs,xxxh*¢"* — G5 x xh(10h — 1)¢"* + 3G5 x (5h — 1))} f
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1 1
[ 5 h(3Gs,x — 8G4px)P* + = hQ(G3 xx —2Gypxx)* — G4,¢} r— §h3(2G4,XXX — G5.0xx)8"°

#3061~ 1) Guxx + (1= ) G x] 0 = (3= D(Gax — Ga)d | (B2)

1 ho' h¢'(3Gs x — G 2h
Cq = 4 \\;—_ { ¢ [2G4 x — 2G5 b= (2G4,XX — G57¢X)¢/2 — ¢ ( 5.X . 57XX¢ )] f/

4h - '~ 2h2(2 - 3
+4Ga g+ 2h(Gy x — 2G4 px)0" + (Gax = Gs.0)é g (2Gs.xx = Gs6x)¢ } .

(B3)

The quantities By and By in Eq. (221)) are
2/ FRH[4h(¢'ar + v/ FIH)B1 + B2 — 4¢ a1 B3] — 2fhG[rV/FR(2P1 — F)H(2¢'ar + rV/FIH) + 2¢"aiPi]

B = Afh(2Py — FYH(P ay + rv/TRH)? ’
(B4)
By — 2 b1 [2fhFG(¢ ar + r/ThH) + 12 B5] — 1 o83 — fRFG(¢ fhFGay + 2r3\/_7-lﬂ3) (B5)
’ Fhe'ay(2Py — F)F(¢/ar + ry/ThH)?
where
By = 20/ Tes — o' (/i) 4+£[(J}'+%’—2)H+E]m+éffa (B6)
VIhF 2 r(b’f’\/_ ¢’fhg% g H 1 2
By = l <2h¢> i H— ¢\/_g> (5——+2f ;)]al—;(fh) FGH, (B7)
Bz = \/THQS’ (hcﬁl + %h'q — %) — @ (% —l—H’) <2h¢'04 + \/;g f4\\//__H>
VIhF on 4 3VIRG f’\/_H
with
1, /! ! VI 1 " 1N
s = 5%~ Triga (VITH) = 50 + 1 (? )”“
VT {(f’r—ﬁf)f’+h’(f’r+4f) _4f(2¢"h+h’¢>]ﬂ+ W fr-2f0H
8v/he'? 2 fhr o h2r(f'r —2f) 2h¢/ " A/Thre' 09
f'hr— f Vf f2¢"h+h'¢)  2f — f'hr
+2r2\/_h3/2¢’2]: MR [hqy(f/r_zf) o ]g’ (B9)
B 1 (29" X f3/2h1/2 29" f/2 W 2f! 2% 1Y
B=m ( o ) w2 <h¢1r+ﬁ‘f—h‘f—+ r *ﬁ)’*
fr2f [hon VP o (f’ 2" g’_g)
* 2r f oo * (b’\/ﬁrz}— Vh(f'r —2f)¢' \ fr + Q'r + r2 g (B10)
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