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Abstract

We prove a uniqueness theorem for the charged Nariai black holes and ultracold
black holes in four dimensions. In particular, we show that an analytic solution to four-
dimensional Einstein–Maxwell theory with a positive cosmological constant containing a
static extremal Killing horizon with spherical cross-sections of large radius (compared to
the cosmological scale), must be locally isometric to the extremal Reissner–Nordström–
de Sitter black hole or its near-horizon geometry. The theorem generalises to extremal
static horizons with small radius, establishing uniqueness of cold black holes for generic
values of the radius.

1 Introduction

Black hole solutions of Einstein–Maxwell theory obey the famous no-hair theorem, which
establishes uniqueness of the Kerr–Newman family among asymptotically flat, analytic black
hole solutions with a connected, non-degenerate horizon (for a review see e.g. [1]). The
theorem has been extended to extremal Kerr and Kerr–Newman black holes [2–5], however
if one allows for multi-black hole solutions, a similar uniqueness no longer holds. If one
assumes staticity or supersymmetry, the general extremal black hole solution belongs to the
Majumdar–Papapetrou family containing an arbitrary number of horizon components [6–8].

Much less is known if one considers a non-zero cosmological constant Λ. For the va-
cuum theory, uniqueness of the non-extremal Schwarzschild–de Sitter black hole among static
solutions has been established under certain assumptions on the level sets of the lapse func-
tion [9], however recent numerical evidence shows that such assumptions are evaded by a
class of binary black holes in de Sitter (dS) [10]. The existence of such binaries is in stark
contrast with the Λ = 0 case, when static non-extremal black holes with multiple horizons
are excluded [11]. In anti–de Sitter (AdS), a uniqueness theorem for non-extremal hyperbolic
Schwarzschild–AdS spacetime with non-positive mass parameter has been established [12,13],
however for spherical black holes no analogous result is known1. In the Einstein–Maxwell–Λ
theory, static non-extremal electro-vacuum black holes without any spatial symmetry have

∗d.katona@sms.ed.ac.uk
1For some progress in this direction see [14, 15] and references therein.
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been numerically constructed in [16], suggesting a richer moduli space of black holes. This
highlights the fact that our understanding of black holes with a non-zero cosmological constant
is incomplete even in the static case.

Recently, the first uniqueness theorem for an extremal vacuum black hole with a cosmo-
logical constant has been proven [17]. In detail, it has been shown that the unique analytic
solution to the four-dimensional2 vacuum Einstein equations with a positive cosmological con-
stant containing a static Killing horizon is the extremal Schwarzschild–de Sitter spacetime or
its near-horizon geometry, the Nariai spacetime dS2× S2. Interestingly, this result excludes
static extremal multi-black holes of this theory, at least in the analytic class. The purpose
of the present work is to generalise this result for the electro-vacuum case with a positive
cosmological constant.

Extremal black holes admit a well-defined near-horizon limit, in which the Einstein–
equations for the intrinsic and extrinsic data of the horizon geometry decouple. The intrinsic
data is described by the near-horizon geometry, which itself is a solution to the Einstein equa-
tions. Classification of such geometries has been achieved for a number of cases (for a review
see [18]). However, in the near-horizon limit the extrinsic data (i.e. transverse derivatives
of the metric) is lost, hence it is possible for a near-horizon geometry to correspond to mul-
tiple different black holes (or none). To recover this data, the systematic study of transverse
deformations has been initiated [19, 20], which aims to determine higher order corrections to
the near-horizon geometry in the parameter describing the transverse direction to the hori-
zon. First order transverse deformations have been studied for a number of horizons in the
literature [19–23].

Remarkably, for simple enough geometries, it is possible to determine all higher order
deformations. This method was used for establishing a uniqueness theorem for the ex-
tremal Schwarzschild–de Sitter black hole in vacuum gravity with a positive cosmological
constant [17]. In the present work we aim to study all higher order transverse deformations
to the extremal Reissner–Nordström–dS (RN–dS) spacetime in Einstein–Maxwell theory with
a positive cosmological constant. This class of solutions contains three qualitatively different
spacetimes and horizons, depending on the area AH of the spatial cross-sections of the horizon
relative to the cosmological scale. If AHΛ > 2π, the near-horizon geometry is dS2×S2, and the
spacetime describes a black hole, known as the ‘charged Nariai black hole’, with a qualitat-
ively similar domain of outer communication (DOC) to the uncharged case. If AHΛ = 2π the
spacetime contains a degenerate horizon with flat near-horizon geometry R

1,1×S2 (sometimes
called the ‘ultracold black hole’). For AHΛ < 2π, the near-horizon geometry is AdS2×S2, the
spacetime is known as the ‘cold black hole’.

Our main result is summarised in the following theorem (for the detailed statement see
Theorem 1).

Theorem A. Let (M, g, F ) be an analytic solution to the d = 4 Einstein–Maxwell equations
with a positive cosmological constant Λ > 0. Let us further assume that the spacetime contains
a degenerate Killing horizon with round spherical spatial cross-sections of area AH , and that
the Maxwell field is preserved by the Killing field generating the horizon.

(i) If AHΛ ≥ 2π, the solution is (up to identifications) the extremal Reissner–Nordström–dS
solution or its near-horizon geometry dS2×S2, or R

1,1×S2 if the inequality is saturated,

2The theorem also applies to higher dimensional horizons with a maximally symmetric cross-sections.
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(ii) if AHΛ < 2π, for generic values of AH the solution is (up to identifications) the extremal
Reissner–Nordström–dS solution or its near-horizon geometry AdS2×S2.

The static near-horizon geometries of this theory have been completely determined [24].
Assuming compactness of spatial cross-sections, all such near-horizon geometries have round
spherical spatial geometry. Combining this fact with Theorem A provides a uniqueness the-
orem for extremal RN–dS black holes (for ‘large’ or generic ‘small’ horizon area) among
spacetimes containing a static degenerate Killing horizon with compact cross-sections. As
in the vacuum case, this excludes static multi-black holes among analytic solutions. This
is in contrast to the Λ = 0 case, when the Majumdar–Papapetrou solutions with multiple
black holes are analytic. It is worth mentioning however, that it has been argued that gen-
eric extremal black holes with a cosmological constant should have lower regularity at the
horizon [25].

Note that Theorem A only relies on the near-horizon data without global assumptions
on the spacetime (apart from analyticity). In the literature there are known examples when
the horizon geometry alone determines the geometry of the whole spacetime. This includes
four-dimensional extremal toroidal horizons in vacuum gravity [26], three-dimensional vacuum
solutions with a cosmological constant [27], five-dimensional supersymmetric black holes in
AdS [28, 29], and most recently the extremal Schwarzschild–dS black hole [17].

The proof follows that of the uncharged black hole [17]. It has been shown that the first
order transverse deformation to the horizon of the extremal RN–dS black hole is unique [21].
Here we establish that this uniqueness holds for higher order deformations if AHΛ ≥ 2π,
and generic horizon areas if AHΛ < 2π. In more detail, we find that the Einstein–Maxwell
equations at each order reduce to a system of coupled elliptic PDEs on the horizon for the
spatial metric and a one-form, the trivial solution of which corresponds to the extremal
RN–dS. By using a basis defined by spherical harmonics on the round sphere, we find that
these equations admit non-trivial solutions only for a discrete set of horizon areas. As a
result, uniqueness can be proven for all orders, except for a non-generic set of horizons. It is
currently not known what solutions these additional deformations correspond to, if any.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we review the extremal RN–dS
solutions. In Section 3 we introduce the notion of transverse deformations to a near-horizon
geometry and determine the higher order deformations in the case of a static extremal horizon,
proving our main result (Theorem 1). In the Appendix we list the relevant components of
the Einstein–Maxwell equations in Gaussian null coordinates.

2 Charged extremal black holes in de Sitter

We will focus on black hole solutions of the four-dimensional Einstein–Maxwell equations
with a positive cosmological constant Λ

Rµν = Λgµν + 2

(

FµκFν
κ − 1

4
gµνFκσF

κσ

)

, (1)

d ⋆ F = 0 , dF = 0 ,

where ⋆ denotes the Hodge star operator, Rµν is the Ricci tensor, g is the spacetime metric
and F is the Maxwell field. The electrically charged3 Reissner–Nordström–dS (RN–dS) black

3We only consider electrically charged RN-dS black holes, as magnetically charged and dyonic RN-dS black
holes or their near-horizon data can be obtained by a global electromagnetic duality transformation.
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holes are given by the metric and Maxwell field

g = −Φ(r)dt2 +
dr2

Φ(r)
+ r2dΩ2

2 , F = −Q

r2
dt ∧ dr , with (2)

Φ(r) = 1− m

r
− Λr2

3
+

Q2

r2
, (3)

where dΩ2
2 denotes the unit round metric on S2, m > 0 is the mass parameter, and Q is the

electric charge of the black hole. For a generic black hole solution Φ(r) has three distinct
positive zeros at rc, r+, r−, corresponding to a cosmological, an outer, and an inner horizon,
respectively. Two of these zeros coincide at r = r0 if and only if

m = 2r0

(

1− 2

3
Λr20

)

, Q2 = r20
(

1− Λr20
)

. (4)

Thus, in this case the function Φ factorises as

Φ(r) = −(r − r0)
2(Λr2 + 2Λr0r + 3Λr20 − 3)

3r2
. (5)

Note that the second equation of (4) restricts the dimensionless parameter 0 ≤ Λr20 ≤ 1,
and the upper bound is saturated for the extremal Schwarzschild–dS black hole. The moduli
space of RN–dS black holes are depicted in Fig. 1. The extremal RN–dS black holes are a one-
parameter family of solutions parametrised by r0, or equivalently the horizon area AH = 4πr20.
Depending on this parameter, the charged black holes belong to three qualitatively different
classes of spacetimes, whose Penrose diagrams are depicted in Fig. 2.
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0

0.2

0.4
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cold BH
charged Nariai BH

extremal
Schwarzschild–dS BH

non-
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|Q
|Λ

1
/
2

Figure 1: Moduli space of RN–dS black holes.

For ‘large’ horizon radius 1 > r20Λ > 1/2, the cosmological and outer horizons coincide
r0 = rc = r+, and the extremal horizon has dS2×S2 near-horizon geometry. The structure of
the spacetime is depicted in Fig. 2b [30]. Note that, similarly to the uncharged case [31], one
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can check that points P± are asymptotic points where causal geodesics with t = const end
(in the coordinates of (3)). Thus, the spacetime describes a black hole with respect to the
future timelike infinity P+, called the charged Nariai black hole. The region r > r0 covers the
DOC, which is qualitatively similar to that of the uncharged case, in particular the Killing
vector field ∂t is spacelike for r > r− and r acquires the role of time coordinate4.

For ‘small’ horizon radius r20Λ < 1/2, the inner and outer horizons coincide r0 = r+ = r−.
In this case the near-horizon geometry is AdS2×S2. These spacetimes are known as cold black
holes, and their Penrose diagrams can be seen in Fig. 2d [30]. In contrast to the charged
Nariai black hole, ∂t is timelike for r < rc.
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Figure 2: Penrose diagrams for extremal Reissner–Nordström–de Sitter black holes. (a) ex-
tremal Schwarzschild–dS black hole [31,32], (b) charged Nariai black hole, (c) ultracold black
hole, and (d) cold black hole [30]. Non-trivial asymptotic points are denoted by a circle.

4The extremal RN–dS for r2
0
Λ ≥ 1/2 is not static in the strictest sense, since the hypersurface-orthogonal

Killing vector field (which generates the horizon) is nowhere timelike in the DOC.

5



The special case r20Λ = 1/2 is known as the ultracold black hole, for which the three
horizons coincide. The Penrose diagram is shown in Fig. 2c [30]. The near-horizon geometry
is R

1,1×S2. One can check that, similarly to the ‘large’ horizon case, timelike geodesics with
t = const end on an asymptotic point P . One can thus interpret the null hypersurfaces
r = r0 as event horizons with respect to such observers.

3 Transverse deformations of charged, static extremal ho-

rizons

3.1 Near-horizon geometry and transverse deformations

We will assume that (M, g,F) is an analytic solution to the Einstein–Maxwell equations
(1) containing a degenerate Killing horizon H of a complete Killing vector field K that also
preserves the Maxwell field. In a neighbourhood of any smooth Killing horizon one can define
Gaussian null coordinates [26] in which the metric and the Maxwell field take the form

g = φdv2 + 2dvdρ+ 2βadx
adv + µabdx

adxb , (6)

F = Ψdv ∧ dρ+ Zadρ ∧ dxa + Vadv ∧ dxa +
1

2
Babdx

a ∧ dxb , (7)

where K = ∂v, the horizon is at ρ = 0, and (xa) is a chart on the spatial cross-sections of
the horizon S, which we assume to be compact. This coordinate system is unique up to the
choice of the spatial cross-section S and coordinates on S. One can show that φ, βa and Va

vanish at the horizon ρ = 0 [18], furthermore, extremality requires that ∂ρφ|ρ=0 = 0. Thus,
we can introduce

φ =: ρ2F , βa =: ρha , Va =: ρWa . (8)

In these coordinates, the solution data decomposes into functions F,Ψ, one-forms h =
hadx

a, Z = Zadx
a,W = Wadx

a, a two-form B = 1
2
Babdx

a ∧ dxb and a metric µ = µabdx
adxb,

which are defined on codimension-2 surfaces Svρ of constant v and ρ, and the horizon cross-
section S can be identified with Sv,0.

It is known that extremal horizons admit a well-defined near-horizon limit, which is in-
troduced as follows. We define the scaling diffeomorphism for ǫ > 0 as φǫ : (v, ρ, xa) 7→
(v/ǫ, ǫρ, xa). Then the near-horizon geometry is defined as

gNH := lim
ǫ→0

φ∗
ǫg = ρ2F̊dv2 + 2dvdρ+ 2ρ̊hdv + µ̊ , (9)

where we introduced the notation that X̊ := X|ρ=0. The Maxwell field also admits a well-
defined near-horizon limit

FNH := lim
ǫ→0

φ∗
ǫF = Ψ̊dv ∧ dρ+ ρdv ∧ W̊ + B̊ . (10)

The near-horizon data consists of two functions F̊ , Ψ̊, two one-forms h̊, W̊ , a two-form B̊ and
a metric µ̊ on S, and contain the solution data evaluated at ρ = 0, except for the one-form Z
which drops out in the limit. Note, that (gNH ,FNH) is also a solution of the Einstein–Maxwell
equations (1).
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The notion of transverse deformations was introduced in [19], with the first-order de-
formation defined as d

dǫ
φ∗
ǫg
∣

∣

ǫ=0
, and similarly for the Maxwell field [20]. This contains first

derivatives of the solution data at the horizon, and in general, the n-th order transverse
deformation contains information about the n-th derivative of the solution data, that is,

φ(n+2) := ∂n+2
ρ φ|ρ=0 = (n+ 2)(n+ 1)F (n) , β(n+1) := ∂n

ρ βa|ρ=0 = (n+ 1)h(n)
a ,

µ
(n)
ab := ∂n

ρµab|ρ=0 , Ψ(n) := ∂n
ρΨ|ρ=0 , W (n)

a := ∂n
ρWa|ρ=0 , (11)

Z(n−1)
a := ∂n−1

ρ Za|ρ=0 , B
(n)
ab := ∂n

ρBab|ρ=0 .

(Note the shift in the order for φ, β, Z.) In the following, for any function X and n ≥ 0, we
will use the notation X(n) := ∂n

ρX|ρ=0, so X(0) = X̊.
The transverse deformations are not uniquely defined, as the Gaussian null coordinates

admit a gauge freedom corresponding to shifting the spatial cross-section of the horizon. This
leaves the near-horizon geometry unchanged (analogously to supertranslations in asymptotic
symmetries), but changes the transverse deformation data. For example, under a gauge
transformation generated by an arbitrary function f on S, the first order horizon metric
deformation changes as [20]

µ
(1)
ab → µ

(1)
ab + ∇̊a∇̊bf − h̊(a∇̊b)f . (12)

(Transformation of the complete first order deformation data can be found in [20].) One
may fix this gauge freedom to all orders by imposing a gauge condition on the first order
deformation.

3.2 Transverse deformations to extremal RN–dS horizons

The near-horizon data for the extremal RN–dS solutions is given by

F̊ =
2Λr20 − 1

r20
, Ψ̊ =

Q

r20
= ± 1

r0

√

1− Λr20 ,

h̊ = W̊ = 0 , B̊ = 0 , µ̊ = r20dΩ
2
2 , (13)

with S being a two-sphere and 0 < Λr20 ≤ 1. Here, we take the near-horizon data of electrically
charged black holes, but any static near-horizon data is related to (13) by an electromagnetic
duality transformation. We emphasize that we do not assume that the full solution is purely
electric. Our goal is to compute all higher order deformations to this near-horizon geometry.
Uniqueness of the first order deformations was proven in [21], which we include here in our
notation for completeness.

Proposition 1. Consider a solution of (1) with Λ > 0 containing a degenerate Killing horizon
with the near-horizon geometry of the extremal Reissner–Nordström–de Sitter horizon (13),
with the Killing field generating the horizon also preserving the Maxwell field. Then the first
order transverse deformations to the degenerate horizon are gauge-equivalent to

φ(3) =
2C

r20
(3− 4Λr20) , β(2) = 0 , µ(1) = Cµ̊ ,

Ψ(1) = −CΨ̊ , Z(0) = 0 , W (1) = 0 , B(1) = 0 , (14)

for some C ∈ R.
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Proof. From the transformation of µ(1) under gauge transformations (12), it is clear that we
may fix the gauge freedom of the transverse deformations by requiring that

µ̊abµ
(1)
ab = 2C (15)

for some constant C. This is possible due to standard existence and uniqueness theorems for
Poisson’s equation on S.

The Bianchi identities B(1)
W = 0 and B̊B = 0 (61-62) show that W (1) and B(1) are algebra-

ically determined by Ψ(1) and Z(0) as

W (1) =
1

2
dΨ(1) , (16)

B(1) = dZ(0) . (17)

Using this, the Einstein–Maxwell equations E̊ra = 0, E (1)
rv = 0, M̊v = 0 (see (54-60)) respect-

ively yield

β(2)
a = −∇̊cµ(1)

ac + 4Ψ̊Z(0)
a , (18)

φ(3) =
2C

r20
(1− 2Λr20)− ∇̊ · β(2) − 4Ψ̊Ψ(1) , (19)

Ψ(1) = ∇̊ · Z(0) − CΨ̊ , (20)

and thus β(2), φ(3),Ψ(1) are algebraically determined by µ(1) and Z(0).
Substituting (16-20) into the Einstein–Maxwell equations (Ma)(1) = 0 and E (1)

ab = 0 yields
a system of coupled PDEs for µ(1) and Z(0) on S.

− ∇̊2Z(0)
a +

3

r20
Z(0)

a − Ψ̊∇̊bµ̃
(1)
ab = 0 , (21)

(

−1

2
∇̊2 + 2Λ

)

µ̃
(1)
ab + 4Ψ̊

[

∇̊(aZ
(0)
b) − 1

2

(

∇̊ · Z(0)
)

µ̊ab

]

= 0 . (22)

where we defined the traceless tensor µ̃
(1)
ab := µ

(1)
ab − Cµ̊ab. For (22) we used that the first

derivative of the Ricci tensor Rab of (Sv,ρ, µ) is given by

R(1)
ab = ∆̊Lµ

(1)
ab + ∇̊(av

(1)
b) , (23)

where ∆̊L is the Lichnerowicz operator of (S, µ̊), which is explicitly defined as

∆̊Lµ
(1)
ab := −1

2
∇̊2µ

(1)
ab − R̊a

c
b
dµ

(1)
cd + R̊c

(aµ
(1)
b)c , (24)

and

v
(1)
b := ∇̊cµ

(1)
bc − 1

2
∇̊b

(

µ̊cdµ
(1)
cd

)

. (25)

For the special case Ψ̊ = 0, (21-22) decouple and uniqueness of the trivial solution follows
from positivity of −∇̊2. To solve (21-22) for general Ψ̊ 6= 0, we use the fact that one-forms
on S admit an orthogonal basis defined by

V {lm+} := dY lm, V {lm−} := ⋆2V
{lm+} , (26)

8



where Y lm are spherical harmonics satisfying −∇̊2Y lm = l(l+1)

r20
Y lm for integers l ≥ 1 and

−l ≤ m ≤ l, and ⋆2 is the Hodge operator on (S, µ̊). Similarly, for traceless symmetric
2-tensors, we use the basis defined by5

T
{lm+}
ab := ∇̊(aV

{lm+}
b) − 1

2
µ̊ab∇̊ · V {lm+} , T

{lm−}
ab := ∇̊(aV

{lm−}
b) , (27)

for l ≥ 2 (the analogous 2-tensors vanish for l = 1). This basis diagonalises the Laplacian.
Indeed, one can show that

−∇̊2V {lm±} =
l(l + 1)− 1

r20
V {lm±} , (28)

and

−∇̊2T {lm±} =
l(l + 1)− 4

r20
T {lm±} . (29)

Furthermore, one can easily check that ∇̊ · T {lm±} = 2−l(l+1)
2r20

V {lm±}. Since indices m,± do

not play any role, we suppress them in the following.
Let us expand Z(0) and µ̃(1) in the basis (26-27). Let Π{l} denote the projection6 of the

tensors to the one-dimensional subspace of (26-27) with a given l (and given m,±). Since
the operators appearing in (21-22) commute with Π{l}, we may restrict (21-22) to a given
l. For l = 1 the corresponding 2-tensor Π{l=1}µ̃(1) vanishes, thus (21) automatically yields
Π{l=1}Z(0) = 0 since −∇̊2 is a positive operator on S. For l ≥ 2, if Π{l}Z(0) = 0 =⇒
Π{l}µ̃(1) = 0 by (21), as there are no traceless transverse tensors on S2 [17]. Thus, we will
consider Π{l}Z(0) 6= 0, in which case Π{l}µ̃(1) must take the form7

Π{l}µ̃
(1)
ab =

α{l}

Ψ̊

[

∇̊(aΠ
{l}Z

(0)
b) − 1

2

(

∇̊ · Π{l}Z(0)
)

µ̊ab

]

(30)

with some constant α{l}, and a factor of Ψ̊−1 is included for convenience. Equations (21-22)
reduce to algebraic system of equations for (α{l}, l). For l we get l = 0 or l(l+1) = 6− 8Λr20.
Thus, we conclude that for any l ≥ 2 the unique solution is the trivial one: Z(0) = 0 and
µ̃(1) = 0. The rest of (14) follows from (16-20).

Let us now generalise Proposition 1 to higher order deformations, assuming that the lower
order deformations agree with those of extremal Reissner–Nordström–dS. For reference, we

5Note that ∇̊ · V {lm−} = 0.
6With a slight abuse of notation we denote the projection of 1-forms and 2-tensors by the same symbol.
7This follows from the fact that Π{l} projects onto a one-dimensional subspace (recall that indices m,±

are suppressed).
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list the k-th order deformation data of extremal RN–dS here:

φ(k+2) =
1

r20

[

2Λr20
3

δ0k − (1− Λr20)(k + 3)! + 2

(

1− 2Λr20
3

)

(k + 2)!

](

−C

2

)k

,

Ψ(k) = Ψ̊(k + 1)!

(

−C

2

)k

,

µ(k) =















µ̊ab , if k = 0
Cµ̊ab , if k = 1
C2

2
µ̊ab , if k = 2

0 , if 3 ≤ k,

(31)

β(k+1) = 0 , Z(k−1) = 0 , W (k) = 0 , B(k) = 0 .

Proposition 2. Consider a spacetime with a degenerate horizon as in Proposition 1. Assume
furthermore that its k-th order transverse deformation agrees with (31) for all 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1.
Then the n-th order transverse deformation is unique and agrees with (31) given that r20Λ ∈
(0, 1] \ Eν=n(n+1), where

Eν :=

{

1

2
− νλ±

√

2λν(ν + λ− 2)

2ν(ν − 2)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ = l(l + 1) for l ∈ Z
+

}

\ {1/2} . (32)

Proof. From the assumption on the lower order terms it follows that

µab =

(

1 +
Cρ

2

)2

µ̊ab +O (ρn) , µab =

(

1 +
Cρ

2

)−2

µ̊ab +O (ρn) ,

Ψ =
Ψ̊

(

1 + Cρ
2

)2 +O(ρn) , β = O
(

ρn+1
)

,

Z = O
(

ρn−1
)

, W = O (ρn) , B = O (ρn) . (33)

Using (33) for Z, the equation E (n−2)
rr = 0 can be written as

−1

2
µ̊abµ

(n)
ab +

[

1

2
µ̊abµ

(n)
ab +

1

4

(

µacµbdµ̇abµ̇cd − 2µabµ̈ab

)(n−2)
]

= 0 , (34)

where dot denotes the derivative with respect to ρ without evaluating at ρ = 0. Notice that
the square bracket contains derivatives that are of lower order (the n-th derivative terms
cancel), which can be evaluated explicitly using (33). Thus, the unique solution for the trace
of µ(n) must agree with that of (31), in particular, it must be constant:

t̊rµ(n) := µ̊abµ
(n)
ab =

{

C2 , if n = 2
0 , if n > 2 .

(35)

We first show that given µ(n) and Z(n−1), the rest of the n-th order data (φ(n+2), Ψ(n),
β(n+1),W (n), B(n)) is uniquely determined by algebraic equations. Using (33) and (35), the

equation E (n−1)
ra = 0 simplifies to

β(n+1)
a = −∇̊bµ

(n)
ab + 4Ψ̊Z(n−1)

a , (36)
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so β(n+1) is algebraically determined by µ(n) and Z(n−1). The Maxwell–equation (Mv)(n−1) = 0
can be written as

Ψ(n) = ∇̊ · Z(n−1) − 1

2
Ψ̊µ̊abµ

(n)
ab − 1

2

[

(Ψµabµ̇ab)
(n−1) − Ψ̊µ̊abµ

(n)
ab

]

, (37)

where we used (33) for β and Z. The square bracket in (37) only contains lower order data
(terms with the highest derivative of µ cancel), and the second term of (37) can be evaluated
by (35), thus Ψ(n) is determined algebraically in terms of Z(n−1). The Einstein–equation

E (n)
vr = 0 yields by (33) that

φ(n+2) = −n

2
µ̊abµ

(n)
ab φ

(2) − ∇̊ · β(n+1) − 2
(

Ψ2
)(n) − 1

2

[

(

µabµ̇abφ̇
)(n)

− nµ̊abµ
(n)
ab φ

(2)

]

, (38)

where the square bracket contains only lower order data, and the remaining terms can be
computed by (35-37) and (33). Finally, derivatives of the Bianchi identities (61-62) express
W (n), B(n) algebraically in terms of Ψ(n), Z(n−1) as

W (n) =
1

n + 1
dΨ(n) , B(n) = dZ(n−1) . (39)

Now we turn to the equations for µ(n) and Z(n−1). The Einstein–equation E (n)
ab = 0 can be

written as

∇̊(aβ
(n+1)
b) +

1

2

(

n+ 1

2

)

φ(2)µ
(n)
ab +R(n)

ab − Λµ
(n)
ab − Ψ̊2µ

(n)
ab − 2Ψ̊Ψ(n)µ̊ab =

= −1

4

(

µcdµ̇cdφµ̇ab

)(n) − 1

2

[

(φµ̇ab)
(n+1) −

(

n+ 1

2

)

φ(2)µ
(n)
ab

]

+
1

2

(

φµcdµ̇acµ̇bd

)(n)
+
[

(

Ψ2µab

)(n) − Ψ̊2µ
(n)
ab − 2Ψ̊Ψ(n)µ̊ab

]

. (40)

Again, the highest order derivatives in the square brackets cancel, and thus the right-hand
side of (40) contains only lower order derivatives (recall that the first derivative of φ vanish
at ρ = 0). Equation (40) can be simplified as follows. In Proposition 2 of [17] it has been

shown that the n-th order variations of the Ricci tensor R(n)
ab of (33) can be evaluated as

R(n)
ab = ∆̊Lµ

(n)
ab + ∇̊(av

(n)
b) , (41)

where v
(n)
a = ∇̊bµ

(n)
ba − 1

2
∇̊a(µ̊

cdµ
(n)
cd ). Using (41) and (35-37), we can eliminate all n-th

order fields except for Z(n−1), µ(n). As for the first order deformations, it is useful to change
variables µ(n) → µ̃(n) := µ(n) − 1

2
µ̊ t̊rµ(n). Since we know Z(n−1) = 0, µ̃(n) = 0 is a solution

(corresponding to our model solution (31)), all the lower order terms, which do not contain
Z(n−1) or µ̃(n), must cancel. Thus, we obtain for (40)

− ∇̊2µ̃
(n)
ab = − 2

r20

[

1 +

(

n+ 1

2

)

(

2Λr20 − 1
)

]

µ̃
(n)
ab − 8Ψ̊

(

∇̊(aZ
(n−1)
b) − 1

2
µ̊ab∇̊ · Z(n−1)

)

.

(42)

Finally, the Maxwell–equation (Ma)(n) = 0, after substituting in (39), yields

−∇̊2Z(n−1)
a + ∇̊b∇̊aZ

(n−1)
b + Ψ̊β(n+1)

a +

(

n + 1

2

)

φ(2)Z(n−1)
a − ∇̊aΨ

(n) = 0. (43)
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Substituting in (36), (37) and (31) for β(n+1), Ψ(n), and φ(2), respectively, we obtain

−∇̊2Z(n−1)
a = − 1

r20

[

5− 4Λr20 + n(n+ 1)
(

2Λr20 − 1
)]

Z(n−1)
a + Ψ̊∇̊bµ̃

(n)
ab , (44)

where we also used the identity on (S, µ̊) that
(

∇̊b∇̊a − ∇̊a∇̊b
)

Zb =
1
r20
Za. The claim that the

n-th order deformation is unique and given by (31) is equivalent to (42) and (44) admitting
only the trivial solution.

In the uncharged case, when Ψ̊ = 0 (or equivalently r20Λ = 1), the two equations decouple
into two eigenvalue equations of positive operators −∇̊2. Notice that in such a case, the
eigenvalues are negative for all n, thus the only solution is the trivial solution, proving the
claim for Ψ̊ = 0.

For the charged case Ψ̊ 6= 0, we can solve the coupled system of equations (42), (44) fol-
lowing the same strategy as in Proposition 1, expanding Z(n−1), µ̃(n) in the spherical harmonic
basis (26-27). Again, the operators in (42) and (44) commute with projections Π{l}, thus we
may consider solutions (Π{l}µ̃(n),Π{l}Z(n−1)) for each l separately. Since there are no traceless
divergence-free 2-tensors on (S, µ̊), if Π{l}Z(n−1) = 0 =⇒ Π{l}µ̃(n) = 0 by (44), thus we only
consider the case Π{l}Z(n−1) 6= 0 for some l ≥ 1.

Let us first look at the projection to the l = 1 sector: Π{l=1}Z(n−1) and Π{l=1}µ̃(n). Since
(27) vanishes for l = 1, we automatically have Π{l=1}µ̃(n) = 0. Using (28), equation (44)
reduces to the algebraic equation

[

6− ν + 2(ν − 2)r20Λ
]

Π{l=1}Z(n−1) = 0 , (45)

where we used the notation ν := n(n+1). Eq. (45) admits a non-trivial solution Π{l=1}Z(n−1) 6=
0 if and only if

r20Λ =
ν − 6

2(ν − 2)
. (46)

For l ≥ 2, following the arguments of Proposition 1, we write

Π{l}µ̃
(n)
ab =

α{l}

Ψ̊

[

∇̊(aΠ
{l}Z

(n−1)
b) − 1

2

(

∇̊ ·Π{l}Z(n−1)
)

µ̊ab

]

(47)

with some constants α{l}. Using (28-29) and the divergence formula for (27) we obtain a set
of algebraic equations for any non-trivial solution of (42) and (44) for a given l ≥ 2:

α{l}(λ− 4) = −α{l}(2 + 2νr20Λ− ν)− 8(1− r20Λ)
λ− 1 = −5− 2νr20Λ + ν + 4r20Λ+ 2−λ

2
α{l}

}

(48)

with ν := n(n + 1) and λ := l(l + 1), as before. For a given ν and λ, (48) can be solved for
r20Λ and α{l}, for which we get

r20Λ =
1

2
− νλ±

√

2λν(ν + λ− 2)

2ν(ν − 2)
, (49)

α{l} = −2
2ν ∓

√

2λν(ν + λ− 2)

ν(λ− 2)
. (50)

Note that we obtain (46) from (49) with λ = 2 and taking the upper sign.
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We have derived that if a non-trivial solution to (42) and (44) exists, r20Λ must take the
form (46), or (49) for some l ≥ 2. Taking the contrapositive, if r20Λ is not of the form (46), or
(49) for any l ≥ 2, the only solution to (42) and (44) is the trivial one µ̃(n) = 0, Z(n−1) = 0.
In such a case, the rest of the n-th order transverse deformation data is uniquely determined
by the algebraic equations (36-39). Conversely, if (46) holds or there exists an integer l ≥ 2
for a given ν such that (49) holds, equations (42) and (44) admit a non-trivial solution of
the form µ̃(n) = 0 and Z(n−1) ∈ span{V {1}}, or Z(n−1) ∈ span{V {l}} and µ(n) = Π{l}µ(n) with
(47), respectively.

One can easily check that the second term on the right-hand side of (49) vanishes for n > 1
if and only if λ = 2 ⇐⇒ l = 1, however in that case the necessary criterion is (46). Thus, if
r20Λ = 1/2, (42) and (44) admit only the trivial solution for all n ≥ 2.

Now we are ready to prove our main result.

Theorem 1. Consider an analytic solution of the Einstein–Maxwell equations (1) with Λ > 0
that contains a degenerate Killing horizon with a compact cross-section S and near-horizon
data (13) with the horizon area AH = 4πr20 satisfying AHΛ /∈ 4πE, where E := ∪∞

n=2Eν=n(n+1)

and Eν is defined in (32). Let us further assume that the Maxwell field is preserved by the
Killing field generating the horizon. Then the solution is given by (6-7) with

φ =











− 4
C2r20

[

1− 2(1− 2
3
r20Λ)

1+Cρ
2

− r20Λ

3

(

1 + Cρ
2

)2
+

1−r20Λ

(1+Cρ
2 )

2

]

for C 6= 0 ,

2r20Λ−1

r20
ρ2 for C = 0 ,

µ = r20

(

1 +
Cρ

2

)2

dΩ2
2 ,

Ψ =
Q

r20

(

1 +
Cρ

2

)−2

,

β = 0 , V = 0 , Z = 0 , B = 0 , (51)

where C ∈ R. If C 6= 0, this is the extremal Reissner–Nordström–de Sitter spacetime. If
C = 0 this is its near-horizon geometry dS2 × S2 (Nariai solution) for AHΛ > 2π, R1,1 × S2

for AHΛ = 2π, and AdS2 × S2 for AHΛ < 2π.

Proof. By the assumption of analyticity, we may Taylor-expand the metric and Maxwell

field components as φ =
∑

n≥0
φ(n)ρn

n!
, and similarly for β, µ, Ψ, Z, V = ρW , and B. The

coefficients φ(n+2), β(n+1), µ(n), Ψ(n), Z(n−1), W (n), B(n) correspond to the n-th order transverse
deformations. We prove uniqueness of these coefficients by induction. For the base case
(n = 1), uniqueness is established in Proposition 1. The inductive step is proven in Proposition
2, where we used our assumption of the horizon area AH . Hence, the coefficients of metric
and Maxwell field components are given by (31) to all orders. After summation, we obtain
(51). For C = 0 we obtain the corresponding near-horizon geometries and the near-horizon
limit of the Maxwell field. If C 6= 0, we may rescale the coordinates as

v′ =
2

r0C
v , ρ′ =

r0C

2
ρ , (52)

and after shifting the radial coordinate as r := r0 + ρ′, we explicitly obtain the extremal
Reissner–Nordström–de Sitter solution (3).
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Remarks.

1. From the definition of Eν in (32) one can show that for each ν = n(n + 1) > 2, Eν is
bounded by 1/2 from above, and thus E is bounded by 1/2 from above (in fact, 1/2 is its
supremum). It follows that Theorem 1 provides a uniqueness theorem for charged Nariai
and ultracold black holes for which AHΛ ≥ 2π. At the same time, this method only
allows us to establish a generic uniqueness result for cold black holes with AHΛ < 2π.
It would be interesting to see what solutions, if any, the non-trivial deformations for the
non-generic near-horizon data correspond to.

2. The near-horizon geometry of the extremal Reissner–Nordström–de Sitter black hole
has been shown to be unique in this theory among static near-horizon geometries with
a compact cross-section [18]. That is, any such near-horizon data can be written as
(13) (after an electromagnetic duality transformation if necessary). It follows, that
assumptions about the near-horizon data in Theorem 1 can be relaxed to requiring only
staticity of the horizon and compactness of cross-sections with horizon area AHΛ /∈ E.

3. Theorem 1 establishes the uniqueness of the (uncharged) extremal Schwarzschild–de
Sitter in the Einstein–Maxwell theory with a positive cosmological constant, generalising
the previous uniqueness theorem in vacuum gravity with Λ > 0 [17].

4. The calculations of this work can be extended to the extremal Reissner–Nordström–anti-
de Sitter black holes with Λ < 0, however due to the change of sign, some arguments
in Proposition 1 and 2 using the positivity of the tensorial Laplacians no longer work.
Thus, for a discrete set of values for AHΛ, one gets non-trivial deformations, which
allows only for a generic uniqueness result, similarly to the cold black holes.

5. One can also consider extremal hyperbolic Reissner–Nordström–AdS black holes, for
which the geometry of the horizon cross-section is a compact hyperbolic surface of
genus g ≥ 2. The model solution is given by (3) (with a hyperbolic spatial metric
instead of dΩ2

2) and Φ(r) = −1 −m/r − Λr2/3 +Q2/r2, where m = −2r0(1 + 2Λr20/3)
and Q2 = −r20(1 + Λr20). In this case, for the equations governing the n-th order
perturbations one finds (assuming agreement with the model solution to lower orders)

− ∇̊2µ̃
(n)
ab =

2

r20

[

1−
(

n + 1

2

)

(

2Λr20 + 1
)

]

µ̃
(n)
ab − 8Ψ̊

(

∇̊(aZ
(n−1)
b) − 1

2
µ̊ab∇̊ · Z(n−1)

)

− ∇̊2Z(n−1)
a = − 1

r20

[

−5 − 4Λr20 + n(n+ 1)
(

2Λr20 + 1
)]

Z(n−1)
a + Ψ̊∇̊bµ̃

(n)
ab , (53)

with Ψ̊ = ±r−1
0

√

−Λr20 − 1. Interestingly, one can check that the topological obstruction
to uniqueness at first order, observed for the uncharged hyperbolic Schwarzschild–AdS
black hole [17], persists in the charged case as well. That is, taking Z(0) = ξ and
Ψ̊µ̃(1) = 2∇̊(aξb) for some harmonic one-form ξ on the hyperbolic surface solves (53) for
n = 1 and arbitrary Λr20 < −1.
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A Einstein–Maxwell equations in Gaussian null coordin-

ates

In this section we list the relevant Einstein–Maxwell equations in Gaussian null coordin-
ates, using the quantities introduced in (6-8). Here we assume that ∂v is Killing and preserves
the Maxwell field, thus we omit any v-derivatives.

The rv, ra, rr, ab components of the Einstein equations E := Ric−Λg − 8πT (F) = 0
respectively read

Erv :=
1

2
√
detµ

∂ρ

[

√

detµ (∂ρφ− βa∂ρβa)
]

+
1

2
∇̂a(∂ρβa)

− Λ + 2Ψ2 + 2ΨZaβ
a − 2ρZaW

a +
1

2
F2 = 0 , (54)

Era :=
1

2
√
detµ

∂ρ

[

√

detµ∂ρβa − βb∂ρµab

]

+
1

2
∇̂b (∂ρµab)

− 1

2
∇̂a ( tr ∂ρµ)− 2ΨZa − 2ZbBab − 2ZaZbβ

b = 0 , (55)

Err := −1

2
µab∂2

ρµab +
1

4
µacµbd∂ρµab∂ρµcd − 2ZaZ

a = 0 , (56)

Eab :=
1

2
√
detµ

∂ρ

[

√

detµ
(

2∇̂(aβb) + φ∂ρµab − βcβc∂ρµab

)]

+
1

2
∇̂c (β

c∂ρµab)

+Rab −
1

2
[∂ρβa − βc∂ρµac]

[

∂ρβb − βd∂ρµbd

]

− (∂ρµc(a)∇̂cβb)

+
1

2
(βcβc − φ)(∂ρµac)(∂ρµbd)µ

cd − Λµab − 4ρW(aZb) − 2ZaZb(β
cβc − φ)

− 4Z(aBb)cβ
c − 2BacBb

c +
1

2
µabF2 = 0 , (57)

with

F2 = −2Ψ2− 4ΨZaβ
a+4ρWaZ

a− 4Babβ
aZb +BabB

ab − 2(Zaβ
a)2+2ZaZ

a(βbβ
b −φ) , (58)

where ∇̂ denotes the covariant derivative on (Sv,ρ, µ) and the indices a, b, . . . are raised and
lowered with µ.

The Maxwell–equations ∇µF vµ = 0 and ∇µFaµ = 0 respectively yield

Mv :=− 1√
det µ

∂ρ

[

√

detµ(Ψ + βaZ
a)
]

+ ∇̂aZ
a = 0 , (59)

Ma :=
1√
detµ

∂ρ

[

√

detµ
(

βbB
ba − ρW a − Za(β2 − φ) + βa(Ψ + βbZ

b)
)

]

+ ∇̂b

(

Bab + Zaβb − Zbβa
)

= 0 . (60)
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The Bianchi identities for F yield

BW :=d̂Ψ− ∂ρ(ρW ) = 0 , (61)

BB :=∂ρB − d̂Z = 0 , (62)

where d̂ denotes the external derivative projected onto Sv,ρ, thus W and B are completely
fixed by Ψ, Z and the near-horizon data.
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