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Titre : Solutions exactes de trous noirs en théories scalaire-tenseur
Mots clés : Trous noirs chevelus, Scalaire-tenseur, Réduction dimensionnelle, Symétries
Résumé : La Relativité Générale admet uneunique solution de trou noir, caractérisée parsa masse M , son moment angulaire J , etsa charge électrique Q. On dit donc que lestrous noirs en Relativité Générale n’ont pasde cheveux, c’est-à-dire pas d’autre quantitéphysique indépendante (théorème de calvitie).
Malgré les innombrables succès de la RelativitéGénérale, des problèmes subsistent, commecelui de la singularité au centre des trous noirs,où la courbure de l’espace-temps devient in-finie. Les théories de gravité modifiée tententde résoudre ces limitations.
Cette thèse teste le théorème de calvitiedans une modification populaire de la gravi-tation, appelée théories scalaire-tenseur, oùun unique degré de liberté (un champ scalaire)est ajouté à l’habituelle métrique de l’espace-

temps de la Relativité Générale. En exploitantdiverses symétries, de nouveaux trous noirs,dits chevelus, sont obtenus. Certains contour-nent véritablement le théorème de calvitie, enétant caractérisés par une nouvelle quantité,distincte deM , J ouQ. Un progrès intéressantest également réalisé, puisque dans certainscas, la singularité disparaît : la courbure del’espace-temps demeure finie même au cœurdu trou noir.
Des liens théoriques sont établis entre lesthéories scalaire-tenseur (qui prennent placedans les quatre dimensions usuelles del’espace-temps), et les théories de gravité endimensions supérieures. Enfin, des propriétéspropres aux théories scalaire-tenseur perme-ttent de transformer des solutions initiales detrous noirs en d’autres solutions de géométrietrès différente, comme des trous de ver.

Title: Exact black hole solutions in scalar-tensor theories
Keywords: Hairy black holes, Scalar-tensor theories, Dimensional reduction, Symmetries
Abstract: General Relativity allows for a uniqueblack hole solution, characterized by its mass
M , angular momentum J , and electric charge
Q. Black holes in General Relativity are thussaid to have no hair, that is, no other indepen-dent physical quantity (no-hair theorem).
Despite the numerous successes of GeneralRelativity, some limitations remain, like the cen-tral singularity possessed by black holes, wherethe curvature of spacetime becomes infinite.Modified theories of gravity try to solve someof these shortcomings.
This thesis tests the no-hair theorem in a popu-lar modification of gravity, called scalar-tensortheories, where a unique degree of freedom (ascalar field) is added on top of the usual metric

of spacetime of General Relativity. Using vari-ous symmetries, new black holes, called hairyblack holes, are obtained. Some of them evadestrongly the no-hair theorem, being character-ized by a new quantity, distinct from M , J or
Q. An interesting progress is also achieved,since in certain cases, the usual singularity dis-appears: the curvature of spacetime remainsbounded even at the core of the black hole.
Moreover, theoretical links are established be-tween scalar-tensor theories (which take placein the usual four dimensions of spacetime),and theories of gravity in higher dimensions.Finally, certain particular properties of scalar-tensor theories enable to transform initial blackhole solutions into other solutions with verydistinct geometry, like wormholes.
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Résumé de la thèse
L’interaction gravitationnelle est l’une des quatre interactions élémentaires, lestrois autres étant les interactions forte, faible et électromagnétique. La théorie stan-dard de la gravitation est la Relativité Générale, formulée par Einstein en 1915. Àcette époque, la gravitation était décrite par la théorie de Newton, datant du XVIIesiècle, et rendant compte très précisément des nombreux phénomènes impliquantla gravitation, à une exception notable près.
En effet, l’astronome français Urbain Le Verrier, célèbre pour avoir prédit, grâceà la théorie newtonienne, l’existence de Neptune avant son observation expéri-mentale, constata en 1859 le problème dit de l’avance du périhélie de Mercure.L’évolution, au fil des années, des paramètres de la trajectoire elliptique deMercureautour du Soleil, ne peut en effet pas être expliquée par lamécanique newtonienne.Par ailleurs, la théorie de Newton se confronte, au début du XXe siècle, à un autreproblème : en 1905, Einstein présente sa théorie de la relativité restreinte, qui con-duit à l’introduction d’un espace-temps à quatre dimensions (trois d’espace, une detemps), et selon laquelle aucune information physique ne peut voyager plus viteque la vitesse de la lumière. Or, dans la théorie newtonienne, la force de gravitationse propage instantanément.
Ces deux problèmes sont résolus par la Relativité Générale qu’Einstein présenteen 1915. Dans cette théorie, l’énergie de la matière déforme l’espace-temps, et lagravitation est lamanifestation de cette courbure de l’espace-temps. En plus de ren-dre compte de l’avance du périhélie de Mercure, la Relativité Générale a été vérifiéepar une multitude d’autres tests expérimentaux qui en font une théorie physiqueextrêmement bien établie. Les équations d’Einstein, qui remplacent les équationsde Newton, impliquent également l’existence de trous noirs et d’ondes gravita-

tionnelles. Leur réalité physique a été entérinée pour de bon avec la premièredétection directe par LIGO, en 2015, d’ondes gravitationnelles résultant de la fusionde deux trous noirs, et les premières images directes d’un trou noir publiées en 2019par l’Event Horizon Telescope.
En dépit de ces innombrables succès, il subsiste certaines limitations à la Rela-tivité Générale. De même que pour la théorie de Newton, ces problèmes existenttant sur le plan théorique qu’expérimental. Du point de vue théorique, la gravitationest la seule des quatre interactions élémentaires à n’avoir pas été incorporée dansle formalisme de la physique quantique, plus précisément de la théorique quan-tique des champs. Cela implique qu’il doit exister une théorie, plus fondamentaleque la Relativité Générale, de gravité quantique. De tels effets quantiques jouentun rôle important aux très petites distances, où d’ailleurs la Relativité Générale nefonctionne plus. En effet, la Relativité Générale elle-même prédit l’existence de sin-

gularités d’espace-temps, que ce soit au centre des trous noirs ou bien aumoment
iv



RÉSUMÉ DE LA THÈSE v
du Big Bang.

La RelativitéGénérale est également confrontée auproblèmede l’énergienoire.L’énergie noire est une forme d’énergie, représentant près de 70% du contenu éner-gétique de l’Univers, et responsable de son expansion accélérée, démontrée ex-périmentalement en 1998 par la High-Z Supernova Search Team. Dans le modèleusuel de cosmologie, l’énergie noire est représentée par une quantité dont l’énergieest uniforme, et la pression est opposée à l’énergie. Cette quantité, appelée cons-tante cosmologique, permet de rendre compte des observations, mais son origineet son énergie, en comparaison avec les prédictions quantiques, demeurent com-plètement inexpliquées.
En un mot, de même que la théorie de Newton est très précise pour de trèsnombreuses expériences du quotidien, mais doit être remplacée par la RelativitéGénérale en raison de certains limitations, de même, la Relativité Générale, bienqu’accumulant de nombreuses réussites sur de très nombreux aspects, doit êtremodifiéepour tenir compte d’autres aspects. Certaines approches, très ambitieuses,proposent une théorie quantique de la gravitation (gravité quantique à boucles,théorie des cordes). D’autres approches, plus pragmatiques, visent à étudier desthéories qui diffèrent de façon contrôlée de la Relativité Générale, et qui pourraientrésoudre certains de ses problèmes mentionnés ci-dessus, sans pour autant pré-tendre être des théories ultimes de la gravitation. On parle alors de théories de

gravité modifiée.
Le panorama des théories de gravité modifiée est vaste, et cette thèse se con-centre sur les théories dites scalaire-tenseur. "Tenseur" réfère à la métrique de

l’espace-temps. Cette métrique est le champ physique usuel de la Relativité Géné-rale, elle contient l’information concernant la courbure de l’espace-temps. C’est unchamp dit tensoriel car il permet de définir la géométrie de l’espace-temps. En susde ce champ métrique, habituel, est introduit un champ scalaire, c’est-à-dire sim-plement un champ physique qui, en tout point de l’espace-temps, prend une valeurdonnée1. On comprend que l’ajout d’un champ scalaire est l’une des façons les plussimples de modifier la gravité. Or, on s’attend à ce que les déviations à la RelativitéGénérale apparaissent petit à petit lorsque l’on sort de son domaine de validité : lechamp scalaire devrait donc permettre de décrire ces premiers écarts à la RelativitéGénérale.
L’une des prédictions les plus fameuses, déjà mentionnée, de la Relativité Géné-rale, est l’existence de trous noirs, régions de l’espace-temps où le champ gravita-tionnel est si intense que rien, pas même la lumière, ne peut s’en échapper. La ré-gion dont rien ne peut s’échapper est délimitée par ce que l’on appelle l’horizon des
1Dans des situations physiques plus familières, la température est un champ scalaire (elle prendune certaine valeur numérique en tout point du globe); la vitesse du vent est un champ vectoriel(elle a une certaine direction et intensité). Un exemple de champ tensoriel, dans le contexte d’unmatériau que l’on déforme, est le "tenseur des déformations", qui décrit l’état de déformation de cematériau.
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événements. Il existe une unique solution de trou noir aux équations d’Einstein dela Relativité Générale, à savoir le trou noir de Kerr-Newman. Il est complètement ca-ractérisé par sa masseM , son moment angulaire J et sa charge électriqueQ : deuxtrous noirs avec même M , J et Q sont identiques. On dit que les trous noirs sontchauves, ou qu’ils n’ont pas de cheveux, c’est-à-dire pas d’autre quantité physiqueindépendante (théorème de calvitie).
En conséquence, le terme de "trou noir chevelu" désigne un trou noir qui dif-fère de celui de la Relativité Générale. On distingue cheveu primaire et cheveu

secondaire. Un trou noir possède un cheveu primaire lorsqu’il est caractérisé parune quantité différente de M , J et Q. C’est cette nouvelle quantité que l’on ap-pelle cheveu primaire. Un trou noir possède un cheveu secondaire s’il demeuredéterminé parM , J etQ, mais qu’il diffère de la Relativité Générale en étant accom-pagné par d’autres champs physiques (dans le présent contexte, le champ scalairedes théories scalaire-tenseur). L’étude des trous noirs est bien plus simple lorsqu’ilsn’ont pas de charge électrique Q, et surtout, pas de moment angulaire J . Dans cecas, le trou noir de Kerr-Newman devient un trou noir à symétrie sphérique, dit de
Schwarzschild (1916), paramétré seulement par sa masseM .

Cette thèse vise à tester le théorème de calvitie dans les théories scalaire-
tenseur. En d’autres termes, elle étudie les solutions de trous noirs de ces théories,afin d’analyser dans quelle mesure ces trous noirs diffèrent de ceux de la RelativitéGénérale. Si des différences sont constatées, elles pourraient induire des modifi-cations, par exemple dans le signal d’ondes gravitationnelles résultant de la fusionde deux trous noirs. Ces considérations sont d’autant plus importantes que des dé-tecteurs bien plus précis (LISA et Einstein Telescope) sont en cours de construction.

Les équations des théories scalaire-tenseur sont bienplus compliquées que cellesde la Relativité Générale, qui déjà ne sont pas simples. La plupart des solutions àces équations sont donc obtenues avec des simulations numériques ou des appro-ximations. Toutefois, cette thèse se concentre sur les solutions ayant une expres-
sion de forme fermée, c’est-à-dire pour lesquelles la métrique du trou noir peutêtre écrite explicitement, avec des fonctions mathématiques usuelles. Par souci deconcision, le terme "solution exacte" est souvent employé, bien qu’il soit imprécispuisqu’une solution numérique peut être exacte.

Les solutions de forme fermée ne représentent pas seulement un défi sur leplan mathématique, elles comportent des avantages certains. Elles sont plus pra-tiques que les solutions numériques, qui nécessitent l’écriture et l’exécution d’uncode numérique, et dont l’étude des propriétés peut être laborieuse. Les propriétésd’une solution de forme fermée peuvent au contraire être étudiées bien plus aisé-ment. Enfin, ces solutions peuvent être facilement partagées, et n’importe qui peutles étudier sans nécessiter de code numérique.
Cemanuscrit comporte six chapitres. Les trois premiers consistent pour l’essentielde résultats connus avant cette thèse, rassemblés et organisés de façon à introduire
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les notions nécessaires à la compréhension des chapitres 4 à 6, qui eux présententles nouveaux résultats de cette thèse.

Le premier chapitre détaille les motivations pour modifier la Relativité Générale,puis présente le théorème de Lovelock (1971). Pour rappel, la Relativité Généraleest une théorie de gravitation où l’unique champ gravitationnel est la métrique (onpeut parler de théorie purement métrique), dans un espace-temps à quatre di-mensions. Le théorème de Lovelock se place dans un espace-temps de dimensionarbitraire (quatre, cinq, six, etc.) et détermine la théorie de gravitation purementmétrique la plus générale. Le résultat est une somme de termes, appelés invari-
ants de courbure de Lovelock. En quatre dimensions d’espace-temps, la théorieobtenue est la Relativité Générale ! Cela implique que, pourmodifier la Relativité Gé-nérale, il faut par exemple introduire de nouveaux champs en plus de la métrique,comme le champ scalaire des théories scalaire-tenseur.

Les aspects génériques de ces théories scalaire-tenseur sont étudiés au chapitre2. Depuis les travaux pionniers de Horndeski (1974), les théories scalaire-tenseuront été classifiées en différentes catégories : de la moins générale à la plus géné-rale, il existe les théories Horndeski, beyond Horndeski, et DHOST. Au-delà de ce vo-cabulaire, l’important est qu’il existe des transformations de la métrique, appelées
transformations conformes-difformes, qui permettent de passer d’une théoriescalaire-tenseur à une autre. Par ailleurs, tout problème physique se trouve simpli-fié par l’existence de symétries, par exemple, en mécanique classique, l’invariancepar rotation ou translation. La situation est la même avec les théories scalaire-tenseur, et le chapitre 2 décrit et analyse en détail ces symétries.

Un lien intéressant est d’autre part établi entre les théories de Lovelockmention-nées précédemment, et les théories scalaire-tenseur. En effet, alors que la théoriepurement métrique de Lovelock dans un espace-temps à quatre dimensions coïn-cide avec la Relativité Générale, ce n’est plus le cas à partir de cinq dimensions, où lathéorie, appelée théorie d’Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet, est plus générale. Il est possiblede considérer une théorie purement métrique d’Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet en dimen-sion supérieure, puis de décomposer lamétrique de cet espace-temps afin d’obtenirune théorie scalaire-tenseur dans un espace-temps à quatre dimensions (on parlede réduction dimensionnelle). La théorie ainsi obtenue reproduit des propriétésde la théorie d’Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet, et est donc appelée théorie d’Einstein-Gauss-
Bonnet à quatre dimensions, ou 4DEGB.

Le chapitre 3 rentre dans le cœur du sujet, en dressant un état de l’art des dif-férents trous noirs chevelus en théories scalaire-tenseur qui existaient dans la lit-térature avant le début de cette thèse. Pour certains de ces trous noirs, la métriqueest la même qu’en Relativité Générale, mais accompagnée d’un champ scalaire nonnul. On dit que le champ scalaire est furtif, et par extension, on parle de solutionsde trous noirs furtifs. Pour d’autres, la métrique diffère du cas de la Relativité Gé-nérale, auquel cas on parle de trous noirs non furtifs. Par exemple, de tels trousnoirs ont été obtenus dans la théorie 4DEGB décrite plus haut. Toutes ces solutions
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chevelues n’ont qu’un cheveu secondaire. Cela signifie, dans le cas de la symétriesphérique par exemple, que leur métrique peut différer (dans le cas non furtif) oupas (dans le cas furtif) de la métrique de Schwarzschild de la Relativité Générale,elle reste dans tous les cas complètement caractérisée par un unique paramètrephysique, la masseM .
Les nouveaux résultats de cette thèse sont présentés dans les chapitres 4, 5 et6. Le chapitre 4 étudie en toute généralité une vaste classe de théories scalaire-tenseur, dans le cas de la symétrie sphérique. Bien que les équations à résoudresemblent extrêmement compliquées, une réécriture systématique et compacte deces équations est entreprise, et permet d’obtenir de nombreuses nouvelles solu-tions de trous noirs. Par exemple, un trou noir furtif est obtenu, mais pour lequel lechamp scalaire possède des propriétés assez distinctes par rapport aux trois noirsfurtifs usuels. Un résultat remarquable est l’obtention de trous noirs avec cheveu

primaire : ces trous noirs sont caractérisés non seulement par leur masseM , maiségalement par une nouvelle quantité, le cheveu scalaire primaire q, qui n’a pasd’équivalent en Relativité Générale. De plus, lorsque q et M sont reliés d’une cer-taine façon, la singularité centrale de ces trous noirs disparaît : la courbure del’espace-temps demeure finie, même en plein centre de ces trous noirs.
Le chapitre 5 s’intéresse à diverses généralisations de la théorie 4DEGB. Toutd’abord, l’on considère des théories qui ont une forme assez générique, mais si-milaire à 4DEGB. En étudiant les équations, il est possible de restreindre la formegénérique de ces théories et d’obtenir de nouvelles solutions. Ensuite, rappelonsque la théorie 4DEGB a été obtenue par réduction dimensionnelle de la théorieEinstein-Gauss-Bonnet, qui est la plus simple des théories de Lovelock (hormis laRelativité Générale). Le reste du chapitre 5 s’intéresse donc à la réduction dimen-sionnelle, non plus de la théorie Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet, mais de la théorie de Love-

lock la plus générale. Des liens intéressants sont ainsi établis entre théories généri-ques de Lovelock, et théories scalaire-tenseur à quatre dimensions, et une nouvellesolution de trou noir est obtenue dans ce contexte. Certains résultats peuvent êtredémontrés rigoureusement, tandis que d’autres restent à l’état de conjectures.
Enfin, il a été évoqué précédemment l’existence de transformations conformes-difformes, permettant de naviguer entre différentes théories scalaire-tenseur. Enfait, ces transformations permettent également d’engendrer de nouvelles solu-

tions : en commençant avec une certaine théorie scalaire-tenseur admettant unesolution connue, et en appliquant une transformation conforme-difforme à cettesolution, la métrique obtenue est solution des équations d’une nouvelle théoriescalaire-tenseur.
Ce principe est utilisé à deux reprises dans le chapitre 6. En transformant des so-lutions de trous noirs, de nouvelles solutions, de géométries très différentes, sontobtenues : d’une part, un trou noir en expansion, d’autre part, un trou de ver.Un trou de ver est un objet astrophysique qui connecte deux régions distinctes del’espace-temps. En Relativité Générale, un trou de ver ne peut rester ouvert assez
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longtempspour permettre à unhumain de le traverser que s’il estmaintenu enplacepar de la matière exotique, dont l’énergie est négative, ce qui remet en cause la pos-sibilité de l’existence de tels trous de ver. Dans notre cas, grâce aux modifications àla gravitation apportées par le champ scalaire, le trou de ver obtenu ne nécessite laprésence d’aucune matière. Cela complète le panorama des nombreuses solutionsde forme fermée pouvant être construites en théories scalaire-tenseur.
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Introduction
The standard theory of gravitation is General Relativity (GR), formulated in 1915by Albert Einstein [1]. At that time, modifying the established, Newtonian theory ofgravitation, was motivated from both experimental and theoretical considerations.
On the experimental side, Newton’s theory of gravitation was not able to predictthe correct precession of the perihelion of Mercury [2]. With Newton’s law, the maineffect which explains precession of perihelion is the presence of other planets - thefact that a planet undergoes not only the attraction from the Sun, but also fromother planets. An hypothetical planet, Vulcan, was even introduced to account forthe behaviour of Mercury’s orbit [3]. No experimental evidence of Vulcan was everfound: it turned out that one needed tomodify, not the celestial content of our solarsystem, but the theory of gravitation itself. Switching from Newton’s equations toEinstein’s equations solved Mercury’s perihelion’s problem [4].
On the theoretical side, Newton’s law predicts that, in the gravitational inter-action between two masses m1 and m2, a change in m1 implies an instantaneouschange of the force exerted on m2. This is incompatible with the relativistic frame-work developed by Einstein in his special theory of relativity in 1905 [5], which pre-dicts that no signal can travel with a speed greater than the speed of light c.
Apart from these shortcomings, Newton’s theory was very much valid and accu-rate - and still is nowadays in situations of everyday’s life. Of course, the develop-ment of GR led tomany further experimental predictions, frombending of light [6] toblack holes (BHs) and gravitational waves (GWs), all of which have been successfullyverified, see the review [7], affirming each time more the extraordinary firmness ofGR. It remains however possible to point out limitations of GR, both experimentaland theoretical, thus drawing a tempting parallel with the situation of the Newto-nian theory 110 years ago.
From the theoretical point of view, gravity, as described by GR, is the only oneamong the four fundamental forces of nature2 which has not been accommodatedwithin the framework of quantum field theory (QFT). In particular, GR is a non-renormalizable QFT [8, 9], and thusmerely stands as an effective field theory (EFT) ofa more fundamental theory of quantum gravity [10]. Quantum effects are expectedto play a fundamental role at distances close to the Planck scale. As is stands, GR isbreaking down at those distances: there exist singularities of spacetime both at thecenter of BHs and at the Big Bang [11, 12].
From the experimental point of view, GR is challenged by the observed acceler-ated expansion of the universe [13, 14, 15]. On the one hand, this accelerated expan-

2The remaining ones being electromagnetism, weak and strong force.
1



2 INTRODUCTION

sion is in fact perfectly accounted for in GR by the cosmological constant, but on theother hand, the origin and value of this cosmological constant remain a completemystery [16, 17, 18, 19].
Therefore, just as Newton’s gravity is an extremely useful and accurate theoryin a certain domain of validity, but must be modified into GR to make it consis-tent with a bunch of observations and other theories, GR is an impressive theoryregarding many aspects of gravitation, but must be modified to account for otheraspects. Onemay try to formulate the theory of quantum gravity mentioned above,either by quantizing the gravitational field without unifying it to the other forces(e.g. loop quantum gravity [20]), or by proposing a unified framework for all forces(e.g. string theory and M-theory [21]). Another less ambitious, more pragmatic ap-proach consists in studying theories which differ from GR in a controlled manner,and may solve some of the shortcomings encountered by GR (such as the dark en-ergy/cosmological constant problem), but do not pretend to be an ultimate theoryof gravitation, for instance to possess a better quantum behaviour. These latter the-ories are generically calledmodified gravity theories [22].
Among the large landscape of modified gravity theories, scalar-tensor theo-

ries [23, 24] will be the focus of this thesis. ’Tensor’ refers to the metric tensor gµν ,which is the usual gravitational field of GR, and possesses two degrees of freedom.At low energies, a modified theory of gravity could naturally include effectively a sin-gle additional degree of freedom as compared to GR. This is the ’scalar’ part, namelya scalar field ϕ, coming on top of themetric field and bringing the number of degreesof freedom from two to three. From this brief description, it is quite clear that scalar-tensor theories are both simple and robust modifications of gravity.
One of the most famous successful predictions of GR is the existence of BHs [25,26, 27], regions of spacetime where the gravitational field is so strong that nothing,not even light, can escape from it. The region from which nothing can escape isdelimited by the so-called event horizon. BHs are the result of gravitational col-lapse [28], as first demonstrated by Oppenheimer and Snyder [26]. GR (coupledto electromagnetism) allows for a unique BH solution [29, 30, 31, 32], namely theKerr-Newman BH3 [34]. The Kerr-Newman BH is parameterized by three integra-tion constants: the mass M , the angular momentum J and the electric charge Q.BHs in GR are thus said to have no hair, i.e., no other independent, externally ob-servable physical quantity [35].
Accordingly, the expression ’hairy BH’ refers to a BH possessing one of the fol-lowing two kinds of hair [36]: primary hair, which is a global charge distinct frommass, angular momentum or electric charge; and secondary hair, where the BHmetric is dressed with non-trivial additional fields (i.e. other than electromagnetic)but remains entirely determined byM , J andQ. The Kerr-Newman solution reducesto the Kerr BH [37] when there is no Maxwell field (Q = 0), which itself reduces to

3and its extensions [33] with positive cosmological constant (Kerr-Newman-de Sitter) and negativeone (Kerr-Newman-anti de Sitter).
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the spherically-symmetric Schwarzschild BH [25] when there is no rotation (J = 0).

Asmentioned before, on the experimental side, GR is above all challenged by thecosmological problem of the accelerated expansion of the universe. On the otherhand, GR remains unchallenged regarding its predictions about strong field grav-ity and thus BHs. The first detection of GWs by LIGO in 2015 [38], coming from themerger of two BHs, confirmed once and for all the existence of BHs. The various de-tected signals agree with the expectations from GR. Notably, after the merger, thesystem relaxes to a stationary BH, emitting GWs which are a superposition of sig-nals with a frequency depending on the properties of the BH, called quasi-normalmodes (QNMs) [39]. QNMs predicted by GR are in agreement with all observa-tions [40, 41, 42]. Future GW detectors, such as the Laser Interferometer SpaceAntenna (LISA) [43] or the Einstein Telescope [44] will provide more and more ac-curate insights into these astronomical events. Other striking evidence of the real-ity of BHs is of course the first direct image of a BH, namely the supermassive BHM87⋆, published in 2019 following observations made by the Event Horizon Tele-scope (EHT) [45].
The most unpleasant feature concerning BHs in GR is the existence of a singu-larity, where curvature of spacetime becomes infinite. In any case, scalar-tensortheories are well-motivated modifications of gravity, and one must therefore studytheir BH solutions and see to what extent they differ or coincide with the BHs of GR.If there is a discrepancy, is it only quantitative (e.g., modification of the value of thegravitational field at a given point of spacetime) or qualitative (e.g., removal of thespacetime singularity)? Such discrepancies could in turn be observed, for instancein the GW signal of binary BH mergers or in the orbit of stars around a BH.
The field equations of scalar-tensor theories are muchmore intricate than thoseof GR, which already are far from simple. Most solutions of these field equationsare therefore obtained with numerical simulations, or sometimes by an expansionin small parameters, typically a coupling constant. This thesis nevertheless aims atdescribing exact, closed-form BH solutions in scalar-tensor theories. The im-portant word here is ’closed-form’, it means that the metric of the BH can be writtendown explicitly (if possible with simple, usual mathematical functions). The word’exact’ mostly stands for the fact that no approximation in small parameters is used.Just talking about ’exact solutions’ would not be accurate, since a numerical solvingmay be exact; however, now that it has been explained, this abuse of terminologyis largely used in this thesis, starting with its title. The relevance of closed-form so-lutions may be motivated from different aspects.
First, they are more convenient than a numerical solution. A numerical solutionrelies on a solving algorithm, presented by a particular researcher, and other re-searchers willing to reproduce the solution must in turn implement the same (or asimilar) code on their own machine. The properties of numerical BHs are not nec-essarily obvious, typically, if the theory is parameterized by two coupling constantsand the BH by its mass, one must make a number of different simulations to try to
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infer approximately which values of these different parameters lead to no horizon(naked singularity), one horizon, two horizons. A closed-form BH, on the contrary, ismore explicit: its properties can in general be inferred from basic maths; and more’democratic’: anyone can take the proposed solution, plug it into the field equations,and verify that it is indeed a solution, and anyone can study himself its physical prop-erties.
Second, closed-form solutions are quite elegant and attractive. They argue forsome kind of simplicity andnaturalness of the theory under consideration. It is prob-ably better for the scope of GR that the Schwarzschild and Kerr BHs admit a closedform. Of course, if the fundamental laws of nature are such that the most com-plete theory does not allow for exact solutions, this is how it is and one must acceptit. Nevertheless, even complicated theories like string theory admit some simpleclosed-form results which serve as starting points towards more complicated, ap-proximate or numerical results. These closed-form results of simple situations oftencontainmany hints about what one can expect from numerical results ofmore com-plicated situations.
The plan of this thesis unfolds as follows:
Chapter 1, Modifying General Relativity: from Lovelock’s theorem to scalar-

tensor theories. This chapter starts with a brief overview of GR and its shortcom-ings, then presents Lovelock’s theorem, which constrains the possibilities when itcomes to modifying gravity. Adding a scalar degree of freedom and moving intoscalar-tensor theories is not the only one, but certain other approaches are in factequivalent, thus arguing for the robustness of scalar-tensor gravity.
Chapter 2, Generic aspects of scalar-tensor theories. This chapter reviewsthe different classes of scalar-tensor theories (Horndeski, beyond Horndeski andDHOST), their relations through conformal-disformal transformations, and the sym-metries (shift and conformal) they may be endowed with.
Chapter 3, State-of-the-art of closed-form black hole solutions in scalar-

tensor theories. This chapter describes the various usual closed-form BH solutionsin scalar-tensor theories; by usual, it is meant all solutions which existed before thisthesis started.
Chapter 4, Static, spherically-symmetric black holes in shift-symmetric be-

yond Horndeski theories. This chapter studies the scalar-tensor theories of theshift-symmetric, beyond Horndeski class, under the assumption that the BH met-ric is static and spherically-symmetric. This enables a compact reformulation of thefield equations, and their integration in a number of cases. Among the new BH solu-tions, somehave secondary hair (they are fully characterized by a unique parameter,their mass M ), while other have primary hair (they are parameterized by anotherintegration constant, in addition to the mass).
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Chapter 5, Lovelock invariants and conformally-coupled scalar field. Thischapter gathers results on couplings between the scalar field and Lovelock invari-ants. New BH solutions are found in four-dimensional scalar-tensor theories withno shift nor conformal symmetry. The chapter continues with higher-dimensionalconsiderations, namely a scalar field coupled to higher-order Lovelock invariants ina conformally-invariant way. These considerations pave the way towards compact-ifying higher-dimensional gravity down to lower (for instance four) dimensions.
Chapter 6, Generation of solutions with conformal and disformal transfor-

mations. This chapter presents two closed-form solutions obtained through disfor-mal and conformal transformations. One of them is a wormhole, the other one arotating BH embedded in an expanding universe.
Chapters 1 to 3 consist in their vast majority of previously known results, gath-ered and organized by the author in order to introduce the subject, and preparethe reader for the remaining chapters. Chapters 4 to 6 present results which wereobtained in the course of this thesis. Only the results of section 5.3 are completelynew, that is, unpublished. The other results of chapters 4 to 6 are based on theeight following works (six publications in peer-reviewed journals, one conferenceproceedings and one preprint) realized during this thesis:
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1 - Modifying General Relativity: from
Lovelock’s theoremto scalar-tensor
theories

This chapter starts with a brief overview of GR, Sec. 1.1, first presenting its math-ematical framework, notations and equations, then some of its results and short-comings, which constitute motivations for modifying GR. In a second time, Sec. 1.2presents Lovelock’s theorem, which sets constraints on possible modified theo-ries of gravity. The possibilities for modifying gravity are enumerated, and scalar-
tensor theories emerge as a simple and natural modification of gravity, possessinglinks or equivalences with other modified theories of gravity. The link with higher-dimensional gravity, which is of importance in the rest of this manuscript, is high-lighted in Sec. 1.3. Finally, Sec. 1.4 presents theOstrogradsky instability and how toevade it. On the one hand, this instability plagues some other natural modificationsof gravity, like f(R) theories; on the other hand, the evasion of this instability is atthe core of the correct construction of scalar-tensor theories, described in Chap. 2.

1.1 . General Relativity: overview, re-
sults, shortcomings

In this section, the definitions, standard results, notations and conventions arethose of the usual notebooks where the interested reader can find any details onGR [11, 35, 54, 55, 56].

1.1.1 . Mathematical framework, notations and
equations

This extremely brief reminder on Einstein’s GR enables to set notations and,more importantly, to have inmind the various assumptions of GR: modifying gravitywill indeed amount tomodifying these assumptions. Spacetime is a four-dimensionalmanifoldM endowedwith ametric tensor gµν , i.e. a symmetric covariant two-tensorfield. The metric is Lorentzian, i.e. has signature (−,+,+,+), so its determinant
g ≡ det(g) is negative. More generally, given a coordinate chart (x0, x1, x2, x3), thecomponents of a tensor field V of type (m,n) (m-contravariant and n-covariant) arewritten V µ1···µm

ν1···νn , such that the tensor field is
V = V µ1···µm

ν1···νn∂µ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ∂µm ⊗ dxν1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ dxνn , (1.1)
7
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where ∂µ is the vector field ∂
∂xµ and dxν is the dual one-form, dxν (∂µ) = δνµ. In-dices are lowered and raised with respectively the metric gµν and its inverse gµν .The symmetrization and antisymmetrization of indices are denoted by parenthesisand brackets respectively and defined by

V(µν) ≡
1

2
(Vµν + Vνµ) , V(µνρ) ≡

1

6
(Vµνρ + Vνρµ + Vρµν + Vνµρ + Vµρν + Vρνµ) , (1.2)

V[µν] ≡
1

2
(Vµν − Vνµ) , V[µνρ] ≡

1

6
(Vµνρ + Vνρµ + Vρµν − Vνµρ − Vµρν − Vρνµ) , (1.3)

and so on, with a factor 1/n! where n is the number of (anti)symmetrized indices,and a minus sign in front of odd permutations for antisymmetrization. The Levi-Civita tensor is
ϵµνρσ ≡ √−g εµνρσ, (1.4)

where εµνρσ is the completely antisymmetric symbol with ε0123 = 1. A tensor field oftype (1, 0) is a vector field V µ. Its covariant derivative is defined as
∇νV

µ ≡ ∂νV
µ + Γµ

νρV
ρ, (1.5)

where Γµ
νρ are the components of the connection. On the other hand, a scalar

field is simply a function on spacetime, ϕ : M → R (other cases include for instancecomplex-valued scalar fields, but this thesis focuses on real scalar fields). The co-variant derivative is extended to any type of tensors by requiring Leibniz (product)rule, commutation with contractions, and that it reduces to partial derivative whenacting on scalar fields. The Riemann tensorRµ
νρσ measures the failure of covariantderivatives to commute,

(∇ρ∇σ −∇σ∇ρ)V
µ = Rµ

νρσV
ν − T λ

ρσ∇λV
µ, (1.6)

where the torsion tensor appears,
T λ
ρσ ≡ 2Γλ

[ρσ]. (1.7)
The Riemann tensor has components

Rµ
νρσ = ∂ρΓ

µ
σν − ∂σΓ

µ
ρν + Γµ

ρλΓ
λ
σν − Γµ

σλΓ
λ
ρν . (1.8)

The Ricci tensor and Ricci scalar are respectively
Rµν ≡ Rρ

µρν , R ≡ Rµ
µ. (1.9)

In GR, the connection is assumed to bewithout torsion and compatible with the
metric,

T λ
ρσ = 0, Qµνρ = 0, (1.10)

where appears the non-metricity tensor [57],
Qµνρ ≡ ∇µgνρ = ∂µgνρ − Γλ

µνgλρ − Γλ
µρgνλ. (1.11)
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This uniquely defines the connection as being the Levi-Civita connection, withcomponents called the Christoffel symbols,

Γµ
νρ =

1

2
gµλ (∂νgρλ + ∂ρgνλ − ∂λgνρ) . (1.12)

The action functional S of GR is the Einstein-Hilbert action (with a cosmological
constant Λ),

SEH [gµν ] = 1

2κ

∫
d4x

√−g (R− 2Λ) . (1.13)
In front of the integral appears κ = 8πGc−4, whereG is Newton’s constant and c thespeed of light. Adding a matter action Sm [gµν ,Ψm] depending on matter fields Ψm,the total action reads

S [gµν ,Ψm] = SEH [gµν ] + Sm [gµν ,Ψm] . (1.14)
Varying with respect to gµν leads to the field equations of GR, or Einstein’s field
equations,

Gµν + Λgµν = κTµν , (1.15)
where Gµν is the Einstein tensor and Tµν is the energy-momentum tensor of thematter fields,

Gµν ≡ Rµν −
1

2
Rgµν , Tµν ≡ −2√−g

δSm
δgµν

. (1.16)
Using the definition of the Ricci tensor, one can prove by simple computation the(contracted) Bianchi identity,

∇µGµν = 0, (1.17)
which implies that matter fields verify energy-momentum conservation,

∇µTµν = 0. (1.18)
Finding solutions to Einstein’s equations is made easier in situations displaying sym-metries. Symmetries of spacetime are associated to the existence of aKilling vector
fieldK = Kµ∂µ, obeying the Killing equation

∇(µKν) = 0. (1.19)
Indeed, this equation is equivalent to the vanishing of the Lie derivative of themet-ric alongK ,

LKgµν ≡ Kρ∂ρgµν + gρν∂µK
ρ + gµρ∂νK

ρ (1.20)
= Kρ∇ρgµν + gρν∇µK

ρ + gµρ∇νK
ρ (1.21)

= gρν∇µK
ρ + gµρ∇νK

ρ. (1.22)
Just a for the covariant derivative, the definition (1.20) is extended to analogous ex-pressions for any type of tensor, by using the Leibniz rule.
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1.1.2 . Black holes and singularities; cosmol-
ogy and dark energy problem

From now on, units are chosen such that c = G = 1. Einstein’s equations (1.15),although non-linear, admit a number of solutions. The three most important solu-tions are probably BHs, isotropic and homogeneous universe, and GWs (which arein general obtained by linearizing Einstein’s equations around a flat background, butcan also be a full nonlinear solution [58, 59, 60]). All these solutions have a numberof consequences which can be confronted with experiments, and the theory of GRappears as extremely well-tested [7]. However, as regards BHs and cosmology, theiroverall success comes with a small number of shortcomings, which justify the needto modify gravity.
Black holes in General Relativity: Schwarzschild and Kerrmetrics
The unique [29, 30, 31, 32] stationary1, asymptotically flat BH of GR in vacuum (noMaxwell term) is the Kerr metric [37], which has the following line element ds2 ≡
gµνdx

µdxν in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates [61] (t, r, θ, φ):
ds2 = −

(
1− 2Mr

Σ

)
dt2 +

Σ

∆
dr2 + Σdθ2 − 4Mar sin2 θ

Σ
dtdφ+

sin2 θ

Σ
Υdφ2. (1.23)

The Kerr BH reduces to the Schwarzschild BH [25] if there is no rotation (a = 0),
ds2 = −

(
1− 2M

r

)
dt2 +

dr2(
1− 2M

r

) + r2dΩ2. (1.24)
M is the mass of the BH, a the angular momentum per unit mass [62, 63], and

Σ = r2 + a2 cos2 θ, ∆ = r2 + a2 − 2Mr, Υ =
(
r2 + a2

)2 − a2∆sin2 θ. (1.25)
Also, dΩ2 ≡ dθ2+sin2 θ dφ2 is themetric on theunit 2-sphere. TheKerr and SchwarzschildBHs are solutions of Einstein’s equations (1.15) in the absence of cosmological con-stant, Λ = 0. The Schwarzschild and Kerr solutions were found respectively in 1916and 1963. If one includes a non-vanishing Λ, these metrics are generalized to theKerr-de Sitter (dS) or Kerr-anti-de Sitter (adS) BHs [33].

The Schwarzschild andKerr spacetimes are stationary, i.e. they admit an asymp-totically timelike Killing vector field, namely ∂t. Schwarzschild metric is even saidto be static, because the line element is unchanged under t → −t. Both space-times are also axisymmetric, that is, they have a spacelike Killing vector, ∂φ. In fact,Schwarzschild metric is spherically-symmetric, because, along with ∂φ, the vectors
− sinφ∂θ − cot θ cosφ∂φ and cosφ∂θ − cot θ sinφ∂φ form an SO(3) algebra2. A staticand spherically-symmetric spacetime (like Schwarzschild) has the generic form

ds2 = −N(r)2f(r)dt2 + dr2/f(r) + r2dΩ2. (1.26)
1see definition below.2for the bracket between vector fields [X,Y ]

µ ≡ Xν∂νY
µ − Y ν∂νX

µ.
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A causal curve is a parameterized curve xµ(λ) on spacetime (λ is the parameter),such that the velocity uµ = dxµ/dλ is timelike, uµuµ < 0, or null, uµuµ = 0. TheSchwarzschild andKerr spacetimes are called ’BHs’ because they admit a region suchthat no causal curve can escape from it. The boundary of such a region is called the
event horizon. Being a BH, and admitting an event horizon, is one and the samething. The event horizon is a null surface, i.e. its normal is a null vector field.

Finding the location of the event horizon is quite easy for Schwarzschild, andmore generally for a static and spherically-symmetric spacetime (1.26): the horizon
rh is root of grr, i.e. f (rh) = 0. In particular, the Schwarzschild radius is rSch = 2M .For a non-spherically-symmetric spacetime like Kerr (1.23), the causal structure ismore complicated:

• Static observers (with velocity u ∝ ∂t) cease to exist when ∂t ceases to be time-like. This happens when gtt becomes positive, i.e. at r = M +
√
M2 − a2 cos2 θfor Kerr. This surface r = r(θ) is called the static limit or ergosphere.

• Stationary observers (with velocity u = ut∂t+u
φ∂φ) cease to exist when gttgφφ−

g2tφ becomes negative, i.e. at r =M +
√
M2 − a2 for Kerr. This surface is calledthe stationary limit.

• For Kerr, this stationary limit is a null surface and is in fact the event horizon ofthe Kerr BH. Note however that the stationary limit has no reason to coincidewith the event horizon for a generic stationary spacetime. The fact that thisKerr event horizon corresponds to grr = 0 is also due to the specific form ofKerr, but does not hold true in general. It holds true in general only for static,spherically-symmetric spacetimes (1.26).
Singularity at the core of black holes
One may be tempted to quantify the amount of spacetime curvature for the aboveSchwarzschild and Kerr metrics, by computing a Lorentz scalar associated with cur-vature. The trace of the vacuum Einstein’s equations implies that the Ricci scalar Rof both metrics vanish. Another relevant Lorentz scalar is the Kretschmann scalar,

K ≡ RµνρσR
µνρσ. (1.27)

Its value for the Kerr and Schwarzschild BHs is
KKerr = 48M2

Σ6

[
r6 − 15r4a2 cos2 θ + 15r2a4 cos4 θ − a6 cos6 θ

]
, KSch = 48M2

r6
. (1.28)

One sees that it diverges at Σ = 0 (i.e. r = 0 and θ = π/2) for Kerr, and at the center
r = 0 for Schwarzschild. These are curvature singularities: the curvature insidethe BHs of GR diverges and becomes infinite, indicating a breakdown of the theory.For precise definitions of singularities and their appearance as endstate of gravita-tional collapse, the reader is referred to [11, 12]. GR cannot be trusted anymore nearthe singularity, and a new theory is needed, which would modify the geometry ofspacetime at these scales and erase the singularity.
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Homogeneous, isotropic universe inGeneral Relativity: FLRWmet-
ric
Cosmology usually assumes that the universe is homogeneous and isotropic, whichis the case at sufficiently large scales and enables to describe the universewith a verygood accuracy. Under this assumption3, one can endow spacetimewith coordinates
(t, x, y, z), where (x, y, z) are the usual Cartesian coordinates, such that the metricreads

ds2 = −dt2 + a(t)2
(
dx2 + dy2 + dz2

)
, (1.29)

and the energy-momentum tensor of the matter inside the universe reads
T µ
ν ∂µ ⊗ dxν = −ρ(t) ∂t ⊗ dt+ p(t) (∂x ⊗ dx+ ∂y ⊗ dy + ∂z ⊗ dz) . (1.30)

In the metric, which is called Friedmann-Lemaître-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metric,
a(t) is the scale factor, each section of given time t = t0 is seen to be the flat spacemetric [multiplied by a constant factor a(t0)]. In Tµν , ρ = ρ(t) is the energy densityand p = p(t) the pressure. Note that the cosmological constant Λ can be taken intoaccount as a part of Tµν with ρΛ = −pΛ = Λ/κ. Then, Einstein’s equations (1.15)determine the evolution of the scale factor:

ȧ2

a2
=
κρ

3
, 2

ä

a
+
ȧ2

a2
= −κp. (1.31)

Theuniverse currently undergoes a phase of accelerating expansion. This fact comesmost famously from supernova observations [13], but also from e.g. baryon acous-tic oscillations [14]. We refer the interested reader to the concise review [15]. In theframework of GR and FLRW cosmology, this can be explained if the energy contentof the universe is dominated by the cosmological constant: ρ ≈ ρΛ, p ≈ pΛ. Eqs.(1.31) then lead to
a(t) ∝ exp

(
t

√
Λ

3

)
. (1.32)

This form of the scale factor is indeed totally consistent with the current acceleratingexpansion of the universe provided the cosmological constant has value [64]
Λexp = (1.11± 0.02)× 10−52m−2. (1.33)

This value implies that the cosmological constant represents a fraction of the totalenergy density of the universe of around 68% [65].
Cosmological constant problem
However, trying to give a theoretical interpretation of this value leads to a fine-
tuning problem. Let us describe this problem without entering in all subtleties,

3and the assumption that sections of constant time are flat and not spherical nor ellipsoidal, whichwe assume here for brevity of the discussion.
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which can be found in [16, 17, 18, 19] and references therein. It comes from the con-frontation between QFT and GR. According to QFT, the vacuum has an energy,

Vvac ∼
∑

O(1)m4, (1.34)
where the sum bears on all particles and m is their respective mass. QFT and theequivalence principle also imply that the vacuum gravitates as a cosmological con-stant, thus giving a contribution ΛQFT = 8πGVvacc−4. There is also the contribution Λfrom the cosmological constant appearing in the GR action (1.13). Therefore, the to-tal cosmological constant isΛ+ΛQFT, and this should coincide with the experimentalvalue supporting the current accelerated expansion of the universe:

Λexp ?∼ Λ + ΛQFT = Λ+ 8πGVvacc−4. (1.35)
However, Vvac ≳ (TeV)4 as regards the finite contributions of the Standard Model,which includes particles up to the TeV mass scale. Therefore, rewriting (1.35) in m−2

gives:
10−52 ∼ Λ + 106. (1.36)

Thus, there must be a fine-tuning of around 60 digits between the non-divergingparts4 of Λ and ΛQFT. This is the cosmological constant problem: the current eraof accelerated expansion of the universe can be accounted for in GR by an FLRWuniverse dominated by the cosmological constant, but the value of the cosmologicalconstant remains mysterious. More generally, the cosmological constant problemmay be called the dark energy problem. Dark energy is defined as the unknownsource of energywhich drives the accelerated expansion of the universe. In this con-text, the cosmological constant is only one of the various candidates for dark energy(its main competitor being scalar fields), but, as illustrated by the cosmological con-stant problem, up to now, none of the candidates offers a fully satisfactory answerto the question of dark energy. For a detailed account on different approaches todark energy, see [66, 67].
Apart from the two that we have detailed (BH singularities and dark energy prob-lem), other good reasons exist to modify gravity, like the absence of consistentquantum description of the gravitational interaction, see e.g. [68, 69]. The prob-lem of quantum gravity rather leads to new theoretical frameworks, like loop quan-tum gravity [20] or string theory/M-theory [21]. On the other hand, the dark energyproblem typically leads, as already mentioned, to the introduction of scalar fields asdark energy candidates. Another approach is to modify GR, leading to themodified

theories of gravity, which do not aim at solving all the shortcomings of GR (likeits quantum behaviour) but only part of them, by introducing controlled deviationsfrom GR. Many ways exist to modify gravity. We will briefly present some of thembelow (paragraph 1.2.2), but we refer the reader to the comprehensive review [22]for details on all existing possibilities and their consequences.
It is not possible to modify GR arbitrarily. There exists a number of constraints,as illustrated by the theorem demonstrated by David Lovelock in 1971.

4Again, a more detailed explanation can be found for exemple in [19].
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1.2 . Constraints on possiblemodifica-
tions: Lovelock’s theorem

1.2.1 . Lovelock’s theorem
Lovelock’s theorem [70] greatly helps one to understand how to, or how not to,modify GR. The assumptions of Lovelock’s theorem are the following:
1. Spacetime is a D-dimensional Lorentzian manifold (in GR, D = 4),
2. Gravity is mediated by a uniquemetric tensor field gµν , so the action functional(without matter fields) is of the form S [gµν ],
3. Themetric gµν defines a covariant derivative∇ through the Levi-Civita connec-tion, with Christoffel symbols (1.12),
4. The theory is diffeomorphism-invariant,
5. The field equations are of second order (i.e. second order in the derivatives ofthe fields, here the metric gµν ).

Also, the field equations are assumed to be conserved: ∇µEµν = 0, where Eµν ≡
2/
√−g δS/δgµν (this ensures energy-momentum conservation when including mat-ter fields). Under these assumptions, Lovelock proved that the action functionalreads

S [gµν ] =

∫
dDx

√−g
⌊D−1

2
⌋∑

k=0

αkR(k), (1.37)
where the upper limit of the sum is the floor part of (D − 1) /2. The αk ’s are couplingconstants, while R(k) is a curvature invariant, of order k in powers of the Riemanntensor, given by

R(k) ≡ 1

2k
δµ1ν1···µkνk
α1β1···αkβk

k∏

i=1

Rαiβi
µiνi

. (1.38)
The generalized Kronecker delta is

δρ1···ρpσ1···σp
≡ p! δρ1[σ1

· · · δρpσp]
. (1.39)

Notably, R(0) = 1 and R(1) = R, the Ricci scalar. One can normalize the couplingsso that α1 = 1, and call α0 = −2Λ, then the sum up to k = 2 reads
2∑

k=0

αkR(k) = −2Λ +R + α2G, (1.40)
This is the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian with an additional term,

G ≡ R(2) = R2 − 4RµνR
µν +RµνρσR

µνρσ, (1.41)
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called the Gauss-Bonnet (GB) invariant. The following term in the sum (cubic Love-lock invariant, k = 3), which we will need later, is still rather compact,

R(3) = R3 − 12RRµνR
µν + 3RRµνρσR

µνρσ + 16R ν
µ R

µρRρν + 24RµνRρσRµρνσ

− 24RµνR ρσλ
µ Rνρσλ − 8R ν σ

µ ρ R
µλρτRλστν + 2R ρσ

µν RµνλτRλτρσ. (1.42)
By varying the Lovelock action, one obtains the field equations,

Eµν ≡ 2√−g
δS

δgµν
= 2

⌊D−1
2

⌋∑

k=0

αkH(k)
µν , (1.43)

whereH(k)
µν , which comes from the variation ofR(k), generalizes the Einstein tensor:

H(k)µ
ν ≡ −1

2k+1
δµµ1ν1···µkνk
ν α1β1···αkβk

k∏

i=1

Rαiβi
µiνi

, H(k)µ
µ =

2k −D

2
R(k), ∇µH(k)

µν = 0, (1.44)
H(0)

µν =
−1

2
gµν , H(1)

µν = Gµν = Rµν −
1

2
Rgµν , (1.45)

H(2)
µν = 2

(
RRµν +RµρσλR

ρσλ
ν − 2RµρR

ρ
ν − 2RµρνσR

ρσ
)
− 1

2
Ggµν , · · · (1.46)

Why does the sum of Lovelock invariants stop at ⌊(D − 1)/2⌋? The k-th Lovelockinvariant (1.38) is defined by an antisymmetrization over 2k indices, so vanishes in
D dimensions for k > D/2. So the sum is a priori non-trivial up to k = ⌊D/2⌋, which,for odd D, coincides indeed with ⌊(D − 1)/2⌋. However, for even D, it might seemthat the sum forgets the Lovelock invariant of order k = D/2. This invariant (which isthe GB invariant G = R(2) forD = 4, the cubic invariantR(3) forD = 6, etc.), is in facta boundary term, due to a non-trivial result, the Chern-Gauss-Bonnet theorem [71]:for a manifoldM of even dimension D with volume form dV ,

∫

M
R(D/2)dV = 32π2χ (M) , (1.47)

where the constant χ (M) is the Euler characteristic ofM. SoR(D/2), although non-zero in general, does not contribute to the field equations when varying the action(1.37), and can be forgotten. In particular, in dimension D = 4, the GB term is aboundary term, and all further Lovelock invariants vanish. Consequently, under theassumptions of Lovelock, the only possible gravitational action functional in D = 4is the Einstein-Hilbert one (with cosmological constant) [72].
1.2.2 . Various ways of modifying gravity

Accordingly, any modification of GR can be traced back to a corresponding mod-ification of Lovelock’s assumptions:
1. Changing the number of dimensions: spacetime is no more four-dimensionalbut has dimension D > 4.
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2. Adding extra fields mediating gravity (scalar ϕ, vector Aµ, etc.) so that the vac-uumaction functional acquires the formS [gµν , ϕ, A
µ, · · · ] (one can also includea second metric field, leading to bigravity theories [73]). We insist that this isthe action without matter fields: the extra fields ϕ, Aµ, etc., are not at allmatter fields, on the contrary, they are responsible for the gravitational inter-action just as the metric gµν is.

3. Relaxing geometric assumptions on the covariant derivative structure, by al-lowing non-vanishing torsion or non-metricity, see Eqs. (1.7) and (1.11), whichthen contribute into the action functional.
4. Breaking diffeomorphism invariance.
5. Allowing for field equations of order > 2 in derivatives.

Equivalencebetween f(R) theories (point 5) and scalar-tensor the-
ories (point 2)
The generality of this classification is very useful. For instance, the most obviousway of modifying gravity may well be to keep the exact same assumptions as GR,but postulating that the form of the action must be modified. Rather than being theEinstein-Hilbert action SEH [gµν ], the action is more general:

SEH [gµν ] =
∫

d4x
√−gR → S [gµν ] =

∫
d4x

√−gf(R). (1.48)
The Lagrangian of the modified theory is now an arbitrary function f(R) of the Ricciscalar, and GR corresponds to the choice f(R) = R. These theories are called f(R)theories [74, 75]. The new action satisfies assumptions 1 to 4 of Lovelock’s theo-rem. Consequently, it is breaking assumption 5, so leads to field equations of orderhigher than two. Of course, one can check this by direct computation of the fieldequations. Unfortunately, higher-order field equations lead in general to the propa-gation of unphysical degrees of freedom, called Ostrogradsky ghosts, with a result-ing Ostrogradsky instability [76]. We will detail this point, which will be importantlater in the manuscript, in Sec. 1.4.

As regards point 2 above, the most simple field that one can add on top of theusual metric tensor field gµν is a scalar field ϕ. This leads to scalar-tensor theo-
ries [23, 24], described by an action S [gµν , ϕ]. Interestingly, the f(R) action (1.48)can be rewritten [22] as a scalar-tensor theory, provided the function f is such thatits second derivative has a constant sign: f ′′ > 0 or f ′′ < 0 for all values of its argu-ment. Indeed, consider the scalar-tensor action

S [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x

√−g
[
f(ϕ) + f ′(ϕ)(R− ϕ)

]
. (1.49)

The equivalence of (1.49) with f(R) theory is seen as follows. Varying the action withrespect to ϕ leads to the following field equation,
f ′′(ϕ)(R− ϕ) = 0. (1.50)
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Because of the assumption on f ′′, this leads to ϕ = R. Replacing ϕ with R in action(1.49) shows the equivalence with the f(R) action. In the literature, it is quite usualto go further and rewrite the scalar-tensor action (1.49) under a more usual form, interms of a new scalar field ψ which is coupled to the Ricci scalar with a term ψR. Tothis aim, one needs to define ψ as

ψ = f ′(ϕ). (1.51)
Because of the assumption on f ′′, f ′ is invertible, and one can note F its inversefunction. Therefore ϕ = F (ψ). Introducing a potential

V (ψ) = f(F (ψ))− ψF (ψ), (1.52)
the scalar-tensor action S [gµν , ϕ] is rewritten as the following scalar-tensor action
S [gµν , ψ],

S [gµν , ψ] =

∫
d4x

√−g
[
ψR + V (ψ)

]
. (1.53)

In a word, the f(R) action with f ′′ > 0 or f ′′ < 0 is equivalent to the scalar-tensoraction (1.53). Although the original f(R) action leads to higher-order field equations,this is no more the case of the scalar-tensor action (1.53), which gives second-orderfield equations. Point 5 (higher-order field equations) and point 2 (extra fields) abovethus naturally lead to considering, respectively, f(R) theories and scalar-tensor the-ories, which are seen to be tightly linked.
Extra dimensions (point 1) and Kaluza-Klein compactification
As regards point 1, models with extra dimensions are often constructed so as tocure problems coming rather from high energy physics, like the hierarchy problem,e.g. by adding large extra dimensions (ADD model by Arkani-Hamed, Dimopou-los, Dvali [77]) or warped extra dimensions (Randall-Sundrum model [78]). Anothermodel, the DGP (Dvali, Gabadadze, Porrati) theory [79], aims at reproducing the cos-mic acceleration of dark energy without needing any cosmological constant. In thismodel, the action is the sum of a four-dimensional and a five-dimensional Einstein-Hilbert actions.

Concerning the purely gravitational aspects, we have seen with Lovelock’s the-orem that allowing for extra dimensions enables to add new terms (the Lovelockinvariants) in a gravitational action still depending only on the metric. One mustthen find what to do with these extra dimensions, taking into account the physicalrelevance of the usual four-dimensional spacetime.
A process of interest is the Kaluza-Klein (KK) compactification of these extradimensions. This is named after the KK theory, developed in the 1920s. In Kaluza’smodel [80], a five-dimensional metric gAB , A,B = 0, · · · , 4 obeys the dynamics ofthe five-dimensional Einstein-Hilbert action. Grossly speaking, the components gABare split into a four-dimensional metric gµν , µ, ν = 0, · · · , 3, a scalar field ϕ ∼ g44 anda four-dimensional one-form field Aµ ∼ gµ4. Klein then gave the theory a quantum
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interpretation, proposing that the additional fifth dimension is compact, being acircle whose radius is a multiple of the Planck length [81]. KK theory leads to fieldequations for the four-dimensional metric and vector field, and thus stands as a uni-fied field theory of gravitation and electromagnetism.
In this manuscript, KK compactification will be used in relation to scalar-tensortheories. This process will be illustrated below, first in Sec. 1.3, then in Sec. 2.5,in the case of the compactification of the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory down to afour-dimensional scalar-tensor theory. Later on, KK compactifications of more gen-eral Lovelock theories will be performed, in Sec. 5.3. The obtained four-dimensionalscalar-tensor theorymay retain some of the features of the higher-dimensional the-ory, thus drawing an interesting link between point 1 (extra dimensions) and scalar-tensor theories.

Other modifications of gravity (points 3 and 4)
As regards point 4, several mechanisms can break diffeomorphism invariance, likegiving a preferred time direction (Horava-Lifshitz gravity [82]) or endowing the gravi-ton with a mass (massive gravity). Note however that, by adding auxiliary fields,there exist healthy versions of massive gravity which do not break diffeomorphisminvariance [83], see [84] for a review on massive gravity. Again, there exists inter-esting links between different modifications of gravity. The five-dimensional DGPmodel mentioned above can be shown to be equivalent to ghost-free massive grav-ity [84]. Both models reduce to a scalar-tensor theory in the so-called decouplinglimit. For massive gravity, this limit corresponds to sending the mass of graviton
m → 0, the Planck mass to infinity, while keeping the product of both finite. Thescalar is then the helicity-0 mode [85]. For DGP model, this limit is reached at dis-tances smaller than the ratio between the four andfive-dimensional Planckmasses [86].

On the other hand, authorizing torsion or non-metricity (point 3) allows formanynew possibilities, like f(T ) and f(Q) theories. The interested reader is referred tothe respective reviews [87] and [88].
Scalar-tensor theories: adding a unique degree of freedom
To cut a long story short, various ways exist which enable to modify GR. The presentthesis focuses on scalar-tensor theories, which we just defined above as theorieswith an action functional S [gµν , ϕ] depending on the usual metric field gµν , and ona new field, the scalar ϕ. More precisely, the attention will be restricted to scalar-
tensor theories for which there exists a unique scalar degree of freedom on
top of the usual two metric degrees of freedom of GR. This is not so obvious asit may seem: an action S [gµν , ϕ] may possess more than three dynamical degreesof freedom in total. This is in general the case if the field equations are of orderhigher than two, and is linked to the existence of unstable, unphysical degrees offreedom, the Ostrogradsky ghosts [76]. This question will thus be of importance forthe correct formulation of scalar-tensor theories, and is therefore dealt with in the
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last section of this chapter, Sec. 1.4.

With this definition as theories where a unique degree of freedom is addedthanks to a scalar field, scalar-tensor theories appear as a very natural way of modi-fying GR. For instance, from the EFT point of view, one may admit that GR describesaccurately the physics up to some energy scale, but that some additional degreesof freedom (the first of which being ϕ) are excited when the energy increases. Thissimplicity as adding a single degree of freedomalso implies the robustness of scalar-tensor theories: we have seen that another natural modification of gravity, the f(R)theories, are equivalent (under certain mathematical assumptions) to scalar-tensortheories. We have also briefly mentioned the link between scalar-tensor theoriesand other modifications of gravity, like the higher-dimensional theories which, aftercertain KK compactifications, lead to scalar-tensor theories. Let us now explore thedetails of this claim by performing an explicit compactification.

1.3 . Diagonal Kaluza-Klein compacti-
fication of Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet
gravity

Our journey towards scalar-tensor gravity started with Lovelock’s theorem, stat-ing that a purely metric theory of gravity in D dimensions (the use of the notation
D is for latter convenience), without torsion nor non-metricity, and yielding second-order and conserved field equations, has action

S [gµν ] =

∫
dDx

√−g
⌊D−1

2
⌋∑

k=0

αkR(k) =

∫
dDx

√−g (R− 2Λ + ᾱG + · · · ) , (1.54)
where Eq. (1.38) recalls the definition ofR(k), and we have set the couplings α1 = 1,
α0 = −2Λ and α2 = ᾱ. G = R2 − 4RµνR

µν + RµνρσR
µνρσ is the GB invariant. Letus consider in detail the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet (EGB) action without cosmologicalconstant, designing explicitlyD-dimensional quantities with a subscript (D),

S(D),EGB
[
g(D)AB

]
≡
∫

dDx
√
−g(D)

(
R(D) + ᾱG(D)

)
, (1.55)

which stands as the first non-trivial modification to the Einstein-Hilbert action in
D > 4, but reduces to GR inD = 4, where G is a boundary term. This result impliedthatmodifications of gravity had to be looked for, typically, with extra dimensions orextra fields. Let us now show that, in fact, these two approaches may coincide whenone performs a KK dimensional reduction. Split the D-dimensional Lorentzianline element into a D-dimensional Lorentzian line element, plus an n-dimensionalEuclidean line element with n = D−D,

g(D)AB(x
ρ)dxAdxB = g(D)µν(x

ρ)dxµdxν + e−2ϕ(xρ)g̃(n)ab (x
c) dxadxb, (1.56)
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where the original spacetime with D dimensions corresponds to indices A,B, · · · ,the D-dimensional target spacetime to µ, ν, · · · and the n-dimensional internalspace to a, b, · · · . This decomposition is said to bediagonal, since there are no cross-terms dxµdxa.
Moreover, theD andD-dimensionalmetrics donot dependon the internal spacecoordinates xa, while in the case of the internal space, the dependence on the targetspacetime coordinates xµ is completely encoded into the conformal factor e−2ϕ(xµ),where ϕ is a scalar field. Obviously, this choice of decomposition is related to the willof relating the D-dimensional, purely metric EGB theory (1.55), to a D-dimensionalscalar-tensor theory. Had we included cross-terms dxµdxa, this would have givenrise to one-form fields Aµ ∼ gµa, like in the original KK model. This decompositionfor the EGB theory was performed in [89], see also [90] for similar considerations,leading to the following results. With straightforward calculations5, Eq. (1.56) yields

√
−g(D) =

√
−g̃(n)

√
−g(D)e

−nϕ, (1.57)
R(D) = R(D) + R̃(n)e

2ϕ + n (n− 1) (∂ϕ)2 , (1.58)
G(D) = G(D) + G̃(n)e

4ϕ + 2R̃(n)e
2ϕ
[
R(D) + (n− 2) (n− 3) (∂ϕ)2

]

− 4n (n− 1)Gµν
(D)∂µϕ ∂νϕ+ 2n (n− 1) (n− 2)□ϕ (∂ϕ)2

− n (n− 1)2 (n− 2) (∂ϕ)4 . (1.59)
In these equations, quantities with∼ are those associated to the metric of the inter-nal space g̃(n)ab. Since ϕ depends only on the target spacetime, all terms involvingits derivatives are D-dimensional terms,

(∂ϕ)2 = gµν(D)∂µϕ ∂νϕ, □ϕ = gµν(D)∇(D)µ∇(D)νϕ. (1.60)
Assume now that the curvature invariants R̃(n), G̃(n) of the internal space are con-stants, for instance if the internal space is maximally-symmetric or a product ofspheres. Then,

S(D),EGB
[
g(D)µν

]
= V(n) S(D),n,EGB

[
g(D)µν , ϕ

]
. (1.61)

The constant proportionality factor V(n) is the volume of the internal space,
V(n) =

∫
dnx
√

−g̃(n), (1.62)
while S(D),n,EGB

[
g(D)µν , ϕ

] is a D-dimensional scalar-tensor action. It reads
S(D),n,EGB

[
g(D)µν , ϕ

]
=

∫
dDx

√
−g(D) e

−nϕ
{
R(D) + R̃(n)e

2ϕ + n (n− 1) (∂ϕ)2

+ ᾱ
[
G(D) + G̃(n)e

4ϕ + 2R̃(n)e
2ϕ
(
R(D) + (n− 2) (n− 3) (∂ϕ)2

)

− 4n (n− 1)Gµν
(D)∂µϕ ∂νϕ+ 2n (n− 1) (n− 2)□ϕ (∂ϕ)2

− n (n− 1)2 (n− 2) (∂ϕ)4
]}
. (1.63)

5The aim at this point is of course not to enter in any technical details. These will be rather devel-oped later on, in Sec. 5.3.
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In fact, S(D),n,EGB depends not only on the internal space dimension n, but also on its
geometry, since its Ricci and GB scalars, R̃(n) and G̃(n), appear in the action. Thesegeometrical terms of the internal space are mere coupling constants for the result-ing D-dimensional theory. Thus, as announced, modifying gravity by adding extradimensions can translate into the inclusion of extra fields to a D-dimensional the-ory following a KK procedure, so in particular to a four-dimensional theory by taking
D = 4.

For clarity, we emphasize that, although the GB invariant is a boundary term infour dimensions, it obviously contributes non-trivially to the field equations whencoupled to a scalar field ϕ as in action (1.63). In fact, beyond Lovelock’s mathemat-ical result, the GB invariant is physically motivated by many considerations fromstring theory, where for instance, 1-loop corrected heterotic string effective actionpresents terms as eϕG, where ϕ is the dilaton [91, 92, 93, 94, 95].
It will be seen in Sec. 2.5 that the most relevant interpretation of action (1.63)is obtained by taking a singular limit ᾱ → ∞, n → 0 and ᾱ n = constant. Forthe moment however, let us conclude this first chapter by a study of the possiblepathologies brought about by higher-order field equations, as in f(R) theories. Theassociated Ostrogradsky instability, and its possible circumvention, will constrainthe admissible scalar-tensor theories.

1.4 . Higher-order field equations: Os-
trogradsky instability, and evad-
ing it by degeneracy of the kinetic
matrix

1.4.1 . A toy model
The issue of higher-order field equations is often presented by using the follow-ing toy model of analytical mechanics, see [96]. Let us use the same toy model andbriefly repeat the analysis of this latter reference. The variables are ϕ(t) and qi(t)with i = 1, · · · , n, and a dot means time derivative. The action reads

S
[
ϕ, qi

]
=

∫
dt

[
1

2
aϕ̈2 +

1

2
kij q̇

iq̇j + biϕ̈ q̇
i + ciϕ̇ q̇

i

]
. (1.64)

The field equations are
0 = a

....
ϕ + bi

...
q i − ciq̈

i, (1.65)
0 = kij q̈

j + bi
...
ϕ + ciϕ̈. (1.66)
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To compute the number of degrees of freedom, one replaces ϕ̇ by Q, and imposesthat ϕ̇ = Q by using a Lagrange multiplier λ, yielding
S
[
ϕ, qi, Q, λ

]
=

∫
dt

[
1

2
aQ̇2 +

1

2
kij q̇

iq̇j + biQ̇ q̇
i + ciQ q̇

i − λ
(
Q− ϕ̇

)]
. (1.67)

The new field equations are
ci q̇

i − λ = aQ̈+ biq̈
i, (1.68)

−ci q̇i = biQ̈+ kij q̈
j, (1.69)

ϕ̇ = Q, λ̇ = 0, (1.70)
and one can check that they are equivalent to the ones of the first formulation.
1.4.2 . Invertible kineticmatrix: Ostrogradsky

ghost instability
From the above system of equations, one can read the kinetic matrix M of thesystem,

M =

(
a bi
bi kij

)
. (1.71)

IfM is invertible, the above systemof differential equations (1.68-1.70) requires initialconditions for Q, Q̇, qi, q̇i, λ and ϕ, so 2(n + 2) initial conditions, describing there-fore n + 2 degrees of freedom. However, the variables of the initial action, S [ϕ, qi],seemed to imply only n+1 degrees of freedom. The (n+2)-th degree of freedom isan unphysical degree of freedom, the Ostrogradsky ghost. Its appearance is linkedto the presence of derivatives of order higher than two in the original field equa-tions. It can be identifiedmore rigorously in the framework of Hamiltonian analysis.In this framework, the kinetic term of the Ostrogradsky degree of freedom is shownto have the wrong sign. The Hamiltonian is unbounded from below: this is the Os-trogradsky instability.
1.4.3 . Degeneratekineticmatrix: evading the

Ostrogradsky instability
Let us now present the case where the kinetic matrixM is non-invertible, or inother words degenerate. For the purposes of the argument, we assume that thekinetic matrix kij of the variables qi is non-degenerate. Also, for the higher-orderderivatives to be present, we assume a ̸= 0 and bi ̸= 0. Then, the determinant ofthe total kinetic matrixM is

det(M) = det(k)
(
a− bi

(
k−1
)ij
bj

)
, (1.72)

so the degeneracy ofM is equivalent to a− bi (k
−1)

ij
bj = 0. The kernel ofM is thengenerated by the vector v,

v ≡
(
v0

vi

)
≡
( −1

(k−1)
ij
bj

)
. (1.73)
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Projecting (1.68-1.69) along v yields

ci

(
q̇i + viQ̇

)
= λ. (1.74)

Introducing a new variable xi ≡ q̇i + viQ̇, Eqs. (1.68-1.69) are thus equivalent to
λ = ci ẋ

i, (1.75)
0 = kijẍ

j + ciQ̇. (1.76)
Taking the time derivative of (1.75) and using (1.70) to replace Q by ϕ̇ leads to theequivalent system

0 = ci ẍ
i, (1.77)

0 = ci ϕ̈+ kijẍ
j. (1.78)

This is a second order system for the n + 1 variables ϕ and xi. As a conclusion, thedegeneracy of the kinetic matrix M is seen to imply that the (n + 2)-th degree offreedom (the Ostrogradsky ghost) does not appear.
1.4.4 . Consequences for f (R)and scalar-tensor

theories
The previous analysis extends very generically beyond the simple toy model.Therefore, the f(R) theories, which have field equations of order four, suffer fromOstrogradsky instabilities. While f(R) theories might have seemed, at first sight,very straightforward modifications of gravity (since they depend only on the metricfield, just as GR), their higher-order equations of motion justifies, among other ar-guments given previously, that this thesis focuses on another natural modificationof gravity, namely scalar-tensor theories.
The Ostrogradsky instability explains that onemay at first restrict their attentionto field equations of order two, as is most common in physics. This retrospectivelyexplains one of the assumption of Lovelock’s theorem: ’The field equations are ofsecond order’. The construction of scalar-tensor theories followed the same prin-ciple6: Gregory Horndeski constructed as early as in 1974 the most general action

S [gµν , ϕ] with second-order field equations [99]. Later on, more general, healthyactions S [gµν , ϕ] were constructed [100, 96], with higher-order field equations, butwhere degeneracy of the kinetic matrix is required in order for the theory to propa-gate a unique additional degree of freedom (on top of the usual two metric degreesof freedom). These are theDegenerate Higher-Order Scalar-Tensor (DHOST) the-ories [96]. The next chapter presents the Horndeski and DHOST theories, and theirproperties.
6Historically, the firstmajor proposal of a scalar-tensor theory is the Brans-Dicke theory [97], build-ing upon a proposal of Jordan [98]. Brans-Dicke theory will be briefly presented at the end of Sec. 2.1.





2 - Generic aspects of scalar-tensor the-
ories

This second chapter presents the generic aspects of scalar-tensor theories, whichhave been defined in Chap. 1 as theories, described by an action functional S [gµν , ϕ],propagating two metric and one scalar degrees of freedom. The understandingof Ostrogradsky instability, Sec. 1.4, implies that the most straightforward way ofconstructing such scalar-tensor theories is to impose second-order field equations.This leads to the scalar-tensor theories of Horndeski, now also called generalized
Galileons, and presented in Sec. 2.1. In a second time, Sec. 2.2 defines and analyzes aparticular redefinition of themetric field, called disformal transformation. Indeed,this naturally paves the way towards the introduction of scalar-tensor theories withfield equations of order higher than two, but evading the Ostrogradsky instability.These are the beyond Horndeski and DHOST theories, Sec. 2.3.

Then, Sec. 2.4 presents the various symmetries of scalar-tensor theories whichmay simplify the analysis of their field equations. One of these symmetries is localconformal invariance, and is tightly linked to the formulation of a four-dimensional
Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet (4DEGB) theory. This is a scalar-tensor theory which repro-duces the features of the higher-dimensional EGB theory as formulated by Lovelock.Sec. 2.5 gives all details about this 4DEGB theory.

2.1 . Scalar-tensor theories ofHorndeski
The Horndeski action is the most general four-dimensional scalar-tensor action

S [gµν , ϕ] with a variational principle leading to field equations of second order. Ex-plicitly,
Eµν ≡ 2√−g

δS

δgµν
, Eϕ ≡ 1√−g

δS

δϕ
, (2.1)

contain at most second-order derivatives of the metric gµν and the scalar field ϕ.This action was constructed as early as in 1974 by Gregory Horndeski [99]. A reviewof Horndeski theories can be found in [24]. The following paragraph briefly sketchesthe original construction by Horndeski, while a more detailed account of this con-struction can be found in appendix A.
2.1.1 . Original derivation by Horndeski

Horndeski started from a generic four-dimensional action with diffeomorphisminvariance S [gµν , ϕ] =
∫
d4x

√−gL. An infinitesimal diffeomorphism is parameter-ized by a vector field δξµ under which the fields are modified according to their Lie
25
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derivatives along −δξµ,
δgµν = ∇µδξν +∇νδξµ, δϕ = −δξµ∂µϕ. (2.2)

Diffeomorphism invariance of S then implies, after integrating by parts and usingthe symmetry of Eµν ,
0 = δS =

∫
d4x

√−g δξµ
{
−∇ν

(
2√−g

δS

δgµν

)
− 1√−g

δS

δϕ
∂µϕ
}
. (2.3)

Since δξµ is arbitrary, one gets the ’Bianchi identity’ for scalar-tensor theories,
∇νEµν = −Eϕ ∂µϕ. (2.4)

Because Eϕ is second-order in derivatives,∇νEµν is also second-order, and not third-order as naively expected. Horndeski thus starts by finding the most general sym-
metric tensor of the form Aµν = Aµν (gµν , ∂gµν , ∂∂gµν , ϕ, ∂ϕ, ∂∂ϕ) which is such
that ∇νAµν is at most of second order in the derivatives of both gµν and ϕ.Then, because of (2.4), Horndeski imposes in addition that this Aµν satisfy∇νAµν =
∂µϕB (gµν , ∂gµν , ∂∂gµν , ϕ, ∂ϕ, ∂∂ϕ) for some Lorentz scalar B. Such an Aµν then cor-responds to the metric field equations Eµν . Finally, Horndeski is able to find the La-grangian which gives rise to the field equations Eµν and Eϕ by inspection of gµνEµν .With this procedure, the Horndeski action reads

S =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
δαβγµνσ

[
K1ϕ

µ
αR

νσ
βγ +

2

3
K1Xϕ

µ
αϕ

ν
βϕ

σ
γ +K3ϕαϕ

µR νσ
βγ

+ 2K3Xϕαϕ
µϕν

βϕ
σ
γ

]
+ δαβµν

[
FR µν

αβ + 2FXϕ
µ
αϕ

ν
β + 2K8ϕαϕ

µϕν
β

]

+ 6 (XK8 − Fϕ)□ϕ+K9

}
. (2.5)

It is parameterized by four arbitrary functions Ki (ϕ,X), i = 1, 3, 8, 9, of the scalarfield ϕ and of its kinetic term X ,
X ≡ −1

2
gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ = −1

2
ϕµϕµ, (2.6)

and the following abbreviations are used,
ϕµ ≡ ∂µϕ = ∇µϕ, ϕµν ≡ ∇µ∇νϕ = ϕνµ, fX ≡ ∂f

∂X
, fϕ ≡ ∂f

∂ϕ
. (2.7)

Finally, the function F ≡ F (ϕ,X) appearing in the action (2.5) must verify
FX = 2 (K3 + 2XK3X −K1ϕ) . (2.8)

2.1.2 . Equivalencewith the generalizedGalileon
The original form (2.5) of the action is no more used nowadays. The currentform can be called the generalized Galileon form of Horndeski theories, andis obtained in the following way. One starts from the Galileon action [101]. This
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is the most general four-dimensional scalar field action within a fixed Minkowskibackground, invariant under the Galilean transformation for the scalar field, ϕ →
ϕ+ bµx

µ+cwith constant bµ and c, and leading to second-order field equations. TheGalileon action reads
S [ϕ] =

∫
d4x
{
c1ϕ+ c2X − c3X□ϕ+ c4X

[
(□ϕ)2 − ∂µ∂νϕ ∂

µ∂νϕ
]

− c5
3
X
[
(□ϕ)3 − 3□ϕ∂µ∂νϕ ∂

µ∂νϕ+ 2∂µ∂νϕ ∂
ν∂ρϕ ∂ρ∂

µϕ
]}
, (2.9)

where c1, c2, c3, c4, c5 are constants, and of course, the kinetic term is appropriate tothe fixed Minkowski metric ηµν ,X = −ηµν∂µϕ ∂νϕ/2. Eq. (2.9) is a pure scalar action,and one can transform it into a scalar-tensor action by making the replacements
ηµν → gµν , ∂µ → ∇µ, and multiplying the Lagrangian by √−g. However, in addi-tion to this usual procedure, additional termsmust be included in order to maintainsecond-order field equations for the metric gµν . These additional terms are empha-sized in red below. The covariant Galileon action thus obtained [102, 103] is
S [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
c1ϕ+ c2X − c3X□ϕ+

c4
2
X2R + c4X

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]

+ c5X
2Gµνϕµν −

c5
3
X
[
(□ϕ)3 − 3□ϕϕµνϕ

µν + 2ϕµνϕ
νρϕµ

ρ

]}
. (2.10)

We recall that X = −gµνϕµϕν/2, ϕµ = ∇µϕ, ϕµν = ∇µ∇νϕ. Note that the co-variant Galileon action (2.10) is called ’Galileon’ only by analogy with the originalGalileon action (2.9): it does not enjoy anymore the Galilean symmetry. One canthus push the analogy further by constructing the generalized Galileon action: thistime, one starts by constructing a four-dimensional scalar field action S [ϕ] in a fixedMinkowski background, with the only requirement that the field equations be ofsecond order. There is no more reference to the Galilean symmetry, and one findsan action which generalizes the original Galileon action (2.9). Then, one promotesthis scalar field action S [ϕ] to a scalar-tensor action S [gµν , ϕ] in the sameway as onepromoted the original Galileon action (2.9) to the covariant Galileon action (2.10). Theobtained theory is the generalized Galileon [104],
S [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
G2 (ϕ,X)−G3 (ϕ,X)□ϕ+G4 (ϕ,X)R

+G4X

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]
+G5 (ϕ,X)Gµνϕµν

− G5X

6

[
(□ϕ)3 − 3□ϕϕµνϕ

µν + 2ϕµνϕ
νρϕµ

ρ

]}
. (2.11)

It is parameterized by four arbitrary functions G2 (ϕ,X), G3 (ϕ,X), G4 (ϕ,X) and
G5 (ϕ,X) of the scalar field ϕ and its kinetic term X . In fact, this action (2.11) is the
generalizedGalileon formofHorndeski theories, since it is equivalent to the orig-inal Horndeski action (2.5). Indeed, it can be obtained from (2.5) through integrationby parts and identification of the four functions G2, G3, G4 and G5 as [105]

G2 = K9 + 4X

∫
(K8ϕ − 2K3ϕϕ) dX, G5 = −4K1,

G3 = 6Fϕ − 2XK8 − 8XK3ϕ + 2

∫
(K8 − 2K3ϕ) dX, G4 = 2F − 4XK3. (2.12)
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The advantage of the Galileon approach is that it yields a nicely written and conciseaction (2.11) in a not so difficult way. However, its equivalence with the Horndeski ac-tion (2.5) is paramount, since only the Horndeski approach guarantees that the ob-tained action is the most general four-dimensional scalar-tensor action with secondorder field equations. This being said, Horndeski theories are nowadays exclusivelydealt with under their generalized Galileon form (2.11).
2.1.3 . Commonmetric-scalar couplings in the

Galileon formalism
Importantly, the Horndeski, or generalized Galileon, action, is defined throughthe requirement of second-order field equations. Therefore, the form (2.11) is themost general leading to such field equations only up to integration by parts. No-tably, some usual terms of scalar-tensor theories are commonly written in a com-pact way which is not necessarily the one of the generalized Galileon notations.However, if one tries such a Lagrangian and finds that it leads to second-order fieldequations, then there necessarily exists a way to rewrite it under the Galileon nota-tions with integration by parts.

Fab Four theory
This is in particular the case for the Fab Four Lagrangians [106, 107], which wereintroduced so as to allow self-tuning mechanisms on FLRW backgrounds,

LJohn ≡ VJ(ϕ)Gµνϕµϕν , (2.13)
LRingo ≡ VR(ϕ)G, (2.14)
LPaul ≡ VP(ϕ)P µρνσϕµϕνϕρσ. (2.15)

We recall that Gµν is the Einstein tensor and G the GB scalar. The tensor Pµρνσ is
Pµρνσ ≡ Rµρνσ + gµσRρν + gρνRµσ − gµνRρσ − gρσRµν +

1

2
(gµνgρσ − gµσgρν)R. (2.16)

This definition could be used in any spacetime dimension, and in four dimensions,it is equivalent to P µρνσ = −ϵµραβRαβλτ ϵ
νσλτ/4, i.e. the double dual of the Riemanntensor [35]. The functions V···(ϕ) are arbitrary functions of ϕ. We did not write theGeorge term which is just the G4 term of Horndeski. However, for the three termswe have written, the equivalence is not straightforward. For the coupling to GB, theGalileon correspondence is

G2 = 8VRϕϕϕϕX2 (3− lnX) , G3 = 4VRϕϕϕX(7− 3 lnX),

G4 = 4VRϕϕX(2− lnX), G5 = −4VRϕ lnX. (2.17)
This was demonstrated at the level of the field equations by [105], andmore recentlyshown directly at the level of the action by [108], using the expression of G as a totalderivative (in four dimensions) found by [109].
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As concerns the coupling to the Einstein tensor, it is a G5 term,

G5 = −
∫
VJ(ϕ)dϕ, (2.18)

but if VJ(ϕ) = 1, it can also be written as a G4 term,
G4 = X. (2.19)

Finally, let us take the Paul termwith VP(ϕ) = 1 for simplicity (it is the only case whichwill be needed in this manuscript). It corresponds to [110]
G5 = 3X. (2.20)

(Generalized) Brans-Dicke theory
One of the first and most well-known scalar-tensor theory was introduced by BransandDicke in 1961 [97]. It was further generalizedbyBergmann [111] andWagoner [112],leading to the generalized Brans-Dicke theory:

S =

∫
d4x

√−g
[
ϕR− ω(ϕ)

ϕ
(∂ϕ)2 − V (ϕ)

]
. (2.21)

This belongs to Horndeski with
G2 = −V (ϕ) + 2

ω(ϕ)

ϕ
, G4 = ϕ. (2.22)

The particular case of Brans-Dicke corresponds to ω(ϕ) = constant and V (ϕ) = 0.We mostly introduce this action for its simplicity and historical importance (it wasfirst constructed to get a varying Newton’s constant, replaced by 1/ϕ), but it willnot be of great interest for us. Indeed, it allows for no asymptotically flat hairy BHsolution but one, the BBMB BH [113, 114], as will be explained in Sec. 3.1 dedicated tono-hair theorems. This somehow explains the necessity of going beyond the simpleBrans-Dicke theory, and considering rather the Horndeski theory, in order to getnew BH phenomenology.

2.2 . Disformal transformationsofHorn-
deski theories

Now that the modern Horndeski action (2.11) is constructed, one can naturallywonder about its behaviour under redefinitions of the two fields upon which it de-pends, the metric field gµν and the scalar field ϕ. In particular, since gµν is a sym-metric covariant two-tensor, it is tempting to construct a symmetric covariant two-tensor from the scalar field ϕ, and to add it to the metric. An infinity of possibilitiesexist: with the notations of (2.7), ϕµϕν , ϕµν , ϕµρϕ
ρ
ν ... The simplest possibility is the
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one which yields derivatives of not too high order: if one acts upon ϕµϕν with ∂ or
∇, one gets terms with at most∇∇ϕ, while with any other possibility, one would getterms with at least ∇∇∇ϕ. One thus defines a disformal transformation [115] asthe following redefinition of the fields:

gµν 7→ g̃µν ≡ gµν +D (ϕ,X)ϕµϕν , ϕ 7→ ϕ̃ ≡ ϕ. (2.23)
The disformal transformation is seen to act only upon the metric. The transforma-tion is parameterized by a function D (ϕ,X) of the scalar field and its kinetic term.Again, if one were considering more general functions of other scalar quantitiesconstructed from ϕ, like D (ϕ,X,□ϕ), derivatives of high order in ϕ would appearmore rapidly. Even with the simple disformal transformation (2.23), it not obviousthat a Horndeski action S [gµν , ϕ] leads to a sensible action in terms of g̃µν . Forinstance, the term Gµνϕµν , which appears in the Horndeski action (2.11), containsterms in (∂∂gµν) (∂∂ϕ), which, once rewritten in terms of g̃µν and ϕ, give terms in
(∂∂∂ϕ) (∂∂ϕ).
2.2.1 . Transformation of the action

However, using integration by parts, the scalar-tensor action written in terms ofthe disformal metric g̃µν ,
S̃ [g̃µν , ϕ] ≡ S [gµν , ϕ] , (2.24)

can be recast in a relatively simple form, see Eq. (2.30) below [116, 47]. To this aim,an important expression is the one for the inverse of the disformal metric,
g̃µν = gµν − D

1− 2DX
ϕµϕν , (2.25)

where it is seen that the disformal transformation is well-defined asmapping invert-ible symmetric tensors to invertible symmetric tensors if and only if 1 − 2DX ̸= 0.This is confirmed by the computation of the determinant of the disformal metric.Understanding this computation will be useful later, see Eq. (2.40), so we briefly ex-plain it. First write
g̃µν = gµρ (δ

ρ
ν +Dgρσϕσϕν) , (2.26)

then take the determinant of both sides (wewrite here the det in order to distinguishclearly matrices from determinants),
det (g̃) = det (g)× det

(
I +Dg−1P

)
, (2.27)

where I is the identity matrix and P is the rank one matrix Pµν ≡ ϕµϕν . Thus g−1Pis also of rank one, and its unique nonvanishing eigenvalue is its trace, (g−1P)
µ
µ =

gµνϕµϕν = −2X . So the matrix I + Dg−1P has a single eigenvalue different from 1and equal to 1− 2DX , yielding the final expression
det (g̃) = det (g) (1− 2DX) , (2.28)

or, dropping as usual the notation det,
g̃ = g (1− 2DX) . (2.29)
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These ingredients, as well as other detailed in appendix B, enable to write the scalar-tensor action S̃ [g̃µν , ϕ] = S [gµν , ϕ] as [100]
S̃ [g̃µν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x
√

−g̃
{
G̃2 − G̃3□̃ϕ+ G̃4R̃ + G̃4X̃

[(
□̃ϕ
)2

− ϕ̃µνϕ̃µν

]

+ G̃5G̃
µνϕ̃µν −

G̃5X̃

6

[(
□̃ϕ
)3

− 3□̃ϕϕ̃µνϕ̃µν + 2ϕ̃µνϕ̃νρϕ̃µ
ρ

]

+ L̃4b + L̃5b

}
. (2.30)

On the one hand, there are the usual terms of the Horndeski action (2.11), but ofcourse now in terms of the disformal metric g̃µν and with modified Horndeski func-
tions G̃2, G̃3, G̃4, G̃5 which are determined by the initial Horndeski functions andthe disformal factor D (ϕ,X), and are given in appendix B. On the other hand, the
Lagrangian contains two additional contributions L̃4b and L̃5b. They read

L̃4b = 2F̃4

{
X̃

[(
□̃ϕ
)2

− ϕ̃µνϕ̃µν

]
+ □̃ϕϕ̃µϕ̃µνϕ̃ν − ϕ̃µϕ̃µνϕ̃νρϕ̃ρ

}
, (2.31)

L̃5b = F̃5

{
2X̃

[(
□̃ϕ
)3

− 3□̃ϕϕ̃µνϕ̃µν + 2ϕ̃µνϕ̃νρϕ̃µ
ρ

]
+ 3
[(

□̃ϕ
)2
ϕ̃µϕ̃µνϕ̃ν

− 2□̃ϕϕ̃µϕ̃µνϕ̃νρϕ̃ρ − ϕ̃µνϕ̃µνϕ̃ρϕ̃ρσϕ̃σ + 2ϕ̃µϕ̃µνϕ̃νρϕ̃ρσϕ̃σ

]}
. (2.32)

The two additional functions F̃4 and F̃5, which, as the Horndeski functions, dependon the scalar field and its kinetic term, are determined by the initial Horndeski func-tions and the disformal factorD (ϕ,X), see appendix B. It can be seen, in particular,
that F̃4 vanishes ifD does not depend onX and either there is noG5 term in the ini-
tial action or G5 andD do not depend on ϕ. On the other hand, F̃5 vanishes if thereis no G5 in the initial action or D does not depend on X . These subcases, where F̃4and F̃5 vanish, determine when the Horndeski class is stable under the disformaltransformation (2.23), i.e. mapped to another Horndeski action. Generically how-ever, the Horndeski action is not stable, and the disformal action belongs to a classof theories which can be written as
S [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
G2 −G3□ϕ+G4R +G4X

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]

+G5G
µνϕµν −

G5X

6

[
(□ϕ)3 − 3□ϕϕµνϕ

µν + 2ϕµνϕ
νρϕµ

ρ

]

+ F4ϵ
µνρσϵαβγσϕµϕαϕνβϕργ + F5ϵ

µνρσϵαβγδϕµϕαϕνβϕργϕσδ

}
. (2.33)

This new class of theories can be considered for itself, and nomore as coming fromadisformal transformation of a Horndeski action, so there are no more∼ (disformal)quantities. All functions G2, G3, G4, G5, F4, F5 depend as usual on ϕ and X . Also,the new terms (2.31-2.32) are written in an equivalent, more concise but less explicitway, involving the Levi-Civita tensor ϵµνρσ. This class of actions (2.33) will be studiedbelow, paragraph 2.3.1, in more detail as the beyond Horndeski theories, see [117,100] and also [118]. Before that, let us go back to the framework of the disformaltransformation, and wonder if the transformed action S̃ [g̃µν , ϕ] is equivalent to theoriginal action S [gµν , ϕ].
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2.2.2 . (In)equivalence of the transformed ac-
tion

Indeed, a fundamental question is whether the disformal transformation (2.23),which maps the action S [gµν , ϕ] to the new action S̃ [g̃µν , ϕ], amounts to a mere re-definition of the fields and thus to the description of the same physics, or whetherthe two theories S [gµν , ϕ] and S̃ [g̃µν , ϕ] are inequivalent [119]. This question can beanswered from two points of view. First, the distinction between inequivalent theo-ries becomes clear when it comes to defining the physical metric to which matterfields couple minimally. Assume for example that the physical metric is the initialmetric gµν . This means that the total action including matter fields, collectively de-noted as Ψm, reads
Stot [gµν , ϕ,Ψm] = S [gµν , ϕ] + Sm [gµν ,Ψm] . (2.34)

Sm [gµν ,Ψm] is the matter action, and minimal coupling of the matter to the metric
gµν means that Sm does not depend on the scalar field ϕ. Then, if the disformaltransformation (2.23) mapping gµν to g̃µν is invertible, one gets an equivalent action

S̃tot [g̃µν , ϕ,Ψm] ≡ Stot [gµν , ϕ,Ψm] (2.35)
and this action is explicitly obtained as

S̃tot [g̃µν , ϕ,Ψm] = S̃ [g̃µν , ϕ] + Sm [g̃µν −Dϕµϕν ,Ψm] , (2.36)
where the part S̃ [g̃µν , ϕ] is the beyond Horndeski action described above and de-fined by (2.24). The matter fields Ψm are seen to be non-minimally coupled in theframe g̃µν , i.e., they do not couple only to the metric g̃µν but also to the scalar field
ϕ. While both actions S̃tot [g̃µν , ϕ,Ψm] and Stot [gµν , ϕ,Ψm] are equivalent, the action
Stot [gµν , ϕ,Ψm] is said to be written in terms of the physical metric gµν to which mat-ter fields couple minimally. Once this notion of physical metric is understood, itbecomes clear how the disformal transformation (2.23) can be used to define twophysically inequivalent theories. One can indeed perform the disformal transfor-mation only on the vacuum, pure scalar-tensor part of the action, Eq. (2.24). If thedisformal transformation is invertible, this leads to two equivalent theories in vac-uum, but described in different frames: S [gµν , ϕ] and S̃ [g̃µν , ϕ]. From this, one can
define a theory including matter and for which the disformal metric g̃µν is definedto be the physical metric, thus leading to a total action of the form

S̃ ̸=tot [g̃µν , ϕ,Ψm] = S̃ [g̃µν , ϕ] + S̃ ̸=m [g̃µν ,Ψm] , (2.37)
where the superscript ’̸=’ emphasizes the difference of the corresponding actionswith the actions appearing in (2.36). Now the matter action S̃ ̸=m [g̃µν ,Ψm] is definedso that the matter fields Ψm are minimally coupled in the frame g̃µν . This is thefirst way of getting inequivalent theories, namely (2.34) and (2.37), from an invert-ible disformal transformation (2.23): while the vacuum part (2.24) of both actionsare equivalent, the equivalence is broken by the definition of the matter action as
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being, for instance, minimally coupled as illustrated.

In the previous argument, one uses the matter action to get inequivalent the-ories from disformal transformations because the disformal transformation is as-sumed invertible. Therefore, the second way which can lead to inequivalent actions
S [gµν , ϕ] and S̃ [g̃µν , ϕ] is if the disformal transformation is not invertible. The Jaco-bian of the transformation (2.23) is the ’matrix’
(

δg̃µν(x)

δgρσ(y)

δg̃µν(x)

δϕ(y)
δϕ̃(x)
δgρσ(y)

δϕ̃(x)
δϕ(y)

)
=

(
1
2

(
δρµδ

σ
ν + δσµδ

ρ
ν +DXϕ

ρϕσϕµϕν

)
δ (x, y) δg̃µν(x)

δϕ(y)

0 δ (x, y)

)
, (2.38)

where δ (x, y) is the usual Dirac distribution. Since it is upper triangular, there is noneed to compute δg̃µν (x) /δϕ (y): the disformal transformation is invertible if andonly if the matrix [119, 120]
Jρσ
µν ≡ 1

2

(
δρµδ

σ
ν + δσµδ

ρ
ν +DXϕ

ρϕσϕµϕν

)
≡ Iρσµν +

1

2
DXϕ

ρϕσϕµϕν (2.39)
is invertible. This is effectively a 10×10matrix, with indices being a symmetric pairµνand a symmetric pair ρσ. Iρσµν =

(
δρµδ

σ
ν + δσµδ

ρ
ν

)
/2 is the identity matrix, as underlinedby the fact that Iρσµν = δgµν/δgρσ. One thus sees that the determinant of Jρσ

µν can bedetermined in an analogousway as the determinant det (I +Dg−1P)was computedbetween Eqs. (2.27) and (2.28). Indeed, the matrix ϕρϕσϕµϕν is the analogous of therank one matrix with two indices Pµν = ϕµϕν . Therefore the determinant of Jρσ
µν isone, plus the trace of this part of rank one,

det
(
Jρσ
µν

)
= 1 +

1

2
DXϕ

µϕνϕµϕν = 1 + 2X2DX . (2.40)
As a consequence, the disformal transformation is awell-defined and invertiblemapbetween invertible symmetric tensors if and only if1

1− 2DX ̸∈ {0,∞} , 1 + 2X2DX keeps a constant sign, > 0 or < 0. (2.41)
The first condition comes from the invertibility of g̃µν , Eqs. (2.25) and (2.29). In a nut-shell, two ways enable to get physically inequivalent theories with a disformal
transformation (2.23). If the disformal transformation is not invertible, i.e.
1−2DX ∈ {0,∞} or 1+2X2DX changes sign, then the vacuum actions S [gµν , ϕ]
and S̃ [g̃µν , ϕ] themselves are not equivalent. If on the contrary the disformal
transformation is invertible, then the vacuum actions are physically equiva-
lent, but the total actions (2.34) and (2.37), obtained by coupling matter mini-
mally to the metrics gµν and g̃µν respectively, are inequivalent.

1Note that 1−2DX must in any case not be negative. Otherwise, the disformedmetric would notbe Lorentzian, as shown by the relation (2.29) between the determinants, g̃ = g(1− 2DX).
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2.3 . Beyond Horndeski theories and
Degenerate Higher-Order Scalar-
Tensor (DHOST) theories

2.3.1 . Beyond Horndeski theories
Wehave just explained that a disformal transformationmaps aHorndeski theoryinto a new class of theory, of the form

S [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
G2 −G3□ϕ+G4R +G4X

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]

+G5G
µνϕµν −

G5X

6

[
(□ϕ)3 − 3□ϕϕµνϕ

µν + 2ϕµνϕ
νρϕµ

ρ

]

+ F4ϵ
µνρσϵαβγσϕµϕαϕνβϕργ + F5ϵ

µνρσϵαβγδϕµϕαϕνβϕργϕσδ

}
. (2.42)

This class of theory is calledbeyondHorndeski theories or GLPV (Gleyzes, Langlois,Piazza, Vernizzi) theories [100]. They are really distinct from Horndeski theories, i.e.cannot be rewritten with integration by parts in a Horndeski form. Indeed, the twoadditional Lagrangians, in F4(ϕ,X) and F5(ϕ,X), lead to field equations of orderthree. As we saw in Sec. 1.4, in general, field equations of order higher than twolead to the propagation of Ostrogradsky ghosts, i.e. additional degrees of freedomassociated to a Hamiltonian unbounded from below. We also explained that thisOstrogradsky instability is circumvented if the kinetic matrix of the system is de-generate. In the present case, the analysis of the degrees of freedom is of coursemore intricate than in the toy model of Sec. 1.4, requiring for instance to perform anArnowitt-Deser-Misner (ADM) [121] decomposition. The detailed study can be foundin [100], and reveals that the beyond Horndeski theory propagates the usual
two metric and one scalar degrees of freedom, provided the following rela-
tion holds:

3F5 (G4 − 2XG4X) = XF4G5X . (2.43)
In other words, beyond Horndeski theories, verifying condition (2.43), do not suf-fer from Ostrogradsky instability. As a consequence, the intuitive origin of beyondHorndeski theories as disformal transformations of Horndeski theories, althoughuseful, is no more essential: action (2.42) can be considered in itself as a perfectlyvalid scalar-tensor action, and, among other things, its BH solutionsmay be studied.The field equations of beyond Horndeski theories are presented in appendix C.1.
2.3.2 . DHOST theories

Beyond Horndeski theories, although leading to field equations of order higherthan two, do not suffer from Ostrogradsky instability thanks to the degeneracy ofthe kinetic matrix. One may therefore ask the following question: can one gen-eralize further the beyond Horndeski theories, and find the most general scalar-tensor theory evading the Ostrogradsky instability thanks to the degeneracy of the
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kinetic matrix? This program was initiated by David Langlois and Karim Noui in2015 [96, 122], note in addition the important work [123]. This then led to furthergeneralizations [124, 125], see also the review [126]. They classify the Degenerate
Higher-Order Scalar-Tensor (or DHOST) theories, that is, the scalar-tensor theo-ries where the degeneracy of the kineticmatrix prevents the existence of Ostrograd-sky ghosts, no matter the order of the field equations2.

Again, the reader interested in the construction of these theories is referred tothe original articles. DHOST theories were first constructed at quadratic order [96],then at cubic order [124], while further orders remain to be constructed. Theseorders refer to the order in second derivatives of the scalar field. For instance, inthe beyond Horndeski action (2.42), G4 and F4 are quadratic terms, while G5 and F5are cubic terms (on the other hand,G2 andG3 are linear termswhich do not play anyrole in the kinetic matrix). In this manuscript, we will mostly use the formalism ofHorndeski and beyond Horndeski theories, but some of the solutions we will reviewor construct are based on the DHOST notations. Specifically, at no time will we needthe cubic DHOST action. Let us thus present only the quadratic DHOST action, whichreads
S =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
F R + P +Q□ϕ+ A1ϕµνϕ

µν + A2 (□ϕ)
2 + A3□ϕϕ

µϕµνϕ
ν

+ A4 ϕ
µϕµνϕ

νρϕρ + A5 (ϕ
µϕµνϕ

ν)2
}
. (2.44)

As usual, the functions F , P , Q, A1,2,3,4,5 are functions of ϕ and its kinetic term X .
Traditionally, in the context of DHOST, the kinetic term is understood to be
X ≡ ϕµϕµ, while we recall that X = −ϕµϕµ/2 for Horndeski and beyond Horn-
deski theories. In this manuscript, rather than trying to unify the notations,
we have decided to keep the traditional conventions. Therefore, each time a
DHOST action is considered, the kinetic term is understood to be X = ϕµϕµ,
while each time a (beyond) Horndeski action is considered, X = −ϕµϕµ/2. We
will repeat this caveat when necessary.

There are obviously common terms between the quadratic DHOST Lagrangian(2.44) and the beyond Horndeski Lagrangian (2.42). F , in front of the Ricci scalar, islikeG4, while P ∼ G2 andQ ∼ G3. The terms in A1 and A2 appear inG4X but also in
F4, while A3 and A4 appear in F4 [see the explicit expression of the F4 Lagrangian,Eq. (2.31)]. The A5 Lagrangian is completely new. As explained, the (beyond) Horn-deski Lagrangians G5 and F5 are cubic, so one would need to write down the cubicDHOST Lagrangian to find them appear. In any case, DHOST is the most general
framework of scalar-tensor theories evading Ostrogradsky instability, which
means that (beyond) Horndeski theories are particular cases of DHOST theo-
ries.

The quadratic DHOST action (2.44) is in fact not yet a DHOST action: it is indeeda quadratic, higher-order, scalar-tensor theory, but one must impose the degen-
2This approach is now being performed also for U(1) vector-tensor theories, see [127].
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eracy conditions of the kinetic matrix as computed in [96]. Very briefly, these de-generacy conditions lead to distinct classes I, II and III, decomposing themselvesinto subclasses, for instance Ia and Ib. Among all these classes and subclasses, itwas shown that all subclasses but the subclass Ia suffer from an instability, whenit comes to studying the quadratic action for perturbations around a cosmologicalbackground [128, 129, 126]. Therefore, the only phenomenologically viable theory isDHOST Ia, for which the degeneracy conditions are:
A1 = − A2, (2.45)
F ̸= −XA2, (2.46)
A4 =

1

8(F +XA2)2

[
16XA3

2 + 4(3F + 16XFX)A
2
2 −X2FA2

3

+ (16X2FX − 12XF )A3A2 + 16FX(3F + 4XFX)A2

+ 8F (XFX − F )A3 + 48FF 2
X

]
, (2.47)

A5 =
(4FX + 2A2 +XA3)(−2A2

2 + 3XA2A3 − 4FXA2 + 4FA3)

8(F +XA2)2
. (2.48)

DHOST Ia theories thus depend on five arbitrary functions of ϕ and X : P , Q, F , A2and A3. Finally, note that the condition (2.43), given above and ensuring that thegeneric beyond Horndeski action (2.42) does not suffer from Ostrogradsky instabil-ity, is a particular case of the most general degeneracy conditions found when onecombines quadratic and cubic DHOST actions [124]. The field equations of quadraticDHOST are presented in appendix C.2.
2.3.3 . Interpretation in terms of conformal-

disformal transformations
Sec. 2.2 presented the disformal transformation of the metric,

gµν → g̃µν = gµν +D(ϕ,X)ϕµϕν . (2.49)
Startingwith aHorndeski actionS [gµν , ϕ], it was shown that oneobtains a newaction

S̃ [g̃µν , ϕ] ≡ S [gµν , ϕ] , (2.50)
and that the new action S̃ [g̃µν , ϕ] belongs to the beyond Horndeski class, with an ac-tion of the form (2.42). There exists a similar interpretation of DHOST theories [125],through this time conformal-disformal transformations,

gµν → g̃µν = C(ϕ,X)gµν +D(ϕ,X)ϕµϕν , (2.51)
where, in addition to the disformal factor D(ϕ,X), now appears a conformal factor
C(ϕ,X). Under such a conformal-disformal transformation, if the original scalar-tensor action S [gµν , ϕ] belongs to the (beyond) Horndeski class, then the resultingaction S̃ [g̃µν , ϕ] as defined by (2.50) belongs to the DHOST Ia class. We have pur-posedly detailed previously the case of a pure disformal transformation, in Sec. 2.2
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and appendix B. This permitted to see, among others, the invertibility conditions forsuch a transformation, as well as the equivalence or not between the initial andtransformed actions. Analogous considerations can of course be applied to thegeneric conformal-disformal transformation, and the interested reader is referredto [125]. The important point in exiting beyond Horndeski and entering more gen-eral DHOST is that the conformal factorC depend onX . IfC = C(ϕ), then a beyondHorndeski action is merely transformed into another beyond Horndeski action. Theviable DHOST Ia class is itself stable under a generic transformation (2.51).

This stability enables generation of solutions [130] in the following way. If onestarts from a seed solution (gµν , ϕ) of the variational principle of the initial action
S, and the transformation (2.51) is invertible, then the image of the seed solution,
(g̃µν , ϕ), is solution of the variational principle of the new action S̃. This useful toolhas been widely used, to generate among others: novel rotating BH solutions [131,132], see paragraph 3.2.3; wormhole solutions [133, 47], see Sec. 6.1; rotating BHs em-bedded in an expanding universe [51], see Sec. 6.2; and nonlinear GW solutions [134,135].
2.3.4 . Observational constraints andGW170817

From Horndeski to DHOST, an enormous amount of scalar-tensor theories isnow at the disposal of the researcher willing to modify gravity. These new actionscan be studied for themselves, and this is the point of view which is mostly adoptedin this thesis. Namely, we will consider scalar-tensor actions S [gµν , ϕ], study theirmathematical properties and possible simplifying symmetries, see Sec. 2.4, analyzetheir field equations, and find their closed-form BH solutions.
However, the ultimate aim of the physicist is to come with theories which ex-plain the observations. As briefly reviewed in Chap. 1, modifications of gravity aretypically introduced to overcome the shortcomings of GR, such as BH singularities orthe dark energy problem. Beyond the rather mathematical and calculational pointof view which is adopted in this thesis, it is therefore paramount that, at least, thenew scalar-tensor theories stick to the existing observations, just as GR does [7].
If a particular scalar-tensor theory is to be considered seriously as amodificationof GR, it must therefore predict correctly the various following tests, see [136] for ashort but detailed presentation of them and of others:
• advance of periapsis: perihelion precession of Mercury [137]; LAGEOS satel-lites precession [138]; precession of the star S2 around Sagittarius A⋆, the cen-tral BH of the Milky Way, as measured by the GRAVITY collaboration [139]; pre-cession in binary pulsars [140];
• gravitational lensing of light, e.g. by the Sun as measured using Very LongBaseline Interferometry [141];
• Shapiro timedelay [142], measuredwith the help of theCassini spacecraft [143];
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• BH shadows, which were measured for the supermassive BH M87⋆ by theEHT [45, 144];
• speed of GWs.

This ultimate point may bring tight constraints on the admissible scalar-tensor the-ories. It is however sometimes hastily claimed that this constraint rules out entirepossibilities for scalar-tensor theories. Let us therefore elaborate a bit on this point.
After their theoretical prediction by Einstein in 1916 [145, 146], GWs received afirst indirect experimental evidence in 1974, from the observed orbital decay of theHulse-Taylor binary pulsar [147]. Indeed, this decay matched the one predictedby GR, as energy is transmitted from the binary trajectory into gravitational radi-ation [148, 149]. However, the first direct detection of GWs was made in 2015 bythe LIGO detectors, which observed the gravitational radiation generated by themerger of two BHs [38]. The sixth GW event, GW170817, detected by LIGO and Virgoin 2017 [150, 151], is up to date the only one with an electromagnetic counterpart,starting with a short gamma-ray burst discovered by the Fermi Gamma-ray SpaceTelescope. Comparing the times of detection implies the following constraint on thespeed of GWs cT as compared to the speed of light c [152],

−3× 10−15 ≤ cT
c

− 1 ≤ 7× 10−16, (2.52)
essentially implying the equality between the speed of GWs and the speed of
light. The speed of GWs can be easily computed in scalar-tensor theories by writ-ing down the quadratic action for linear cosmological perturbations. We refer thereader interested in the precise computation to the references which appear in thefollowing lines. For instance, for Horndeski theories, the speed of GWs is [24, 105]

c2T =
G4 −X

(
ϕ̈ G5X +G5ϕ

)

G4 − 2XG4X −X
(
Hϕ̇G5X −G5ϕ

) , (2.53)

with H ≡ ȧ/a the Hubble rate of the FLRW expansion with scale factor a. If cT is tobe equal to the speed of light, no matter the background cosmological evolution,this imposes
G4X = 0, G5 = 0. (2.54)

As regards the quadratic DHOST action (2.44), submitted to the degeneracy condi-tions (2.45-2.48) of the viable class Ia, the equality between cT and c requires [129]
A2 = 0. (2.55)

In fact, some scalar-tensor theories predict the rapid decay ofGWs into scalarwaves [153].This would be in contradiction with the observation on Earth of GWs emitted by bi-naries located one billion lightyears away, as for GW170817. For DHOST Ia, evading
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this decay implies the additional constraint A3 = 0. To appreciate the drastic re-duction of admissible DHOST theories, note that one goes from action (2.44), withdegeneracy conditions (2.45-2.48), to the following action,

S =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
F R + P +Q□ϕ+

6F 2
X

F
ϕµϕµνϕ

νρϕρ

}
. (2.56)

While the original DHOST Ia action is parameterized by five independent functions
P , Q, F , A1 and A3, the surviving one depends only on P , Q and F .

GW170817 thus arguably reduces considerably the freedom of the theoreticalphysicists when it comes to considering scalar-tensor theories. As regards the workrealized during this thesis, the main results of which are presented in Chaps. 4, 5and 6, all novel closed-form BH (and wormhole) solutions are found in theorieswhich do not satisfy cT = 1 according to the previous criteria, since they all have
G4X ̸= 0 in the Horndeski framework. Does this mean that these new solutions arephysically irrelevant? In fact, there exist two arguments relativising the necessity fora scalar-tensor theory to satisfy the above constraints.

The first argument was pointed out by [154] and has to do with the status ofscalar-tensor theories as EFTs for dark energy [155]. The parameters of an EFT de-pend a priori on the energy/frequency scale k. In particular, the speed of GW maygenerically have such dependence, cT = cT (k). However, the LIGO bound comingfrom GW170817 applies to GWs at a frequency between around 10 and 100 Hz, whilethe EFT for dark energy stands as an EFT for describing cosmology on energy scaleswhich are smaller by about 20 orders of magnitude. Ref. [154] analyzes the preciseexample of a Horndeski theory where cT ̸= c as predicted by the formula (2.53), butwhere the operators appearing at the cutoff scale end affecting cT , bringing it backto cT = c at the energy scales probed by LIGO.
The secondargument comes fromconsidering thebrute observational constrainton cT , Eq. (2.52), seriously. This means that cT is indeed very close to c, but thatthis does not force one to impose strictly cT = c. In this case, the bounds (2.52)are merely used to put constraints on, e.g., the coupling constants of a particularscalar-tensor theory. An interesting example of this point of view is [136]. In thisarticle, the authors consider the four-dimensional Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory, tobe introduced in Sec. 2.5 of the present manuscript. This theory has all Horndeskiterms G2,3,4,5, so cT ̸= c.
More precisely, they consider the case where this theory is parameterized by aunique coupling constant α, that they constrain using experimental data. The peri-helion precession for instance leads to |α| ≤ 1010m2. On the other hand, the FLRWmetric is a solution of the field equations of this theory, with a homogeneous scalarfield ϕ. One can then use the expression forG4,G5 and ϕ into the expression for thespeed of GWs in Horndeski, Eq. (2.53). Forcing the obtained cT to lie within the ex-perimental bounds (2.52) gives amuch lighter constraint on α, namely |α| ≤ 1036m2.
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The former argument is more general, while the second rather requires individ-ual checks for a given theory with its particular FLRW solution. Although the con-straints brought about by GW170817 represent a great progress in understandingand restricting scalar-tensor theories, we hope that these two arguments will con-vince the reader of the following fact: it is not because a Horndeski theory pos-
sesses a non-zero G4X or G5 that this theory is a priori irrelevant (and equiva-
lently for DHOST).

Now that this important parenthesis regarding experimental constraints bearingon scalar-tensor theories has been precised, we go back to the generic presentationof scalar-tensor theories and their properties. In paragraph 2.3.3, we mentionedthe possibility of generating new solutions from existing ones. Even though this is ahandy technique, it still requires to start from a seed solution, so onemust findwaysto build scalar-tensor solutions from scratch, before having the possibility to applya conformal-disformal transformation on them. As is common and fundamentalin physics [156], the use of symmetries is at the core of the construction of manysolutions in scalar-tensor theories. We now turn on to the description of the mostcommonly used such symmetries.

2.4 . Symmetries of scalar-tensor the-
ories

Given a scalar-tensor action S [gµν , ϕ], its invariance under a continuous symme-try implies the existence of a conserved Noether current which should simplify thesolving of the field equations. This section first studies shift symmetry, where theinvariance transformation bears only on the scalar field. As will be seen, shift sym-metry leads to great simplifications, particularly for static and spherically-symmetricspacetimes, and thus stands as a common assumption. The analysis then turns to
(global) conformal symmetry, which involves both the metric and the scalar field.This naturally leads in a third time to local conformal symmetry.
2.4.1 . Shift (and parity) symmetry

The previous general introduction to scalar-tensor theories showed that they areall parameterizedby functions of the scalar fieldϕ and its kinetic termX : G2,3,4,5 (ϕ,X)for Horndeski theories, with in addition F4,5 (ϕ,X) for beyond Horndeski theories,and analogously for DHOST theories. Each of these functions multiply terms whichdepend on the scalar field only through its derivatives. Consequently, if the func-tions parameterizing the theory themselves depend only on X = −ϕµϕµ/2 and noton ϕ, the entire action depends on the scalar field only through its derivatives.The scalar-tensor action S [gµν , ϕ] then acquires shift symmetry under shifts of thescalar field by a constant value,
ϕ→ ϕ+ constant. (2.57)
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In particular, the value of the scalar field is determined only up to an additive con-stant. Remembering the definition (2.1) of the scalar field equation ofmotion Eϕ, onecan write the variation δS of the action under a generic change δϕ of the scalar fieldas

∫
d4x

√−g δϕ Eϕ = δS =

∫
d4x

√−g δ (∂µϕ)
1√−g

δS

δ (∂µϕ)
,

= −
∫

d4x
√−g δϕ∇µJ µshift (2.58)

where the last equality of the first line comes from the fact that S depends only onthe derivatives of the scalar field, and the last equality is obtained through integra-tion by parts and introduction of the current
J µshift ≡

1√−g
δS

δ (∂µϕ)
. (2.59)

Because δϕ is arbitrary, this current is seen to provide an integration of the scalarfield equation of motion,
Eϕ = −∇µJ µshift. (2.60)

This Noether current J µshift is given in appendix C. Shift symmetry will therefore sim-plify the solving of the field equations, and this will be even more the case for staticand spherically-symmetric spacetimes.
Shift symmetry in static, spherically-symmetric spacetimes
Indeed, assume a metric ansatz of the form

ds2 = −h (r) dt2 + dr2/f (r) + r2dΩ2, (2.61)
where (t, r, θ, φ) are theusual spherically-symmetric coordinates, dΩ2 = dθ2+sin2 θdφ2

is the metric of the two-sphere with unit radius, and h (r) and f (r) can be calledrespectively the redshift and shape functions, to be determined by the field equa-tions. A scalar field compatible with the symmetries of the metric should not intro-duce any t-dependent, θ-dependent or φ-dependent terms in the field equations.However, the action depends on the scalar field only through its derivatives. As aconsequence, it matters only that the derivatives of the scalar field do not dependon t, θ norφ. This allows for a linear dependence of the scalar field ϕ on these coordi-nates. However, a linear dependence on the angles θ orφwould yield amulti-valuedscalar field. The ansatz for the scalar field ϕ, compatible with the symmetries of themetric ansatz (4.3), can therefore be taken as [157, 158, 159]
ϕ = qt+ ψ (r) , (2.62)

where q is a constant. Since the scalar field is dimensionless, and t has3 dimension
1, q has dimension −1. Use now the diffeomorphism invariance of the action under

3In all the manuscript, a physical quantity is said to have dimension n if it is homogeneous to amass to the power n, taking into account the units c = G = 1.
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a diffeomorphism δξµ, Eq. (2.3), along with (2.60). This leads to
0 = δS =

∫
d4x

√−g δξµ
[
−∇νEν

µ +∇νJ νshift ϕµ

]

=

∫
d4x

√−g
[(
Eν
µ − Jνϕµ

)
∇νδξ

µ − J νshiftϕνµδξ
µ
]
, (2.63)

where one integrates by parts to get the final line. Remarkably, choosing the dif-feomorphism vector field to be δξµ = (δξt (r) , 0, 0, 0), taking into account the ansatz(2.61-2.62) which enables to compute explicitly the covariant derivatives ∇νδξ
µ and

ϕνµ, this last integral simplifies to
0 =

∫
d4x

√−g
(
δξt
)′
(Er

t − qJ rshift) . (2.64)
Therefore, given the arbitrariness of δξt (r),

Er
t = qJ rshift. (2.65)

This identity, found by [160], implies that, if the scalar field has a linear time depen-dence, q ̸= 0, then the radial component J rshift of the current vanishes on shell (i.e.when the field equations are verified). This result is much stronger than the result(2.60), which implied only that ∇µJ µshift was vanishing on shell. This result does nothold a priori for a purely radial scalar field, q = 0. In this case, when the field equa-tions are verified,

0 = ∇µJ µshift =
1√−g∂µ

(√−gJ µshift
)
=

1√−g∂r
(
r2 sin θ

√
h

f
J rshift

)
, (2.66)

becausewith this ansatz,J rshift is the only non-identically vanishing component of thecurrent and depends only on r. Therefore there exists a constant c such that [161]
J rshift =

c

r2

√
f

h
. (2.67)

As announced, J rshift is no more vanishing, unless c = 0. However, consider the casewhere the metric (2.61) is a BH with horizon rh,
h (rh) = f (rh) = 0. (2.68)

Then, it is possible to impose c = 0 by assuming that the norm J µshiftJshiftµ of thecurrent is finite in the whole spacetime. Indeed,
J µshiftJshiftµ =

c2

r4h
, (2.69)

so this norm diverges at the horizon unless c = 0.
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Parity symmetry
Going back to the general case of a shift-symmetric scalar-tensor action, each termin the action now has a definite behaviour under the parity transformation ϕ →
−ϕ. Indeed, each function parameterizing the action (G2,3,4,5, F4,5, etc.) now de-pends only onX , which is parity-symmetric. Therefore, if the expression mutlipliedby this function is itself parity-symmetric, then the corresponding term also enjoysthis symmetry. For instance, for the beyond Horndeski action (2.42), if shift symme-try is assumed, one gets parity symmetry of the action under ϕ → −ϕ by keepingonly the terms G2 (X), G4 (X) and F4 (X). Parity symmetry is discrete, so does notseem to imply as many simplifications as shift symmetry. However, it will be seen inChap. 4 and more precisely in Sec. 4.4 that, when studying explicitly the field equa-tions, parity symmetry helps a lot to get exact solutions.
2.4.2 . Global conformal symmetry

In curved spacetime, scale invariance of a theory, or conformal symmetry, in-volves a Weyl rescaling of the metric field, gµν → ω2gµν , where the rescaling param-eter ω is here assumed to be a constant (the case of non-constant ω corresponds to
local conformal symmetry and will be dealt with just after). This implies the follow-ing rescalings: √−g → ω4

√−g,R → R/ω2, so the Einstein-Hilbert action is of coursenot invariant. Thanks to the scalar field, it is however possible to construct scalar-tensor actions enjoying the global conformal symmetry, provided one imposes, inaddition to the Weyl rescaling of the metric, a rescaling of the scalar4
gµν → ω2gµν , ϕ→ ϕ

ω
. (2.70)

Then for the kinetic term, X → X/ω4, and one identifies the invariant combination
Y ≡ X

ϕ4
, Y → Y. (2.71)

One then easily understands the forms of, for example, the Horndeski functions
G2,3,4,5 guaranteeing conformal invariance: they have a part in ϕn where the power
n is chosen so as to cancel all possible ω factors, multiplying an arbitrary functionof the invariant combination Y . The most general Horndeski action possessing theglobal conformal invariance under (2.70) is thus [162]
S [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
ϕ4a2 (Y )− ϕa3 (Y )□ϕ+ ϕ2a4 (Y )R +

a4Y
ϕ2

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]

+
a5 (Y )

ϕ
Gµνϕµν −

a5Y
6ϕ5

[
(□ϕ)3 − 3□ϕϕµνϕ

µν + 2ϕµνϕ
νρϕµ

ρ

]}
, (2.72)

where a2, a3, a4, a5 are arbitrary functions of Y , and a subscript Y means deriva-tion with respect to Y . While the use of the Noether current of shift symmetry
4It would bemore accurate to speak ofWeyl symmetry rather than conformal symmetry; however,we use this abuse of terminology, since it is ubiquitous in the literature.
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is highly common, the Noether current of such conformally-invariant theories hasnever been used up to date to construct new solutions. In fact, this latter Noethercurrent had never been written down in the literature. Therefore, we computedit, and present it in appendix D for all practical purposes: one might end finding ituseful for the discovery of new BH solutions in theories enjoying global conformalsymmetry.
2.4.3 . Local conformal symmetry and gener-

alized conformal symmetry
Global conformal symmetry thus leads to a plethora of possible actions, Eq.(2.72). The number of candidate actions may be grealty reduced by rather consider-ing local conformal symmetry, where the invariance transformation is now under

gµν → Ω2(x)gµν , ϕ→ ϕ

Ω(x)
, (2.73)

where the previous constant parameter ω is promoted to a function on spacetime,
Ω = Ω(x). In fact, for latter convenience, we will rather work with the following localconformal transformation,

gµν → e2σ(x)gµν , ϕ→ ϕ− σ(x), (2.74)
which is the same as above provided σ = lnΩ and the scalar is redefined as ϕ→ lnϕ.In this paragraph 2.4.3, we are first going to present formal aspects of local confor-mal symmetry and generalized conformal symmetry, which is a related invarianceto be defined below. Only at the end of the paragraph will the explicit form of thecorresponding actions be presented. The following presentation elaborates on re-sults of [113, 114, 163, 164, 162, 165], trying to organize them in a coherent and unifiedway.
Equivalence between local conformal symmetry and gµνEµν+Eϕ =
0

Let us prove the following result: a scalar-tensor action S [gµν , ϕ] has local confor-
mal invariance under (2.74) if and only if the trace of itsmetric field equations,
and its scalar field equation, obey the following off-shell relation:

gµνEµν + Eϕ = 0. (2.75)
The proof is straightforward. Consider an arbitrary scalar-tensor action S [gµν , ϕ]and an infinitesimal transformation (2.74), σ(x) = −ϵ(x). Introduce the followingnotations for the transformed metric and scalar fields,

gϵµν = (1− 2ϵ) gµν , ϕϵ ≡ ϕ+ ϵ. (2.76)
Accordingly, the action is transformed into

Sϵ [gµν , ϕ] ≡ S
[
gϵµν , ϕ

ϵ
]
. (2.77)
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Using the definition (2.1) of the field equations, the variation of the action is then

Sϵ [gµν , ϕ]− S [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x

√−g ϵ(x) (gµνEµν + Eϕ) . (2.78)
The action S has local conformal invariance if and only if the left hand side vanishes,which is seen to be indeed equivalent to gµνEµν + Eϕ = 0.
Generalized conformal symmetry
There exists another notion of conformal symmetry, dubbed generalized confor-
mal symmetry, which is not properly speaking a usual symmetry of the action,but will turn out to appear in many situations. A scalar-tensor action S [gµν , ϕ]
is said to have generalized conformal symmetry if the Lorentz scalar density
δS/δϕ [gµν , ϕ] has local conformal invariance under the transformation (2.74).It is sometimes said that the scalar field equation of motion is conformally invari-ant, however, we rather defined the scalar field equation to be the Lorentz scalar
Eϕ = (−g)−1/2δS/δϕ, so this is a slight abuse of terminology.

This notion of generalized conformal symmetry is in fact the correct way of get-ting a practical use of the notion of local conformal symmetry, as we are going toexplain in the next few lines. Indeed, local conformal symmetry (2.74) is a gaugesymmetry which thus removes a degree of freedom. In (2.74), one may choose thetransformation parameter σ(x) to be the scalar field ϕ, thus setting the scalar fieldto zero and highlighting the removal of a degree of freedom. In a word, local con-formal invariance destroys the additional degree of freedom that we purposedlyintroduced by considering scalar-tensor theories.
This is why this local conformal symmetry should be broken. Take an action

Sloc [gµν , ϕ] with local conformal invariance, add to it another action Sloc [gµν , ϕ] with-out the invariance, then the total action S [gµν , ϕ] = Sloc [gµν , ϕ] + Sloc [gµν , ϕ] doesnot have local conformal invariance. There is thus an infinity of ways of breakingthe invariance, as many as possible choices for Sloc [gµν , ϕ].
Nevertheless, a natural option for Sloc [gµν , ϕ] is to take an action which does notdepend on the scalar field, Smet [gµν ]. Of course, in four dimensions, the only pos-sible choice is the Einstein-Hilbert action with cosmological constant, according toLovelock’s theorem, but we keep the notation Smet [gµν ] to highlight the generalityof the present considerations (which will be used in dimension higher than four inChap. 5). Thus, the local conformal symmetry is broken by coupling the invariantaction to a pure metric action. The total action is then

S [gµν , ϕ] = Smet [gµν ] + Sloc [gµν , ϕ] . (2.79)
As a consequence,

δS

δϕ
[gµν , ϕ] =

δSloc
δϕ

[gµν , ϕ] . (2.80)
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Sloc has local conformal invariance, so δSloc/δϕ also, so δS/δϕ also, according to(2.80). In other words, S displays generalized conformal invariance. One thus under-stands that generalized conformal invariance naturally ariseswhen one breaks
the local conformal invariance by an action Smet [gµν ] independent of the scalar
field. This explains the relevance of the notion of generalized conformal invariance,which might have seemed obscure at first sight.

However, Eq. (2.79) is not the most general form of an action with generalizedconformal invariance: their may exist Lagrangian terms which are not purely metric(as in Smet) nor locally conformally invariant (as in Sloc), and still lead to a locallyconformally invariant δ/δϕ. The explicit form of such terms will be seen later, forthe moment, let us pursue with abstract characterizations of generalized conformalinvariance.
Equivalencebetweengeneralized conformal symmetry and gµνEµν+
Eϕ = R (gµν)

An interesting characterization of generalized conformal invariance is the follow-ing: a scalar-tensor action S [gµν , ϕ]has generalized conformal invariance if and
only if there exists a Lorentz scalarR = R (gµν), built out of themetric gµν (and
independent of ϕ), such that off shell,

gµνEµν + Eϕ = R (gµν) . (2.81)
In otherwords, such scalar-tensor action satisfies on shell apurely geometric equa-
tion, namelyR = 0.

Note that the characterization of local conformal invariance, see Eq. (2.75), canbe reformulated as the fact that the purely geometric quantity is in this case vanish-ing off shell: R = 0.
The proof unfolds as follows. Consider an arbitrary scalar-tensor actionS [gµν , ϕ].The variation of the action under an infinitesimal conformal transformation is again(2.78), with the notations of Eqs. (2.76-2.77). Because gϵµν does not depend on ϕ, onehas

δSϵ

δϕ
[gµν , ϕ] =

δS

δϕ

[
gϵµν , ϕ

ϵ
]
. (2.82)

Combining (2.82) with (2.78) leads to
δS

δϕ

[
gϵµν , ϕ

ϵ
]
− δS

δϕ
[gµν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x

√−g ϵ(x) δ
δϕ

(gµνEµν + Eϕ) . (2.83)
By definition, the action S enjoys generalized conformal invariance if and only if theleft hand side vanishes, which is seen to be equivalent to

δ

δϕ
(gµνEµν + Eϕ) = 0. (2.84)
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This is turn is equivalent to the existence of a Lorentz scalar R (gµν) (i.e. a purelygeometric quantity) such that gµνEµν + Eϕ = R, as announced.

Wehave thus defined local conformal symmetry and generalized conformal sym-metry (which includes local conformal symmetry but is more general), and seen thatthey are equivalent to the existence of anR = R (gµν) such that gµνEµν + Eϕ = R offshell, with in particular R = 0 in the case of local conformal symmetry. Let us nowbriefly describe the construction of themost general scalar-tensor action with thesesymmetries. The construction is done in four dimensions, and will be generalizedfor later purposes to arbitrary dimensions in Chap. 5.
Most general action with local conformal invariance (broken by
an Einstein-Hilbert term): the BBMB/MTZ action
A straightforward way to construct themost general action enjoying local conformalinvariance consists in identifying a metric ĝµν , depending on both gµν and ϕ, ĝµν =
ĝµν (gρσ, ϕ), and invariant under the transformation (2.74). One easily finds

ĝµν = e2ϕgµν . (2.85)
The only scalar density of unit weight built out of ĝµν is √−ĝF (ĝµν), where F (ĝµν)is an arbitrary Lorentz scalar constructed out of ĝµν . So the most general four-dimensional action with local conformal invariance is

Sloc [gµν , ϕ] =
∫

d4x
√
−ĝF (ĝµν). (2.86)

Importantly, it is a scalar-tensor action for gµν and ϕ: the hat quantities on the right-hand side must be understood as functions of gµν and ϕ. Now, by requiring second-order field equations, one is obviously led to the usual Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangianfor ĝµν , F (ĝµν) = −βR̂−2λ, where β and λ are coupling constants, with λ appearingas a ’cosmological constant’ for the ĝµν Lagrangian. So
Sloc [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x
√
−ĝ
(
−βR̂− 2λ

)

=

∫
d4x

√−g
[
−βe2ϕ

(
R + 6 (∂ϕ)2

)
− 2λe4ϕ

]
. (2.87)

One gets the last form by using [166, 167]
√

−ĝ = e4ϕ
√−g, R̂ = e−2ϕ

(
R− 6□ϕ− 6 (∂ϕ)2

)
, (2.88)

and integrating by parts. Remember that an actionwith local conformal invariance isnot of particular interest in itself, since the additional scalar field degree of freedomis removed by the gauge symmetry. As explained earlier, it is therefore usual toconsider the action Sloc coupled to the Einstein-Hilbert action,
SBBMB/MTZ [gµν , ϕ] ≡

∫
d4x

√−g
[
R− 2Λ− βe2ϕ

(
R + 6 (∂ϕ)2

)
− 2λe4ϕ

]
. (2.89)



48 Chap. 2 Generic aspects of scalar-tensor theories

This action is called BBMB/MTZ for the following reason. If Λ = 0 = λ, Bocharova,Bronnikov, Melnikov [113] and Bekenstein [114] studied the BH solutions of the ac-tion. On the other hand, Martinez, Troncoso, Zanelli [163] studied the case of non-zero Λ and λ. Of course, the BBMB/MTZ action does not enjoy anymore local con-formal invariance but generalized conformal invariance, so there exists a geometricequation R = gµνEµν + Eϕ. First, Rloc = 0 for the part with local conformal invari-ance. Second, REH = 2gµν (Gµν + Λgµν) = 8Λ − 2R for the Einstein-Hilbert part. Sothe geometric equation verified by the BBMB/MTZ action is the following,
RBBMB/MTZ = 8Λ− 2R. (2.90)

For instance, if Λ = 0, any scalar-tensor solution of the BBMB action must havevanishing scalar curvature, R = 0. Chap. 3 reviews the already existing exact BHsolutions, and the solutions of the BBMB/MTZ action will be given more preciselyin paragraph 3.1.4. For the moment, let us stress on the fact that the BBMB/MTZaction is just the sum, in four dimensions, of the most general pure metric action(Einstein-Hilbert) with the most general action with local conformal invariance, Sloc.Does this give the most general action with generalized conformal invariance? Theanswer is no, as shown by the following lines.
Most general action with generalized conformal invariance: the
Fernandes action
The construction of themost general actionwith generalized conformal invariance isquite similar in the idea to the above construction, andmostly requires an additionaltechnical step. Since δS/δϕmust have local conformal invariance, one must have

δS

δϕ
=
√

−ĝF (ĝµν). (2.91)
As before, ĝµν = e2ϕgµν is the metric with local conformal invariance, and F (ĝµν)is a Lorentz scalar built out of this metric. For the construction of an action withlocal conformal invariance, F (ĝµν) was simply given by Lovelock’s theorem as the
Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian for ĝµν , F (ĝµν) = −βR̂ − 2λ (provided one restricts tosecond-order field equations, which we again do here).

In fact, themost general Lorentz scalar that one canbuild from the four-dimensionalmetric ĝµν , and consistent with second-order field equations, is more general than
F (ĝµν) = −βR̂ − 2λ. Indeed, due to Lovelock’s theorem, one can write down moregenerally

F (ĝµν) = −βR̂− 2λ− αĜ. (2.92)
There is now a contribution from the GB scalar of ĝµν . Of course, included inside aLagrangian, this contribution is a boundary term, this is why it was not taken intoaccount when constructing Sloc above. However, it must now be taken into account,yielding

δS

δϕ
=
√
−ĝ
(
−2βR̂− 8λ− αĜ

) (2.93)
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(the coefficients in front of β and λ are not taken as before because F (ĝµν) now ap-pears in δS/δϕ and no more in S itself). All what remains is a technical part: howto reconstruct S from the knowledge of δS/δϕ? We will not explain this reconstruc-tion explicitly: the interested reader may read the original article [165], which usesmethods presented in [168]. The important points are the following. First, the β and
λ terms in (2.93), once ’integrated’, give the same contributions as in the BBMB/MTZaction (2.89). Second, the α part in (2.93) gives a new contribution as compared tothe BBMB/MTZ action. This new contribution involves both gµν and ϕ, does not havelocal conformal invariance (not even up to integration by parts), although its varia-tion δ/δϕ has local conformal invariance. Third, and as for the BBMB/MTZ case, onecan freely add the Einstein-Hilbert action, which preserves both the generalized con-formal invariance and the second-order field equations. At the end of the day, theresulting action, as constructed by Fernandes [165], is
SFern [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
R− 2Λ− 2λe4ϕ − βe2ϕ

[
R + 6 (∂ϕ)2

]

+ α
[
−ϕG + 4Gµνϕµϕν + 4□ϕ (∂ϕ)2 + 2 (∂ϕ)4

]}
. (2.94)

We repeat that the associated BH solutions are presented in Chap. 3, more pre-cisely in paragraph 3.3.2. Remember that the Fernandes action is themost generalone with generalized conformal invariance and second-order field equations; moregeneral actions are obtained if one allows higher-order field equations [169]. TheFernandes action thus belongs to the Horndeski class. The associated Horndeskifunctions are
G2 = − 2λe4ϕ + 12βe2ϕX + 8αX2, G3 = 8αX,

G4 = 1− βe2ϕ + 4αX, G5 = 4α ln |X| , (2.95)
see Eq. (2.17) to understand the G5 term. By construction also and because of itsgeneralized conformal invariance, the Fernandes action satisfies a geometric equa-tion, computed to be

RFern = gµνEµν + Eϕ = 8Λ− 2R− αG. (2.96)
Here comes a striking fact. Consider the Lovelock’s EGB action in dimension D ≥ 5,
S =

∫
dDx

√−g(R − 2Λ + ᾱG). The field equations, as given by (1.43-1.44), have thefollowing trace:
gµνEµν = 2DΛ + (2−D)R + ᾱ(4−D)G. (2.97)

One sees that the first two terms give the same contribution (2.96) as for the Fernan-des action upon takingD = 4. The last term ᾱ(4−D)G vanishes, but, if one defines anew coupling α ≡ ᾱ(D−4), one can impose the following limit: send the dimension
D → 4, while simultaneously sending the coupling ᾱ → ∞, such that α remains aconstant. Then the last term ᾱ(4−D)G gives the same contribution−αG as in (2.96)in the limitD → 4. It thus seems that, up to a rescaling of the GB coupling constant
ᾱ, the trace of the EGB field equations is reproduced by the Fernandes theory. Thenext section explains in detail this link and why the Fernandes action can be calledthe four-dimensional Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet (4DEGB) theory.
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2.5 . Four-dimensional Einstein-Gauss-
Bonnet theory

The obtention of the 4DEGB theory has been the core of an intense researchactivity between 2019 and 2021. This quest was initiated by Glavan and Lin [170].Several aspects of their work were incorrect, but stirred up the discussion and ledto better proposals. An excellent and very detailed review on the 4DEGB gravity canbe found in [171]. Here, we rather adopt the unified picture of KK regularization, in-troduced in [52] by the present author, among others.
Sec. 1.3 presented the diagonal KK compactification of the D-dimensional EGBtheory,

S(D),EGB
[
g(D)AB

]
=

∫
dDx

√
−g(D)

(
R(D) + ᾱG(D)

)
. (2.98)

This compactification is based on a diagonal decomposition of the D-dimensionalmetric:
g(D)ABdx

AdxB = g(D)µνdx
µdxν + e−2ϕg̃(n)abdx

adxb. (2.99)
A scalar field ϕ, which depends only on the target spacetime coordinates xµ, appearsas a conformal factor of the internal space metric g̃(n)ab. The target spacetime hasdimension D, and the internal space dimension n = D − D. Let us focus on thecase where D = 4, while the case of general D is in Sec. 1.3. If the internal space issuch that its curvature invariants R̃(n) and G̃(n) are constants, the original action iscompactified down to a four-dimensional scalar-tensor action,
Sn,EGB [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x

√−g e−nϕ
{
R + R̃(n)e

2ϕ + n (n− 1) (∂ϕ)2 + ᾱ
[
G + G̃(n)e

4ϕ

+ 2R̃(n)e
2ϕ
(
R + (n− 2) (n− 3) (∂ϕ)2

)
− 4n (n− 1)Gµν∂µϕ ∂νϕ

+ 2n (n− 1) (n− 2)□ϕ (∂ϕ)2 − n (n− 1)2 (n− 2) (∂ϕ)4
]}
. (2.100)

The subscripts D = 4 are dropped for brevity. The Ricci and GB scalars of the n-dimensional internal space, R̃(n) and G̃(n), are seen to play the role of coupling con-stants for the four-dimensional theory. Now that the action is written down, thedimension n can just as well be taken as a parameter of the theory, taking its valuesin R.
Action (2.100) was first introduced by [89]. In this same article, the authors tookthe internal space to be a product of n/2 two-spheres of same radius ρ, giving

R̃(n) = n/ρ2, G̃(n) = n (n− 2) /ρ4. (2.101)
They took a spherically-symmetric ansatz

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + dr2/f(r) + r2dΩ2, ϕ = ϕ(r), (2.102)



2.5 Four-dimensional Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory 51
and obtained exact solutions for any n. Nevertheless, the metric function behavesasymptotically as f (r) ≈ 1/ (n+ 1) (1− 2M/rn+1). This is not a Schwarzschild-likebehaviour, unless n = 0, but in this case (2.100) reduces to pure GR.

The way out of this deadlock was first described by Lu and Pang [172], who de-fined the following limit:
n→ 0, ᾱ → ∞, nᾱ = constant ≡ α, (2.103)

whereα is a new coupling constant. Lu andPang applied this procedure to amaximally-symmetric internal space of curvature γ. The Riemann tensor of such an internalspace is R̃(n)abcd = γ
(
g̃(n)acg̃(n)bd − g̃(n)adg̃(n)bc

). This yields
R̃(n) = γn (n− 1) , G̃(n) = γ2n (n− 1) (n− 2) (n− 3) . (2.104)

Nevertheless, their prescription in fact applies to any internal space such that R̃(n) ∝
n and G̃(n) ∝ n, like the product of two-spheres (2.101). Indeed, R̃(n) and G̃(n) are mul-tiplied by ᾱ in the action (2.100), so they possess a regular limit under the prescription(2.103). The only term of (2.100) which remains ambiguous in this limit is e−nϕᾱG. Itis schematically regularized by expanding the exponential as

e−nϕᾱG = �
�ᾱG︸︷︷︸BT

−nᾱϕG + ᾱO
(
n2
)

−→
(2.103)

−αϕG. (2.105)
In the intermediate step, ᾱG drops out since it is a boundary term (BT) in four di-mensions. Very generally, the procedure of Lu and Pang can thus be applied for anyinternal space for which the following regularized curvature invariants are well-defined,

R̃reg ≡ lim
n→0

R̃(n)

n
, G̃reg ≡ lim

n→0

G̃(n)

n
. (2.106)

With these notations, applying the limit (2.103) to the KK action (2.100) brings aboutthe regularized KK action [52]:
S [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
R− 2Λ + α

[
− ϕG + G̃rege4ϕ + 2R̃rege2ϕ

(
R + 6 (∂ϕ)2

)

+ 4Gµνϕµϕν + 4□ϕ (∂ϕ)2 + 2 (∂ϕ)4
]}
. (2.107)

We introduced a cosmological constantΛwhich could have been taken into accountsince the beginning. Shortly after the publication of Lu and Pang, two other articles,Refs. [173] and [174], came in almost simultaneously with another proposal for regu-larizing EGB gravity in four dimensions. In this case, the GB piece in four dimensionsis defined as follows. First, consider theD-dimensional piece ∫ dDx
√−gα̂G. Second,substract the identical action but for the conformally-related metric ĝµν = e2ϕgµν .Third, redefine the coupling α̂ = α/ (D − 4). Finally, compute the limit whenD → 4.

The obtained action is nothing but (2.107) with R̃reg = G̃reg = 0: it can thus be seenas a regularized KK along a flat internal space.



52 Chap. 2 Generic aspects of scalar-tensor theories

The Fernandes action (2.94)was introduced a fewmonths later by Fernandes [165],as the most general action in four dimensions with generalized conformal invari-ance (and second-order field equations), as we explained above. Comparison of theFernandes action with the regularized KK action (2.107) shows that both actions areidentical, under the identification:
2λ = −αG̃reg, β = −2αR̃reg. (2.108)

In other words, the diagonal KK regularization of the EGB theory leads to the
most general scalar-tensor action with generalized conformal invariance as
constructed by Fernandes. One now understands better the link between thetrace of the EGB field equations (2.97) and the geometric equation (2.96), impliedby the generalized conformal invariance and which we recall,

R = gµνEµν + Eϕ = 8Λ− 2R− αG. (2.109)
The Fernandes/regularized KK action are seen to extend naturally a geometric equa-tion of the higher-dimensional theory down to four dimensions. In addition, be-cause of the Fernandes construction, which we explained briefly between (2.91) and(2.94), this action is the most general which reproduces this equation. At the end ofthe day, one can thus consider this action to be the 4DEGB theory,
S4DEGB [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
R− 2Λ− 2λe4ϕ − βe2ϕ

[
R + 6 (∂ϕ)2

]

+ α
[
−ϕG + 4Gµνϕµϕν + 4□ϕ (∂ϕ)2 + 2 (∂ϕ)4

]}
. (2.110)

Remember that it belongs to the Horndeski class with Horndeski functions (2.95).The theory acquires shift-symmetry when λ = β = 0: the ϕG term is shift-symmetricbecause G is a boundary term in four dimensions. Note also that the e2ϕX term in
G2 can be transformed into a canonical kinetic term for the scalar field Φ ≡ eϕ, butwe will continue working with ϕ. This appears to be important, since scalar field per-turbations can be affected by the absence of the lowest order term in the action.

The static, spherically-symmetric BH solutions of the 4DEGB action will be re-viewed in paragraph 3.3.2. Note that they will be obtained for different respectivevalues of the couplings [165]:
(1) λ =

3β2

4α
, (2.111)

(2) λ = β = 0, (2.112)
(3) λ =

β2

4α
. (2.113)

Using the relation between the coupling constants and the Ricci and GB invariants ofthe internal space, Eq. (2.108), as well as the value of these curvature invariants fora product of two-spheres (2.101) and for a maximally-symmetric space (2.104), one
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can see that these values of the couplings correspond respectively to

(1) Maximally-symmetric internal space, (2.114)
(2) Flat internal space, (2.115)
(3) Internal space product of two-spheres. (2.116)

This presentation of the 4DEGB theory closes Chap. 2 by demonstrating a powerfulinterpretation of scalar-tensor theories, at least from a theoretical point of view: thisparticular scalar-tensor theory reproduces features of the lowest ordermodificationto GR in higher dimensions as proved by Lovelock’s theorem. In fact, even someof the BH solutions of this 4DEGB theory appear as continuations in D = 4 of BHsolutions existing in the EGB theory in dimension D ≥ 5. These solutions, amongother exact solutions in scalar-tensor theories, are presented in Chap. 3.





3 - State-of-the-art of closed-formblack
hole solutions in scalar-tensor the-
ories

The framework of scalar-tensor theories and their symmetries has been clearlyset up in Chap. 2. It is now time to describe the various BH solutions which wereencountered thus far in scalar-tensor theories. By ’thus far’, we mean that this thirdchapter will present the solutions which were obtained before this thesis started, inFall 2021. We allow for a cosmological constant Λ in the action, but not for Maxwellterms or any kind of matter: we are interested in vacuum solutions.
Sec. 3.1 recaps essential features on no-hair theorems. The main result is thefollowing: apart from the BBMB solution [113, 114], scalar-tensor theories of thehistorical (generalized) Brans-Dicke form (2.21) do not allow for asymptotically flatBHs. On the contrary, Horndeski theories and beyond enable to get a lot of hairyBH solutions. On the one hand, Sec. 3.2 focuses on so-called stealth BHs, where themetric coincides with a GR metric, but is dressed with a non-trivial scalar field. Onthe other hand, Sec. 3.3 describes non-stealth solutions, where the metric itselfdoes not possess any equivalent in GR.

3.1 . No-hair theorems in scalar-tensor
theories and the BBMB black hole

3.1.1 . Challenge representedbyasymptotically
flat BHs

There exists a very instructive review by Herdeiro and Radu about Asymptotically
flat black holes with scalar hair [36]. They first review the existing no-scalar-hair the-orems and their assumptions, in order to present in a second time scalar-tensor BHsolutions obtained by violating some of these assumptions. The title of the review isinteresting, highlighting that these no-scalar-hair theorems bear on asymptotically
flat BHs.

This implies the following rule of thumb: there exists less restrictions for the
obtention of BHs with dS or adS asymptotics than for the obtention of asymp-
totically flat BHs. Concretely, there exists scalar-tensor theories which allow forBHs with dS or adS asymptotics, but not for asymptotically flat BHs. In general, in

55
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such theories, the effective cosmological constant appearing in the metric is con-structed out of the various coupling constants appearing in the Lagrangian termscoupling the scalar field with the metric. As a precise instance of these considera-tions, an early example was given by Rinaldi in 2012 [175] (see also [176, 177]). Heconsidered the following action, with one coupling constant z,
S =

∫
d4x

√−g
[R
2
− 1

2
(gµν − zGµν) ∂µϕ ∂νϕ

]
. (3.1)

His ansatz is static and spherically-symmetric,
ds2 = −h(r)dt2 + dr2/f(r) + r2dΩ2. (3.2)

A solution to the field equations is given by
h(r) =

3

4
+

r2

12z
− 2M

r
+

√
z

4r
arctan

(
r√
z

)
, (3.3)

f(r) =
4 (r2 + z)

2
h(r)

(r2 + 2z)2
, (3.4)

[ϕ′(r)]
2
= − r2 (r2 + 2z)

2

4z (r2 + z)3 h(r)
, (3.5)

where a prime stands for derivative with respect to r. M is an integration constant.The behaviour as r → ∞ of the metric is
h(r) =

3

4
+

r2

12z
− 2M − π

√
z/8

r
+O

(
1

r2

)
, (3.6)

f(r) =
7

3
+
r2

3z
− 8M − π

√
z/2

r
+O

(
1

r2

)
. (3.7)

M is seen to appear as a mass term (term 1/r), and since it is an integration con-stant, it would be possible to absorb the contribution of π√z by a redefinition of
M . The behaviour of h(r) and f(r) is very similar to the one of Schwarzschild-adS:as announced, the BH solution allows for an effective cosmological constant term,which can be removed only if z → ∞, but the scalar-tensor action (3.1) makes nosense in this limit.

On the contrary, we will see many examples where, once an asymptotically flatscalar-tensor BH is obtained, its (a)dS generalization is straightforward: one includesthe usual cosmological constant term −2Λ in the action, and the metric functiontypically just acquires the usual term1 −Λr2/3. We have thus understood the chal-lenge represented by asymptotically flat BHs, that is, the fact thatmany non-minimalscalar-tensor couplings imply an effective non-zero cosmological constant and thusasymptotic flatness is more difficult to achieve. We now go back to the presentationof no-hair theorems [36] and their consequences.
1either exactly or in the r → ∞ limit.
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3.1.2 . Minimally-coupled scalar field

First of all, for an action
S =

∫
d4x

√−g
[
R− 1

2
∂µϕ ∂µϕ− V (ϕ)

]
, (3.8)

the scalar field is said to beminimally-coupled. In this case, the scalar field standsin fact as a matter field, entering the usual Einstein’s equations of GR (1.15) onlythrough its energy-momentum tensor. Action (3.8) should therefore not be consid-ered as a modification of gravity/scalar-tensor theory, as opposed, for instance, tothe Brans-Dicke theory2 (2.21) where the scalar field is non-minimally coupled tothe metric through the term ϕR, leading to a varying Newton’s constant. Still, thisminimally-coupled case deserves some consideration.
It was shown by Chase [178], see also [179], that ’every zero-mass scalar fieldwhich is gravitationally coupled, static and asymptotically flat, becomes singular ata simply-connected event horizon’. In other words, he proved a no-scalar-hair the-orem for V (ϕ) = 0 in action (3.8). Bekenstein then generalized it [180] to the case ofmassive scalar, V (ϕ) = µ2ϕ2/2.
As regardsmore general potentials V (ϕ), Bekenstein again established a no-hairtheorem in the case of spherical symmetry [181], which can in fact be generalized [36]to stationary, axisymmetric asymptotically flat BH spacetime. Under the assump-tion that the scalar field itself is stationary and axisymmetric, and that the potentialis such that3 ϕVϕ ≥ 0, then the scalar field must be identically zero and the BH solu-tions of action (3.8) are the ones of GR.
Many solutions with minimally-coupled scalar field were found by violating theassumption bearing on the potential. They are obtained in spherical symmetry, by’reverse engineering’ the scalar field potential V (ϕ): one first imposes the BH so-lution, then finds the potential supporting it. The first example was given by [182],followed by many others [183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188]. Note that some of them as-sume in fact a so-called phantom scalar field, i.e., the kinetic term in action (3.8) hasrather a wrong sign, +∂µϕ ∂µϕ/2, bringing usually about stability problems.

3.1.3 . (Generalized) Brans-Dicke scalar field
We recall the generalized Brans-Dicke action of paragraph 2.1.3,

S =

∫
d4x

√−g
[
ϕR− ω(ϕ)

ϕ
gµν∂µϕ ∂νϕ− V (ϕ)

]
, (3.9)

where the original Brans-Dicke theory corresponds to ω(ϕ) = ω = constant and
V (ϕ) = 0. Hawking [189] established a no-scalar-hair theorem for the original Brans-Dicke theory, which was more recently generalized by Sotiriou and Faraoni [190] for

2and of course the Horndeski and DHOST theories.3for instance if V (ϕ) is an even power of ϕ.
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the generalized Brans-Dicke theory. The argument is similar and lies on the use ofa conformal transformation and a redefinition of the scalar field:
ĝµν ≡ ϕgµν , ϕ̂ ≡

∫ √
2ω(ϕ) + 3

dϕ

ϕ
. (3.10)

The action is transformed into
S =

∫
d4x
√
−ĝ
[
R̂− 1

2
ĝµν∂µϕ̂ ∂νϕ̂− V̂ (ϕ̂)

]
, (3.11)

where V̂ (ϕ̂) = V (ϕ)/ϕ2. One can thus apply the no-hair theorem for a minimally-coupled scalar field, provided thepotential satisfies the conditionsmentioned above.
3.1.4 . Evadingno-hair theorem inBrans-Dicke:

the BBMB black hole
There however exists a loophole in the previous argument: what does happenif the conformal transformation (3.10) becomes singular, i.e. if ϕ reaches zero? Thisenables to understand the possibility for the BBMB BH [113, 114]. As a reminder,the BBMB/MTZ action (2.89) was constructed as the most general four-dimensionalaction with local conformal invariance (broken by a mere Einstein-Hilbert term withcosmological constant),
SBBMB/MTZ [gµν , ϕ] ≡

∫
d4x

√−g
[
R− 2Λ− βe2ϕ

(
R + 6 (∂ϕ)2

)
− 2λe4ϕ

]
. (3.12)

The BBMB action corresponds to Λ = λ = 0, otherwise it is the MTZ action. Becauseof the generalized conformal invariance, we recall, see (2.90), that any solution to theBBMB/MTZ action must satisfy a pure geometric equation,RBBMB/MTZ = 0, where
RBBMB/MTZ = gµνEµν + Eϕ = 8Λ− 2R. (3.13)

This geometric equation canbe easily solved for a static, spherically-symmetric ansatzof the form
ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + dr2/f(r) + r2dΩ2, (3.14)

giving
f(r) = 1− Λr2

3
− 2M

r
+
µ

r2
. (3.15)

There are two integration constants, the mass M , and µ. On the other hand, witha static scalar field ϕ = ϕ(r), the following combination of field equations is verysimple,
E t
t − Er

r = 4e2ϕβf
[
(ϕ′)

2 − ϕ′′
]
, (3.16)

giving ϕ = ln [α/(r + β)] with two integration constants α and β. If α = 0, ϕ van-ishes and the metric is Schwarzschild(-(a)dS). If α ̸= 0, plugging everything into the
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remaining field equations fixes the values of µ, α, β and of the coupling constant λ,giving finally

f(r) =

(
1− M

r

)2

− Λr2

3
, ϕ = ln

[
M√

β(r −M)

]
, λ = −Λβ2. (3.17)

IfΛ = 0, the self-interacting potential−2λe4ϕ is not allowed, and themetric is asymp-totically flat, with mass M . This BBMB BH is extremal with a double horizon at
rh = M , where the scalar field ϕ diverges. The MTZ spacetime [163], with Λ ̸= 0, re-quires a non-vanishing self-interacting potential. If Λ < 0, the spacetime is a nakedsingularity. IfΛ > 0, the spacetime is asymptotically dS, with a cosmological horizon.There exists an event horizon rh if and only if Λ < 3

16M2 ,
rh =

√
3−

√
3− 4M

√
3Λ

2
√
Λ

, (3.18)
and rh > M , so the scalar field divergence is hidden behind the horizon in this case.

The existence of the MTZ solution is of course not trivial, but, because of its dSbehaviour, it does not fall within the range of the no-scalar-hair theorems. From thispoint of view, the BBMB BH is more puzzling. Indeed, the BBMB action, Eq. (3.12)with Λ = λ = 0, can be recast under the generalized Brans-Dicke form (3.9) with thefollowing identification between the scalar fields,
ϕBD = 1− β exp (2ϕBBMB) . (3.19)

Using the solution (3.17) for ϕBBMB, this yields on shell
ϕBD =

r(r − 2M)

(r −M)2
. (3.20)

Thus, ϕBD = 0 at r = 2M , and the conformal transformation of Hawking (3.10) be-comes singular at that point, thus preventing the identification between the BBMBtheory and a minimally-coupled scalar field in another metric frame. The exampleof this loophole in the no-hair argument may be thought to pave the way for otherBH solutions in Brans-Dicke theory. However, up to date, the BBMB BH remains
the only known hairy BH solution in Brans-Dicke theory. If other solutions exist,they remain to be discovered, more than 50 years after the proposal of the BBMBBH.

To cut a long story short, scalar-tensor BHs in second-order Lagrangians arehighly constrained by no-scalar-hair theorems. ’Second-order’ here means that, forboth minimally-coupled and (generalized) Brans-Dicke scalar fields, the sum of theorder of derivatives of both the metric and the scalar does not exceed two in anytermof the action. As seen above, BHswithminimally-coupled scalar exist, but thesetheories are not modified theories of gravity, the scalar is just a matter field in theframework of GR. Regarding Brans-Dicke, it allows up to date for a unique asymp-totically flat BH, namely the BBMB BH, which itself is plagued by a divergence of the
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scalar field at the extremal horizon of the BH, see Eq. (3.17).
This justifies the relevance of higher-order Lagrangians when it comes to con-structing hairy BHs. ’Higher-order’ here refers to the structure of the Horndeski, be-yond Horndeski and DHOST Lagrangians constructed in Chap. 2: they display termswhere the sum of derivatives is strictly higher than two, for instance G4(ϕ,X)R. Asregards such higher-order Lagrangians, there exists one most famous no-hair the-orem.

3.1.5 . No-hair theoremfor shift-symmetric scalar-
tensor theories

This theorem was established by Hui and Nicolis [161]. A clear and precise dis-cussion of its assumptions can be found e.g. in [191], which we briefly follow. Fordefiniteness, we formulate it in the case of a Horndeski theory, but it can be readilyextended to any DHOST theory. Consider thus a Horndeski theory parameterizedby the functions G2,3,4,5. The assumptions are the following:
1. The theory has shift symmetry (see paragraph 2.4.1): G2,3,4,5 are all functionsof the kinetic term X only. This implies the existence of the Noether current

J µshift, Eq. (2.59),
2. Spacetime is spherically symmetric, static, and asymptotically flat,
3. The scalar field respects these symmetries: ϕ = ϕ(r) with the usual radialcoordinate r, and the gradient of ϕ vanishes at spatial infinity,
4. The norm of the current, J 2shift = J µshiftJshiftµ, is finite on the horizon,
5. The action contains a canonical kinetic term X ⊂ G2,
6. All Horndeski functions Gi(X) are analytic at X = 0.

Under these assumptions, the scalar field must be trivial (i.e. equal to any constantvalue, because of shift symmetry) and the BH solutions are the ones of GR. The the-orem is quite easy to establish and we refer the interested reader to [161, 191]: moreinteresting for our purposes are the consequences of this theorem. The respectiveviolations of these assumptions are:
1. By going beyond shift symmetry and considering a generic theoryG2,3,4,5(ϕ,X),there exists no no-scalar-hair theorem.
2. The assumption of spherically-symmetric and static spacetime is in generalmaintained, since going beyond this case is very intricate. Also, the hypothesisof asymptotic flatness is kept: we are mostly interested in asymptotically flatsolutions, as explained in paragraph 3.1.1, and evading a no-hair theorem re-garding asymptotically flat solutions by finding asymptotically (a)dS solutionswould not be relevant.
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3. The assumption ϕ = ϕ(r) can be relaxed. As explained in paragraph 2.4.1, seeEq. (2.62), the ansatz ϕ(t, r) = qt + ψ(r) with q a constant is compatible withthe symmetries of the spacetime. Indeed, shift symmetry means that only thederivatives of the scalar field enter in the action and in the field equations, sothe linear time dependence is compatible with the static assumption.
4. The norm of the current is in general kept finite.
5. The assumption of canonical kinetic term is attracting, since its absence maybring about perturbative problems or strong coupling issues. Removing thecanonical kinetic term therefore appears as double-edged: it may enable toevade the no-hair theorem, but the obtained BHs can suffer from pathologies.
6. Violating the assumption of analyticity of the Horndeski functions is an easyway of obtaining BH solutions. For instance, a coupling of the scalar field withthe GB invariant yields logarithmic Horndeski functions, see Eq. (2.17). Conse-quently, there has existed for a long time many solutions in theories involv-ing GB couplings. For the recent 4DEGB theory that we presented in Sec. 2.5,these are closed-formBH solutions, andwewill detail them in paragraph 3.3.2.Nevertheless, no-scalar-hair theoremsmake of course no distinction betweenclosed-form solutions and other, since what matters is the existence or not ofa BH metric, not the fact that we are able to write it down with usual mathe-matical functions.

Therefore, although this thesis focuses on closed-form solutions, it is worthmentioning the other solutions, either numerical or requiring perturbative ex-pansions, involving GB couplings. Indeed, they prove that relaxing the analyt-icity assumption of the no-hair theorem opens up many possibilities regard-ing BH solutions in scalar-tensor theories. The historical example (1995) is theone by Kanti, Mavromatos, Rizos, Tamvakis and Winstanley [192]. Other ex-amples include static solutions [193, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 199] and spinningsolutions [200, 201, 202, 203, 204, 205]. GB couplings are also famous for allow-ing BH scalarization, i.e. the existence of GR solutions which, under certainconditions, become unstable and acquire a non-trivial scalar field dressing anon-GR metric. See [206, 207, 208] for static examples and [209, 210, 211, 212]for rotating ones. For recent reviews on scalarization, see [213, 214].
This presentation of no-scalar-hair theorems is now complete, and enables to moveon to the core subject of this Chap. 3, namely existing closed-form BH solutions inHorndeski, beyond Horndeski and DHOST theories. Table 3.1 summarizes this state-of-the-art that we are going to detail. We limit our interest to BHs which display
satisfactory asymptotic behaviour, i.e. coincide with Schwarzschild/Kerr at
leading order far away from the core of the BH, or with their (a)dS general-
izations. We also consider only BHs for which the scalar field is not divergent
outside and at the horizon. Beyond the brief review presented here, we refer thereader to [225] and to our recent review [52].
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ϕ = · · ·
G2,4 (X) (shift+ parity sym.Horndeski)

G2,3,4,5 (ϕ,X)(GenericHorndeski)

G2,4 (X) and
F4 (X) (shift+ parity sym.beyond Horn-deski)

DHOST

ϕ (r) BCL [215] 4DEGB [172, 165] OtherBCL [215]

StealthSchwarzschild[216];Regular BHs(Kerr-Schildconstruc-tion) [217, 218]

qt+ψ (r) and
X = cst

(Historical)stealthSchwarzschild[159];Other stealthSchwarzschild[219]

StealthSchwarzschild [220]
StealthSchwarzschild[221]

StealthSchwarzschild[216, 222, 223]and Kerr [224];DisformedKerr [131, 132]
qt+ψ (r) and
X ̸= cst ∅ Shift-symmetric4DEGB [174] ∅ ∅

Table 3.1: State-of-the-art of scalar-tensor BHs before this thesis, i.e. in Fall 2021.
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3.2 . General Relativitymetric: stealth
blackholes, and their disformal trans-
formations

When looking for BHs in scalar-tensor gravity, it may of course be useful to keepin mind the situation in non-modified gravity, that is, in GR. The unique [29, 30, 31,32] stationary, asymptotically flat BH of GR with Maxwell field is the Kerr-NewmanBH [34], which, in absence of electric charge, reduces to the Kerr BH [37],
ds2 = −

(
1− 2Mr

Σ

)
dt2 +

Σ

∆
dr2 + Σdθ2 − 4Mar sin2 θ

Σ
dtdφ+

sin2 θ

Σ
Υ. (3.21)

The Kerr BH itself reduces to the Schwarzschild BH [25] if there is no rotation (a = 0),
ds2 = −

(
1− 2M

r

)
dt2 +

dr2(
1− 2M

r

) + r2dΩ2. (3.22)
M is the mass of the BH, a the angular momentum per unit mass, and

Σ = r2 + a2 cos2 θ, ∆ = r2 + a2 − 2Mr, Υ =
(
r2 + a2

)2 − a2∆sin2 θ. (3.23)
If one includes a cosmological constant Λ, the Kerr metric is generalized to the Kerr-(a)dS BH [33], written in the following compact form,

ds2 = − ∆r

Ξ2Σ

[
dt− a sin2 θ dφ

]2
+ Σ

(
dr2

∆r

+
dθ2

∆θ

)

+
∆θ sin

2 θ

Ξ2Σ

[
adt−

(
r2 + a2

)
dφ
]2
, (3.24)

with
∆r =

(
1− Λr2

3

)(
r2 + a2

)
− 2Mr, Ξ = 1 +

Λa2

3
, ∆θ = 1 +

Λa2

3
cos2 θ, (3.25)

or the Schwarzschild-(a)dS BH,
ds2 = −

(
1− 2M

r
− Λr2

3

)
dt2 +

dr2(
1− 2M

r
− Λr2

3

) + r2dΩ2. (3.26)
A possible starting point in the quest for scalar-tensor BHs is to assume that themetric is like in GR, thus letting only the scalar field unknown. Of course, the metricfield equations Eµν = 0 can always be rewritten as

Gµν + Λgµν = T ϕ
µν , (3.27)

by isolating the Einstein tensor on the left, and considering the right hand side asan effective energy-momentum tensor of the scalar field, T ϕ
µν , by analogy with the
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field equations of GR in the presence of matter. Here, Λ is the usual cosmologicalconstant included in the action with a −2Λ term. If the metric is a vacuum BH ofGR, then it satisfies Gµν + Λgµν = 0, so T ϕ
µν = 0. If ϕ is trivial (typically, ϕ = 0, butalso ϕ = constant if the theory is shift-symmetric), then this BH is just a GR BH. If ϕis not trivial, it is said to be stealth (since its energy-momentum tensor vanishes),and the BH is a hairy BH since it is dressed with a non-trivial field. Such a hairy BH isitself called a stealth BH: themetric is identical to GR, but supported by a non-trivialscalar field.

In fact, we will also say that the BH is stealth if the energy-momentum tensor of
ϕ is proportional to the metric, T ϕ

µν = −Λϕgµν with Λϕ a constant, thus supporting aGR BH with an effective cosmological constant,
Λeff ≡ Λ + Λϕ. (3.28)

This phenomenon, where the total cosmological constant of spacetime includes acontribution from the scalar field, is known as self-tuning [226, 221, 227]. In thefollowing,Λeff refers to the cosmological constant which appears in themetric, while
Λ is the ’bare’ cosmological constant included in the action. We sometimes drop thesuffix (a)dS for brevity.
3.2.1 . Stealth Schwarzschild black holes

Thefirst stealth (Schwarzschild) BHwas constructedbyBabichev andCharmousis [159].In fact, they had not considered from a start a Schwarzschild-dS metric, but rathera static, spherically-symmetric ansatz,
ds2 = −h (r) dt2 + dr2/f (r) + r2dΩ2, (3.29)

in the context of a particular shift-symmetric theory,
S =

∫
d4x

√−g
(
R− 2Λ− η (∂ϕ)2 + βGµν∂µϕ ∂νϕ

)
, (3.30)

which belongs to the Horndeski class with G2 = 2ηX − 2Λ and G4 = 1 + βX , η and
β being coupling constants. They chose to allow for a time-dependent scalar field,finding that the form

ϕ = qt+ ψ (r) (3.31)
was consistent with the symmetries of the metric because of the shift symmetry ofthe action, as explained in paragraph 2.4.1. This amounts to breaking assumption3 of the Hui-Nicolis no-hair theorem of paragraph 3.1.5. Only by inspection of thefield equations did they find that this setup could lead to a stealth Schwarzschildsolution, provided the scalar field kinetic term was a constant,

X = X0. (3.32)
This finding paved the way towards many examples of stealth Schwarzschild solu-tions in other theories than (3.30), by this time assuming from a start a constant
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kinetic term. The situation was thus studied in shift-symmetric Horndeski [219], be-yond Horndeski [221], quadratic DHOST [216] and cubic DHOST [222] theories, and intheories without shitft symmetry, both Horndeski [220] and quadratic DHOST [223].Let us thus take this point of view and show, for instance, the ubiquity of stealthSchwarzschild solutions in the quadratic DHOST Ia theory with shift and parity sym-metry,
S =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
F (X)R + P (X) + A2 (X)

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]
+ A3 (X)□ϕϕµϕµνϕ

ν

+ A4 (X)ϕµϕµνϕ
νρϕρ + A5 (X) (ϕµϕµνϕ

ν)2
}
, (3.33)

where F (X), P (X), A2 (X) and A3 (X) are free, while A4 (X) and A5 (X) are deter-mined by the degeneracy conditions (2.47-2.48). With the usual notations of DHOST,
X = ϕµ ϕµ. Assume the ansatz (3.29) for the metric, with

f = h = 1− 2M/r − Λeff r2/3 (3.34)
the Schwarzschild(-(a)dS) function, and (3.31) for the scalar, with X = X0 = const.The assumption that the spacetime is stealth, with total cosmological constant Λeff,gives

Gµν = −Λeff gµν , R = 4Λeff, Rµν = Λeff gµν . (3.35)
Taking also into account X = X0, the metric field equations Eµν of appendix C.2greatly simplify,
Eµν =

{
A2(X0)P− P (X0)− 2Λeff

[
F +XA2

]
X=X0

}
gµν

+

{
2PX(X0) +P

[
2A2X − A3

]
X=X0

+ Λeff
[
8FX + 4A2 +XA3

]
X=X0

}
ϕµϕν

+ 2A2(X0)
[
Rµρνσϕ

ρϕσ + ϕµρϕ
ρ
ν −□ϕϕµν

]
, (3.36)

where for brevity, the following notation is introduced,
P ≡ (□ϕ)2 − ϕρσϕ

ρσ. (3.37)
In particular, theA4 andA5 Lagrangians do not contribute (this is true for any space-time, as long as X is constant). Since X is constant, then the scalar field must havea true linear time dependence, i.e. q ̸= 0, otherwise ϕ would be constant, that is tosay trivial for a shift-symmetric theory. Remember the important result (2.65): for astatic, spherically-symmetric spacetime where the scalar field has a linear time de-pendence, the radial component of the shift-symmetric current J µshift must vanish:

J rshift = 0. (3.38)
This current, see appendix C.2, acquires the following simplified form whenX = X0and Gµν = −Λeff gµν ,

J µshift =
{
2PX(X0) +P

[
2A2X − A3

]
X=X0

+ Λeff
[
8FX + 2A2 +XA3

]
X=X0

}
ϕµ. (3.39)
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ϕ′ cannot vanish identically, otherwise the scalar field would be proportional to thetime coordinate t, which diverges to infinity at the horizon. Thus, J rshift = 0 impliesthat the expression between braces vanishes, so J µshift as a whole vanishes. Now,the expression between braces only displays constant terms but one, the term Pof Eq. (3.37), which is multiplied by (2A2X −A3)X=X0 . Thus, either one imposes thislatter combination of theory functions to vanish atX = X0, or one can let the theoryfunctions free, in which case the scalar field must be such that P be constant. Letus proceed further in this direction. First, one can solve the equation X = X0,
X0 = X = ∂µϕ ∂

µϕ = f (ψ′)
2 − q2

f
, (3.40)

where f = 1− 2M/r − Λeff r2/3. This gives
ψ (r) = ±

∫ √
q2 +X0f(r)

f(r)
dr, (3.41)

which leads to
P =

2

r2
(
q2 +X0

)
− 2ΛeffX0. (3.42)

ThusP is constant, equal to 2q2Λeff, if and only if
X = X0 = −q2. (3.43)

The vanishing of J µshift, Eq. (3.39), is then equivalent to
0 =

{
Λeff
[
q2 (4A2X − 3A3) + 8FX + 2A2

]
+ 2PX

}

X=X0=−q2

. (3.44)

Using all this, one finally finds that themetric field equations (3.36) vanish if and onlyif
0 =

[
P + 2Λeff

(
F − q2A2

)]
X=X0=−q2

. (3.45)
To summarize, the quadratic DHOST theory with shift and parity symmetry (3.33) ac-comodates a stealth Schwarzschild(-(a)dS) solution with cosmological constant Λeff,

ds2 = − fdt2 +
dr2

f
+ r2dΩ2, f = 1− 2M

r
− Λeffr2

3
,

ϕ = q

(
t±
∫ √

1− f

f
dr

)
, (3.46)

provided both conditions (3.44-3.45) are satisfied. Note that the situation is quitedistinct depending on whether or not Λeff vanishes. If it vanishes, then the scalarfield kinetic or k-essence term P (X) has a double root at X = X0 = −q2, and thevalue of q2 is unfixed: q is a free integration constant of the solution. If Λeff ̸= 0,then, given a set of theory functions F , P , A2, A3, conditions (3.44-3.45) constitutea system of two equations for two unknowns Λeff and q, so, in general, the values
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of both the total cosmological constant Λeff and the scalar field kinetic term q2 arecompletely and uniquely fixed by the theory, namely:

Λeff =

[
3PA3 − 4 (PA2)X

8FA2X + 16FXA2 + 4A2
2 − 6FA3

]

X=X0=−q2
, (3.47)

q2 =

[
4FPX − 8FXP − 2PA2

4 (PA2)X − 3PA3

]

X=X0=−q2
. (3.48)

Consider for instance the case of the action mentioned at the beginning of thisstudy [159],
S =

∫
d4x

√−g
(
R− 2Λ− η (∂ϕ)2 + βGµν∂µϕ ∂νϕ

)
. (3.49)

It corresponds in the DHOST vocabulary to F = 1 − βX/2, P = −ηX − 2Λ, A2 = βand A3 = 0. Using the previous equations in this situation, one immediately findsthe expressions for Λeff and for q2, and in particular that if Λeff = 0, then η = 0 andthe scalar field kinetic term −η (∂ϕ)2 disappears from the action:
Λeff =

−η
β
, ηq2 = Λ− Λeff. (3.50)

There therefore appears to be an important difference between asymptotically flatand asymptotically (a)dS cases. In the asymptotically flat case, the double root ofthe scalar field k-essence term P (X) at X0 brings about perturbative problems,namely non-hyperbolic equations for the scalar field perturbations [228]. In the (a)dScase, this problem is not encountered thanks to the presence of a kinetic term forthe scalar field perturbations [227]. As regards the stealth Schwarzschild BH, prob-lems arising from the study of linear perturbations and QNMs are also highlightedin [229, 230].
Importantly, for a Schwarzschild-adS metric, Λeff < 0, the scalar field (3.46) isseen to become imaginary when r is sufficiently large, so such solutions are not ad-missible: only Λeff ≥ 0 is possible. Regarding the apparent divergence of the radialpart of ϕ at the horizon f (rh) = 0, one must not forget that the time coordinate talso diverges at the horizon. Therefore, one must change to horizon-crossing co-

ordinates [55] (u, r, θ, φ) or (v, r, θ, φ), where u and v are respectively the advancedand retarded null times,
u ≡ t− r⋆, v ≡ t+ r⋆, r⋆ ≡

∫
dr

f (r)
(tortoise coordinate). (3.51)

The solution is regular at the future event horizon and past cosmological horizon(where v is finite) if the + sign is chosen in the scalar field (3.46); and at the pastevent horizon and future cosmological horizon (where u is finite) if the − sign ischosen. Indeed, one then has respectively
ds2 = − fdv2 + 2dvdr + r2dΩ2, ϕ = q

(
v +

∫ √
1− f − 1

f
dr

)
, (3.52)

ds2 = − fdu2 − 2dudr + r2dΩ2, ϕ = q

(
u−

∫ √
1− f − 1

f
dr

)
, (3.53)
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and the scalar field is well-behaved at the corresponding horizon. However, v di-verges at the past event or future cosmological horizons, and vice-versa for u. In a
word:

1. For Λeff > 0, the scalar field cannot be made regular at both (event and
cosmological) future horizons or both (event and cosmological) past hori-
zons.

2. Moreover, and this also occurs for Λeff = 0, the scalar field cannot be
made regular at both future and past event horizons.

In particular, there is nomaximally-extended solution for which the scalar field isfinite everywhere. The next paragraph presents the inclusion of rotation. The addi-tional intricacy brought about by rotation compels one to fix more theory functionsthan in the spherically-symmetric case. This may lead on the one hand to certainissues that we discuss below, but on the other hand, this enables to cure the firstproblem mentioned above, namely to get regularity at, e.g., both future horizons.However, the second point remains unsolved.
3.2.2 . Stealth Kerr black holes

The generalization of the previous construction to a rotating BH was first per-formed by Charmousis, Crisostomi, Gregory and Stergioulas [224]. Due to the re-cent GW event GW170817 [150, 151], the considered quadratic DHOST action (3.33)was limited to its pieces ensuring a speed of GWs equal to the speed of light, that isto say
A2 ≡ 0, (3.54)

see Eq. (2.55). We shall also make this assumption to keep the discussion moresimple, although, given the lines of the proof, the readerwill see that one could easilyinclude A2. This time, the metric is assumed to have a Kerr-((a)dS) form (3.24) withtotal cosmological constant Λeff, and for themoment, the only assumptionmade onthe scalar field ϕ = ϕ (t, r, θ, φ) is that its kinetic term is constant,
X = X0, (3.55)

by taking inspiration from what works in the Schwarzschild case. The previous sim-plification of field equations, Eq. (3.36), only used the fact that X = X0 and Gµν =
−Λeff gµν . This equation is thus still valid, with less terms because now A2 = 0,
Eµν = ϕµϕν [2PX + Λeff (8FX +XA3)− A3P]X=X0

− gµν (P + 2ΛeffF )X=X0
, (3.56)

where P is still defined by (3.37). With the simple symmetries of Schwarzschild, Pcould be made a constant, and this enabled to proceed without fixing the theoryfunctions. This is no more the case with Kerr. Consequently, the factor multiplying
Pmust be forced to vanish, by imposing A3(X0) = 0. Then, the factors of ϕµϕν andof gµν must vanish separately, giving

2PX(X0) + 8ΛeffFX(X0) = 0, P (X0) + 2ΛeffF (X0) = 0, A3(X0) = 0, (3.57)
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where we repeated the condition on A3.

In a word, the DHOST Ia action (3.33) with A2 ≡ 0 and A4, A5 given by the degen-eracy conditions (2.47-2.48), admits a stealth Kerr-((a)dS) solution with cosmologicalconstant Λeff, provided the theory functions F , P andA3 satisfy (3.57), and providedthe scalar field ϕ is such thatX = X0 = constant: as soon as this latter requirementis dealt with, the proof of existence of Kerr solution will be complete. By analogywith the Schwarzschild case, let us note X0 = −q2,
−q2 = X0 = gµν∂µϕ ∂νϕ ≡ gµνpµpν , (3.58)

where we introduced in the last line the one-form pµdx
µ ≡ dϕ = ∂µϕ dx

µ, which isseen to correspond to a vector field pµ with constant four-norm−q2. In other words,
pµ is the tangent vector to the geodesic of a test particle with mass q, and thescalar field ϕ is called a Hamilton-Jacobi function for the geodesic trajectory,which means dϕ = pµdx

µ. Fortunately, the integration of Kerr-((a)dS) geodesics wascarried out by Carter in 1968 [231]. Using his results, one gets the following form forthe Hamilton-Jacobi scalar field,
ϕ = −Et+ Lzφ+ Sr(r) + Sθ(θ), (3.59)

where E and Lz are the conserved energy and angular momentum (along the Kerraxis of rotation) for the corresponding geodesic trajectory, while the precise form ofthe functions Sr(r) and Sθ(θ) can be found in [224]. Rather than entering technicaldetails, let us give the main conclusions of [224]:
1. A stealth Kerr-adS solution (Λeff < 0) is not possible (at least with this con-struction).
2. Stealth Kerr-dS solutions (Λeff > 0) exist and can be made regular at both

(event and cosmological) future horizons, or both past horizons. Whenthe rotation parameter a is taken to zero, this leads to a stealth Schwarzschild-dS solution for which the scalar field has thus more regularity than for the onepresented in the previous paragraph 3.2.1. The necessary trade-off to this gainin regularity lies in conditions (3.57): the presently considered constructionrequires to fix the theory functions, which was not the case for the formerconstruction.
3. Stealth Kerr solutions (Λeff = 0) exist and the associated Hamilton-Jacobi

scalar field has no θ-dependence, Sθ(θ) = 0. In the Boyer-Lindquist coor-
dinates of the Kerr metric (3.21), it reads

ϕ = q

(
t±
∫ √

2Mr (r2 + a2)

∆
dr

)
. (3.60)

This reduces to the Schwarzschild scalar field (3.46) when a = 0. Just as
for Schwarzschild, by changing to horizon-crossing coordinates, one can
check the regularity at the future event horizon (for+ sign) or at the past
event horizon (for − sign), but regularity at both future and past event
horizons is not achieved.
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Around this first stealth Kerr solution, other interesting works include Ref. [232],which undertook a systematic study of the most general quadratic DHOST theory inorder to determine conditions for it to admit the stealth Kerr solution4. The linearmetric perturbations of the stealth Kerr solutionwere studied in [233] and theywerefound to have a modified Teukolsky form.
Regarding the stability of stealth solutions in DHOST theories, odd-parity pertur-bations around static stealth solutions were discussed in [234]. On the other hand,Refs. [235] and [236] extended the analysis to even-parity perturbations, stating thatthey were strongly coupled. In fact, this strong coupling problem also exists for thestealth Kerr solution [235], and is most probably due to the fact that the scalar fieldkinetic term is absent for this solution. This entails the non-hyperbolic character ofthe scalar perturbation equation. Discussions on the significance of strong couplingin stealth solutions, and ways to circumvent the problem, have been recently pre-sented in [237].
With all these caveats in mind, the stealth Kerr solution remains an interestingillustration of the possibility to go beyond spherical symmetry in scalar-tensor the-ories. It may be taken as a starting point to construct other solutions. Indeed, re-member paragraph 2.3.3, where we explained the generation of solutions. Startingfrom a seed solution of a seed scalar-tensor theory, one can perform a conformal-disformal transformation,

gµν → g̃µν = C(ϕ,X)gµν +D(ϕ,X)ϕµϕν , (3.61)
and g̃µν , along with an unchanged scalar field, is solution to a new scalar-tensoraction. This fact is now used in the next paragraph.

3.2.3 . Disformal Kerr black hole
The stealth Kerr solution paves the way towards a non-stealth rotating solution,i.e., a rotating solution with metric different from Kerr. This solution is obtained forfree thanks to a disformal transformation: the disformal Kerr metric is defined by

g̃µν = gstealth Kerrµν − D

q2
∂µϕ ∂νϕ. (3.62)

This metric was constructed in [131, 132], where all details and justifications of thefollowing lines can be found. Comparing with the generic disformal transformation(3.61), this corresponds to a constant conformal factor C(ϕ,X) = 1 and a constantdisformal factor D(ϕ,X) = −D/q2, where D is a constant, and q is the constant ap-pearing in the Hamilton-Jacobi scalar field (3.60). After rescaling the time coordinate
4and, more generally, the Kerr-Newman-dS solution.
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as t (1 +D) → t, the resulting line element reads

ds̃2 = −
(
1− 2M̃r

Σ

)
dt2 + Σdθ2 +

sin2 θ

Σ
Υdφ2 − 4

√
1 +DM̃ar sin2 θ

Σ
dtdφ

+
Σ∆− 2D (1 +D) M̃r (r2 + a2)

∆2
dr2 − 2D

√
2M̃r (r2 + a2)

∆
dtdr. (3.63)

Thismetric, alongwith the unchanged scalar field (3.60), is solution of the variationalprinciple of a new DHOST action, which can be found in [238].
In (3.63), M̃ ≡ M/ (1 +D), while Σ, ∆ and Υ are the same as in the seed Kerrmetric, see (3.23), in particular, ∆ still features the parameterM and not M̃ . Thereis a ring singularity atΣ = 0, just like for Kerr. The disformed Kerr metric is a station-ary, axisymmetric, asymptotically flat spacetime. Regarding the conserved charges,the disformed Kerr metric has mass M̃ , while its angular momentum per unit massis ã ≡ a

√
1 +D. The disformal transformation thus rescales the mass and angularmomentum, J = aM → J̃ = J/

√
1 +D.

Importantly, for vanishing rotation a = 0, i.e. if the seedmetric is stealth Schwarzschild,then a change of coordinates removes the dtdr term of (3.63), and the disformedmetric is again Schwarzschild, with a mere rescaling of the mass, see [227, 130]. Inother words, the disformal transformation maps stealth Schwarzschild to stealthSchwarzschild. On the other hand, the disformal transformation turns out to benon-trivial when a ̸= 0: the Ricci tensor of (3.63) is not zero, so the disformed Kerrmetric is really different from the usual Kerr metric.
A major difference between the disformed Kerr metric and the Kerr metric is thefollowing. The Kerr metric (3.21) possesses a property of circularity, i.e. invarianceunder (t, φ) → (−t,−φ). The disformed Kerr metric as written in (3.63) does notpossess this invariance because of the dtdr term. This statement is not due to a badchoice of coordinates: the authors of [131] refer to the more fundamental defini-tion of circularity, which means integrability of the 2-submanifold orthogonal to thetwo Killing vector fields ∂t and ∂φ of an axisymmetric spacetime, to prove that thedisformed Kerr metric really is non-circular. The non-circularity is partly linked tothe fact that the disformed Kerr metric is not an Einstein space, i.e. does not satisfy

Rµν ∝ gµν . Indeed, Einstein metrics belonging to the class of stationary and axisym-metric spacetimes are known to be circular spacetimes [239].
Non-circular spacetimes have a richer causal structure than circular ones [240].As recalled in paragraph 1.1.2, for Kerr, there is an ergosphere or static limit, where

∂t is null. Inside the ergosphere, static observers, i.e. observers with constant r, θand φ, cease to exist. There is also a stationary limit, which is defined as the hyper-surface inside which stationary observers cease to exist. Stationary observers areobservers with constant r and θ. For circular spacetimes like Kerr, this stationarylimit coincides with the event horizon (this is a particular case of the rigidity theo-
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rem, see e.g. [11]).
However, when the spacetime is non-circular, the stationary limit is no more theevent horizon, whichmust be looked for as a null hypersurface inside the stationarylimit. As a summary, for a generic stationary, axisymmetric but non-circular space-time, there are three remarkable hypersurfaces: ergosphere, stationary limit andevent horizon. This is a property of circular spacetimes, like Kerr, that the stationarylimit and the event horizon coincide.
Concerning the particular case of the disformed Kerrmetric, these surfaces werestudied in [131]. The static limit or ergosphere lies at

r (θ) = M̃ +
√
M̃2 − a2 cos2 θ, (3.64)

which is the same expression as for Kerr, up to the rescaling of the mass. On theother hand, the stationary limit is located at r = R0 (θ) such that
P (R0 (θ) , θ) = 0 (3.65)

where
P (r, θ) ≡ r2 + a2 − 2M̃r +

2DM̃ra2 sin2 θ

Σ
. (3.66)

This yields a fourth-order algebraic equation for R0 (θ). Finally, the event horizon
r = R (θ) is given by a nonlinear ordinary differential equation,

(
dR (θ)

dθ

)2

+ P (R (θ) , θ) = 0. (3.67)
Ref. [131] investigated numerically the parameter space allowing solution to thisequation. It was found in particular that for a nonvanishing disformal parameterD,this candidate event horizon exists only for an angular momentum per unit mass
ã < ãc < M̃ , with the upper bound depending on the value of D, ãc = ãc (D).

The disformal parameter D in the disformed Kerr metric marks its departurefrom the usual Kerr geometry. This parameter can be constrained by observations,since it deforms the shadow with respect to the one of a Kerr BH [241] or modifiesthe orbit of stars around the BH [238]. It was recently shown [242] that even a small
D can have a non-negligible effect on the globally accumulated phase of the grav-itational waveform of an Extreme Mass Ratio Inspiral, and that this effect could inprinciple be detected by LISA.

3.3 .Metric different fromGeneral Rel-
ativity: non-stealth black holes

The previous section was concluded with a non-stealth scalar-tensor BH, i.e.,for which the metric is not an Einstein metric, unlike the GR BHs. This non-stealth
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BH was generated as a disformal transformation of a stealth Kerr BH. The presentsection now focuses on more general non-stealth BHs, that is, which can be directlyobtained by solving the scalar-tensor field equations, and not as a transformation ofaGRBH. A first example of such a genuine non-stealth BH is theBBMBBH, presentedin paragraph 3.1.4 as the (up to date) unique example of hairy BH in second-orderscalar-tensor gravity. By going to higher-order scalar-tensor theories (Horndeskiand beyond), many more examples can be obtained.
3.3.1 . Black holes in (beyond) Horndeski the-

ory with shift and parity symmetry
The first non-stealth BH in a higher-order scalar-tensor theory, and with correctasymptotic behaviour, was found by Babichev, Charmousis and Lehébel [215], andis thus sometimes dubbed BCL. Consider first the generic shift-symmetric beyondHorndeski action,

S [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
G2 −G3□ϕ+G4R +G4X

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]

+G5G
µνϕµν −

G5X

6

[
(□ϕ)3 − 3□ϕϕµνϕ

µν + 2ϕµνϕ
νρϕµ

ρ

]

+ F4ϵ
µνρσϵαβγσϕµϕαϕνβϕργ + F5ϵ

µνρσϵαβγδϕµϕαϕνβϕργϕσδ

}
, (3.68)

where shift symmetry means that all G2,3,4,5 and F4,5 depend on the kinetic term Xonly. Take a static and spherically-symmetric ansatz,
ds2 = −h(r)dt2 + dr2/f(r) + r2dΩ2, ϕ = ϕ(r), (3.69)

giving a kinetic term
X = −1

2
∂µϕ ∂

µϕ = −1

2
f (ϕ′)

2
. (3.70)

The Noether current associated to shift symmetry, J µshift, has a unique component,
J rshift. As explained in the paragraph 2.4.1 about shift symmetry, if one makes thenatural assumption that the four-norm J µshiftJshiftµ does not diverge, then J rshift = 0.The covariant expression for the current can be found in appendix C.1, and it leadswith the present symmetries to

J rshift = −G2Xfϕ
′ −XG3Xf

4h+ rh′

rh
− 4X

r2hϕ′

{
G4X [h (f − 1) + rfh′]

+ 2XG4XXf (rh)
′
}
+
Xfh′

r2h
[G5X (3f − 1) + 2XG5XXf ]

− 16X2f (rh)′

r2hϕ′ (2F4 +XF4X)−
12X2f 2h′

r2h
(5F5 + 2XF5X) . (3.71)

One can then identify potentially interesting forms of the functionsGk andFk, as theones which remove explicit dependencies in ϕ′ and can thus provide source termsfor the scalar field in the equation J rshift = 0.
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For instance, G2 ∝
√

|X| gives G2X ∝ 1/
√
|X| ∝ 1/ϕ′, which is exactly whatcompensates the factor ϕ′ multiplying G2X in the current (3.71). Regarding G4, onemust have that both XG4X and X2G4XX be proportional to√|X| ∝ ϕ′ in order to

compensate the factor 1/ϕ′. Therefore, G4 ∝
√

|X|. It is easy to do it for everyterm and to see that the following choices give source terms for ϕ in the equation
J rshift = 0,

G2 ⊃
√

|X|, G3 ⊃ ln|X|, G4 ⊃
√
|X|,

G5 ⊃ ln|X|, F4 ⊃ |X|−3/2, F5 ⊃ X−2. (3.72)
With this reasoning, the BCL BH comes from the choice G2 ∝ X (canonical kineticterm), while G4 has a canonical Einstein-Hilbert term (G4 ⊃ 1), and a non-minimalcouplingG4 ⊃

√
|X|which provides a source term for the scalar field in the equation

J rshift = 0. The action thus reads

S =

∫
d4x

√−g





(
1 + β

√
(∂ϕ)2 /2

)
R− η

2
(∂ϕ)2 − β√

2 (∂ϕ)2

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]


 .

(3.73)The Horndeski functions are precisely G2 = ηX and G4 = 1 + β
√
−X with twocoupling constants η and β. By construction, the equationJ rshift = 0 admits a solutionif and only if β and η have the same sign, and this solution reads

ϕ(r) = ±
√
2β

η

∫
dr

r2
√
f(r)

. (3.74)
The metric field equation along tt then gives the profile of f(r), while the one along
rr proves that h(r) = f(r). At the end of the day, the BH solution is metric (3.69)with

h = f = 1− 2M

r
− β2

2ηr2
, (3.75)

where the integration constantM is the ADM mass [62] of the BH. Note that f is ofthe general form (3.15), so the Ricci scalar vanishes,R = 0. However, the Ricci tensordoes not vanish and
RµνR

µν =
β4

η2r8
, (3.76)

so r = 0 is a curvature singularity. The horizon structure is the following:
1. If η > 0, there is a unique horizon.
2. If η < 0 andM < −β/√−2η, there are no horizons (naked singularity).
3. If η < 0 andM ≥ −β/√−2η, there are two horizons (a double horizon in caseof equality).

Surprisingly, M = 0 is a spacetime with vanishing mass, but not flat: it is a BH if
η > 0 and a naked singularity if η < 0. Regarding now the scalar field (3.74), it is real
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and finite for any r ≥ rh, while it becomes imaginary when f (r) < 0. The scalar fieldkinetic term is well-defined apart from the central singularity,

X = − β2

η2r4
. (3.77)

Importantly, one can compare the present setup with the assumptions of the
Hui-Nicolis no-hair theoremof paragraph 3.1.5. The only broken assumption is
the sixth one, because the formofG4 is not analytic atX = 0. This explains the
obtention of a hairy BH, while remaining consistent with the no-hair theorem.

The linear perturbations and QNMs of the BCL BH have been studied in [229,230], where some pathologies are reported.
Note that the same Ref. [215] also studied a beyond Horndeski case, withG4 = 1,

G2 ∝ X and F4 ∝ |X|−3/2. The F4 term thus provides a source for the scalarfield in the equation J rshift = 0 according to (3.72). An asymptotically flat BH withSchwarzchild asymptotic behaviour is also obtained in this case. Again, the non-analyticity of F4 explains the evasion from the no-hair theorem.
Both these closed-form solutions were thus found in the context of (beyond)Horndeski theories with shift symmetry and parity symmetry, i.e. symmetry under

ϕ→ −ϕ. Breaking parity symmetry, e.g. introducing G3 and G5 terms in Horndeski,prevented for some years the obtention of non-stealth closed-form solutions. Onlysolutions with numerical analysis or perturbative expansions could be obtained, asthe numerous ones with a GB term that we mentioned in paragraph 3.1.5, or theones obtained in the cubic Galileon theory (i.e. with G3 = X) [243]. In this case, alinear time dependence of the scalar field ensures the evasion of the no-hair theo-rem. These numerical cubic Galileon solutions were extended to the rotating case,first approximately [244] then exactly [245].
In the same vein, theories without shift symmetry seemed reluctant to closed-form non-stealth solutions. This resistance of scalar-tensor theories without parityor shift symmetry was broken in the wake of the formulation of the 4DEGB scalar-tensor theory of gravity. The reader can refer back to Sec. 2.5, where it is explainedthat this four-dimensional theory is obtained by a regularized KK compactificationof the higher-dimensional, Lovelock EGB theory of gravity, and that is reproducesfeatures of this theory. In addition to its intereseting theoretical properties, thisHorndeski theory with all G2, G3, G4 and G5 terms allows for closed-form solutions,which are described in the next paragraph.
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3.3.2 . Blackholes in the four-dimensional Einstein-
Gauss-Bonnet theory

Let us now present the various exact, asymptotically flat BH solutions to the4DEGB action,
S4DEGB [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
R− 2λe4ϕ − βe2ϕ

[
R + 6 (∂ϕ)2

]

+ α
[
−ϕG + 4Gµνϕµϕν + 4□ϕ (∂ϕ)2 + 2 (∂ϕ)4

]}
. (3.78)

As announced, it is a Horndeski theory, corresponding to
G2 = − 2λe4ϕ + 12βe2ϕX + 8αX2, G3 = 8αX,

G4 = 1− βe2ϕ + 4αX, G5 = 4α ln |X| . (3.79)
It is seen to acquire shift symmetry when λ = β = 0, however, it never has paritysymmetry. We do not include the cosmological constant term −2Λ to keep the dis-cussion more simple, but all the following asymptotically flat solutions admit directgeneralizations, which can be found in the various references encountered in thisparagraph, when including the cosmological constant.

The considered solutions are of the static, spherically symmetric, homogeneousform (in the BH context, by homogeneous, we mean gtt = −grr),
ds2 = −f (r) dt2 + dr2/f (r) + r2dΩ2. (3.80)

As explained in Secs. 2.4 and 2.5, the 4DEGB action coincides with the most generalaction with generalized conformal symmetry. This implies the existence of a geo-metric equationR = 0, see Eq. (2.96), where
R = gµνEµν + Eϕ = −2R− αG. (3.81)

For ansatz (3.80), this geometric equation directly implies
f = 1 +

r2

2α

(
1±

√
1 +

8αM

r3
+
µ

r4

)
. (3.82)

There are two integration constants, M and µ. The + branch gives inconsistentasymptotic behaviour, with a (a)dS behaviour and a function f(r) which does notreduce to Schwarzschild in the limit of vanishing coupling α → 0. It is therefore com-mon to discard it and to consider only the − branch. The integration constant Mcan then be seen to be the ADMmass of the spacetime, since f = 1−2M/r+o(1/r)when r → ∞. The remaining field equations then constrain the value of the secondintegration constant µ, the scalar field profile, and the respective values of the cou-pling constants λ, β and α appearing in action (3.78). In particular, the scalar fieldprofile is obtained by considering the combination of metric field equations E t
t −Er

r .
We will present these solutions according to the geometric characteristics of theinternal space, as it appears in the regularized KK picture (2.107). Importantly, theyall correspond to different relative values of the couplings λ, β and α, thus they aresolutions to different theories.
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Maximally-symmetric internal space
The first solution was obtained by [172], following their KK regularization procedurealong amaximally-symmetric internal space. This corresponds to λ = 3β2/ (4α), seeEqs. (2.111,2.114). The metric is

f (r) = 1 +
r2

2α

(
1−

√
1 +

8αM

r3

)
, (3.83)

i.e. the second integration constant is µ = 0. Very interestingly, this profile can beseen as the continuation to D → 4 of the spherically-symmetric Boulware-Desersolution of pure metric EGB gravity in D ≥ 5 [246], see also [170]. The integrationconstantM is the mass of the spacetime, which behaves asymptotically as
f (r) = 1− 2M

r
+

4αM2

r4
+O

(
1

r7

)
. (3.84)

The scalar field is radial and reads5
ϕ (r) = ln

(√
−2α/β

r

)
− ln

(
σ

(
c±

∫
dr

r
√

|f (r)|

))
, (3.85)

where c is an arbitrary integration constant and σ is a function with an expressiondepending on the sign of f (r): if f (r) ≥ 0, σ = cosh, while if f (r) < 0, σ = |cos|.Therefore the scalar field is well-defined when f (r) ≥ 0 (in particular outside theevent horizon), and evenwhen f (r) < 0 apart on a set of nullmeasure. The horizonsof (3.83) depend on the sign of α. If α > 0, there are two possible horizons at
r± =M ±

√
M2 − α, (3.86)

in other words, the spacetime has no horizons if M <
√
α, and has two horizonsotherwise. For α < 0, the square root in (3.83) becomes ill-defined before reaching

r+ if the mass is too small (naked singularity), while if the mass is sufficiently large,there is indeed a horizon at r+, but no inner horizon, since the square root in (3.83)becomes ill-defined.
Ref. [247] proved that the expression (3.86) for the horizon would strongly con-strain the negative values of α if there were a Birkhoff-like theorem [248] for theconsidered 4DEGB theory. In this case, an atomic nucleus of radius R would pro-duce the gravitational field (3.83). But a nucleus is not a BH, so the horizon must behidden below the atomic radius: r+ < R. This yields −10−30m2 < α < 0. On theother hand, when α > 0, the metric is well-defined up to r = 0, where it behaves as

f (r) = 1−
√

2Mr

α
+
r2

2α
+O

(
r7/2
)
. (3.87)

Although f (r) is well-defined at r = 0, the curvature invariants diverge there. Itis indeed known [249] that the curvature invariants do not diverge only if f (r) =
1 +O (r2). There is therefore a curvature singularity at r = 0.

5The divergence of ϕ (r) as r → ∞ is irrelevant as it can be eliminated by field redefinition. Indeed,the redefined scalar Φ = eϕ vanishes as r → ∞. Action (3.78) displays a canonical kinetic term forthis scalar field Φ, as already mentioned below Eq. (2.110).
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Flat internal space

The second solution was presented by [174], after their regularization which corre-sponds to a flat internal space and therefore to λ = β = 0, see Eqs. (2.112,2.115). Themetric potential f (r) is exactly the same as above, Eq. (3.83), while the radial scalarfield is now given by
ϕ (r) =

∫ ±1−
√
f (r)

r
√
f (r)

dr. (3.88)
This holds up to a global additive constant since this particular theory is shift-symmetric.The scalar field iswell-defined outside and at the horizon, r ≥ r+, but becomes imag-inary when f (r) < 0. The kinetic term itself is imaginary for f (r) < 0,

X = −

(
±1−

√
f (r)

)2

2r2
. (3.89)

This unpleasant feature was cured in [247], by adding a linear time dependence tothe scalar field. The obtained scalar field reads
ϕ(t, r) = qt+

∫ ±
√
q2r2 + f (r)− f (r)

rf (r)
dr. (3.90)

The metric remains unchanged: it does not feel the influence of the scalar hair q,which is an arbitrary integration constant. As explained in Sec. 3.2 regarding stealthsolutions, the regularity of the scalar field at the horizon r+ is manifest in horizon-crossing coordinates, since ϕ (v, r = r+) = qv + const. or ϕ (u, r = r+) = qu+ const.depending on the sign of q and the choice of ± in (3.90). We recall that v = t + r⋆,
u = t − r⋆ and r⋆ =

∫
dr/f (r). Moreover, since f (r) as given by (3.83) is boundedfrom below, there always exists a range of the integration constant q such that thescalar field is well-defined in the whole spacetime. The same then holds for thekinetic term,
X =

±2
√
q2r2 + f (r)− 1− f (r)

2r2
, (3.91)

apart from the central singularity at r = 0. Note that X here is not constant, asopposed to the case of stealth solutions studied in Sec. 3.2. On another hand, thelinear perturbations of the BH solution in the shift-symmetric 4DEGB theory, and theassociated QNMs, were analyzed in [108, 230], showing the existence of pathologies.The QNMs and shadow of the BH were also presented in [250], while [251] consid-ered, in addition to the shadow, the properties of orbits around this BH.
Finally, since these solutions (both with ϕ = ϕ(r) and ϕ = qt+ψ(r)) are obtainedin a theory with shift symmetry, it should be verified how the no-hair theorem ofparagraph 3.1.5 is violated. In the case where ϕ = qt+ψ(r), it is of course due to theform of the scalar field. In the case ϕ = ϕ(r), the theorem is circumvented thanksto the absence of a canonical kinetic term X ⊂ G2.
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Internal space as a product of two spheres
The third solution was described by [165], and in fact corresponds to the KK regular-ization for an internal space which is a product of two-spheres of identical radius.This corresponds to λ = β2/ (4α), see Eqs. (2.113,2.116). The obtained metric is thistime different, with a non-vanishing second integration constant µ,

f (r) = 1 +
r2

2α

(
1−

√
1 +

8αM

r3
+

8α2

r4

)
. (3.92)

The asymptotic departure from Schwarzschild gets larger than in (3.84), since now,
f (r) = 1− 2M

r
− 2α

r2
+O

(
1

r4

)
. (3.93)

In fact, this solution directly stems from a higher-dimensional solution [252] throughthe diagonal KK reduction presented in Secs. 1.3 and 2.5 [89]. The expression for thescalar field is
ϕ (r) = ln

(√
−2α/β

r

)
. (3.94)

The candidate event horizon is now located at
r+ =M +

√
M2 + α. (3.95)

For α > 0, there is always a unique horizon at r+, while for α < 0, the square rootin (3.92) might become ill-defined. It turns out that there is no horizon for smallmasses, and a unique horizon at r+ for sufficiently largemasses. This was studied indetail in [47]. Also, the same kind of Birkhoff conjecture as explained between (3.86)and (3.87) now severly constrains the positive values of α for the present theory,
0 < α < 10−30m2. When the metric reaches r = 0 with no problems in the squareroot, it behaves there as

f (r) = 1− sgn (α)√2− Mr√
2 |α|

+O
(
r2
)
, (3.96)

where sgn is the sign function, sgn(≷ 0) = ±1. Again, f (r) is well-defined at r = 0,but not sufficiently regular, so there is a curvature singularity at r = 0. Amajor differ-ence with the previous spacetime (3.83) is that (3.92) does not reduce to flat space-time whenM = 0, but is rather a naked singularity at r = 0. This is due to the 8α2/r4term in (3.92), which ultimately comes from the higher-dimensional origin of the so-lution with a horizon of non-trivial topology (product of two-spheres) [89, 252]. Notefinally that a more detailed study of this solution is performed in paragraph 6.1.2.
As a summary, the 4DEGB action (3.78) admits three distinct scalar-tensor BHsolutions, for three distinct theories with respectively λ = 3β2/ (4α), λ = β = 0and λ = β2/ (4α). It was in fact shown in [165] that these possibilities are the only
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ones6 with the ansatz (3.80), which assumes gtt = −grr. Furthermore, for the shift-symmetric case λ = β = 0, unicity of the static BH solutions was proved in [254]. Inother words, BHs with gtt ̸= −grr do not exist in this case.
Each of the obtained theories can bemapped to the regularized KK action (2.107)with different internal space (respectively maximally-symmetric, flat, and productof two-spheres). Nevertheless, as regards the solutions, only the case of the prod-uct of two-spheres directly descends from a solution to EGB gravity in D dimen-sions through the diagonal KK reduction (2.99). This means that both the metric(3.92) and the scalar (3.94) are clearly mapped to the higher-dimensional solutionof [252] in the diagonal KK ansatz (2.99). For the other two solutions, a hypotheti-cal KK origin remains unclear. Indeed, their metric function (3.83) generalizes thehigher-dimensional Boulware-Deser solution [246], but their scalar field (3.85) or(3.88) does not fit into the diagonal KK reduction picture (2.99).
This completes the state-of-the-art of scalar-tensor, closed-form BH solutions,with sensible asymptotic behaviour and regular scalar field outside and at the hori-zon, which existed before this thesis started. For conciseness, we have not detailedsome interesting regular BHswhichwere constructed in DHOST theories, and ratherrefer the reader to [217, 218].
To summarize, as regards higher-order scalar-tensor theories (from Horndeskito DHOST), hairy BH solutions can be obtained by violating one of the assumptionsof theHui-Nicolis no-hair theoremof paragraph 3.1.5. For instance, a scalar fieldwitha linear time dependence (which is allowed in shift-symmetric theories) enables toobtain many stealth solutions, i.e., the metric is the same as in GR although thescalar field is non-trivial. All these stealth solutions exist provided the kinetic term

X of the scalar field is constant, X = X0. This is not a problem in itself, but it turnsout that, for the asymptotically flat stealth solutions, the kinetic or k-essence termof the scalar field must have a double root at X0, and this implies pathologies asregards their perturbative aspects.
Non-stealth solutions, for which themetric is different fromGR, also exist, in the-ories with or without shift symmetry. For shift-symmetric theories, the Hui-Nicolistheorem can still be circumvented for instance by considering Horndeski functionswhich are non-analytic functions of X . This yields the BCL BH, a very simple exam-ple of non-stealth BH. Going beyond the shift-symmetric case could in principle offermany possibilities for hairy BHs, since it automatically evades to no-hair theorem.Despite this encouraging fact, as regards non-stealth, closed-form solutions beyondshift symmetry, only two existed before this thesis, namely (3.83) and (3.92). Theyare obtained in the context of the 4DEGB theory. Another non-stealth solution ex-

6More precisely, Ref. [165] also finds a solution with constant scalar field, but we do not mention itbecause the field equations become partly degenerate at this constant value (strong coupling). Thisconstant scalar even allows for a non-perturbative rotating solution [253]. However, degeneracy ismanifest since this solution is parameterized by two arbitrary functions of θ, which are not fixed bythe field equations.
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ists in the shift-symmetric 4DEGB theory.

It is now time to present, in Chaps. 4 and 5, the new exact BH solutions obtainedduring this thesis. Chap. 4 proposes a systematic study of the shift-symmetric be-yond Horndeski field equations, which will lead to many7 new solutions. Amongthem, a stealth Schwarzschild solution where, as opposed to the usual ones, the ki-netic term X is not constant. Also, all non-stealth solutions mentioned above havesecondary hair. This means that, in spherical symmetry, although their metric dif-fers from Schwarzschild, they remain characterized by a unique parameter, theirmass M . In Chap. 4, a solution with primary hair, i.e. parameterized by an addi-tional integration constant q distinct from M , is obtained. For a particular relationbetween q andM , the central curvature singularity even disappears.
Froma very different approach, non-stealth solutions are also obtained in Chap. 5.This time, shift symmetry is not assumed anymore. Inspiration is therefore takenfrom the theory which we saw allowed closed-form solutions in this context, the4DEGB theory. This 4DEGB theory has two distinctive features: its link with thehigher-dimensional EGB theory through KK compactification, and its generalizedconformal invariance. Both these ideas are used in Chap. 5 and yield new relevanttheories and solutions.
Table 3.2 enables to appreciate at a glance these new contributions.

7More precisely, infinitelymany, since certain infinite families of theories, and their correspondingsolutions, are identified.
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ϕ = · · ·
G2,4 (X) (shift+ parity sym.Horndeski)

G2,3,4,5 (ϕ,X)(GenericHorndeski)

G2,4 (X) and
F4 (X) (shift+ parity sym.beyond Horn-deski)

DHOST

ϕ (r) BCL [215]

4DEGB [172, 165];Extensionswithoutconformalinvariance [50],Sec. 5.1;Otherhigher-orderLovelockcompactifications[46], Sec. 4.3 andparagraph 5.3.7

OtherBCL [215];Newsecondary hairsolutions [46],Sec. 4.7

StealthSchwarzschild[216];Regular BHs(Kerr-Schildconstruc-tion) [217, 218]

qt+ψ (r) and
X = cst

(Historical)stealthSchwarzschild[159];Other stealthSchwarzschild[219]

StealthSchwarzschild [220]
StealthSchwarzschild[221]

StealthSchwarzschild[216, 222, 223]and Kerr [224];DisformedKerr [131, 132]
qt+ψ (r) and
X ̸= cst

New StealthSchwarzschild[53], Sec. 4.6
Shift-symmetric4DEGB [174]

Primary hairsolutions andregular BHs[53], Sec. 4.8
ConformalKerr [51],Sec. 6.2

Table 3.2: State-of-the-art of scalar-tensor BHs after this thesis, in Fall 2023. In red,the new solutions constructed during this thesis, and presented in the followingchapters.



4 - Static, spherically-symmetric black
holes in shift-symmetric beyondHorn-
deski theories

This chapter studies a particular class of scalar-tensor theories, namely beyondHorndeski theories with shift symmetry. By restricting to static and spherical sym-metry, one can rewrite the field equations in a compact way, Sec. 4.2, which facili-tates their solving. Integration of the field equations can then be performed in quitegeneric cases where all beyond Horndeski functions G2,3,4,5 and F4,5 are present,Sec. 4.3. The obtained theories are parameterized by a parameter n, and generalizethe shift-symmetric 4DEGB theory studied in paragraph 3.3.2, which corresponds to
n = 1.

Still, the greatest simplification to the field equations occurs by restricting to par-ity symmetry, under ϕ→ −ϕ. In pure Horndeski theories, Sec. 4.6, this leads notablyto a new stealth Schwarzschild solution which does not suffer a priori from thesame perturbative problems as the usual stealth Schwarzschild of paragraph 3.2.1.In beyondHorndeski theories with a radial scalar field, Sec. 4.7, new non-stealth BHsare obtained, qualitatively similar to the BCL BH of paragraph 3.3.1. Finally, beyondHorndeski theories with a time dependent scalar field, ϕ = qt + ψ(r), allow for BHswith primary scalar hair, that is, the metric is parameterized not only by its mass
M , but also by q, which is an arbitrary integration constant. Also, when a certainrelation holds between M and q, the curvature singularity disappears. This is pre-sented in Sec. 4.8.

4.1 . The setup: theory, ansatz, and sys-
tem of equations

This chapter focuses on beyond Horndeski theories with shift symmetry. Be-yond Horndeski theories were presented in Chap. 2, see specifically Eq. (2.42). Theyare in general parameterized by functions G2,3,4,5(ϕ,X) and F4,5(ϕ,X) of the scalarfield ϕ and its kinetic term X . Shift symmetry, that is, symmetry under constantshifts ϕ → ϕ + constant, was described in paragraph 2.4.1. A beyond Horndeski ac-tion acquires shift symmetry when all of its coupling functions depend only on X ,
83
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but not on ϕ. Thus, the action under consideration in this chapter reads:
S [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
G2 (X)−G3 (X)□ϕ+G4 (X)R +G4X

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]

+G5 (X)Gµνϕµν −
G5X

6

[
(□ϕ)3 − 3□ϕϕµνϕ

µν + 2ϕµνϕ
νρϕµ

ρ

]

+ F4 (X) ϵµνρσϵαβγσϕµϕαϕνβϕργ + F5 (X) ϵµνρσϵαβγδϕµϕαϕνβϕργϕσδ

}
. (4.1)

In addition and as explained in paragraph 2.3.1, the following relation must hold,
3F5 (G4 − 2XG4X) = XF4G5X , (4.2)

so as to evade the appearance of an Ostrogradsky ghost degree of freedom.
This chapter describes the study and solving of the field equations coming fromthe variational principle of an action of the form (4.1), for the case of a static, spherically-symmetric metric ansatz,

ds2 = −h (r) dt2 + dr2/f (r) + r2dΩ2. (4.3)
The metric is said to be homogeneous if h = f , this is for instance the case of theusual Schwarzschild BH, h = f = 1− 2M/r, and non-homogeneous otherwise. Asusual, the metric (4.3) is a BH if it admits a horizon, that is to say, a radius r = rhsuch that

h (rh) = f (rh) = 0. (4.4)
As explained in paragraph 2.4.1, the ansatz for the scalar field ϕ, compatible with thesymmetries of the metric ansatz (4.3), can be taken as

ϕ = qt+ ψ (r) , (4.5)
where q is a constant. Indeed, since the action (and hence the field equations) de-pend only on the gradient of the scalar field, the term linear in time does not intro-duce any time dependence into the field equations. Also, due to shift symmetry, ϕis defined up to an irrelevant additive constant. With this ansatz, the kinetic term is

X = −1

2
∂µ ϕ∂

µϕ =
1

2

(
q2

h
− fψ′2

)
. (4.6)

Again in paragraph 2.4.1, the Noether current associated to shift symmetry,
J µshift =

1√−g
δS

δ(∂µϕ)
, (4.7)

was defined and studied. We recalled in particular that the scalar field equationis Eϕ = −∇µJ µshift, but that the ansatz (4.3-4.5) implies in fact that J rshift = 0. Thisis a consequence of diffeomorphism invariance if the scalar has a true linear timedependence (q ̸= 0) [160], while if q = 0, this comes from imposing that the norm
J µshiftJshiftµ be finite at the BH horizon.
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In fact, diffeomorphism invariance also relates the divergence of the metric fieldequations to the scalar field equation through a ’Bianchi identity’,

∇νEµν = −Eϕ∇µϕ, (4.8)
see Eq. (2.4). If ϕ is not constant, the scalar field equation Eϕ, equivalent to J rshift = 0,is thus implied by the metric field equations Eµν . With the spherically-symmetricansatz (4.3-4.5), the non-vanishing components of Eµν are tt, rr, θθ, φφ, and also trif q ̸= 0. However, spherical symmetry implies Eφφ = sin2 θ Eθθ, and if q ̸= 0, J rshift isproportional to Etr by (2.65).

At the end of the day, the field equations for a shift-symmetric scalar-tensor
action1, with static metric ansatz (4.3) and non-constant scalar field ϕ of the
form (4.5) reduce, in the usual spherical coordinates (t, r, θ, φ), to a system of
three coupled differential equations,

Ett = 0, Err = 0, J r
shift = 0, (4.9)

for the three unknown functions h (r) = −gtt, f (r) = grr and ψ (r) [with ϕ =
qt+ ψ (r)].

The analysis of this chapter gathers the results of two articles, [46] and [53], ofwhich the present author is one of the authors. The former article studied the caseof q = 0, while the latter article the case of q ̸= 0.

4.2 . Rewriting the field equations
The action under consideration is the generic beyond Horndeski action with shiftsymmetry, Eq. (4.1). The covariant formof the field equations is given in appendix C.1.Naively specifying to the ansatz (4.3,4.5) for the field equations of interest (4.9), theystill remain very intricate. Nevertheless, a careful rewriting of the field equationswill enable to integrate them exactly in a number of cases. To this aim, one needsto define the following quantities,
Z (X) ≡ 2XG4X −G4 + 4X2F4, (4.10)
Y (X) ≡ 12X2F5 −XG5X , (4.11)
W (X) ≡ G4X + 2XF4 = (Z +G4) / (2X) , (4.12)

A ≡ 4rZX − 2X

fψ′

(
r2G3X +G5X

)
+ 2fψ′YX − 2

ψ′Y +
12q2X

hψ′ F5 (4.13)
= 4rZX − 2X

fψ′

(
r2G3X +G5X

)
+

q2

hψ′G5X +
fψ′

X
(Y + 2YXX), (4.14)

B ≡ rZ + fψ′Y, (4.15)
1Note indeed that the above reasoning did not make use of the particular beyond Horndeski class(4.1), so it remains true for any shift-symmetric theory with the same metric and scalar ansatz.
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C ≡ rF4 + 3F5fψ
′. (4.16)

The functions Z (X) and Y (X) enable to replace the beyond Horndeski functions,going from the pair (G4, F4) to (G4, Z), and from the pair (G5, F5) to (G5, Y ). Therelevance of the combinationG4X +2XF4, appearing both in Z (X) andW (X), andof the combination 12XF5 − G5X appearing in Y (X), is not surprising, since in theaction, G4X and 2XF4 multiply the same term [
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
], while −G5X/6 and

2XF5 multiply the same term [(□ϕ)3−3□ϕϕµνϕ
µν+2ϕµνϕ

νρϕµ
ρ

] [see the explicit form
of the F4 and F5 Lagrangians, Eqs. (2.31-2.32)].

The interest lies in solutions where the radial part of the scalar field, ψ (r), isnot constant2 ψ′ ̸= 0. For convenience, we can thus rescale the independent fieldequations, from (J rshift, Err, Ett) to (EJ , Er, Et), where
EJ = − r2

fψ′J
rshift, Er = r2fErr, Et =

r2

hf
Ett. (4.17)

In termsof the quantities introduced above, the independent field equations (EJ , Er, Et)can be written, after inspection, as:
EJ = − fh′

2h
A+ r2G2X + 2G4X − 2rfψ′G3X − 2fZX

+
2q2f

h
(WX + 2F4) +

2q2f

h
C
(
f ′

f
− h′

h

)
, (4.18)

Er = − 2fh′

h
B − r2G2 − 2G4 − 2fZ +

2q2f

h
W − 4q2f

h
CX ′ − f (ψ′)

2 EJ , (4.19)
Et = X ′A+ 2

(
f ′

f
− h′

h

)
B − Er

f
−
(
(ψ′)

2
+
q2

fh

)
EJ . (4.20)

This rewriting is an identity, i.e. holds true even when the field equations are notsatisfied. Now, for a solution of the field equations, EJ = Er = Et = 0, leading to thefollowing system:
X ′A = 2

(
h′

h
− f ′

f

)
B, (4.21)

fh′

2h
A = r2G2X + 2G4X − 2rfψ′G3X − 2fZX

+
2q2f

h
(WX + 2F4) +

2q2f

h
C
(
f ′

f
− h′

h

)
, (4.22)

2fh′

h
B = − r2G2 − 2G4 − 2fZ +

2q2f

h
W − 4q2f

h
CX ′. (4.23)

2Otherwise ϕ = qt+ cst. diverges at the horizon, where t itself diverges.
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4.3 . Compatibility conditions for the
generic case with q = 0, ϕ = ϕ(r)

One is now faced with a system of three equations (4.21-4.23). The next sec-tion 4.4 will be interested in the great simplification which occurs in the case of par-ity symmetry (invariance under ϕ → −ϕ), which corresponds to G3 = G5 = F5 = 0.But, as long as the full system (4.21-4.23) is fresh in the mind of the reader, let usbegin by the generic case, where all beyond Horndeski functions are non-vanishing.This case seems impossible to treat in all generality, butmuch can be said if one is
looking for a homogeneous BH, i.e. h = f , and a static scalar field, q = 0. Then,Eq. (4.21) implies that X is constant, or A = 0. Constant X is in general associatedwith stealth solutions, and we rather decide to look at the case A = 0.

The second equation, (4.22), then has a vanishing left hand side, so the righthand side must also vanish. One can choose to make the right hand side vanish byimposing it to be proportional to A, in the following sense: there exists a functionof X , denoted Q(X), such that
r2G2X + 2G4X − 2rfψ′G3X − 2fZX = fψ′QA. (4.24)

Note that this condition is sufficient for Eq. (4.22) to be satisfied, but is by no meansnecessary. It will just enable to select a number of compatibility conditions for ageneric beyond Horndeski theory to admit closed-form solutions, but a priori, othertheories could admit such solutions without satisfying these compatibility condi-tions. Using the definition (4.13) of A, (4.24) becomes
r2G2X + 2G4X − 2rfψ′G3X − 2fZX

= 4fψ′QrZX − 2XQ
(
r2G3X +G5X

)
− 2fQY − 4fXQYX . (4.25)

Therefore, a set of sufficient (but again, not necessary) compatibility conditions forEq. (4.22) to be verified is
G2X = − 2XQG3X = 4XQ2ZX , (4.26)
G4X = −XQG5X , (4.27)
ZX = (Y + 2XYX)Q. (4.28)

These conditions are obtained by identifying terms in (4.25) with the same powers in
r, f and ψ′. On the other hand, the degeneracy condition (4.2) ensuring the absenceof ghost degree of freedom, can be rewritten in terms of Z and Y as

Y =
XG5XZ

G4 − 2XG4X

. (4.29)
Combining this with condition (4.27) yields

Z = QY

(
2X − G4

G4X

)
. (4.30)
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Finally, conditions (4.28) and (4.30) combine to give
2XQXY +QY =

(
QY

G4

G4X

)

X

. (4.31)
The five conditions (4.26-4.28) and (4.31) relate the seven functionsG2,3,4,5, Q, Z and
Y (remember that F4 is known from G4 and Z , while F5 from G5 and Y ). In thisframework, only two, out of these seven functions ofX , are therefore independent.

To summarize, when the compatibility conditions (4.26-4.28) are satisfied, theoriginal system of equations (4.21-4.23), with q = 0, reduces to
X ′A = 2

(
h′

h
− f ′

f

)
B, (4.32)

0 =

(
h′

2h
− ψ′Q

)
A, (4.33)

2fh′

h
B = − r2G2 − 2G4 − 2fZ, (4.34)

where the rewriting (4.33) comes from the definition of Q, Eq. (4.25). Moreover,taking into account the compatibility conditions (4.26-4.28), the original expressionof A, Eq. (4.13), simplifies to
A = − 2ZX

Q
√
f
√
−2X

[(√
f − rQ

√
−2X

)2
− G4X

ZX

]
. (4.35)

The above compatibility conditions were motivated by the case f = h, and there-fore the system of equations (4.32-4.34) naturally simplifies in this case. The firstequation (4.32) leads to A = 0 (if we assume X not constant). Then, thanks to therewriting (4.35), A = 0 can be directly solved for X , or equivalently for the scalarfield ϕ = ψ(r), in terms of f(r). Also,A = 0 ensures that the second equation (4.33)is verified. Finally, the third equation (4.34) is a first order differential equation for
f(r).

As a consequence, all what remains to do is to fix two functions among G2,3,4,5,
Q, Z and Y , then compute the remaining ones by virtue of the conditions (4.26-4.28) and (4.31), and find the associated homogeneous solution, that is, ϕ = ψ(r)and f = h. The most interesting case, as presented in our original article [46],is motivated as follows. In the state-of-the-art of previously existing BH solutions,Chap. 3, the only shift-symmetric Horndeski theory without parity symmetry, andallowing closed-form solutions, is the shift-symmetric 4DEGB theory, see more pre-cisely paragraph 3.3.2. The shift symmetry is associated to a KK reduction along aflat internal space. The Horndeski functions are given by Eq. (3.79) with β = λ = 0,so there is a unique coupling constant α,

G2 = 8αX2, G3 = 8αX, G4 = 1 + 4αX, G5 = 4α ln |X| . (4.36)
Very interestingly, these functions satisfy the compatibility conditions (4.26-4.28)and (4.31), with a constant function Q(X). Let us generalize this case by fixing from
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now on a constant value for Q,

Q = −γ1, (4.37)
where γ1 is an arbitrary dimensionless constant. Eq. (4.31) leads to

Y = γ2G4X , (4.38)
where γ2 is an integration constant. Eq. (4.28) then gives

Z = γ1γ2 (G4 − 2XG4X) . (4.39)
We have fixed Q = −γ1, so there remains a unique function to fix in order to deter-mine completely the theory. Since Z and Y are seen to be determined byG4, we fix
G4. We choose it to be similar to the 4DEGB case (4.36), namely a constant term 1corresponding to a canonical Einstein-Hilbert term, plus a power of X :

G4 = 1− 2α (−2X)n . (4.40)
The power n is a priori an arbitrary real number, and n = 1 corresponds to the shift-symmetric 4DEGB theory (4.36). Then, the remaining equations (4.26-4.27) give

G2 = − 4αγ31γ2n(2n− 1)
(−2X)n+1

n+ 1
, (4.41)

G3 = 4αγ21γ2(2n− 1)(−2X)n, (4.42)
G4 = 1− 2α(−2X)n, (4.43)
G5 =

4αn

γ1

(−2X)n−1

n− 1
. (4.44)

Note however that for particular values of n (those for which the denominators van-ish), the integration rather leads to logarithms, for example G5 with n = 1, consis-tently with (4.36). Note also that one could include a cosmological constant term
−2Λ in G2. We have recalled the form of G4 in order to have all the Horndeski func-tions at a glance. It remains however to compute the beyond Horndeski functions
F4 and F5. Indeed, combining the definitions (4.10-4.11) of Z and Y , their currentvalue (4.38-4.39), and the form (4.43-4.44) of G4 and G5, one gets

F4 =
1 + γ1γ2
4X2

(1 + 2(2n− 1)α(−2X)n) , (4.45)
F5 =

4 (1 + γ1γ2)

3γ1
αn(−2X)n−3. (4.46)

The role of the constants γ1 and γ2 thus becomes clear: the theory under consider-ation belongs to the Horndeski class if and only if γ1γ2 = −1, otherwise, it is of thebeyond Horndeski type. In particular, for γ1γ2 = −1 and n = 1, one retrieves the4DEGB case (4.36).
One can now turn to the integration of the field equations (4.32-4.34), in the case

f = h. Using (4.35), A = 0 gives the scalar field ϕ = ψ(r),
ϕ(r) =

∫
1−

√
γ1γ2(1− 2n)f(r)

rγ1
√
γ1γ2(1− 2n)f(r)

dr. (4.47)
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We will comment on the regularity of the scalar field later, for the moment, let usfinish the integration of the field equations by solving (4.34). Because of the form of
ϕ(r), one is tempted to introduce a function

F (r)2 ≡ γ1γ2(1− 2n)f(r). (4.48)
Then, the last field equation (4.34) can be integrated once with respect to the radialcoordinate r. This integration yields the following equation:
(n+1)

[
γ31γ2(1− 2n)

]n
r2n
(
1− 2n+ F 2

)
−2α (1− F )2n

(
1 + 2nF + F 2

)
−µr2n−1 = 0,(4.49)where µ is an integration constant. The above is an algebraic equation with degree

2(n+1) in F . For n ≥ 1, integer or half-integer, it becomes a polynomial equation in
F . Due to the link (4.48) between F (r) and the metric function f(r), the equation isproperly defined only when f(r) ≥ 0, however, for the case n = 1, appear only F 0,
F 2 and F 4, and one gets a proper polynomial in f(r) at any point of spacetime. Theexplicit solution reads

f(r) = − 1

γ1γ2
+
r2γ21
2α

(
1±

√
1− 2αµ

r3γ61γ
2
2

)
. (4.50)

Remember that the theory belongs to theHorndeski class (rather thanbeyondHorn-deski) if and only if γ1γ2 = −1. This is why the above f(r) profile reduces to the BHsolution of the shift-symmetric 4DEGB theory, Eq. (3.83), when γ1γ2 = −1. Notethat the extension of the solution in beyond Horndeski, γ1γ2 ̸= −1, picks up a solidangle deficit: f(r) → −1/(γ1γ2) when r → ∞ (as explained in paragraph 3.3.2, weare interested in the − branch, since the + branch presents a (a)dS behaviour).
Let us now move on to the general n case. Equation (4.49) implies the followingasymptotic behaviour for the metric function:

f(r) = − 1

γ1γ2
+

µ

(n+ 1)γ1γ2(1− 2n) [γ31γ2(1− 2n)]
n

1

r
+O

(
1

r2n

)
. (4.51)

Hence the scalar field (4.47) behaves at infinity as
ϕ(r) =

1−
√
2n− 1

γ1
√
2n− 1

ln(r) +O
(
1

r

)
. (4.52)

The scalar field diverges like ln(r) at infinity, except for n = 1 where ϕ = O
(
1
r

).However, the kinetic termX = −f(ϕ′)2/2 always vanishes at infinity. As regards themetric, it reaches asymptotically Minkowski spacetime only for the Horndeski case,
γ1γ2 = −1. If γ1γ2 ̸= −1, the asymptotic metric is only locally asymptotically flat:there is a global deficit angle as in the case of the gravitating monopole solution inGR [255]. In what follows, we thus focus on the asymptotically flat, Horndeski case,
γ1γ2 = −1. Without loss of generality, one can set γ1 = 1 and γ2 = −1, since γ1 canalways be absorbed by a redefinition of the coupling constant α. The asymptotic
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expansion (4.51) shows that the integration constant µ is related to the ADM mass
M by

µ = −2M(n+ 1)(2n− 1)n+1. (4.53)
Let us summarize: the Horndeski theory

G2 = 4αn(2n− 1)
(−2X)n+1

n+ 1
, G3 = −4α(2n− 1)(−2X)n,

G4 = 1− 2α(−2X)n, G5 = 4αn
(−2X)n−1

n− 1
, (4.54)

admits a homogeneous (f = h) BH solution, given as the root of an algebraic
equation

0 = (n+ 1) (2n− 1)n r2n−1
[
(2n− 1)(2M − r) + rF 2

]
− 2α (1− F )2n

(
1 + 2nF + F 2

)
,

F (r)2 ≡ (2n− 1)f(r). (4.55)
The scalar field supporting this BH is

ϕ(r) =

∫
1−

√
(2n− 1)f(r)

r
√
(2n− 1)f(r)

dr, (4.56)
showing that one needs n > 1/2. Note that the existence of these BH solutionsis compatible with the Hui-Nicolis no-hair theorem (paragraph 3.1.5) because of theabsence of canonical kinetic term X ⊂ G2. Indeed, this would correspond in (4.54)to n = 0, which in fact removes all Horndeski functions.

The algebraic equation (4.55) cannot be solved analytically for n ̸= 1: the BHsolutions are therefore known implicitly. This is one of the rare exceptions to thedeclared aim of this thesis, namely finding closed-form solutions. Still, using (4.55),much can be said about the behaviour of the solution near r = 0 or for small cou-pling α, and about the horizon structure. The interested reader is referred to [46]as regards the behaviour for small r or α. Notably, the main conclusion concerningthe r → 0 region is that, although f(r) is finite at r = 0, there still exists a curvaturesingularity there because f(r) is not sufficiently regular near r = 0, very much likein the 4DEGB case. We rather decide to focus here on the horizons.
The existence of a horizon is indicated by the vanishing of the metric function

f(r). Thus, setting F (r) = 0 in (4.55) defines the horizon radius as the value rhwhich satisfies the equation:
(n+ 1) (2n− 1)n+1 r2n−1

h (2M − rh) = 2α . (4.57)
As expected, the coupling parameter α induces a deviation from the Schwarzschildradius rSch = 2M . For clarity and in order to compare with the GR limit, we restrictfrom now on to the caseM > 0. The presence of the coupling parameter α in (4.57)also determines the number of roots of that equation. Given the form of Eq. (4.57)
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as a polynomial of order 2n in rh, much can be said about its real, positive roots. Tothis end, we define the quantities:

rn ≡
(
1− 1

2n

)
2M < 2M, αn ≡ 1

2
(n+ 1) (2n− 1)3n

(
M

n

)2n

> 0. (4.58)

The following results are then easy to prove. If α < 0, there is a unique horizon, with
rh > 2M . If 0 < α < αn, there are exactly two horizons, with rh− < rn < rh+ < 2M .One has that rh+ → (2M)− when n→ ∞, and rh− → 0+ when α → 0+. If α > αn, thespacetime has no horizons. These results are consistently illustrated by the 4DEGBcase, which corresponds to n = 1, where

rn =M, αn =M2, rh± =M ±
√
M2 − α. (4.59)

Before moving on to the parity-symmetric case, let us announce a result which willbe obtained in paragraph 5.3.7. There, a regularized KK reduction of the cubic Love-lock invariantR(3) is performed down to four dimensions along a flat internal space,and the obtained theory belongs to the theories identified above, Eq. (4.54), with
n = 2. Therefore, as regards KK reduction along a flat internal space, the reduc-tion of the quadratic Lovelock invariant, that is, the GB scalar, leads to (4.54) with
n = 1 (4DEGB), while the reduction of the cubic Lovelock invariant leads to (4.54)with n = 2. One can thus propose the following conjecture: the KK reduction,
along a flat internal space, of the Lovelock action of order k, corresponds to
the Horndeski theory (4.54) with n = k − 1. This remains a conjecture for themoment, although strongly motivated by the considerations developed in Sec. 5.3.

4.4 . Parity-symmetric simplification
The systemof equations (4.21-4.23) has thus been shown to admit solutionswhenall the beyond Horndeski functions are non-vanishing, and although these solutionsare implicit, much can be said about their horizon structure. However, the form ofthe system (4.21-4.23), and the new quantities (4.10-4.16), show that the solving ismuch easier when G3 = G5 = F5 = 0, i.e. when the theory acquires parity symme-try under ϕ→ −ϕ.
Indeed, in this case, Y (X) = 0, A = 4rZX , B = rZ , such that the radial partof the scalar, ψ′ (r), disappears completely: only the kinetic term X remains, andsolving forX will determine the scalar field through (4.6). Of course, even whenG3,

G5 and F5 are present, one can in principle replace every ψ′ in terms ofX thanks to(4.6) again, but this would introduce complicated terms since ψ′ = ±
√
q2/h− 2X/f .Also, and as we will see in a moment, only when G3 = G5 = F5 = 0 does equa-tion (4.21) integrate directly. For all these reasons, we now restrict to theories with

G3 = G5 = F5 = 0. The theories considered from now on in this section therefore
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have the following action,
S [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
G2 (X) +G4 (X)R +G4X

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]

+ F4 (X) ϵµνρσϵαβγσϕµϕαϕνβϕργ

}
, (4.60)

which depends on three functions G2 (X), G4 (X) and F4 (X), and, with the ansatz(4.3-4.5), the independent field equations (4.21-4.23) reduce to:
2X ′ZX =

(
h′

h
− f ′

f

)
Z, (4.61)

2fh′

h
rZX = r2G2X + 2G4X − 2fZX +

2q2f

h
(WX + 2F4) +

2q2f

h
C
(
f ′

f
− h′

h

)
, (4.62)

2fh′

h
rZ = − r2G2 − 2G4 − 2fZ +

2q2f

h
W − 4q2f

h
CX ′. (4.63)

In the following, we again restrict to the case of non-constant kinetic termX : X ′ ̸= 0.

4.5 . Solving thefield equations and the
method of the function G

Eq. (4.61) integrates directly to
f

h
=
γ2

Z2
, (4.64)

where γ ̸= 0 is a constant of integration. A homogeneous BH (f = h) corresponds to
Z = γ (more generally ifZ = const., this constant canbe rescaled to γ, by rescalingh,by rescaling the time coordinate t), while a non-homogeneous BH (f ̸= h) is obtainedas soon as Z depends non-trivially onX . The combination Z × (4.62)−ZX × (4.63)then gives

r2 (G2Z)X + 2 (G4Z)X

(
1− q2γ2

2Z2X

)
= 0. (4.65)

Since the metric functions f and h do not appear in this equation, this equationdetermines X = X (r), and thus the scalar field ϕ = qt + ψ (r) through (4.6). X isdetermined as a function of r, f is related to h by (4.64), and finally, h is determinedby (4.63), which simplifies as:
2γ2

(
h (r) r − q2r

2X

)′

+ r2G2Z + 2G4Z =
q2γ2

ZX2
[XG4 + rX ′ (2XG4X −G4)]

=
2q2γ2

Z

√
r

X

(√
r

X
G4

)′

. (4.66)
The whole system of field equations for a static, spherically-symmetric metric
(4.3) and scalar field with linear time dependence (4.5), for the generic beyond
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Horndeski action with shift and parity symmetry (4.60), has therefore been
rephrased as three short equations (4.64-4.66), where the beyond Horndeski
function F4 (X) has been replaced by the function Z (X) defined by (4.10).

In order to integrate Eq. (4.65), introduce a function3 G = G (X) such that, whenthe field equations are satisfied, its derivativeGX with respect toX canbe expressedin terms of X and r as
GX =

αr2 + β
(
1− q2γ2

2Z2X

)

ϵr2 + δ
(
1− q2γ2

2Z2X

) , (4.67)
where α, β, ϵ and δ are constants, with δ ̸= 0. It is always possible to define such aGat least locally: since we assume thatX (r) is not constant, there exist points wherethe inverse function r (X) is defined. Then, one can easily check that Eq. (4.65) isverified provided the functions of X , G2Z and G4Z , which appear in this equation,are related to the function G as

G2Z = ϵG− αX + C, (4.68)
2G4Z = δG− βX +D, (4.69)

where C and D are constants. Importantly, conditions (4.67-4.69) are sufficient
conditions for integrating the field equations, but not necessary: we will givean example below where these conditions are not verified, but a BH solution is ob-tained. Still, they remain interesting conditions, facilitating the solving, and we referto it as the method of the function G. The field equations are then completelyintegrated, and both the theory functionsG2, G4 and F4, and the corresponding so-lution [that is to say, the functions h (r), f (r) andX (r)], are found by following thealgorithmic steps:

1. Among the four functions G (X), Z (X), G2 (X) and G4 (X), choose the formof two of them.
2. The remaining two functions are determined by (4.68) and (4.69). One thenknows G, Z , G2 and G4.
3. F4 (X) is determined by the definition (4.10) of Z.
4. The kinetic term of the scalar field,X , is determined as a function of r by (4.67).
5. Themetric function h (r) = −gtt is given by the first order differential equation(4.66).
6. The metric function f (r) = grr is given by (4.64).

These steps were followed in our original articles [46, 53], and yielded solutions thatwe are going to present in a moment. Of course, not all expressions of G and Zenable to get a closed-form solution for X (r) via (4.67) or for the metric functions
3This function is denoted G in the original article [46]. Here,G is used to avoid any confusion withthe GB curvature scalar.
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via (4.66). In addition, the algorithmic solving just presented, although necessary ina first time, forces one to work with many coupling constants [at least the γ, α, β,
ϵ and δ of Eqs. (4.64) and (4.67)], while it is possible in a second time to remove alot of these coupling constants, either because they are redundant or because theymust be fixed to a certain value to give a relevant asymptotic behaviour. As a con-sequence, we will detail the algorithmic procedure only in the next section (wherein fact the step 3 above is absent because we are looking into the pure Horndeskicase F4 = 0), in order to make this procedure clear, but then we will proceed with amore simple presentation of the most relevant results.

4.6 . PureHorndeski, homogeneousblack
holes

Let us start by the case of Horndeski theory, by removing the beyond Horndeskifunction: F4 = 0. Also, the metric is assumed homogeneous: f = h, which implies
Z = γ, see (4.64). Since F4 = 0, Eq. (4.10) yields

G4 = −γ + η
√

|X|, (4.70)
with η a coupling. One then computes G, which yields on the one hand G2,

G2 =
ζ

γ
X + 2κη

√
|X| − 2Λ, (4.71)

and on the other hand X , which is determined by the algebraic equation
±2ζr2X

√
±X + 2Xγη

(
1 + κr2

)
= q2γη. (4.72)

In these last equations, we have defined the new coupling constants:
κ ≡ ϵ

δ
, ζ ≡ βκ− α, Λ ≡ ϵ (D + 2γ2)− Cδ

2γδ
, (4.73)

where Λ is seen to appear in G2 as a usual, bare cosmological constant.
4.6.1 . Case q = 0, ϕ = ϕ (r)

We first assume ϕ = ϕ (r), i.e. q = 0 in ϕ = qt + ψ (r), and ψ (r) then coincideswith ϕ (r). Then, the kinetic term reduces toX = −f (ϕ′)2 /2. Therefore, in order forthe scalar field to be real at least outside the horizon (where f = grr > 0),X must benegative. It can then be inferred from Eq. (4.72) that γηζ (1 + r2κ)must be positive,and that
X = −γ2η2 (1 + r2κ)

2

ζ2 r4
. (4.74)
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The metric functions h = f are obtained thanks to Eq. (4.66). One finds
h (r) = 1− η2κ

ζ
− 2M

r
+ r2

[
Λ

3γ
− η2κ2

6ζ

]
+

η2

2ζr2
. (4.75)

In the case where the coupling κ is not zero, the constant term in themetric functionis not equal to 1, but rather differs from 1 by a term determined by the couplingconstants, −η2κ/ζ. Also, the (a)dS term, proportional to r2, does not vanish if thebare cosmological constant Λ = 0: only a nonzero Λ, adjusted with respect to thecouplings, can remove the (a)dS term. On the other hand, the case κ = 0 does notpossess these unpleasant features: the metric function then reads
h (r) = 1− 2M

r
+ r2

Λ

3γ
+

η2

2ζr2
. (4.76)

In order to get the usual expression for the cosmological term, onemust fix γ = −1:by inspection of (4.70-4.71), this is in any case equivalent to a mere rescaling of thecouplings.
To sum up, with the method of the functon G, the only pure Horndeski

action with shift and parity symmetry, i.e. parameterized by two functions
G2 (X) and G4 (X), admitting as a solution a static, spherically-symmetric, ho-
mogeneous BH dressed with a scalar field ϕ = ϕ (r) and displaying the usual
asymptotics, is

G2 = −ζX − 2Λ, G4 = 1 + η
√
−X, (4.77)

where the product ηζmust be negative, and the associated BH is ds2 = −hdt2+
dr2/h+ r2dΩ2 with

h (r) = 1− 2M

r
− r2

Λ

3
+

η2

2ζr2
. (4.78)

The corresponding scalar field and its kinetic term, coming from (4.74), read

ϕ (r) = ±η
√
2

ζ

∫
dr

r2
√
h (r)

, X = − η2

ζ2r4
. (4.79)

Interestingly, this is nothing but the BCL BH [215] presented in paragraph 3.3.1. Themethod of the function G thus enables to find what remains, up to date, the onlynon-stealth homogeneous BH in a Horndeski theory with onlyG2 andG4 and a staticscalar field (q = 0). It should be stressed upon again that themethod of the function
G is a sufficient condition to integrate the field equations, but not necessary. As aconsequence, theremay a priori exist other BH solutions in suchHorndeski theories,but they remain unknown up to date.
4.6.2 . Case q ̸= 0, ϕ = qt + ψ (r)

In the other case where the scalar field has a linear time dependence, the γ cou-pling can in the same way be taken to be −1. The theory functions and the kinetic
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term, Eqs. (4.70-4.72), are given by

G4 = 1 + η
√

|X|, G2 = −ζX + 2κη
√
|X| − 2Λ,

0 = ± 2ζr2X
√
±X − 2Xη

(
1 + κr2

)
+ q2η.

Taking into account this algebraic equation verified byX (r), Eq. (4.66) integrates to
h (r) = 1− 2M

r
− r2

Λ

3
+

ζ

2r

∫
r2X (r) dr. (4.80)

The solution therefore has a Schwarzschild(-(a)dS) behaviour, modified by the lastterm. On the one hand, if ζ ̸= 0, the algebraic equation can be solved in the limit
r → ∞, yielding for this last term

ζ

2r

∫
r2X (r) dr =





q2ζ

4κ
± q3ζ2 ln r

4
√
2ηκ5/2r

+O
(

1

r2

)
if κ ̸= 0

± r2η2κ2

6ζ
± η2κ

ζ
− q2ζ

2κ
+O

(
1

r2

)
if κ ̸= 0 (other branches)

± r2/3
3ζ/10

22/3

(−q2η
ζ

)2/3

+O
(

1

r2/3

)
if κ = 0

(4.81)This adds very unusual terms: r2/3 diverges but not like a cosmological constantterm, ln r/r vanishes as r → ∞ but dominates the mass term. In the second line, aneffective cosmological constant term, depending on the couplings, appears, as wellas a non-vanishing constant term. On the other hand, for ζ = 0, the metric (4.80)reduces to Schwarzschild and the kinetic term acquires a closed-form expressionpermitting to compute the scalar field.
At the end of the day, with the method of the function G, the only Horn-

deski action with shift and parity symmetry, admitting as a solution a static,
spherically-symmetric, homogeneous BH dressed with a scalar field ϕ = qt +
ψ (r) and displaying the usual asymptotics is

G2 = 2κη
√
|X| − 2Λ, G4 = 1 + η

√
|X|, (4.82)

and the associated BH is Schwarzschild(-dS): f = h = 1 − 2M/r − Λr2/3, while
the scalar field and its kinetic term read

ϕ = q


t±

∫
√

1− h(r)
1+κr2

h (r)
dr


 , X =

q2/2

1 + κr2
. (4.83)

As explained e.g. in paragraph 3.2.1, the regularity of the scalar field at the horizoncan be verified by changing to horizon-crossing coordinates, with advanced time vor retarded time u. Indeed, if a + sign is chosen in ϕ, then ϕ behaves like qv at thehorizon, so is finite at the future event horizon. If a− sign is chosen, then ϕ is ratherfinite at the past event horizon. However, it is not possible to achieve regularity of
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the scalar field at both the future and past event horizons.
The existence of this hairy new stealth Schwarzschild BH is compatible withthe Hui-Nicolis no-hair theorem of paragrapgh 3.1.5. Indeed, the scalar field has alinear time dependence, and G2 and G4 are not analytic, so two assumptions areviolated. However, the norm J µshiftJshiftµ of the current is everywhere finite. This isnot trivial a priori: although J rshift = 0, the current has a non-trivial J tshift componentbecause of the time dependence of ϕ. This norm has value

J µshiftJshiftµ = −8η2κ2h(r)

1 + κr2
. (4.84)

It is worth appreciating the difference between this new stealth Schwarzschild BH,and the usual stealth Schwarzschild BHs presented in paragraph 3.2.1. For the usualstealth solutions, the kinetic term is a constant, X = X0. This is not a problem in it-self, however, it was seen in paragraph 3.2.1 that for the asymptotically flat case,the kinetic/k-essence term of the scalar field had to admit a double root at X0:
G2(X0) = G2X(X0) = 0. This leads to perturbative problems, that is, non-hyperbolicequations for the scalar field perturbations [228].

Here, for the new stealth Schwarzschild, there is a proper G2 term (4.82), evenif Λ = 0, and X is not constant. Given these differences with the usual stealth so-lutions, it would be interesting to study the perturbative aspects of the new stealthSchwarzschild, in order to see if they possess a better behaviour than the one of theusual stealth Schwarzschild solutions.
The case of homogeneous BHs in Horndeski theories, F4 = 0, has thus beentreatedwith themethod of the functionG. Again, thismethod is not exhaustive, andother solutions might exist which do not fit into this framework. Still, the results areuseful. For a radial scalar field (q = 0), it enabled to retrieve the BCL BH. For a scalarfield with linear time dependence (q ̸= 0), it led to a new stealth Schwarzschild BHwith different characteristics as compared to the usual stealth solutions. The nextsection now goes back to beyond Horndeski theories, F4 ̸= 0, starting with a purelyradial scalar field ϕ = ϕ (r).

4.7 . BeyondHorndeski blackholeswith
q = 0, ϕ = ϕ (r)

4.7.1 . Homogeneous black hole with anX2 k-
essence term

Again, homogeneity is assumed (f = h) as a start. Then Z is constant, Z =
γ, and exactly as before, the computations turn out to show that one can impose
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Z = γ = −1without loss of generality. The algorithmic procedure is thus completelydetermined if we fix one of the three functionsG (X),G2 (X) orG4 (X). A possibilityis to impose an X2 k-essence term with a usual bare cosmological constant,

G2 (X) = ηX2 − 2Λ, (4.85)
where η is a coupling constant. From (4.68), G is obtained, and from (4.69), G4 isfound to be

G4 (X) = 1 + ζX + κηX2, (4.86)
where, as compared to (4.68-4.69), we have defined

κ =
δ

2ϵ
, ζ =

β

2
− λα, (4.87)

while C and D have been fixed to give the usual −2Λ in G2 and the Einstein-Hilbertterm 1 ⊂ G4. The theory now belongs to the beyond Horndeski class: using this
G4 and the fact that Z = −1 into the definition (4.10) of Z , the beyond Horndeskifunction is computed to be

F4 (X) = − ζ

4X
− 3ηκ

4
. (4.88)

With these notations, and using Eq. (4.67), X (r) reads
X (r) = − ζ/η

r2 + 2κ
. (4.89)

Then, (4.66) gives the metric function f = h to be

h (r) = 1− 2M

r
− r2

Λ

3
+

ζ2

2η
√
2κ

π/2− arctan
(

r√
2κ

)

r
. (4.90)

This is seen to possess a Schwarzschild behaviour (or Scwharzschild-(a)dS if Λ ̸= 0),with ADMmassM , at leading order, while the arctan term induces subleading ordercorrections: as r → ∞,
h (r) = 1− 2M

r
− r2

Λ

3
+

ζ2

2ηr2
+O

(
1

r4

)
. (4.91)

Note that the arctan profile is quite similar to the solution obtained first in the Horn-deski theory of [175] and that we described in paragraph 3.1.1. The important differ-ence is that we manage here to reach asymptotic flatness for Λ = 0, whereas [175]has an always non-zero effective cosmological constant. Going to beyondHorndeskitheories seems to be the key point in order to attain asymptotic flatness with sucha profile.
On the other hand, the scalar field ϕ = ϕ (r) is directly deduced from (4.89),

ϕ (r) = ±
√

2ζ

η

∫
dr√

(r2 + 2κ)h (r)
. (4.92)
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4.7.2 . Rewritingwitha canonical kinetic term
Interestingly, one can rewrite the previous solution with a canonical kinetic term

X ⊂ G2. The pattern found above, see (4.85-4.86), is schematically
G2 ∼ X2, G4 ∼ 1 +X +X2. (4.93)

It is therefore tempting tomake the replacementX →
√
−X in order to get a canon-ical kinetic term in G2. There is no precise way to make such a replacement, sincesuch a procedure does not correspond to a covariant redefinition of the scalar field.Using the brute force method of trial and error, one however manages to find thefollowing theory,

G2 =
8ηβ2

λ2
X − 2Λ, G4 = 1 + 4ηβ

(√
−X + βX

)
, F4 = −ηβ

2

X
. (4.94)

This theory is parameterized by three couplings η, β, λ, with β > 0 and λ > 0. It ad-mits as a solution the same BHmetric as before, up to the changes in the couplings,
h (r) = 1− 2M

r
− r2

Λ

3
+ η

arctan (r/λ)− π/2

r/λ
, (4.95)

while the scalar field and its kinetic term are found from (4.65),
ϕ (r) = ± 1√

2β

∫
dr(

1 + (r/λ)2
)√

h (r)
, X (r) = − λ4

4β2 (r2 + λ2)2
. (4.96)

The replacementX →
√
−X seems quite faithful as regardsG2 andG4, F4 howeverlooses its constant part as compared to (4.88). While the method of the function

G enabled to find the BH with an X2 k-essence term, and then to guess the formof G2 and G4 for the BH with canonical kinetic term, it is thus unclear how the twoactions are related - if they are related at all, beyond the superficial resemblance.
Still, the virtue of this rewriting with a canonical kinetic term is to prove that
the method of the functionG is not at all general as regards the solving of the
field equations. Indeed, the theory functions (4.94) are inconsistent with the equa-tions (4.68-4.69) yielding G2 and G4 in terms of a function G.

These beyond Horndeski BHs (the one with G2 ∼ X2 and the one with G2 ∼ X)are compatible with the Hui-Nicolis no-hair theorem of paragraph 3.1.5 by violationof assumption 6. Indeed, F4 is not analytic. In the case G2 ∼ X2, assumption 5(presence of a canonical kinetic term) is also violated.
Let us comment on the horizons implied by themetric function h(r) of Eq. (4.95),focusing for simplicity on the asymptotically flat case, Λ = 0. The presence or ab-sence of horizons can be understood by looking at the behaviour of the metric near

r = 0,
h (r) = 1 + η − 2

M −M0

r
− ηr2

3λ2
+O

(
r4
)
. (4.97)
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There appears a threshold massM0, defined by

M0 ≡ −πηλ
4
. (4.98)

ForM > M0, there is a unique horizon (this is in particular the case for η > 0). For
M < M0, there are two horizons ifM is not too small, and zero horizon (naked sin-gularity) for small masses. For the limit caseM = M0, there is zero or one horizonaccording to η ≷ −1, and h (r) does not diverge at r = 0 but the spacetime remainssingular there because h (0) ̸= 1.

This beyond Horndeski BH is seen to be quite similar to the BCL BH of Eqs. (4.78-4.79), which was obtained in a pure Horndeski theory. For instance, in both cases,the spacetime does not reduce to Minkowski for vanishing massM . The scalar fieldis well-defined outside and at the horizon, but becomes imaginary inside the hori-zon. The main qualitative difference with respect to the BCL BH is that the kineticterm X diverges at the curvature singularity r = 0 for the BCL BH, whereas for thebeyond Horndeski BH under consideration, X remains finite, see (4.89) or (4.96).
4.7.3 . Associatednon-homogeneousblackhole

Interestingly, once a homogeneous (f = h) beyond Horndeski BH with radialscalar field (q = 0) is obtained, it becomes very easy to generate non-homogeneousBHs (f ̸= h). Indeed, for q = 0, the final field equations (4.64-4.66) are seen todepend only on the products G2Z and G4Z. Therefore, one can
1. Start from a homogeneous BH solution, with functionsGhom

2 ,Ghom
4 , Zhom = −1,

h (r) determined by the differential equation (4.66), and X (r) determined by(4.65).
2. Choose Znon-hom (X) so as to fix the relation between the two metric functions
f and h, see Eq. (4.64).

3. Choose new functionsGnon-hom
2 andGnon-hom

4 so that the productsG2Z andG4Zremain unchanged as compared to the homogeneous solution, i.e.
Gnon-hom

2 Znon-hom = −Ghom
2 , Gnon-hom

4 Znon-hom = −Ghom
4 . (4.99)

On the other hand, F4 is obtained from the definition (4.10) of Z (X).
4. The form of Eqs. (4.65-4.66) then implies that h (r) and X (r) are unchangedas compared to the homogeneous case.

Let us apply this procedure to the BH with canonical kinetic term just found, withtheory functions (4.94). X (r), as given by (4.96), then vanishes as O (1/r4) when
r → ∞. So, in order for f = h/Z2 [see (4.64)] to display the same asymptotics as h,one can choose for instance Z = −1+ξ2X with ξ a new coupling. Step 3 above then
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leads to the new theory functions:
G2 =

8ηβ2X/λ2 − 2Λ

1− ξ2X
, G4 =

1 + 4ηβ
(√

−X + βX
)

1− ξ2X

F4 =
ξ6X2 − (3ξ2 + 4ηβ2) ξ2X − 8ηβξ2

√
−X − 4ηβ2

4X (1− ξ2X)2
. (4.100)

Then, according to step 4, the corresponding BH solution is
h (r) = 1− 2M

r
− r2

Λ

3
+ η

arctan (r/λ)− π/2

r/λ
, f (r) =

h (r)
(
1 + ξ2λ4

4β2(r2+λ2)2

)2 , (4.101)

dressed with a scalar field

ϕ (r) = ± 1√
2β

∫ 1 + ξ2λ4

4β2(r2+λ2)2(
1 + (r/λ)2

)√
h (r)

dr, X (r) = − λ4

4β2 (r2 + λ2)2
. (4.102)

Obviously, this procedure could be generalized to arbitrary choices of Z (X) pre-serving the good asymptotics of f (r), typically Z = −1+ ξ2Xn with n ≥ 1. One thussees that in beyond Horndeski theories with shift and parity symmetry and ra-
dial scalar field ϕ = ϕ (r), each homogeneous BH solution in a given theory
gives rise to an infinity of non-homogeneous BHs in distinct theories.

4.8 . BeyondHorndeski blackholeswith
q ̸= 0, ϕ = qt + ψ (r)

4.8.1 . Black holes with primary scalar hair
Let us now study the casewhere the scalar field admits a linear timedependence,

ϕ = qt+ψ (r), for a homogeneous BH, i.e. Z = γ = −1. Eq. (4.65), which determines
X , becomes

r2G2X + 2G4X

(
1− q2

2X

)
= 0. (4.103)

Rather than solving it again step-by-step with the method of the function G, wepresent directly the results that this procedure yields. If G2 and G4 are related as
G2 =

2

λ2
(G4 − 1)− 2Λ, (4.104)

then (4.103) implies
X =

q2/2

1 + r2/λ2
, (4.105)
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which in turn determines the scalar field,

ϕ = q


t±

∫
√

1− h(r)
1+r2/λ2

h (r)
dr


 . (4.106)

A natural choice forG4 is a usual Einstein-Hilbert term, with an additional monomialterm in X . This also determines G2 through (4.104), and F4 through the definition(4.10) of Z (X):
G4 = 1− 2nη

2n− 1
Xn, G2 = − 2n+1η

(2n− 1)λ2
Xn − 2Λ, F4 = η (2X)n−2 . (4.107)

The metric function f = h is then obtained from (4.66),
h (r) = 1− 2M

r
− r2

Λ

3
− 2λ

3r
ηq2n

[
r3/λ3

(1 + r2/λ2)n−1 2F1

(
1,

5

2
− n,

5

2
,− r2

λ2

)

− 3
√
π Γ (n− 3/2)

4Γ (n)

]
, (4.108)

where Γ is the Euler Gamma function, and
2F1 (a, b, c, z) ≡

∞∑

n=0

(a)n (b)n
(c)n

zn

n!
, (a)n ≡ a (a+ 1) · · · (a+ n− 1) , (4.109)

is the ordinary hypergeometric function. The term between brackets on the secondline of (4.108) has a leading order behaviour as O (r3−2n) when r → ∞. Since thebrackets are multiplied by 1/r, this term is subdominant with respect to the usualSchwarzschild term −2M/r provided n > 3/2. The asymptotic expansion is then4

h (r) = 1− 2M

r
− r2

Λ

3
+

2ηq2n

2n− 3

(
λ

r

)2n−2

+O
(

1

r2n

)
, (4.110)

andM is the ADM mass of the solution. Very interestingly,M is not the unique in-tegration constant parameterizing the solution: there exists a primary scalar hair
q, which can take a priori any real value, and appears as an independent integra-tion constant of the solution, although we had first introduced it in our scalar fieldansatz ϕ = qt + ψ (r). When q = 0, the scalar hair disappears and one gets backa Schwarzschild solution with a trivial scalar. When both q andM vanish, the solu-tion reduces to flat spacetime. WhenM vanishes but not q, the spacetime has zeromass, but does not reduce to flat spacetime and remains freely parameterized by q.

All BHs that we have presented previously had secondary hair. This means that,just as in GR, they are parameterized only by their massM and angular momentum
J (in the spherical case, only byM , and if one were including Maxwell terms, there

4The limiting case n = 3/2 is not included, since it gives terms ln (r) /r which are not subdominantwith respect to the Schwarzschild term.
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would also be the charge Q). These secondary hair BHs are still said to be hairy,since they are dressed by a non-trivial scalar field. Their metric is either the sameas in GR (these are the stealth BHs) or different from GR (these are the non-stealthBHs). However, this is the first time that a scalar-tensor BH with primary hair is con-structed: there exists an integration constant q, parameterizing the BH, and whichis distinct fromM , J and Q.
To be perfectly precise, there exist interesting examples of BHs with primary hairfor a minimally-coupled complex scalar field [256, 257]. There, and as we stated inparagraph3.1.2, theminimally-coupled scalar is part of thematter energy-momentumtensor in GR rather than a modification of gravity. Also, a primary hair BH was con-structed in a bi-scalar extension of Horndeski theory [258]. However, as explained inChap. 2, the framework of this thesis is scalar-tensor theory with a single real scalarfield. In this framework, such BH with primary hair is a novelty in the literature.For a review on the difference between primary and secondary hair, see [36]. Im-portantly, note that our original article [53] had only found a first example of suchprimary scalar hair, namely the case n = 2 in Eqs. (4.107-4.108). Generalizations,in particular the general n case, were then performed in [259, 260]. Observationalimplications of the primary hair were also studied, like its gravitational lensing prop-erties [261].
The horizon structure of these BHs will be studied below, by specifying to par-ticular values of n for simplicity. For the moment, let us remark that the scalar field(4.106) is regular either at the future event horizon or past event horizon, as can bechecked by changing to horizon-crossing coordinates, see the detailed explanationin paragraph 3.2.1. However, no regularity at both (future and past) horizons can beachieved.
Note also that the beyondHorndeski functions (4.107) are analytic (forn integer≥

2). The no-hair theorem of parapraph 3.1.5 is thus violated thanks to the linear timedependence of the scalar field, and the absence of canonical kinetic term. It is worthnoticing that, due to the linear time dependence of ϕ, there remains a non-vanishingcomponent J tshift of the Noether current, but the norm J µshiftJshiftµ is everywherefinite, including at r = 0. The expression for generic n is cumbersome and notenlightening, but for instance, the norm in the case n = 2 is

J µshiftJshiftµ = −4η2q6λ4 (11r2 − λ2)
2
h(r)

9 (r2 + λ2)6
. (4.111)

4.8.2 . Regular black holes
The behaviour of (4.108) near r = 0 brings valuable information:

h (r) = 1− 4M − ληq2n
√
π Γ (n− 3/2) /Γ (n)

2r
− r2

3

(
Λ +

2ηq2n

λ2

)
+O

(
r4
)
. (4.112)
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This shows that there exists a threshold mass,

M0 =
ληq2n

√
π Γ (n− 3/2)

4Γ (n)
, (4.113)

such that, when r → 0, h (r) → −∞ if M > M0 or h (r) → +∞ if M < M0. When
M =M0, in other words when the primary scalar hair q is related to the mass as

q =

(
4MΓ (n)

λη
√
π Γ (n− 3/2)

) 1
2n

, (4.114)
then the singular term proportional to 1/r disappears near r = 0. More generally,for generic r, the metric then takes the form
h (r) = 1− r2

Λ

3
− 8MΓ (n) r2

3λ3
√
π Γ (n− 3/2) (1 + r2/λ2)n−1 2F1

(
1,

5

2
− n,

5

2
,− r2

λ2

)
. (4.115)

Obviously, the mass M is still present and the expansion of the hypergeometricfunction as r → ∞ gives the same Schwarzschild behaviour at leading order as in(4.110). The striking feature is that h (r) becomes an even function of r, and this isknown [249] to imply regularity of all curvature invariants and of their derivatives,that is, in addition to the regularity of the Ricci scalar R or the Kretschmann scalar
K , one has, for example, regularity of □pR or □pK for arbitrary p.

In a word, beyond Horndeski theories (4.107) enable the obtention of BHs
with primary scalar hair (4.108), parameterized by two integration constants:
the massM , and the scalar hair q. When q andM are related as in (4.114), the
BH with primary hair reduces to a BH with secondary hair (4.115), parameter-
ized only by its massM . For this BHwith secondary hair, there is no curvature
singularity: its curvature invariants are infinitely regular.

Strictly speaking, the fact that these BHs have infinitely regular curvature invari-ants is the only thing that one can affirm for the moment. Indeed, going further andclaiming that these BHs are regular BHs (as is done in the title of this paragraph)is a short way of presenting our results, but remains not precise for the momentand the lack of a more detailed study of spacetime (4.115). We refer the interestedreader to the instructive review [262]. Notably, the definition of a regular BH as hav-ing finite curvature invariants [263, 264, 265, 266] is not the only one. One mightrather ask for the spacetime to be geodesically complete [11, 54] (that is, its causalgeodesics have an affine parameter extending to infinity). Both definitions are notequivalent [267, 268], and geodesic completeness remains to be studied as regardsthe BH (4.115).
Still, ’regular BHs’ (with finite curvature invariants) are in general constructed inthe framework of GR, by postulating ametric which has no curvature singularity, andplugging it into Einstein’s equations. Such a metric is not Ricci flat, thus is supportedby a corresponding ad hoc energy-momentum tensor Tµν . The first example of such
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a construction is the Bardeen BH [269]. More than thirty years after this proposal,the corresponding Tµν was interpreted as a magnetic monopole in the context ofnonlinear electrodynamics [270]. Such an interpretation has been generalized toother regular BHs, see e.g. [271]. On the contrary, the regular BHswe constructed arenot solution of GR with an ad hoc energy-momentum tensor, but vacuum solutionsof a scalar-tensor theory. Note however that regular BHs were already constructedin DHOST theory [217, 218]. The real novelty of our regular BHs is their interpretationas a BH with primary scalar hair q, for which q and the massM are related so as toevade the curvature singularity.
4.8.3 . Simple cases n = 5/2 and n = 2

The hypergeometric function appearing in (4.108) simplifies to explicit expres-sions, either algebraic in the radial coordinate r if n = p + 1/2 with p ≥ 2 integer,or involving arctan (r/λ) for n = 2 and n = 3. The simplest examples are thus for
n = 5/2,

h (r) = 1− 2M

r
− r2

Λ

3
+

2ηq5

3r

(
1− r3

(r2 + λ2)3/2

)
, (4.116)

and for n = 2,
h (r) = 1− 2M

r
− r2

Λ

3
+ ηq4

(
π/2− arctan (r/λ)

r/λ
+

1

1 + (r/λ)2

)
. (4.117)

When q is related to the mass as in (4.114), the corresponding regular BHs of (4.115)are, for n = 5/2,
h (r) = 1− r2

Λ

3
− 2Mr2

(r2 + λ2)3/2
, (4.118)

and for n = 2,
h (r) = 1− r2

Λ

3
− 4M

πλ

(
arctan (r/λ)

r/λ
− 1

1 + (r/λ)2

)
. (4.119)

As an illustration, themetric function h(r), for the casen = 2withΛ = 0, is presentedon Figs. 4.1 and 4.2. Fig. 4.1 corresponds to Eq. (4.117), with h(r) → ±∞ as r → 0,while Fig. 4.2 shows the case of the regular spacetime, Eq. (4.119).
Let us start with the case of (4.117), i.e. Fig. 4.1. When η < 0, h(r) → −∞ as

r → 0, so there is an event horizon, with a size greater than the Schwarzschild radius
rSch = 2M . As the scalar charge q increases, the event horizon increases accordinglyaway from its GR size.

For η > 0, the situation is the following. For small scalar hair, i.e. for M/λ >
πηq4/4, again h(r) → −∞ as r → 0, so there is at least one horizon. However, inthis case, the horizon size is always smaller than the Schwarzschild radius. As thehair q increases, the event horizon shrinks in size, and three horizons emerge when
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Figure 4.1: Spacetime (4.117) with primary hair. (a) η < 0, BH solutions with a singlehorizon larger than the Schwarzschild radius. (b) η > 0, BH solutions with one, twoor three horizons smaller than the Schwarzschild radius, and a naked singularity (nohorizon). The horizontal axis is logarithmic in both figures.
M/λ > (4 + π) /4. As the ratio M/λ exceeds more and more this threshold5, therange of values of ηq4 allowing for three horizons increases. For large scalar hair, onthe other hand, i.e. forM/λ < πηq4/4, h(r) → +∞ as r → 0. As the scalar hair grad-ually increases, one first obtains a BH with two horizons, then a naked singularity.Note also that the metric reduces to flat spacetime only when bothM and q vanish.IfM = 0 but q ̸= 0, the spacetime has zero mass but is not trivial: it is a BH if η < 0,and a naked singularity if η > 0.

On the other hand, for the regular spacetime (4.119) corresponding to Fig. 4.2,there exists a threshold value a ≈ 2.2116 of the ratio M/λ that discriminates be-tween different types of regular solutions. The spacetime describes a regular BHwith two horizons ifM/λ > a, and a regular soliton with no horizon ifM/λ < a.
To cut a long story short, in this Chap. 4, many closed-formBH solutions were ob-tained: a stealth Schwarzschild solution with non-constant kinetic term (4.82-4.83);new solutionswith secondary hair, both homogeneous (4.95) andnon-homogeneous(4.101); BHs with primary scalar hair (4.108); and regular BHs (4.115). Also, as regardstheories without parity symmetry, compatibility conditions generalizing the 4DEGBcase were found, and lead to BH solutions defined by roots of algebraic equations,see Eqs. (4.54-4.56).
The decisive assumption of this chapter is shift symmetry, which enables from astart the compact rewriting of the field equations, in particular using the vanishingof the radial component of the Noether current, J rshift = 0. Also, shift symmetry isone of the assumptions of the Hui-Nicolis no-hair theorem of paragraph 3.1.5. As a

5The threshold value M/λ = (4 + π) /4 is found by solving the system of equations for a triplehorizon, which is then found to be located at r = λ for the unique value ηq4 = 2.
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Figure 4.2: Regular spacetime (4.119). (a) Regular BH solutions. (b) Regular solitonicsolutions. The horizontal axis is logarithmic in both figures.
consequence, keeping shift symmetry implies the violation of one of the other as-sumptions of the theorem, by for example having a linear time dependence in thescalar field, or displaying non-analytic Horndeski functions.

On the other hand, removing the assumption of shift symmetry, one gains ac-cess to theories which are much more difficult to analyze, but completely free fromno-scalar-hair theorems. Turning on to the study of such theories in all generalitywould be too ambitious. Rather, one can remember paragraph 3.3.2: the 4DEGBtheory allows for closed-form BH solutions even in the absence of shift symmetry.This theory remains remarkable by the couplings it involves between the scalar fieldand a Lovelock invariant, namely the GB scalar; and by its generalized conformal in-variance. The next chapter thus elaborates on both these considerations in orderto build new BH solutions.



5 - Lovelock invariants and conformally-
coupled scalar field

In Sec. 1.2, we presented Lovelock’s theorem, leading to the following action func-tional for a metric theory of gravity in D dimensions:
S [gµν ] =

∫
dDx

√−g
⌊D−1

2
⌋∑

k=0

αkR(k). (5.1)
TheR(k) are the Lovelock invariants,

R(k) ≡ 1

2k
δµ1ν1···µkνk
α1β1···αkβk

k∏

i=1

Rαiβi
µiνi

. (5.2)
Restricting to k ≤ 2 leads to the EGB action,

S [gµν ] =

∫
dDx

√−g (R− 2Λ + α2G) , (5.3)
which is the first correction to the Einstein-Hilbert action. The GB invariant G is aboundary term in D = 4. However, Secs. 1.3 and 2.5 detail the obtention of the4DEGB theory, by performing a diagonal KK compactification followed by a singularlimit where the dimension of the internal space of the compactification is sent tozero. As a reminder, the action reads

S [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
R− 2Λ− 2λe4ϕ − βe2ϕ

[
R + 6 (∂ϕ)2

]

+ α
[
−ϕG + 4Gµνϕµϕν + 4□ϕ (∂ϕ)2 + 2 (∂ϕ)4

]}
. (5.4)

The 4DEGB theory is a four-dimensional scalar-tensor theory which reproduces fea-tures of the higher-dimensional, puremetric EGB theory, and allows for closed-formBH solutions, see paragraph 3.3.2. Notably, there exists a pure geometric equation
R = 0, where

R = gµνEµν + Eϕ = 8Λ− 2R− αG. (5.5)
The existence of this geometric equation relates to the fact that the 4DEGB theorydisplays a generalized conformal invariance, see paragraph 2.4.3,

δS

δϕ

[
gϵµν , ϕ

ϵ
]
=
δS

δϕ
[gµν , ϕ] , gϵµν = (1− 2ϵ)gµν , ϕϵ = ϕ+ ϵ, (5.6)

for ϵ(x) an arbitrary infinitesimal function on spacetime.
This Chap. 5 elaborates around these results. In a first time, Sec. 5.1, we look forthe most general action with a similar form to (5.4), and allowing for closed-formsolutions. In a second time, Sec. 5.2 studies the context of higher-dimensionalscalar-tensor theories with generalized conformal invariance. Finally, Sec. 5.3 per-forms a KK dimensional reduction of generic Lovelock invariants.

109
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5.1 . Generalized couplings to theGauss-
Bonnet invariant

This Sec. 5.1 is based on the article [50], written among others by the presentauthor. In order to generalize action (5.4), let us consider
S =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
(1 +W (ϕ))R− 1

2
Vk (ϕ) (∂ϕ)

2 + Z (ϕ) + V (ϕ)G

+ V2 (ϕ)G
µν∂µϕ ∂νϕ+ V3 (ϕ) (∂ϕ)

4 + V4 (ϕ)□ϕ (∂ϕ)
2
}
. (5.7)

There is a kinetic term 1
2
Vk (ϕ) (∂ϕ)

2 in order to evade possible strong coupling is-sues. The potentialW (ϕ) determines if the scalar is minimally coupled to the Ricciscalar (to lowest order) or not. The potential V (ϕ) multiplies the GB invariant, sois defined up to an additive constant which would only yield a boundary term. Thepotential term Z(ϕ) may include the cosmological constant, as well as Liouville ex-ponential terms, most commonly present in non-critical string theories [272], in self-tuning scenarios [273], and holographic gravitational backgrounds, see e.g. [89]. TheHorndeski functions Gk (ϕ,X) are
G2 = Z +XVk + 4X2V3 + 8X2 (3− ln |X|)Vϕϕϕϕ, (5.8)
G3 = 2XV4 + 4X (7− 3 ln |X|)Vϕϕϕ, (5.9)
G4 = 1 +W + 4X (2− ln |X|)Vϕϕ, (5.10)
G5 = − 4Vϕ ln |X| −

∫
V2 dϕ, (5.11)

see paragraph 2.1.3. The 4DEGB action (5.4) fits into the framework of action (5.7)with the following potentials,
W = − βe2ϕ, Vk = 12βe2ϕ, Z = −2λe4ϕ − 2Λ, (5.12)
V = − αϕ, V2 = 4α = V4, V3 = 2α, (5.13)

with three coupling constants α, β and λ. In this case, the action acquires general-ized conformal invariance, and as such leads to the geometric constraint (5.5). Thisis no longer true for the general action (5.7).
As in the previous chapter, the interest lies in static and spherically symmetricspacetimes. The following metric ansatz is considered,

ds2 = −f (r) dt2 + dr2/f (r) + r2dΩ2, ϕ = ϕ (r) . (5.14)
What follows presents a way to filter out theories, reducing the above general actionto a more tractable, yet quite general theory. We assume from now on the most in-teresting case of a non-constant scalar field ϕ(r).
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This section is organized as follows: in paragraph 5.1.1, we present conditions onthe potentials which enable to rewrite the field equations as three simple compati-bility conditions, parameterizedby aunique real functionµ(r). Then, paragraph5.1.2studies two novel BH solutions obtained for the case µ(r) ≡ 1. We also brieflycomment on the case of constant µ(r) ̸= 1, which leads to BHs with unsatisfac-tory asymptotics.

5.1.1 . Integrability and compatibility
Given the ansatz (5.14), it is quite common to consider the combination of metricfield equations E t

t − Er
r = 0 in order to determine the expression of the scalar field.This is for example what is done for the 4DEGB theory, see [165]. One obtains

ϕ′′

(ϕ′)2

[
r2Wϕ + 4 (1− f)Vϕ + 2frV2ϕ

′ + fr2V4 (ϕ
′)
2
]

= − r2

2
(Vk + 2Wϕϕ)− (V2 + 4Vϕϕ) (1− f)

− fr (V2ϕ − 2V4)ϕ
′ − fr2 (V4ϕ − 2V3) (ϕ

′)
2
, (5.15)

where prime stands for radial derivative, while a subscript ϕ denotes derivation withrespect to ϕ. Upon close inspection, one sees that, choosing the potentials of thetheory as follows,
Vk + 2Wϕϕ =

2

d(ϕ)
Wϕ, V2 + 4Vϕϕ =

4

d(ϕ)
Vϕ,

V2ϕ − 2V4 =
2

d(ϕ)
V2, V4ϕ − 2V3 =

1

d(ϕ)
V4, (5.16)

where d(ϕ) is an arbitrary function, Eq. (5.15) is factorized in a simple and elegantway,
[
ϕ′′

(ϕ′)2
+

1

d(ϕ)

][
r2Wϕ + 4 (1− f)Vϕ + 2frV2ϕ

′ + fr2V4 (ϕ
′)
2

]
= 0. (5.17)

Under the conditions (5.16), the potentials Vk and V2,3,4 can be parameterized interms of the Einstein-Hilbert and GB potentialsW and V as
Vk =

2

d
Wϕ − 2Wϕϕ, (5.18)

V2 =
4

d
Vϕ − 4Vϕϕ, (5.19)

V4 = − 2

d2
(2 + dϕ)Vϕ +

6

d
Vϕϕ − 2Vϕϕϕ, (5.20)

V3 =
1

d2

[
1

d
(1 + 2dϕ) (2 + dϕ)− dϕϕ

]
Vϕ −

1

d2
(5 + 4dϕ)Vϕϕ +

4

d
Vϕϕϕ − Vϕϕϕϕ. (5.21)

In other words, the factorization (5.17) is made possible with any action (5.7) param-eterized by three independent potentials, namely W , Z and V , provided that the
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remaining potentials are fixed by the above equations.
Take now a closer look at the factorization (5.17) and at its possible consequencesfor our purpose. First of all, the potentials (5.13) of the 4DEGB theory (5.4) corre-spond to a constant function d given by d (ϕ) = −1. In the 4DEGB case, if we forgetabout the shift-symmetric case, there were two branches of solutions for the scalarfield, namely (3.85) and (3.94). Analogously, Eq. (5.17) offers the possibility of twobranches of solutions for the scalar field, depending on which bracket vanishes.
The first branch, corresponding to the vanishing of the first bracket in (5.17), doesnot involve the coupling functions of the theory nor the metric function. It is a sim-ple differential equation giving the scalar field independently of the geometry. Thesecond branch is much more involved because the equation involves explicitly thecoupling potentials of the theory and the metric function. The study of this lattercase is performed in our original article [50], but we omit it here, since it does notlead to new solutions. We hence focus on the first branch, for which the scalar fieldsatisfies the equation

ϕ′′ = − (ϕ′)2

d (ϕ)
. (5.22)

To go further, one must show the compatibility of the remaining equations with(5.22), and with the ansatz for the metric (5.14). This requires fixing the potentials
W , Z and V in such a way that the two remaining independent equations admit thesame metric function f as solution. It is quite remarkable that, taking into accountthe expression of ϕ′′ from (5.22), the two remaining equations1, Err = 0 and Eθθ = 0,can be integrated once and twice respectively, giving

Err ∝ I ′1 (r) , Eθθ ∝ I ′′2 (r) . (5.23)
The following notations are used,
I1 (r) ≡ f 2

(
r2V

)′′′ − f
(
2r (1 +W ′) + 4V ′ + r2W ′′)+ 2r + 2W + rZ ′ −Z, (5.24)

I2 (r) ≡ f 2 (rV )′′ − fr (1 +W ′) + Z. (5.25)
and are introduced for clarity two auxiliary functionsW and Z , determined by,

W = W ′, rZ = Z ′′. (5.26)
The integration of the equations (5.23) implies the existence of three integrationconstants, d1, c1 and c2, such that

I1 − d1 = 0, I2 − c2 + c1r = 0. (5.27)
As the following calculations show, the integration constants c1, c2, d1 are not inde-pendent and are either gauged away or related to themass of the BH. Compatibility

1For spherical symmetry, the non-vanishing metric field equations are Ett, Err , Eθθ and Eφφ =
sin2 θ Eθθ. On the other hand, the scalar field equation is implied by the metric field equations byvirtue of the Bianchi identity (2.4). Therefore the remaining field equations are indeed just Err and
Eθθ.
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of the field equations is ensured, once the two quadratic equations (5.27), defin-ing the metric function f , are proportional. Denoting by 2µ (r) this proportionalityfactor, which is a priori an arbitrary non-vanishing function of r, one obtains the fol-lowing system of equations,

(
r2V

)′′′
= 2µ (rV )′′ , (5.28)

4V ′ = 2 (µ− 1) r (W ′ + 1)− r2W ′′, (5.29)
2r + 2W = d1 − 2µc2 + 2µc1r + (2µ+ 1)Z − rZ ′, (5.30)

where it is assumed that the factors in front of different powers of f are propor-tional independently. For a given proportionality factor µ (r), these equations willdetermine the unfixed potentials W , Z and V as functions of r (or equivalently of
ϕ), while the quadratic equations (5.27) will give the metric function f(r).

As one may notice, the above conditions for compatibility of the equations areindependent of the choice of d(ϕ), indicating that changing d(ϕ) does not changethe physical results. Indeed, for any scalar field satisfying (5.22), the redefined scalar
ϕ→

∫
H(ϕ)ϕ′dr satisfies (5.22) with d(ϕ) = −1, provided that H solves the ordinarydifferential equation Hϕ − H2 − H

d
= 0. One can therefore, without any loss ofgenerality, fix d (ϕ) = −1. Then, the general solution of Eq. (5.22) is

ϕ (r) = ln

(
c

r + c̃

)
, (5.31)

where c and c̃ are two integration constants. Note that the constant c̃ can be fur-ther fixed to have a specific value for convenience2. In particular, one can choose
c̃ ∝ c, as in the examples just below, or c̃ = 0 for the solutions presented in the fol-lowing paragraph 5.1.2. Also, note the analogy with the logarithmic scalar field of Eq.(3.94), which corresponds to one of the solutions of the 4DEGB theory. It is possible
to summarize the procedure described above by stating that, given an action
(5.7) which generalizes the 4DEGB action, we are looking for compatibility con-
ditions which enable the theory to admit a solution with a logarithmic scalar
field similar to the one (3.94) of the 4DEGB theory.

Let us first demonstrate how one can reproduce certain known solutions by us-ing our formalism. If the GB potential V = 0, then (5.28) is satisfied automatically,and Eqs. (5.18)–(5.21) show that the action only has the Einstein-Hilbert potentialW ,the kinetic potential Vk and the self-interaction and cosmological constant in Z. Inthis case therefore, all higher-order terms in action (5.7) are missing, and we areleft with an action with at most two derivatives. This encompasses the BBMB andMTZ BHs, that we have recalled in paragraph 3.1.4. Indeed, consider the followingpotentials,
V = 0, W = −βe2ϕ, Z = −2λe4ϕ − 2Λ, Vk = 12βe2ϕ, (5.32)

2Clearly, different choice of c̃ in (5.31) amounts to a redefinition of the scalar field. We can usethe residual freedom to redefine the scalar by choosing the constant of integration c̃. Indeed, thefunction H(ϕ) that provides d(ϕ) = −1 is defined up to an integration constant, since it satisfies
Hϕ −H2 − H

d = 0. One can show that, by adjusting this integration constant, one can change c̃.
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where Vk is determined byW according to (5.18). Then, take into account the scalarfield profile (5.31), and solve the compatibility conditions (5.29-5.30). Finally findingthe metric function f from (5.27), one gets the solution
ϕ = ln

(
M√

β (r −M)

)
, f =

(
1− M

r

)2

− Λr2

3
, (5.33)

provided the relation λ = −Λβ2 holds. Eq. (2.89) is either the BBMB BH (for Λ = 0)or the MTZ BH (for Λ ̸= 0), with a unique integration constant M playing the roleof the BH mass. The value of the function µ(r) in both these cases is µ(r) = 1 +
M2/ (2M2 − 3Mr + r2).

Another solution, for non-zero GB potential V , is the one of the 4DEGB theory(5.4), i.e. potentials (5.13). Indeed, for λ = β2/(4α), the scalar field reads
ϕ (r) = ln

(√
−2α/β

r

)
, (5.34)

see Eq. (3.94). In the current formalism, this corresponds to the choice c =√−2α/βand c̃ = 0 in the solution (5.31) for ϕ. The corresponding value of the function µ(r)is a constant, µ(r) = 1.
As mentioned above, there is a possibility to fix the constant of integration c̃ in(5.31). For the BBMB and MTZ solutions, we took c̃ ̸= 0 in order to stick with thestandard form of these solutions. On the other hand, to retrieve the solution of the4DEGB theory, we chose c̃ = 0, again to be in agreement with the original solution(3.94). From now on, we will set c̃ = 0 and thus consider

ϕ (r) = ln
(c
r

)
, (5.35)

where c > 0 is a constant with dimension 1. As will be made clear below, the con-stant c of the scalar field solution (5.35) is related to the coupling constants of thetheory, once the compatibility conditions (5.28-5.30) are solved.
It turns out that compatibility conditions (5.28-5.30) can be solved for any con-stant µ, the most interesting case being µ = 1. Indeed, it was shown above thatthe solution of 4DEGB corresponds to µ = 1. Conversely, it appears that solving thecompatibility conditions with µ = 1 leads to a more general action than the 4DEGBaction (5.4). This action admits BH solutions with far away Schwarzschild asymp-totics. The following paragraph is thus dedicated to this µ = 1 case. The moregeneral case of constant µ ̸= 1 is explained in our original article [50]. In this case,there also exist closed-form BH solutions, but they do not have the correct asymp-totic behaviour f(r) = 1 − 2M/r + · · · . Therefore, we will not study this case hereand rather refer the interested reader to the original article.
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5.1.2 . New black hole solutions

For a constant proportionality factor µ (r) = µ = cst., the compatibility condi-tions (5.28-5.30) are integrable, and new explicit solutions can be found. Differentchoices of constant µ yield solutions of differing far away asymptotics, and only for
µ = 1 do the metric solutions have a standard four-dimensional Newtonian be-haviour at infinity, i.e. f ∼ 1− 2M/r− (Λr2/3). Here, the optional Λ-term, in paren-thesis, stands for the cosmological constant if present in the action, whileM is themass of the solution.

Let us thus focus on µ = 1, and present the results in a way which enables tointerpret them easily. We consider the following potentialsW,Z and V ,
W = −β4e2ϕ − β5e

3ϕ, Z = −2λ4e
4ϕ − 2λ5e

5ϕ − 2Λ, V = −α4ϕ− α5e
ϕ, (5.36)

where β4, β5, λ4, λ5, α4 and α5 are six coupling constants, and Λ is the usual cosmo-logical constant. The choice of subscripts 4 and 5 will become clear momentarily.The remaining potentials are given by the compatibility conditions (5.18-5.21) with
d = −1, giving the following action,

S =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
R− 2Λ− 2λ4e

4ϕ − 2λ5e
5ϕ − β4e

2ϕ
[
R + 6 (∂ϕ)2

]

− β5e
3ϕ
[
R + 12 (∂ϕ)2

]
− α4

[
ϕG − 4Gµνϕµϕν − 4□ϕ (∂ϕ)2 − 2 (∂ϕ)4

]

− α5e
ϕ
[
G − 8Gµνϕµϕν − 12□ϕ (∂ϕ)2 − 12 (∂ϕ)4

]}
. (5.37)

The resulting action for λ5 = β5 = α5 = 0 coincides with the 4DEGB theory (5.4).We recall that for this theory, δS/δϕ is conformally invariant, although the α4 termof the action is not.
As regards the parts of the action depending on λ5, β5, α5, their interpretationis the following. They correspond to the most general action with local conformal

invariance in five dimensions, see for example [274, 275]. To be perfectly clear,this means that the five-dimensional scalar-tensor action
S =

∫
d5x

√−g
{
−2λ5e

5ϕ − β5e
3ϕ
(
R + 12 (∂ϕ)2

)

− α5e
ϕ
(
G − 8Gµνϕµϕν − 12□ϕ (∂ϕ)2 − 12 (∂ϕ)4

)
}

(5.38)

(note the five-dimensional element d5x) has local conformal invariance under gµν →
e2σgµν , ϕ → ϕ − σ. This motivates the use of subscripts 4 and 5 for the parameter-ization of the full action under consideration, Eq. (5.37). Very importantly, the fullaction does not have conformal invariance, not even for δS/δϕ. The parts in λ5, β5,
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α5 have absolutely no symmetry in four dimensions. In the Horndeski vocabulary,this action corresponds to
G2 = − 2Λ + 8X2

(
α4 + 3α5e

ϕ
)
+ 12X

(
β4e

2ϕ + 2β5e
3ϕ
)
− 2

(
λ4e

4ϕ + λ5e
5ϕ
)

+ 8α5e
ϕX2 ln |X| , (5.39)

G3 = 8α4X + 4α5e
ϕX (3 ln |X| − 1) , (5.40)

G4 = 1− β4e
2ϕ − β5e

3ϕ + 4α4X + 4α5e
ϕX (ln |X| − 2) , (5.41)

G5 = − 8α5e
ϕ + 4

(
α4 + α5e

ϕ
)
ln |X| . (5.42)

The link between the potentials (5.36) and the framework we developed above, withthe function µ(r), is as follows. The potentials (5.36), along with the scalar field
(5.35), solve the compatibility conditions (5.28-5.30) for µ(r) ≡ 1, for two dis-
tinct sets of relations between the coupling constants α4,5, β4,5, λ4,5, and the
constant c appearing in the scalar field ϕ = ln(c/r). This therefore yields two
distinct metric solutions of the form (5.14) that we are going to detail now.
First solution
The first solution exists with all coupling constants switched on, namely,

λ4 =
β2
4

4α4

, λ5 =
9β2

5

20α5

,
β5
β4

=
2α5

3α4

. (5.43)
The solution reads,

ϕ = ln
(η
r

)
, η ≡

√
−2α4

β4
,

f (r) = 1 +
2α5η

3α4r
+

r2

2α4


1±

√(
1 +

4α5η

3r3

)2

+ 4α4

(
Λ

3
+

2M

r3
+

2α4

r4
+

8α5η

5r5

)
 ,

(5.44)
whereM is a free integration constant. A number of comments can be made con-cerning this solution, which is of the Boulware-Deser type [246], typical of higher-order metric theories, admitting two branches. The + branch is asymptotically ofdS or adS type much like [246], even for a vanishing Λ. In Lovelock theory, this up-per branch is perturbatively unstable [276], although no direct analogy can bemadewith the case here. We will not consider this branch any further, as we aremostly in-terested in asymptotically flat spacetimes. Therefore, for simplicity, let us set Λ = 0,and consider the − branch, in order to discuss some properties of the solution.

This branch displays a Schwarzschild limit as the coupling constants α4, α5 tendto zero. Also, for α5 = 0, which automatically implies β5 = λ5 = 0, the solution of the4DEGB theorywith logarithmic scalar field, (3.92,3.94), is recovered. The asymptotics
r → ∞ of the full solution are given by,

f(r) = 1− 2M

r
− 2α4

r2
− 8α5η

5r3
+O

(
1

r4

)
, (5.45)
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and M is therefore the ADM mass. The function f has the same behavior as theSchwarzschild metric up to first order, while the next order is controlled by the cou-pling α4, and the other couplings α5 and β4 appear via η in the higher corrections.When we have a horizon, the BH has therefore secondary hair, as the only integra-tion constant appearing in the metric isM , while all other constants are fixed by thetheory. Note that even if M = 0, the spacetime is not trivial, and is in fact a BH ornaked singularity. On the other hand, as r → 0, the metric function (5.44) behavesas

f(r) =





− 1

5
− 21α4r

50α5η
+O

(
r2
) if α5 > 0,

4α5η

3α4r
+

11

5
+O (r) if α5 < 0,

(5.46)

and while f(0) is finite for α5 > 0, spacetime curvature is infinite at r = 0 since f(r)does not possess a regular core f(r) = 1+O (r2) [249]. In fact, the spacetime mightnot be defined in the whole r ∈ (0,∞) but only on (rS,∞) where rS > 0 is suchthat the square root ceases to be well-defined below rS . This branch singularity istypical for Lovelock spacetimes [277]. Before discussing the horizon structure of thesolution (5.44), let us present the second µ(r) ≡ 1 solution arising from action (5.37).
Second solution
Indeed a second, quite distinct class of solutions exists, provided the couplings ofthe 4DEGB action are switched off,

λ4 = β4 = α4 = 0, λ5 =
9β2

5

20α5

, (5.47)
with a scalar field and a metric function given by

ϕ = ln
(η
r

)
, η = 2

√−α5

3β5
, f (r) =

1

1 + 4α5η
3r3

[
1− Λr2

3
− 2M

r
− 4α5η

15r3

]
, (5.48)

whereM is a mass integration constant and Λ the cosmological constant which weagain set to zero for simplicity. Surprisingly, although the action includes higher-order terms, these do not yield branching solutions with square roots. Asymptoti-cally as r → ∞, the metric function behaves as
f(r) = 1− 2M

r
− 8α5η

5r3
+O

(
1

r4

)
. (5.49)

On the other hand, close to the origin the metric function does not blow up andbehaves as
f(r) = −1

5
− 3Mr2

2α5η
+O

(
r3
)
. (5.50)

Note that although the r2 term is what is needed for a regular BH, regularity isspoiled by f(0) = −1/5. Hence, at r = 0, there is a curvature singularity. If α5 < 0,
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the spacetime becomes singular at 0 < rS = (−4α5η/3)
1/3, unless the numerator of(5.48) also vanishes at rS . This occurs for a massM =MS with

MS =
62/3 (−α5η)

1/3

5
. (5.51)

If α5 > 0 on the other hand, the spacetime is a BH, even for the caseM = 0.
Horizon structure of both solutions
More generally, as regards the horizon of both spacetimes (5.44) and (5.48), theyturn out to be given by a cubic polynomial equation,

15r3h − 30Mr2h − 15α4rh − 4α5η = 0, (5.52)
where r = rh is the location of the event horizon, and with of course α4 = 0 in thecase of (5.48). This condition is necessary, but not sufficient. It is sufficient in thecase of (5.44) if α4 > 0 and α5 > 0, and in the case of (5.48) if α5 > 0, or if α5 < 0 and
M > MS .

In order to sketch the general aspect of the spacetimes and their horizons, wepresent various plots of the functions f(r) of Eqs. (5.44) and (5.48). The plots inFigs. 5.1, 5.2, 5.3 and 5.4 present respectively the cases (α4 > 0, α5 > 0), (α4 > 0,
α5 < 0), (α4 < 0, α5 > 0) and (α4 < 0, α5 < 0) of Eq. (5.44). The obtained spacetimeshave at most one horizon. It is only when α4 and α5 are positive that there is alwaysa horizon (even for M = 0). This is due to the fact that the square root is neverzero and no branch singularity is possible. For all the other cases however, theremay be naked singularities for certain values of the coupling constants. An exoticresult, in the case of Fig. 5.3, left and middle plots, is a mass gap and horizon gapbetween light BHs and heavy BHs: there exist massesM1 andM2 such that masses
M ∈ (M1,M2) give rise to naked singularities, whileM < M1 orM > M2 give BHs,the BHs withM < M1 having very tiny horizons.

Concerning (5.48), its profile is presented in Fig. 5.5: if α5 > 0, it is a BH for anymass, while for α5 < 0, it is a BH only forM ≥MS whereMS is given by (5.51).
The two cases where a horizon exists for anymass, that is to say, Fig. 5.1 [solution(5.44) with α4 > 0, α5 > 0] and Fig. 5.5, left plot [solution (5.48) with α5 > 0], are infact strongly constrained by the following argument, which was formerly developedin [247]. One assumes that the considered solutions verify a Birkhoff type argu-ment [248], more precisely, that they are the unique static, spherically-symmetricsolutions of their respective theories. If this assumption is true, these solutionsmust in particular represent the gravitational field created by an atomic nucleus,of radius R ∼ 10−15m and mass M ∼ 10−54m. Since these nuclei can be experi-mentally probed, they are not covered by a horizon. Therefore rh < R, where rh isroot of Eq. (5.52). It is easy to show that, for the considered two cases, this leads tothe constraints

0 < α4 < R (R− 2M) ∼ 10−30m2, 0 < α5η <
15

4
R2 (R− 2M) ∼ 10−45m3. (5.53)
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Figure 5.1: Metric profile f(r) of Eq. (5.44) for α4 > 0 and different values of themass (in units of √α4, indicated by the colors) and different positive values of the
product α5η (in units of α3/2

4 ), namely: on the left α5η = 0.25, in the middle α5η = 20,on the right α5η = 100. The spacetime is a BH for any mass, with hidden singularityat r = 0.
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Figure 5.2: Metric profile f(r) of Eq. (5.44) forα4 > 0 and different values of themass(in units of√α4, indicated by the colors) and different negative values of the product
α5η (in units of α3/2

4 ), namely: on the left α5η = −0.25, in the middle α5η = −2, onthe right α5η = −10. On the left, the spacetime is a BH for any mass. When |α5η|increases (middle and right plots), the light spacetimes acquire a naked singularityat a radius rS > 0, while the heavier spacetimes remain BHs with hidden singularityat r = 0.

Of course, the first inequality does not concern Fig. 5.5, left plot, which already has
α4 = 0. Such stringent bounds make the associated gravitational effects probablyundetectable.

In the case of solution (5.48), thus remains most likely a unique case, α5 < 0(Fig. 5.5, right plot), where BHs have a minimal mass MS given by (5.51). Anotherargument from [247] can then be used to constrain the value of |α5η| for this the-ory. Indeed, the minimal massMS must be lower than the mass of experimentallydetected BHs. In GW200115 [278], the second object is a BH of massM = 5.7+1.8
−2.1M⊙



120 Chap. 5 Lovelock invariants and conformally-coupled scalar field

0 1 2 3 4 5

r/
√−α4

−1.5

−1.0

−0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

f
(r

)

0

0.5

1

1.01

1.2

1.4

1.6

0 1 2 3 4 5

r/
√−α4

−1.5

−1.0

−0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

0

0.5

0.95

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

0 1 2 3 4 5

r/
√−α4

−1.5

−1.0

−0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

0

0.5

1

1.2

1.4

1.6
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at 90% credible interval, giving,

|α5η| ≲ 2070+565
−659 km3. (5.54)

If one takes into account other events, for which the second object is lighter but itis not sure that it is a BH, namely GW170817 [150, 151] and GW190814 [279, 280], onerather gets |α5η| ≲ 230 km3 and |α5η| ≲ 194 km3. Finding such simple constraintwould not be possible in the other cases, of Figs. 5.2, 5.3 and 5.4. Indeed, in thesecases, the minimal mass depends non trivially on both α4 and α5η.
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Figure 5.5: Metric profile f(r) of Eq. (5.48) for α5 > 0 (left plot) or α5 < 0 (right
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1/3, either naked forM <
MS or hidden by a horizon ifM > MS .

This completes the study of solutions of the form (5.14) to action (5.37) with anon-trivial scalar field having a logarithmic running. One can also question the ex-istence of solutions with a constant scalar field, ϕ = ϕ0. It is easy to see that, for theconsidered action (5.37), a solution exists, provided the couplings satisfy
0 = α2

4

[
α3
4α5(β4λ5 − 2β5λ4) + α4

4β5λ5 − 5α4α
3
5λ5 + 4α4

5λ4
]
+ 2α5

5 (2α5β4 − 3α4β5) Λ,(5.55)
0 ̸= α3

5 − α2
4α5β4 + α3

4β5. (5.56)
The solution is a Schwarzschild-(a)dS BH,

ϕ0 = ln

(
−α4

α5

)
, f(r) = 1− 2M

r
+

α4
4 (α4λ5 − α5λ4)− Λα5

5

3α2
5 (α

3
5 − α2

4α5β4 + α3
4β5)

r2. (5.57)
Interestingly enough, this solution is valid for the theory with coupling constantsgiven by (5.43), which also admits the BH solution (5.44). However, while (5.44) isasymptotically flat if Λ = 0, this is not the case of (5.57), which has an effective cos-mological constant.

In a word, starting from a generic action
S =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
(1 +W (ϕ))R− 1

2
Vk (ϕ) (∂ϕ)

2 + Z (ϕ) + V (ϕ)G

+ V2 (ϕ)G
µν∂µϕ ∂νϕ+ V3 (ϕ) (∂ϕ)

4 + V4 (ϕ)□ϕ (∂ϕ)
2
} (5.58)
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and imposing the scalar field to satisfy the equation E t
t −Er

r = 0, enables to find newBH solutions with a relevant GR limit.
An important aspect of this workmight be the following. All closed-formBH solu-tions found before this work, andwhich have been recalled in the previous chapters,were found in scalar-tensor theories displaying some kind of symmetry. Indeed, thetheories either had shift symmetry (which is an exact, continuous symmetry at thelevel of the action), or generalized conformal symmetry (which is a local symme-try bearing only on δS/δϕ). On the contrary, the newly presented solutions (5.44)and (5.48) exist for the action (5.37). This latter action does not display any of

these symmetries. Rather, this action presents a - yet unexplained - link with afive-dimensional local conformal symmetry, which of course does not lead to anysymmetry in four dimensions.
The starting action (5.58) displays couplings up to the GB invariant G, as inspiredby the 4DEGB action (5.4). Let us now consider couplings with higher-order Love-lock invariants. Lovelock invariants of order higher than G are non-vanishing only inspacetimedimensionD ≥ 6. Therefore, onemust startwith suchhigher-dimensionalconsiderations (this is the focus of the next section), before finding consequencesin four dimensions (this will be dealt with in Sec. 5.3).

5.2 . Scalar field conformally coupled
to Lovelock invariants in arbitrary
dimension

5.2.1 . Conformal couplings
As explained in paragraph 2.4.3 and Sec. 2.5, the 4DEGB theory coincides with

the most general scalar-tensor action with generalized conformal invariance,under
gµν → e2σ(x)gµν , ϕ→ ϕ− σ(x), (5.59)

where σ(x) is an arbitrary function on spacetime. One of the building blocks of suchan action is the most general action with local conformal invariance, Sloc. Slocwas constructed in paragraph 2.4.3, see Eq. (2.87), by noticing that its correspondingLagrangian density had to be a Lorentz scalar density of unit weight, built out of themetric ĝµν invariant under the transformation (5.59),
ĝµν = e2ϕgµν . (5.60)

By restricting to second-order field equations, this unambiguously led to
Sloc [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x
√

−ĝ
(
−βR̂− 2λ

)
=

∫
d4x

√−g
[
−βe2ϕ

(
R + 6 (∂ϕ)2

)
− 2λe4ϕ

]
.

(5.61)
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Indeed, the intermediate expression is just the Einstein-Hilbert (with cosmologicalconstant) action for the metric ĝµν , with β and λ two coupling constants. Havingthis in mind, it becomes straightforward to generalize this construction in arbitraryspacetime dimension D. Let us thus note S(D), loc [gµν , ϕ] the most general scalar-tensor action in D dimensions, invariant under the local conformal transformation(5.59), and yielding second-order field equations. This action was constructed byOliva and Ray [274] in the following manner. This time, S(D), loc will contain not onlythe Einstein-Hilbert and cosmological constant terms for the metric ĝµν , but also allthe remaining Lovelock invariants of the metric ĝµν . Consequently,

S(D), loc [gµν , ϕ] =
∫

dDx
√
−ĝ

⌊D−1
2

⌋∑

k=0

βkR̂(k), (5.62)
where the βk ’s are couplings constants, and R̂(k) is defined by (5.2), but for themetric
ĝµν , i.e., on the right hand side of (5.2) appears the Riemann tensor of ĝµν [166, 167],

R̂µν
ρσ = e−2ϕSµν

ρσ, Sµν
ρσ ≡ Rµν

ρσ − 4δ
[µ
[ρϕ

ν]
σ] + 4δ

[µ
[ρϕ

ν]ϕσ] − (∂ϕ)2 δµνρσ . (5.63)
In fact, because of the Kronecker symbols which appear in Sµν

ρσ, the expression for
R̂(k) depends on the dimensionD of spacetime, which is not the case forR(k).3 We
thus indicate this dependence on the dimension by a subscript, R̂(k)

(D), and define
S(k)
(D) ≡ e2kϕ R̂(k)

(D) =
1

2k
δµ1ν1···µkνk
α1β1···αkβk

k∏

i=1

Sαiβi
µiνi

, (5.64)
where it is understood that the Kronecker symbols appearing both in δµ1ν1···µkνk

α1β1···αkβk
and

in Sαiβi
µiνi

are accordingly the D-dimensional ones. Then, the invariant action is a
linear combination of Lagrangians L(k)

(D),

S(D), loc [gµν , ϕ] =
∫

dDx
√−g

⌊D−1
2

⌋∑

k=0

βk L(k)
(D), L(k)

(D) ≡ e(D−2k)ϕ S(k)
(D). (5.65)

Remember that S(D), loc is not interesting in itself: the local conformal invarianceremoves the additional degree of freedom that one is precisely trying to introducewith the scalar field. One has to add terms in the action which break conformalinvariance. In four dimensions, adding the Einstein-Hilbert terms, R − 2Λ, led tothe action SBBMB/MTZ, see (2.89), which admits the BBMB and MTZ solutions. In Ddimensions, one can naturally add not only the Einstein-Hilbert term but also thewhole set of Lovelock invariants,
S(D), Lov [gµν ] =

∫
dDx

√−g
⌊D−1

2
⌋∑

k=0

αkR(k), (5.66)
3We are here talking of the covariant expression. Of course, once specifying to a basis, the value of

R(k) does depend on the dimension. For instance, one has R(1) = R (Ricci scalar, same expressionas a Lorentz scalar for any dimension), but for a sphere of dimension D and unit radius, R = Ddepends on the dimension.
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thus getting a total action where the local conformal invariance is broken,
S(D), brok [gµν , ϕ] ≡ S(D), Lov [gµν ] + S(D), loc [gµν , ϕ]

=

∫
dDx

√−g
⌊D−1

2
⌋∑

k=0

(
αkR(k) + βk L(k)

(D)

)
. (5.67)

We note Eµν and Eϕ the field equations of S(D), brok. This action, which differs from
S(D), loc only by a pure metric action, has generalized conformal invariance, i.e. con-formal invariance of δS/δϕ. In paragraph 2.4.3, we recalled that generalized confor-mal invariance is equivalent to the existence of a pure geometric equation, see Eq.(2.81). The proof remains of course unaffected by the mere change of dimension.Therefore, the field equations of S(D), brok combine to yield a purely geometric equa-tion,

R = Eµ
µ + Eϕ = EµLovµ + Eµlocµ + Elocϕ = EµLovµ. (5.68)

Indeed, Eµlocµ+Elocϕ = 0 because of the local conformal invariance of S(D), loc, see Eq.(2.75). Using (1.43) and (1.44) gives

R =

⌊D−1
2

⌋∑

k=0

αk (2k −D)R(k). (5.69)
Of course, this can be verified directly from the full field equations of the theory,which are

Eµν = 2

⌊D−1
2

⌋∑

k=0

(
αkH(k)

µν + βkT (k)
(D)µν

)
, Eϕ =

⌊D−1
2

⌋∑

k=0

βk (D − 2k) e(D−2k)ϕ S(k)
(D). (5.70)

H(k)
µν is defined in (1.44) and T (k)

(D)µν is analogous,

H(k)µ
ν =

−1

2k+1
δµµ1ν1···µkνk
ν α1β1···αkβk

k∏

i=1

Rαiβi
µiνi

, T (k)µ
(D)ν ≡ −e(D−2k)ϕ

2k+1
δµµ1ν1···µkνk
ν α1β1···αkβk

k∏

i=1

Sαiβi
µiνi

,

(5.71)with traces
H(k)µ

µ =
2k −D

2
R(k), T (k)µ

(D)µ =
2k −D

2
e(D−2k)ϕS(k)

(D). (5.72)
In a word, we are considering the action (5.67), with field equations (5.70), whichcombine to give the geometric equation (5.69). Let us now make the somehow ob-
scure conformal Lagrangians L(k)

(D) appearing in S(D), loc, Eq. (5.65), more explicit bystudying the simplest cases, k ≤ 3. The following considerations are based on thearticle [49], of which the present author is one of the authors.
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5.2.2 . Simple examples
k = 0: self-interacting conformal potential

L(0)
(D) is of course the self-interacting potential with local conformal invariance in Ddimensions, ∫

dDx
√−gL(0)

(D) =

∫
dDx

√−g eDϕ. (5.73)

k = 1: conformal coupling to the Ricci scalar

L(1)
(D) is the conformal coupling to the Ricci scalar,
∫

dDx
√−gL(1)

(D) =

∫
dDx

√−g e(D−2)ϕ
(
R− 2 (D − 1)□ϕ− (D − 1) (D − 2) (∂ϕ)2

)

(5.74)
=IBP
∫

dDx
√−g e(D−2)ϕ

(
R + (D − 1) (D − 2) (∂ϕ)2

)
, (5.75)

where =IBPmeans that an integration by parts is performed and associated boundary
terms are dropped. Taking D = 4, both the self-interaction and the conformal cou-pling to R are of course consistent with the terms of the four-dimensional invariantaction (5.61).
k = 2: conformal coupling to the Gauss-Bonnet invariant

L(2)
(D) corresponds to the conformal coupling with the GB invariant,
∫

dDx
√−gL(2)

(D) =

∫
dDx

√−g e(D−4)ϕ
{
G + 8 (D − 3)Gµνϕµν

+ 4 (D − 2) (D − 3)
[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]

− 2 (D − 3) (D − 4)R (∂ϕ)2 − 8 (D − 3)Rµνϕ
µϕν

+ 8 (D − 2) (D − 3)ϕµϕµνϕ
ν + 4 (D − 2) (D − 3)2 (∂ϕ)2□ϕ

+ (D − 1) (D − 2) (D − 3) (D − 4) (∂ϕ)4
} (5.76)

=IBP
∫

dDx
√−g e(D−4)ϕ

[
G − 4 (D − 3) (D − 4)Gµνϕµϕν

− 2 (D − 2) (D − 3) (D − 4) (∂ϕ)2□ϕ

− (D − 2) (D − 3)2 (D − 4) (∂ϕ)4
]
. (5.77)

Remember that this Lagrangian emerges as a term ∫
dDx

√−ĝ Ĝ(D) for the metric
ĝµν . In four dimensions, this integral is proportional to the Euler characteristic of
the spacetime manifold by the Chern theorem, so L(2)

(D) should be a boundary term.One can verify it immediately by settingD = 4 in the last expression: all terms vanish
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but G, which is indeed a boundary term. However, we have previously encountered,in the 4DEGB theory (5.4), an action in D = 4 where ϕ is conformally coupled to G,namely
S =

∫
d4x

√−gL, L = ϕG − 4Gµνϕµϕν − 4 (∂ϕ)2□ϕ− 2 (∂ϕ)4 . (5.78)
This action satisfies the generalized conformal invariance, i.e., δS/δϕ is locally con-formally invariant, although S itself is not. In fact, this action was precisely con-structed by Fernandes in [165] by imposing this condition on δS/δϕ, and then ’in-tegrating’ this condition to find S. Alternatively, we presented in Sec. 2.5 how Scan be obtained by a KK dimensional reduction followed by a singular limit proce-dure, where the dimension of the internal space is sent to zero. Here, thanks to
the construction of L(2)

(D) for arbitrary D, one obtains a third way to reach the
four-dimensional action S of Eq. (5.78), or equivalently its corresponding La-
grangian L. One first writes

e(D−4)ϕ = 1 + (D − 4)ϕ+O
(
(D − 4)2

)
, (5.79)

and multiplies L2 by its coupling constant β2, getting
β2L2 = β2G + β2 (D − 4)

[
ϕG − 4 (D − 3)Gµνϕ

µϕν − 2 (D − 2) (D − 3) (∂ϕ)2□ϕ

− (D − 2) (D − 3)2 (∂ϕ)4
]
+ β2O

(
(D − 4)2

)
. (5.80)

We then define the limitD → 4 in the following way. First, β2G is a boundary term in
D = 4 and is thus removed. Second, one introduces a new coupling β̃2 ≡ β2 (D − 4)and imposes β̃2 to remain constant when taking the limit D → 4 (so the originalcoupling β2 is sent to infinity). So the last term, β2O ((D − 4)2

)
= β̃2O(D − 4), van-ishes in the limit D → 4. Therefore, once the limit is taken, only remain the termsbetween brackets, evaluated atD = 4, which correspond as announced to the four-dimensional Lagrangian L of Eq. (5.78).

We have done this procedure to recover the four-dimensional generalized con-formal coupling to GB, but we could of course do the same with the conformal cou-
pling to the Ricci curvature, with L(1)

(D) defined by (5.75). This time, the factor in L(1)
(D)is e(D−2)ϕ, and R, which is the Lovelock invariant of order k = 1, is a boundary termin spacetime dimension D = 2k = 2, so the singular limit procedure is exactly thesame but with an expansion aroundD = 2 this time. The obtained two-dimensionalscalar-tensor action is

S =

∫
d2x

√−g
[
ϕR + (∂ϕ)2

]
. (5.81)

This is a usual tentative to define gravity in two dimensions, the naive Einstein-Hilbert action being trivial because R is a boundary term. This Jackiw-Teitelboim ac-tion4, introduced by Jackiw [281], has been largely studied in the literature, e.g. [282,
4Also called R = T model, because of its field equations when taking into account an energy-momentum tensor Tµν with trace T .
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283, 284, 285, 286], see also [287] for a review on two-dimensional gravity. Very
importantly, the original form L(k)

(D) ≡ e(D−2k)ϕS(k)
(D), which yields (5.74) and (5.76)

for L(1)
(D) and L(2)

(D) respectively, does not enable to perform the singular limit. Onemust first carry out integration by parts so as to put the Lagrangians under the form
e(D−2k)ϕ

[
R(k) +O(D − 2k)

], see Eqs. (5.75) and (5.77), which then permits the sin-gular limit.

k = 3: conformal coupling to the cubic Lovelock invariant

The conformal Lagrangians L(1)
(D) and L(2)

(D) just enabled, through a singular limit, torecover already known Lagrangians in two and four-dimensional gravity. Let us now
obtain a new Lagrangian by applying the same reasoning to L(3)

(D), the conformal
coupling to the cubic Lovelock invariantR(3). Again, the first formL(3)

(D) ≡ e(D−6)ϕS(3)
(D)is quite intricate and there is no point in writing it down, but integrations by partsyield the following form,

∫
dDx

√−gL(3)
(D) =IBP

∫
dDx

√−g e(D−6)ϕ
{
R(3) − 6(D − 5)(D − 6)H(2)

µν ϕ
µϕν

− 8(D − 4)(D − 5)(D − 6)P µρνσϕµϕνϕρσ

− (D − 3)(D − 4)(D − 5)(D − 6)
[
R (∂ϕ)4 − 4 (∂ϕ)2

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]]

+ 2(D − 3)(D − 4)(D − 5)(D − 6)(2D − 9) (∂ϕ)4□ϕ

+ (D − 3)(D − 4)(D − 5)(D − 6)(22 +D(D − 9)) (∂ϕ)6
}
, (5.82)

where, on the first line, appears
Pµρνσ ≡ Rµρνσ + gµσRρν + gρνRµσ − gµνRρσ − gρσRµν +

1

2
(gµνgρσ − gµσgρν)R. (5.83)

We already encountered this tensor, which would coincide with the double dual ofthe Riemann tensor in four dimensions, when discussing the Paul term of the FabFour, see Eq. (2.15). The Paul term is precisely the term P µρνσϕµϕνϕρσ which appearshere in the action.
L(3)

(D) has been put under a form which enables to consider again the singularlimit, this time D → 6. Having by now got used to this singular limit, note thatit is most easily performed in the following way. First, remove the factor e(D−2k)ϕ.Second, multiply R(k) by ϕ. Third, evaluate all remaining terms at D = 2k withouttaking into account the factors (D − 2k), i.e., setting them equal to one. This yieldsa six-dimensional scalar-tensor action,
S =

∫
d6x

√−g
{
ϕR(3) − 6H(2)

µν ϕ
µϕν − 16P µρνσϕµϕνϕρσ + 36 (∂ϕ)4□ϕ

− 6
[
R (∂ϕ)4 − 4 (∂ϕ)2

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]]

+ 24 (∂ϕ)6
}
. (5.84)
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5.2.3 . Regularization and generalized confor-
mal invariance

It is not hard to generalize the previous results, and to prove that the Lagrangian
βk L(k)

(D) (which is non-trivial only in dimension D ≥ 2k + 1, and is a boundary
term in D = 2k) gives rise to a Lagrangian β̃kL(k)

(2k), reg in dimension D = 2k,
following a singular limit procedure described in the following proof. First ofall, ∫

dDx
√−gL(k)

(D) =

∫
dDx

√
−ĝR̂(k)

(D) (5.85)
so L(k)

(D) is indeed a boundary term in D = 2k by the Chern theorem. Therefore,integrating by parts, ∫
dDx

√−gL(k)
(D) =IBP O (D − 2k) . (5.86)

One can define
U (k)
(D) ≡ S(k)

(D) −R(k), (5.87)
then, expanding the exponential,
L(k)

(D) = e(D−2k)ϕS(k)
(D) = e(D−2k)ϕU (k)

(D) +R(k) + (D − 2k)ϕR(k) +O
(
(D − 2k)2

)
. (5.88)

However, the Lovelock invariantR(k) is a boundary term in 2k dimensions, so
∫

dDx
√−gR(k) =IBP O(D − 2k). (5.89)

This, together with (5.86) and (5.88), imply that there exists a Lorentz scalar W(k)
(D),regular when D → 2k, such that

∫
dDx

√−g e(D−2k)ϕU (k)
(D) =IBP

∫
dDx

√−g (D − 2k)W(k)
(D) +O

(
(D − 2k)2

)
. (5.90)

So
∫

dDx
√−gβkL(k)

(D) =IBP
∫

dDx
√−g

[
βkR(k) + βk (D − 2k)W(k)

(D) + βk(D − 2k)ϕR(k)
]

+ βk O
(
(D − 2k)2

)
. (5.91)

Then, one defines the singular limit procedure D → 2k exactly as for the particularcases. First, βkR(k) is a boundary term in 2k dimensions and is thus removed. Then,introduce a new coupling β̃k ≡ βk(D− 2k), and impose β̃k to remain constant whentaking D → 2k (so the original coupling βk becomes infinite). As a result, the lastterm in (5.91) is β̃k O(D − 2k) and vanishes when D → 2k, leaving as announced a’regularized action’ in dimension D = 2k,
S(2k), reg =

∫
d2kx

√−g β̃kL(k)
(2k), reg, L(k)

(2k), reg ≡ ϕR(k) +W(k)
(2k). (5.92)
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This proof is not particularly illuminating, because only the existence of W(k)

(2k) isproved, but not its precise form. Just as in the particular cases, there is a factori-ally increasing amount of work to perform the integration by parts involved in Eq.
(5.90). This laborious task enables to findW(k)

(D) and then to evaluate it at D = 2k to
getW(k)

(2k).
Field equations and generalized conformal invariance
It is fairly easy to deduce the field equations associated to this regularized action.
The scalar field equation corresponding to the initial Lagrangian βkL(k)

(D), in dimen-sion D > 2k, is given by the corresponding term of the sum (5.70),
Eϕ = βk(D − 2k)e(D−2k)ϕS(k)

(D). (5.93)
But we have rewritten βkL(k)

(D) as in (5.91), from which the singular limit procedure
is just two steps: 1) dropping the first term βkR(k), 2) defining β̃k = βk(D − 2k) andtakingD → 2k. The first step regards a term which does not involve the scalar field,so does not affect the scalar field equation. Thus the scalar field equation obtainedfrom S(2k), reg comes from the second step applied to Eϕ, yielding

Eregϕ = β̃kS(k)
(2k). (5.94)

As regards the metric field equations, see (5.70),
Eµν = 2βkT (k)

(D)µν = 2βkH(k)
µν + 2βk

(
T (k)
(D)µν −H(k)

µν

) (5.95)
In the last rewriting, we have made explicit 2βkH(k)

µν , which is nothing but the equa-tion associated to the variation of βkR(k). So, dropping βkR(k) out of the Lagrangian
(step 1 above) amounts to dropping 2βkH(k)

µν from Eµν . Thus remains 2βk(T (k)
(D)µν −

H(k)
µν ). But T (k)

(D)µν and H(k)
µν vanish when D = 2k, since they are defined by an anti-

symmetrization over 2k+1 indices, see (5.71). So there exists Lorentz scalars T (k)
(D)regµνandH(k)regµν such that

T (k)
(D)µν = (D − 2k) T (k)

(D)regµν +O
(
(D − 2k)2

)
,

H(k)
µν = (D − 2k)H(k)regµν +O

(
(D − 2k)2

)
, (5.96)

hence applying the second step of the singular limit D → 2k gives
Eregµν = 2β̃k

(
T (k)
(2k)regµν −H(k)regµν

)
. (5.97)

This is not very useful because T (k)
(2k)regµν and H(k)regµν are not constructed explicitly.However, the trace of (5.96) directly yields

T (k) µ
(D)regµ = −S(k)

2
, H(k)µregµ = −R(k)

2
, (5.98)
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where we have used (5.72). As a result,
Eµregµ + Eregϕ = −β̃kR(k), (5.99)

Hence, the combination Eµregµ+Eregϕ is a purely geometric quantity. We have shownin paragraph 2.4.3 that this is equivalent to the generalized conformal invarianceof the corresponding action, here S(2k), reg. In a word, just as in four dimensions,
where there exists (in the 4DEGB action) a coupling between the scalar field
and R(2) = G which is not conformally invariant, but is such that δS/δϕ is con-
formally invariant, in any even dimension D = 2k, there exists such a similar
coupling between ϕ andR(k). We have in fact directly proved the conformal invari-ance of δS(2k), reg/δϕ, since

δS(2k), reg
δϕ

=
√−gEregϕ = β̃k

√−gS(k)
(2k) (5.100)

and, under the local conformal transformation (5.59), S(k)
(2k) → e−2kσS(k)

(2k) by virtue of(5.64), while√−g → √−g e2kσ in dimensionD = 2k. As a conclusion, for arbitrary
dimensionD, we have constructed themost general scalar-tensor action with
generalized conformal invariance and with second-order field equations. If
D = 2p+ 1 is odd,

S =

∫
d2p+1x

√−g
p∑

k=0

(
αkR(k) + βk e

(2p+1−2k)ϕ S(k)
(2p+1)

)
, (5.101)

while if D = 2p is even,

S =

∫
d2px

√−g
[

p−1∑

k=0

(
αkR(k) + βk e

(2p−2k)ϕ S(k)
(2p)

)
+ β̃pL(p)

(2p), reg

]
. (5.102)

The terms in αk are the Lovelock terms and are not conformally invariant, the termsin βk have local conformal invariance, and the term in β̃p is not conformally invariant
but its derivative δ/δϕ has local conformal invariance. L(p)

(2p), reg is not known explicitlybut must be computed by the procedure described by Eqs. (5.87), (5.90) and (5.92).We have given its expression for p = 1, 2, 3, respectively (5.81), (5.78), (5.84). Weemphasize that the new contribution of our article [49] concerns all what regards
the regularized term β̃pL(p)

(2p), reg. The other terms were already constructed by [274].
5.2.4 . Black hole solutions

We now proceed with the BH solutions of the obtained theories, following again
our article [49]. First of all, we do not consider the regularized Lagrangians L(p)

(2p), reg,and focus on the action

S =

∫
dDx

√−g
⌊D−1

2 ⌋∑

k=0

(
αkR(k) + βk e

(D−2k)ϕ S(k)
(D)

)
. (5.103)
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We recall that αk and βk are couplings,R(k) is the Lovelock invariant of order k and
e(D−2k)ϕ S(k)

(D) is the conformally-invariant Lagrangian, coupling the scalar field to theLovelock invariant of order k, as defined in Eqs. (5.63-5.64). We recall the field equa-tions,

Eµν = 2

⌊D−1
2

⌋∑

k=0

(
αkH(k)

µν + βkT (k)
(D)µν

)
, Eϕ =

⌊D−1
2

⌋∑

k=0

βk (D − 2k) e(D−2k)ϕ S(k)
(D), (5.104)

with
H(k)µ

ν =
−1

2k+1
δµµ1ν1···µkνk
ν α1β1···αkβk

k∏

i=1

Rαiβi
µiνi

, T (k)µ
(D)ν ≡ −e(D−2k)ϕ

2k+1
δµµ1ν1···µkνk
ν α1β1···αkβk

k∏

i=1

Sαiβi
µiνi

.

(5.105)
Static scalar field
As is by now usual, we restrict to static and spherically-symmetric spacetimes, withalso a static scalar field,

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + dr2/f(r) + r2dΣ2
D−2,γ, ϕ = ϕ(r) (5.106)

where dΣ2
D−2,γ is the metric of a (D − 2)-dimensional Euclidean space of constantcurvature γ (D − 2) (D − 3) with γ = 0,±1.

When the αk-part of the action only contains the Einstein-Hilbert term with (po-tentially) a cosmological constant, that is, αk = 0 for k > 1, two different analyticclasses of solutions can be found for the ansatz (5.106). These two classes corre-spond to two different relations between the coupling constants of the action. Set-ting α0 = −2Λ and α1 = 1, the solutions can be generically given in terms of themetric functions
f (i)(r) = γ − M

rD−3
− 2Λ

(D − 1)(D − 2)
r2 +

q(i)

rD−2
, (5.107)

dressed with a scalar field given by
ϕ(1)(r) = ln

(
N

r

)
, (5.108)

ϕ(2)(r) = ln




N

rσγ

(
c±

∫
dr

r
√

f (2)(r)

)


 . (5.109)

The superscript (i) denotes the first and the second class of solution, and the func-tion σγ depends on the topology of the base manifold:
σ1(X) = cosh(X), σ−1(X) = cos(X), σ0(X) = X. (5.110)
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In the above expressions,M appearing in the metric is an integration constant pro-portional to the mass, while the constant c appearing in the scalar field, for thesecond class of solutions (5.109), is arbitrary. The constant N of both scalar fields(5.108)–(5.109) is fixed in terms of the coupling constants of the theory through therelation
⌊D−1

2 ⌋∑

k=1

kβk
N2k(D − 2k − 1)!

γ̃k−1
(i) = 0, (5.111)

while the coupling of the conformal potential β(i)
0 is fixed in terms of the other cou-plings as

D(D − 1)

(D − 1)!
β
(i)
0 +

⌊D−1
2 ⌋∑

k=1

(
D (D − 1) + 4ϵ

(i)
k

)
βkγ̃

k
(i)

N2k(D − 2k − 1)!
= 0. (5.112)

We introduced ϵ(1)k = k2, ϵ(2)k = 0, γ̃(1) = γ and γ̃(2) = γ − δγ,0 (where δγ,0 is theKronecker symbol). Finally, for both solutions, the constant q(i) appearing in themetric function (5.107) is fixed in terms of the coupling constants as
q(i)

ND
= − β

(i)
0

(D − 2)
−
⌊D−1

2 ⌋∑

k=1

βk(D − 3)!γ̃k(i)
N2k(D − 2k − 2)!

. (5.113)
The first class of solutions with i = 1 has q(1) ̸= 0 for γ ̸= 0 and was already foundin [275]. For the second class of solutions, i = 2, one can verify easily from the abovethat q(2) = 0. Consequently, for i = 2, the solution (5.107) can be interpreted as astealth solution on the D-dimensional Schwarzschild-(a)dS spacetime, also knownas Schwarzschild-Tangherlini spacetime [288]. Importantly, the two classes of space-
times i = 1, 2 are solutions of distinct theories since β(1)

0 ̸= β
(2)
0 as shown by (5.112).

In the general Lovelock case, where αk ̸= 0 for at least one k > 1, similar classesof solutions exist. The scalar field profiles keep the same form (5.108-5.109) andmust obey the same conditions (5.111) and (5.112). The metric functions f (i) have adifferent form, which can be understood from the geometric equation (5.69). Theyare now given by a polynomial equation of order ⌊D−1
2

⌋,
⌊D−1

2 ⌋∑

k=0

αk(D − 1)!

(D − 2k − 1)!

(
γ − f (i) (r)

r2

)k

=
M(D − 1)(D − 2)

rD−1
− q(i)(D − 1)(D − 2)

rD
,

(5.114)
whereM is an arbitrary constant related to themass, and q(i) are given again by (5.113),meaning in particular that q(2) = 0. It follows then that the second class of solutionscan be interpreted as stealth BHs of Lovelock theory, see [289, 290]. In the quadraticcase αk = 0 for k > 2, the real roots of this polynomial can be easily written downand correspond to a Boulware-Deser BH [246]. For the other cases, the expression
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for f is quite cumbersome and does not exist explicitly for k ≥ 5, except the casewhen the polynomial equation (5.114) has a single root. This occurs for the particularchoice of the coupling constants

αk =

(⌊
D−1
2

⌋

k

)
(D − 2k − 1)!

(D − 1)!
, (5.115)

where the first factor is a binomial factor. For this particular choice, one can easilyexpress the solution in odd dimension as
f (i)(r) = γ + r2 −

(
M̃ − q̃(i)

r

) 2
D−1

, (5.116)
while in even dimension,

f (i)(r) = γ + r2 −
(
M̃

r
− q̃(i)

r2

) 2
D−2

, (5.117)
where we have defined M̃ =M(D− 1)(D− 2) and q̃(i) = q(i)(D− 1)(D− 2). For thesecond solution, q̃(2) = 0, the spacetime corresponds to the BH solutions obtainedin [291].
Time dependent scalar field in theories with no shift symmetry
As we already emphasized many times in this manuscript, scalar-tensor theorieswith shift symmetry ϕ→ ϕ+constant may accommodate BH solutions with a scalarfield depending linearily on time. The underlying idea of this feature is that thefield equations only involve derivatives of the scalar field, and hence its explicit timedependence does not appear at the level of the field equations. Here, the action(5.103) is not shift-symmetric. Nevertheless, if β0 = β1 = 0 in action (5.103), thestealth metric function f (2) (r) with q(2) = 0, see Eq. (5.107), can be dressed with atime-dependent scalar field. It is given by

ϕ (t, r) = c+ ζ t+

∫ ±
√
γf (2)(r) + ζ2r2/f (2)(r)− 1

r
dr, (5.118)

where c and ζ are arbitrary constants. The emergence of such stealth solutions inspite of the absence of shift symmetry in the theory under consideration can beunderstood as follows. The solution is stealth, so the effective energy-momentumtensor of the scalar field must vanish. According to the field equations (5.104-5.105),the vanishing of this effective energy-momentum tensor corresponds to the follow-ing equation,
0 =

⌊D−1
2

⌋∑

k=2

βk
e(D−2k)ϕ

2k
δµµ1ν1···µkνk
ν α1β1···αkβk

k∏

i=1

Sαiβi
µiνi

, (5.119)
where the sum starts at k = 2 because of the present assumption β0 = β1 = 0.The above expression is clearly not shift-symmetric, since it depends on the non-derivated scalar field via e(D−2k)ϕ, in agreement with the fact that the action is not
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shift-symmetric. However, the tensor Sµν
ρσ, see Eq. (5.63), only depends on thederivatives of ϕ. One can verify that for the stealth configuration described by themetric function f (2)(r) and the time-dependent scalar field (5.118), each term

δµµ1ν1···µkνk
ν α1β1···αkβk

k∏

i=1

Sαiβi
µiνi

(5.120)
vanishes independently. Consequently, one gets a solution which is effectively shift-symmetric in ϕ, as highlighted by the form of (5.118).
Solutions to the regularized action
In the case of even dimension D = 2p, we now include the regularized Lagrangian
L(p)

(2p), reg,

S =

∫
d2px

√−g
[

p−1∑

k=0

(
αkR(k) + βk e

(2p−2k)ϕ S(k)
(2p)

)
+ β̃pL(p)

(2p), reg
]
. (5.121)

Remember that, as opposed to the Lagrangians e(2p−2k)ϕ S(k)
(2p), the regularized La-

grangianL(p)
(2p), reg does not have conformal invariance, however, it yields a conformally-

invariant contribution to δS/δϕ.
This action comes from a regularization procedure, described in paragraph 5.2.3.In particular, the coupling β̃p comes from the redefinition of the original coupling

βp as β̃p = (D − 2p)βp in the dimensional limit D → 2p. From this, one can im-mediately deduce the spherically-symmetric BH solutions of the regularized action.Indeed, before regularization, one has two solutions with static scalar field (5.108)or (5.109) and respective metric function f (i)(r) given by (5.114), with i = 1, 2. Thesesolutions exist provided the integration constantN appearing in the scalar field, thecoupling constants βk, and the constant q(i) of the metric, are related by the threeequations (5.111-5.113). Let us write down these relations in dimension D > 2p be-
fore regularization,
0 =

p−1∑

k=1

kβk
N2k(D − 2k − 1)!

γ̃k−1
(i) +

pβp(D − 2p)

N2p(D − 2p)!
γ̃p−1
(i) , (5.122)

0 =
D(D − 1)

(D − 1)!
β
(i)
0 +

p−1∑

k=1

(
D (D − 1) + 4ϵ

(i)
k

)
βkγ̃

k
(i)

N2k(D − 2k − 1)!

+

(
D (D − 1) + 4ϵ

(i)
p

)
βp(D − 2p)γ̃p(i)

N2p(D − 2p)!
, (5.123)

q(i)

ND
= − β

(i)
0

(D − 2)
−

p−1∑

k=1

βk(D − 3)!γ̃k(i)
N2k(D − 2k − 2)!

−
βp(D − 2p)(D − 2p− 1)(D − 3)!γ̃p(i)

N2p(D − 2p)!
.

(5.124)
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We recall that ϵ(1)k = k2, ϵ(2)k = 0, γ̃(1) = γ and γ̃(2) = γ − δγ,0, where γ = 0,±1 corre-sponds to the topology of the horizon.

The BH solutions with static scalar field for the regularized action (5.121) can thusbe read from the above relations, by defining β̃p = (D − 2p)βp and making D → 2p.This leads to the three relations
0 =

p−1∑

k=1

kβk
N2k(2(p− k)− 1)!

γ̃k−1
(i) +

pβ̃p
N2p

γ̃p−1
(i) , (5.125)

0 =
2p(2p− 1)

(2p− 1)!
β
(i)
0 +

p−1∑

k=1

(
2p(2p− 1) + 4ϵ

(i)
k

)
βkγ̃

k
(i)

N2k(2(p− k)− 1)!
+

(
2p(2p− 1) + 4ϵ

(i)
p

)
β̃pγ̃

p
(i)

N2p
,

(5.126)
q(i)

N2p
= − β

(i)
0

(2p− 2)
−

p−1∑

k=1

βk(2p− 3)!γ̃k(i)
N2k(2(p− k)− 2)!

+
β̃p(2p− 3)!γ̃p(i)

N2p
. (5.127)

If these three relations are verified, the regularized action (5.121) admits the staticBH (5.106) with static scalar field (5.108) or (5.109) for respectively i = 1, 2. We recallthat, before regularization, the polynomial equation verified by the metric function
f (i)(r) is,

p−1∑

k=0

αk(D − 1)!

(D − 2k − 1)!

(
γ − f (i) (r)

r2

)k

=
M(D − 1)(D − 2)

rD−1
− q(i)(D − 1)(D − 2)

rD
.

(5.128)This polynomial equation came from the geometric equation (5.69). However, thisequation now gets modified by the regularization procedure, see Eq. (5.99). There-fore, after the regularization, the polynomial equation verified by themetric function
f (i)(r) becomes

p−1∑

k=0

αk(2p− 1)!

(2(p− k)− 1)!

(
γ − f (i) (r)

r2

)k

+ β̃p(2p− 1)!

(
γ − f (i) (r)

r2

)p

=
M(2p− 1)(2p− 2)

rD−1
− q(i)(2p− 1)(2p− 2)

rD
. (5.129)

In a word, the regularized action (5.121) admits the static BH (5.106), withmetric func-tion (5.129), dressed with a static scalar field (5.108) or (5.109) for respectively i = 1, 2.As before, it is easy to verify that q(1) ̸= 0 for γ ̸= 0, while q(2) = 0.
Importantly, for the case without regularized Lagrangian β̃pL(p)

(2p), reg, the solution
i = 1 (with γ ̸= 0) was not a stealth solution because q(1) ̸= 0, while the solution
i = 2 was stealth. In other words, the polynomial before regularization, Eq. (5.114),was the same as for pure Lovelock gravity, because it had q(2) = 0. But now, forthe regularized action, both i = 1 and i = 2 solutions are not stealth, even though
q(2) = 0. This is because the term in β̃p in Eq. (5.129) comes from the regularized
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scalar-tensor Lagrangian β̃pL(p)
(2p), reg, but would not appear if one were only consid-ering pure Lovelock gravity in dimension D = 2p. The metric function has thus noequivalent in pure metric gravity and the solution is not a stealth one.

Last but not least, before regularization, there also exists a static BH solutionwithtime-dependent scalar field (5.118), if β0 = β1 = 0. As regards the metric function,this BH is identical to the solution i = 2, only the scalar field is different. This re-mains true after the regularization procedure: if β0 = β1 = 0, the regularized action(5.121) admits the static BH given by (5.129), with q = q(2) = 0, as a solution, dressedwith a time-dependent scalar field (5.118).
Of course, the attentive reader has already remarked the great similarity be-tween the three scalar field profiles (5.108,5.109,5.118) and the scalar fields for the4DEGBaction, Eqs. (3.85), (3.90) and (3.94). This is not surprising, since the conformally-invariant Lagrangians and their regularization procedure is just a generalization ofa procedure which, as we demonstrated in paragraph 5.2.2, enables to obtain the4DEGBaction (although it was not the procedure followed in the original articles [172,173, 174, 165]).
At this point, we have fully described the static, spherically-symmetric BH

solutions for a conformally-coupled scalar field in Lovelock gravity. The start-ing point was the construction of the most general action with local conformal in-variance in spacetime dimension D [274],

S(D), loc [gµν , ϕ] =
∫

dDx
√−g

⌊D−1
2

⌋∑

k=0

βk L(k)
(D), L(k)

(D) = e(D−2k)ϕ S(k)
(D). (5.130)

In this action, we recall that S(k)
(D) is (up to an exponential factor) the Lovelock invari-ant of the metric ĝµν = e2ϕgµν ,

S(k)
(D) = e2kϕ R̂(k)

(D) =
1

2k
δµ1ν1···µkνk
α1β1···αkβk

k∏

i=1

Sαiβi
µiνi

. (5.131)
Then, the conformally-coupled scalar field that we have considered is obtained bybreaking the conformal invariance, through the addition of the usual pure geomet-ric Lovelock Lagrangians. Also, a regularization procedure enables, for every evendimensionD = 2p, to construct a Lagrangian coupling the scalar field with the Love-lock invariant of order p. This Lagrangian (or rather its associated action integral)does not display local conformal invariance, but its functional derivative δ/δϕ does.The BH solutions to this regularized action are easily obtained from the BH solutionsbefore regularization.

It turns out that the conformally-invariant Lagrangians L(k)
(D) = e(D−2k)ϕ S(k)

(D) playan interesting role when it comes to considering the KK reduction of Lovelock the-ories down to lower dimensions. The next section describes this role in detail, and
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performs the diagonal KK reduction of Lovelock invariants of arbitrary order.These results have not yet been presented in any (pre-)publication. We however re-fer the interested reader to [292, 293], wheremany considerations regarding the reg-ularization of Lovelock gravity into four dimensions, and its possible consequencesas concerns the obtention of regular spacetimes, are developed.

5.3 . Diagonal Kaluza-Klein reduction
of Lovelock theory

5.3.1 . Diagonal decomposition
Let us thus study the link betweenKKdimensional reduction and the Lagrangians

L(k)
(D). Consider aD-dimensional spacetime, withmetric g(D)AB (capital Latin indices),split, in a diagonal way, between a D-dimensional target spacetime g(D)µν (Greekindices) and an n-dimensional space g(n) ab (small Latin indices),

g(D)ABdx
AdxB = g(D)µνdx

µdxν + g(n)abdx
adxb. (5.132)

The n-dimensional metric is then written as the product of a conformal factor e−2ϕ,where ϕ is a scalar field depending only on the target spacetime coordinates xµ, anda metric g̃(n)ab of a so-called internal space,
g(n)ab = e−2ϕg̃(n)ab. (5.133)

Under this decomposition, the Riemann tensorRAB
(D)CD of theD-dimensional metrichas the following non-vanishing components,

Rµν
(D) ρσ = Rµν

(D) ρσ, (5.134)
Rab

(D) cd = e2ϕR̃ab
(n) ρσ − (∂ϕ)2 δabcd , (5.135)

Rµa
(D) νb = δab (ϕ

µ
ν − ϕµϕν) , (5.136)

where Rµν
(D) ρσ is the Riemann tensor of the target spacetime and R̃ab

(n) ρσ is the Rie-mann tensor of themetric g̃(n) ab of the internal space. Of course, for the last linewithmixed indices (Greek and Latin), onemust take into account the other three compo-nents related by the symmetries of the Riemann tensor, namely Raµ
(D) νb, Rµa

(D) bν and
Raµ

(D) bν .
One easily computes the non-vanishing components of the Ricci tensor,

Rα
(D)β = Rµα

(D)µβ +Raα
(D) aβ = Rα

(D)β + n
(
ϕα
β − ϕαϕβ

)
, (5.137)

Ra
(D)b = Rµa

(D)µb +Rca
(D) cb = δab□ϕ− nδab (∂ϕ)

2 + e2ϕR̃a
(n)b. (5.138)

The Ricci scalar is then
R(D) = R(D) + 2n□ϕ− n(n+ 1) (∂ϕ)2 + e2ϕR̃(n). (5.139)

Of course, in the above, R̃a
(n)b and R̃(n) are respectively the Ricci tensor and Ricciscalar of the internal space, with metric g̃(n)ab.
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5.3.2 . The simple cases of Ricci andGauss-Bonnet
scalars: conjecture for the Lagrangians

The Ricci scalar in the KK picture is thus computed, Eq. (5.139). One can alsocompute the GB scalar:
G(D) = R2

(D) − 4RA
(D)BR

B
(D)A +RAB

(D)CDR
CD
(D)AB. (5.140)

Using (5.134-5.139), a short calculation leads to
G(D) = G(D) + (n+ 1)n(n− 1)(n− 2) (∂ϕ)4 − 4n2(n− 1)□ϕ (∂ϕ)2

+ 4n(n− 1)
[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]
− 8nGµν

(D)ϕµν + 8nRµν
(D)ϕµϕν

− 2n(n+ 1)R(D) (∂ϕ)
2 + 8n(n− 1)ϕµϕµνϕ

ν

+ 2R̃(n)e
2ϕ
[
R + 2(n− 2)□ϕ− (n− 1)(n− 2) (∂ϕ)2

]
+ e4ϕG̃(n). (5.141)

The expressions for the conformal LagrangiansL(0)
(d),L(1)

(d) andL(2)
(d) were given in para-graph 5.2.2. Importantly, what matters for the moment are the expressions

before any integration by parts is performed. This corresponds to Eqs. (5.73),(5.74) and (5.76). To be clear, let us recall these expressions here,
L(0)

(d) = edϕ, (5.142)
L(1)

(d) = e(d−2)ϕ
(
R− 2 (d− 1)□ϕ− (d− 1) (d− 2) (∂ϕ)2

)
, (5.143)

L(2)
(d) = e(d−4)ϕ

{
G + 8 (d− 3)Gµνϕµν + 4 (d− 2) (d− 3)

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]

− 2 (d− 3) (d− 4)R (∂ϕ)2 − 8 (d− 3)Rµνϕ
µϕν + 8 (d− 2) (d− 3)ϕµϕµνϕ

ν

+ 4 (d− 2) (d− 3)2 (∂ϕ)2□ϕ+ (d− 1) (d− 2) (d− 3) (d− 4) (∂ϕ)4
}
. (5.144)

This enables to insist on the following fact: the subscript (d)must here be consid-
ered as a parameter of the Lagrangian, and not as a spacetime dimension. The
LagrangiansL(k)

(d) were first introduced as the Lagrangians such that the d-dimensional
action integral ∫ ddx

√−gL(k)
(d) has local conformal invariance. However, once the ex-

plicit expression of L(k)
(d) is computed, nothing prevents from considering these La-grangians in a dimension different from d. We will come back on this point later, inparagraph 5.3.4, showing explicitly how to consider not only the first Lagrangians

L(0)
(d), L(1)

(d) and L(2)
(d), but also the Lagrangian of arbitrary order k, L(k)

(d), in other dimen-sion than the one (namely d) where it has conformal invariance.
Looking at the expressions for the Ricci and GB invariants in the KK picture, Eqs.(5.139) and (5.141), one sees that

R(D) = e(n+1)ϕ
(
L(1)

(1−n) + R̃(n)L(0)
(1−n)

)
, (5.145)

G(D) = e(n+1)ϕ
(
L(2)

(3−n) + 2R̃(n)L(1)
(3−n) + G̃(n)L(0)

(3−n)

)
. (5.146)
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What misses in the notation L(k)

(d) is the dimension of spacetime metric on which
it is evaluated. We decide to make it implicit: it must be understood that the L(k)

(d) ’sabove are evaluated for the target spacetime metric g(D)µν . This means that, for in-stance, the Ricci scalar and covariant derivatives appearing in the expression (5.143)
of L(1)

(d) are the ones of the metric g(D)µν .
To be clear, for the KK decomposition (5.132-5.133), Eqs. (5.145) and (5.146) relate
1. on the left hand side, the Ricci andGB scalars of the totalD-dimensional space-time,
2. on the right hand side, Lagrangians L(k)

(d), evaluated for the target spacetimemetric g(D)µν , and Lovelock invariants of the internal space metric g̃(n)ab.
Let us insist again on the fact that the Lagrangians L(k)

(d) (with d = 1−n and d = 3−n)on the right hand side are not conformally-invariant Lagrangians in general forthe metric g(D)µν . They would be conformally invariant only if the target spacetimedimension D were coinciding with d.
Eqs. (5.145) and (5.146) are similar in form and lead to the following conjecture:

the Lovelock invariant of order k of the totalD-dimensional spacetime,R(k)
(D), can beexpressed as a linear combination of Lagrangians L(p)

(2k−1−n) evaluated on the targetspacetime metric g(D)µν , with coefficients being the Lovelock invariants R̃(k)
(n) of theinternal space. Explicitly,

R(k)
(D)

?
= e(n+1)ϕ

k∑

p=0

(
k

p

)
R̃(p)

(n)L
(k−p)
(2k−n−1). (5.147)

The question mark above the equal sign puts the stress on the fact that this resulthas only been shown above for k = 1 and k = 2 (and is trivial for k = 0), but remainsa conjecture for more general k. It will be proved below, in paragraph 5.3.5. Beforemoving on to the proof, we may first develop a similar conjecture regarding not theLagrangians themselves, but the action integrals.
5.3.3 . The simple cases of Ricci andGauss-Bonnet

scalars: conjecture for the action inte-
grals

Indeed, Eqs. (5.145) and (5.146) are results bearing on the Lagrangians, they donot require any integration over spacetime nor integration by parts. Let us nowinvestigate their consequences when, precisely, one integrates over spacetime. Ifthe internal space is such that its Ricci and GB scalars R̃(n) and G̃(n) are constantnumbers, then the integral over the total spacetime factorizes into an integral over
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the internal space and an integral over the D-dimensional target spacetime. Thisreads
∫

dDx
√

−g(D)R(D) = V(n)

∫
dDx

√−g eϕ
(
L(1)

(1−n) + R̃(n)L(0)
(1−n)

)
, (5.148)

∫
dDx

√
−g(D)G(D) = V(n)

∫
dDx

√−g eϕ
(
L(2)

(3−n) + 2R̃(n)L(1)
(3−n) + G̃(n)L(0)

(3−n)

)
.

(5.149)
V(n) =

∫
dnx
√

−g̃(n) is the volume of the internal space. For brevity, in the integral∫
dDx

√−g, we only write √−g, making implicit that this is the determinant of thetarget spacetime metric, √−g(D). This is consistent with the convention described
above, that the Lagrangians L(k)

(d) are understood to be evaluated for the metric
g(D)µν . In other words, the integrals ∫ dDx

√−g · · · really are scalar-tensor actionsfor the metric g(D)µν and the scalar field ϕ. Thus, the original pure metric Lovelockgravity in dimensionD leads to a scalar-tensor action in dimension D.
It is possible to simplify these expressions further. Indeed, take d an arbitrarynumber. Then,

∫
dDx

√−g eϕL(0)
(d) =

∫
dDx

√−g e(d+1)ϕ =

∫
dDx

√−gL(0)
(d+1). (5.150)

For L(1)
(d) and L(2)

(d), one can proceed with integration by parts (denoted again by ’IBP’).For L(1)
(d) first, take its expression (5.143). On the one hand,

∫
dDx

√−g eϕL(1)
(d) =

∫
dDx

√−g e(d−1)ϕ
(
R− 2 (d− 1)□ϕ− (d− 1) (d− 2) (∂ϕ)2

)

=IBP
∫

dDx
√−g e(d−1)ϕ

(
R + d (d− 1) (∂ϕ)2

)
, (5.151)

and on the other hand,
∫

dDx
√−gL(1)

(d+1) =

∫
dDx

√−g e(d−1)ϕ
(
R− 2d□ϕ− d (d− 1) (∂ϕ)2

)

=IBP
∫

dDx
√−g e(d−1)ϕ

(
R + d (d− 1) (∂ϕ)2

)
. (5.152)

Therefore,
∫

dDx
√−g eϕL(1)

(d) =IBP
∫

dDx
√−gL(1)

(d+1). (5.153)
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Regarding now L(2)

(d), start from its expression (5.144). On the one hand,
∫

dDx
√−g eϕL(2)

(d) =

∫
dDx

√−g e(d−3)ϕ
{
G + 8 (d− 3)Gµνϕµν − 8 (d− 3)Rµνϕ

µϕν

+ 4 (d− 2) (d− 3)
[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]
− 2 (d− 3) (d− 4)R (∂ϕ)2

+ 8 (d− 2) (d− 3)ϕµϕµνϕ
ν + 4 (d− 2) (d− 3)2 (∂ϕ)2□ϕ

+ (d− 1) (d− 2) (d− 3) (d− 4) (∂ϕ)4
}

=IBP
∫

dDx
√−g e(d−3)ϕ

[
G − 4 (d− 2) (d− 3)Gµνϕµϕν

− 2 (d− 1) (d− 2) (d− 3) (∂ϕ)2□ϕ− (d− 1) (d− 2)2 (d− 3) (∂ϕ)4
]
. (5.154)

But, on the other hand,
∫

dDx
√−gL(2)

(d+1) =

∫
dDx

√−g e(d−3)ϕ
{
G + 8 (d− 2)Gµνϕµν − 8 (d− 2)Rµνϕ

µϕν

+ 4 (d− 1) (d− 2)
[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]
− 2 (d− 2) (d− 3)R (∂ϕ)2

+ 8 (d− 1) (d− 2)ϕµϕµνϕ
ν + 4 (d− 1) (d− 2)2 (∂ϕ)2□ϕ

+ d (d− 1) (d− 2) (d− 3) (∂ϕ)4
}

=IBP
∫

dDx
√−g e(d−3)ϕ

[
G − 4 (d− 2) (d− 3)Gµνϕµϕν

− 2 (d− 1) (d− 2) (d− 3) (∂ϕ)2□ϕ− (d− 1) (d− 2)2 (d− 3) (∂ϕ)4
]
. (5.155)

As a consequence,
∫

dDx
√−g eϕL(2)

(d) =IBP
∫

dDx
√−gL(2)

(d+1). (5.156)
Using Eqs. (5.150), (5.153) and (5.156) into (5.148) and (5.149) leads to
∫

dDx
√

−g(D)R(D) =IBP V(n)

∫
dDx

√−g
(
L(1)

(2−n) + R̃(n)L(0)
(2−n)

)
, (5.157)

∫
dDx

√
−g(D)G(D) =IBP V(n)

∫
dDx

√−g
(
L(2)

(4−n) + 2R̃(n)L(1)
(4−n) + G̃(n)L(0)

(4−n)

)
. (5.158)

From the particular cases k = 0 (which is trivial), k = 1 and k = 2, we had formu-lated a conjecture (5.147) for all k, bearing on the KK decomposition of the Lovelock
Lagrangians. In a similar way, we can now propose a conjecture for the KK de-composition of the Lovelock action integrals,

∫
dDx

√
−g(D)R(k)

(D)

?
=IBP V(n)

∫
dDx

√−g
k∑

p=0

(
k

p

)
R̃(p)

(n)L
(k−p)
(2k−n). (5.159)

Of course, this requires the additional assumption that the Lovelock invariants R̃(p)
(n)of the internal space are constant numbers. For the simple and explicitly demon-strated cases k = 0, 1, 2, going from the Lagrangian result to the action result re-

quired the use of ∫ dDx
√−g eϕL(k)

(d) =IBP
∫
dDx

√−gL(k)
(d+1), which we proved for k =
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0, 1, 2, see Eqs. (5.150), (5.153) and (5.156). Similarly, the Lagrangian conjecture (5.147)immediately implies the action conjecture (5.159) provided the same lemma holdsfor all order k, ∫
dDx

√−g eϕL(k)
(d)

?
=IBP
∫

dDx
√−gL(k)

(d+1). (5.160)

5.3.4 . Lagrangianswith local conformal invari-
ance in specific conformal dimension

Let us summarize: in the context of the KK diagonal decomposition (5.132-
5.133), there exist two conjectures regarding the decomposition of the Love-
lock invariant of order k of the totalD-dimensional space,R(k)

(D):

R(k)
(D)

?
= e(n+1)ϕ

k∑

p=0

(
k

p

)
R̃(p)

(n)L
(k−p)
(2k−n−1), (5.161)

∫
dDx

√
−g(D)R(k)

(D)

?
=
IBP

V(n)

∫
dDx

√−g
k∑

p=0

(
k

p

)
R̃(p)

(n)L
(k−p)
(2k−n), (5.162)

and the first conjecture implies the second one provided the following lemma
holds, ∫

dDx
√−g eϕL(k)

(d)

?
=
IBP

∫
dDx

√−gL(k)
(d+1). (5.163)

All these have been demonstrated for k = 0, 1, 2, but remains to be shown
for arbitrary k. However, for the moment, the explicit meaning of L(k)

(d) remainsunclear in general. Indeed, let us forget for a moment about the KK context, and
simply remember that L(k)

(d) was first defined by Eqs. (5.63-5.65), in relation to the
k-th Lovelock invariant R̂(k)

(d) of a d-dimensional metric ĝµν = e2ϕgµν :

L(k)
(d) = e(d−2k)ϕS(k)

(d) , S(k)
(d) = e2kϕ R̂(k)

(d) =
1

2k
δµ1ν1···µkνk
α1β1···αkβk

k∏

i=1

Sαiβi
µiνi

. (5.164)
The tensor Sµν

ρσ is linked to the Riemann tensor R̂µν
ρσ of ĝµν ,

R̂µν
ρσ = e−2ϕSµν

ρσ, Sµν
ρσ ≡ Rµν

ρσ − 4δ
[µ
[ρϕ

ν]
σ] + 4δ

[µ
[ρϕ

ν]ϕσ] − (∂ϕ)2 δµνρσ . (5.165)
It thus seems for the moment that L(k)

(d) is clearly defined only in a d-dimensional
spacetime, whereas the conjectures (5.161-5.163) arewriting downL(k)

(d) in aD-dimensionalspacetime (namely the target spacetimewithmetric g(D)µν in the KK decomposition).These conjectures come from the demonstrated results for k = 0, 1, 2. In these sim-
ple cases,L(0)

(d),L(1)
(d) andL(2)

(d)were defined in the followingmanner (see the discussionat the beginning of paragraph 5.3.2):
1. First, compute explicitlyL(k)

(d) from its natural definition in a d-dimensional space-time, making explicit all factors involving d, which arise from the contractions
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of the Kronecker symbols. This yields a Lorentz scalar where there are numer-ical factors involving d, and expressions involving only the metric, the scalarfield and its covariant derivatives, for instance R, □ϕ, Gµνϕµϕν , etc.

2. Simply take theprevious Lorentz scalar and consider it nomore for a d-dimensionalmetric, but for a D-dimensional metric where a priori D ̸= d. This means that
R, □ϕ, Gµνϕµϕν , etc., are those of aD-dimensional metric and of a scalar field
living in this D-dimensional spacetime. This defines L(k)

(d) in dimension D ̸= d,in which case the subscript d shall be seen as a mere numerical parameter ofa D-dimensional Lorentz scalar.
Importantly, this procedure is very different from taking (5.164-5.165) and di-
rectly computing it for aD-dimensional spacetime, as the Kronecker contrac-
tionswould yield different factors. With the aboveprescription, theKronecker
contractions are the same as would be computed in d dimensions, but once
these contractions have been performed, the resulting Lorentz scalar is con-
sidered in D dimensions.

This prescription was easy to perform for the first few Lagrangians, of order k =
0, 1, 2, see Eqs. (5.142-5.144), and even for order k = 3, see (5.82). Onemust now finda way of applying the above prescription for arbitrary order k. We will need the rulefor contractions of Kronecker symbols,
In a space of dimension d, δy1···ynx1···xn

δx1···xnxn+1···xp
y1···yn yn+1···yp = n!

(d+ n− p)!

(d− p)!
δxn+1···xp
yn+1··· yp . (5.166)

With this rule at hand, let us simplifyL(k)
(d), or equivalentlyS(k)

(d) , see Eq. (5.164), keepingin mind that the subscript (d) means that all Kronecker contractions yield factorscorresponding to d dimensions. The following computation lasts about one pageand the final result is Eq. (5.171). First,

S(k)
(d) =

1

2k
δµ1ν1···µkνk
α1β1···αkβk

k∏

i=1

(
Rαiβi

µiνi
− 4δ

[αi

[µi
ϕ
βi]
νi]

+ 4δ
[αi

[µi
ϕβi]ϕνi] − (∂ϕ)2 δαiβi

µiνi

)

=
1

2k
δµ1ν1···µkνk
α1β1···αkβk

k∑

q=0

∑

I⊂[1,k]
|I|=q

∏

i∈I

(
Rαiβi

µiνi
− (∂ϕ)2 δαiβi

µiνi

)∏

i ̸∈I

(
4δ

[αi

[µi
ϕβi]ϕνi] − 4δ

[αi

[µi
ϕ
βi]
νi]

)

=
1

2k
δµ1ν1···µkνk
α1β1···αkβk

k∑

q=0

(
k

q

) q∏

i=1

(
Rαiβi

µiνi
− (∂ϕ)2 δαiβi

µiνi

) k∏

i=q+1

(
4δ

[αi

[µi
ϕβi]ϕνi] − 4δ

[αi

[µi
ϕ
βi]
νi]

)
.

(5.167)
The notation |I| = q means the cardinality of the set I . Due to the (anti)symmetriesof the Kronecker symbol, the Riemann tensor, and the antisymmetrized bracketedindices, all different subsets I ⊂ [1, k] with given cardinal |I| = q give the samecontribution once contracted with δµ1ν1···µkνk

α1β1···αkβk
, yielding the usual binomial factor (k

q

).
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This will often happen, for instance in the following line, and we do not detail itanymore. Using the contraction of Kronecker symbols (5.166),

δµ1ν1···µkνk
α1β1···αkβk

q∏

i=1

(
Rαiβi

µiνi
− (∂ϕ)2 δαiβi

µiνi

)

= δµ1ν1···µkνk
α1β1···αkβk

q∑

j=0

(
q

j

)(
− (∂ϕ)2

)q−j

(
j∏

i=1

Rαiβi
µiνi

)(
q∏

i=j+1

δαiβi
µiνi

)

=

q∑

j=0

2q−j
(
q
j

)
(d− 2(k + j − q))!

(d− 2k)!

(
− (∂ϕ)2

)q−j
δ
µ1ν1···µj νjµq+1νq+1···µkνk
α1β1···αjβjαq+1βq+1···αkβk

(
j∏

i=1

Rαiβi
µiνi

)
.

(5.168)
Then,

δ
µ1ν1···µj νjµq+1νq+1···µkνk
α1β1···αjβjαq+1βq+1···αkβk

k∏

i=q+1

(
4δ

[αi

[µi
ϕβi]ϕνi] − 4δ

[αi

[µi
ϕ
βi]
νi]

)

= 4k−q (d− (2j + k − q))!

(d− 2(k − q + j))!
δ
µ1ν1···µj νjνq+1···νk
α1β1···αjβjβq+1···βk

k∏

i=q+1

(
ϕβiϕνi − ϕβi

νi

)
, (5.169)

where the 4k−q is because, for each i ∈ [q + 1, k], each of the four terms implied bythe antisymmetrization over (αi, βi) and (µi, νi) contributes the same because of thesymmetries of the Kronecker symbol. All in all,

S(k)
(d) =

k∑

q=0

q∑

j=0

(
k

q

)(
q

j

)
2k−q−j (d− (2j + k − q))!

(d− 2k)!

(
− (∂ϕ)2

)q−j

δ
µ1ν1···µjνjνq+1···νk
α1β1···αjβjβq+1···βk

(
j∏

i=1

Rαiβi
µiνi

)
k∏

i=q+1

(
ϕβiϕνi − ϕβi

νi

)
. (5.170)

The computation is over, but for further convenience, we perform the followingma-nipulations on the sums:
1. In the sum over j, make q − j → j,
2. Interchange the sums over q and j, yielding∑k

j=0

∑k
q=j · · · ,

3. In the sum over q, make k − q → q,
4. Use the identity (k−q

j

)(
k
q

)
=
(
k−j
q

)(
k
j

),
5. Rename j as i and q as j.
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One finally obtains, for L(k)

(d) = e(d−2k)ϕS(k)
(d) ,

L(k)
(d) = e(d−2k)ϕ 2−k

k∑

i=0

2i
(
k

i

)(
− (∂ϕ)2

)i k−i∑

j=0

4j
(
k − i

j

)
(−1)j

(d− 2k + 2i+ j)!

(d− 2k)!

δ
τ1··· τjρ1σ1···ρk−i−j σk−i−j

λ1···λjα1β1···αk−i−jβk−i−j

(
k−i−j∏

q=1

Rαqβq
ρqσq

)
j∏

q=1

(
ϕλq
τq − ϕλqϕτq

)
.

(5.171)
Note that, in the second line, we have renamed the contracted indices. Also, thereis a factor (−1)j because in the final product, we have taken a −1 out of each of the
j factors.

In accordance with our aim, the dependence on the dimension d is completely
explicit in (5.171). Indeed, the covariant expression of Rαqβq

ρqσq and ϕλq
τq involves themetric, the scalar field and their derivatives, but not the dimension nor Kroneckersymbols, so the remaining contractions of spacetime indices on the second line donot yield any additional occurence of d. As a consequence, the expression (5.171)can be evaluated for the metric of a spacetime of any dimension D, meaning thatthe Riemann tensor and covariant derivatives are those associated with this lattermetric, and that the remaining Kronecker symbol δτ1··· τjρ1σ1···ρk−i−j σk−i−j

λ1···λjα1β1···αk−i−jβk−i−j
also lives in

thisD-dimensional spacetime. To put it simply, this amounts to taking all spacetimeindices of (5.171) to be D-dimensional.
In a nutshell, L(k)

(d), as given by (5.171), is a Lorentz scalar whose expression de-pends on both its order k and its specific conformal dimension d. In any space-time dimension D, it gives rise to a scalar-tensor action
S [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
dDx

√−gL(k)
(d). (5.172)

This scalar-tensor action is locally conformally-invariant if the specific conformal
dimension d of the Lagrangian L(k)

(d) matches the spacetime dimension D, that is,
d = D. In the following, the Lagrangians L(k)

(d) may be generically called confor-
mal Lagrangians, while it must be understood that their corresponding action
enjoys local conformal invariance only if the specific conformal dimension d
matches the spacetime dimension D.

5.3.5 . Proof of thefirst conjecture (conjecture
for the Lagrangians)

Now that the meaning of L(k)
(d) is clear, it becomes possible to prove the first ofthe above conjectures, regarding the exact (without integration by parts) writing of
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R(k)
(D), the k-th Lovelock invariant of the total spacetime,

R(k)
(D)

?
= e(n+1)ϕ

k∑

p=0

(
k

p

)
R̃(p)

(n)L
(k−p)
(2k−n−1).

On the right hand side, appears a linear combination of the ’conformal’ Lagrangians,
with coefficients being the Lovelock invariants R̃(p)

(n) of the internal space. Note thatRef. [90] performs calculations similar to the following ones, but with different sim-plifications which do not make the ’conformal’ Lagrangians apparent.
The reader having no interest in the following proof may directly move on to itsconclusions, around Eq. (5.187). The k-th Lovelock invariant of the D-dimensionalspacetime is

R(k)
(D) =

1

2k
δR1S1···RkSk
A1B1···AkBk

k∏

i=1

RAiBi

(D)RiSi
, (5.173)

and each of the RAiBi

(D)RiSi
can be of one of the three types (5.134-5.136), which werecall,
Rµν

(D) ρσ = Rµν
(D) ρσ, (5.174)

Rab
(D) cd = e2ϕR̃ab

(n) ρσ − (∂ϕ)2 δabcd , (5.175)
Rµa

(D) νb = δab (ϕ
µ
ν − ϕµϕν) . (5.176)

Therefore,
R(k)

(D) =
1

2k

∑

i+j≤k

4j
(
k

i

)(
k − i

j

)
δ
r1s1···risit1···tj
a1b1···aibil1···lj δ

τ1··· τjρ1σ1···ρk−i−jσk−i−j

λ1···λjα1β1···αk−i−jβk−i−j

(
i∏

q=1

R
aqbq
(D) rqsq

)(
k−i−j∏

q=1

R
αqβq

(D) ρqσq

)
j∏

q=1

R
λqlq
(D) τqtq

. (5.177)
Indeed, the binomial coefficient (k

i

) is for the choice, among the k pairs of downindices (Ri, Si), of i pairs of down Latin indices (rq, sq). Then, among the remaining
k−i pairs of down (Ri, Si), one chooses k−i−j pairs of down Greek indices (ρq, σq),hence the factor (k−i

j

). The remaining pairs (Ri, Si) are automatically j mixed onesand do not give rise to binomial factors, however, one must account for the fourdistinct contributions Rµa
(D) νb, Raµ

(D) νb, Rµa
(D) bν and Raµ

(D) bν , hence the factor 4j (thesecontributions all come with the same sign since the antisymmetry of the Riemanntensor is compensated by the antisymmetry of the generalized Kronecker symbol).In the following, extensive use ismade of the contraction rule for Kronecker symbols(5.166). Using (5.176), one has
δ
r1s1···risit1···tj
a1b1···aibil1···lj

j∏

q=1

R
λqlq
(D) τqtq

= δ
r1s1···risit1···tj
a1b1···aibil1···lj

j∏

q=1

δ
lq
tq

(
ϕλq
τq − ϕλqϕτq

)

=
(n− 2i)!

(n− j − 2i)!
δr1s1···risia1b1···aibi

j∏

q=1

(
ϕλq
τq − ϕλqϕτq

)
, (5.178)



5.3 Diagonal Kaluza-Klein reduction of Lovelock theory 147
On the other hand, (5.175) leads to

δr1s1···risia1b1···aibi

i∏

q=1

R
aqbq
(D) rqsq

= δr1s1···risia1b1···aibi

i∑

p=0

e2pϕ
(
− (∂ϕ)2

)i−p ∑

I⊂[1,i],|I|=p

(∏

q∈I

R̃
aqbq
(n) rqsq

)(∏

q ̸∈I

δaqbqrqsq

)

= 2i
i∑

p=0

(
i

p

)
(n− 2p)!

(n− 2i)!
e2pϕR̃(p)

(n)

(
− (∂ϕ)2

)i−p
, (5.179)

where R̃(p)
(n) is the p-th Lovelock invariant of the metric g̃(n) ab of the internal space.Taking all the previous into account, as well as (5.174), gives

R(k)
(D) =

∑

i+j≤k

2i−k4j
(
k
i

)(
k−i
j

)

(n− j − 2i)!
δ
τ1··· τjρ1σ1···ρk−i−jσk−i−j

λ1···λjα1β1···αk−i−jβk−i−j

(
k−i−j∏

q=1

R
αqβq

(D) ρqσq

)

(
j∏

q=1

(
ϕλq
τq − ϕλqϕτq

)) i∑

p=0

(
i

p

)
(n− 2p)! e2pϕR̃(p)

(n)

(
− (∂ϕ)2

)i−p
. (5.180)

By direct computation, (k
i

)(
i
p

)
=
(
k
p

)(
k−p
k−i

). Putting in addition the sum over p in thefirst place, one gets
R(k)

(D) =
k∑

p=0

(
k

p

)
e2pϕR̃(p)

(n)

k∑

i=p

2i−k
(
− (∂ϕ)2

)i−p
k−i∑

j=0

4j
(
k−i
j

)(
k−p
k−i

)
(n− 2p)!

(n− j − 2i)!

δ
τ1··· τjρ1σ1···ρk−i−jσk−i−j

λ1···λjα1β1···αk−i−jβk−i−j

(
k−i−j∏

q=1

R
αqβq

(D) ρqσq

)
j∏

q=1

(
ϕλq
τq − ϕλqϕτq

)
. (5.181)

Make i− p→ i in the sum over i, and obtain finally,
R(k)

(D) =
k∑

p=0

(
k

p

)
e2pϕR̃(p)

(n)2
p−k

k−p∑

i=0

2i
(
k − p

i

)(
− (∂ϕ)2

)i k−p−i∑

j=0

4j
(
k−p−i

j

)
(n− 2p)!

(n− 2p− 2i− j)!

δ
τ1··· τjρ1σ1···ρk−p−i−jσk−p−i−j

λ1···λjα1β1···αk−p−i−jβk−p−i−j

(
k−p−i−j∏

q=1

R
αqβq

(D) ρqσq

)
j∏

q=1

(
ϕλq
τq − ϕλqϕτq

)
. (5.182)

Comparing this last expression with the expression (5.171) for L(k)
(d), one immediatelysees that

R(k)
(D) = e(2k−d)ϕ

k∑

p=0

(
k

p

)
R̃(p)

(n)L
(k−p)
(d) , (5.183)

provided the dimension n of the internal space in the KK decomposition, and the
specific conformal dimension d of L(k−p)

(d) , are related such that
(n− 2p)!

(n− 2p− 2i− j)!
!
= (−1)j

(d− 2k + 2p+ 2i+ j)!

(d− 2k + 2p)!
, (5.184)
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where !
=means that this equality is not yet verified but is a requirement in order toget (5.183). Yet, the left hand side is

(n− 2p)!

(n− 2p− 2i− j)!
=

2i+j∏

m=1

(n+ 1− 2p−m), (5.185)
while the right hand side is

(−1)j
(d− 2k + 2p+ 2i+ j)!

(d− 2k + 2p)!
= (−1)j

2i+j∏

m=1

(d− 2k + 2p+m)

=

2i+j∏

m=1

(2k − d− 2p−m).

Consequently, 2k − d = n + 1 in order for (5.184), and thus (5.183), to be verified.Therefore,
R(k)

(D) = e(n+1)ϕ

k∑

p=0

(
k

p

)
R̃(p)

(n)L
(k−p)
(2k−n−1), (5.186)

which is exactly the first conjecture. To cut a long story short, we have thus
proved that, for a KK diagonal decomposition

g(D)ABdx
AdxB = g(D)µνdx

µdxν + e−2ϕ(xµ)g̃(n)abdx
adxb, (5.187)

the Lovelock invariant R(k)
(D) writes as in (5.186). The Lagrangians L(k−p)

(2k−n−1) are
scalar-tensor Lagrangians for the metric g(D)µν and the scalar field ϕ. They are
Lagrangians with conformal invariance in another dimension: the (2k−n− 1)-
dimensional scalar-tensor action

∫
d2k−n−1x

√−gL(k−p)
(2k−n−1) has local conformal

invariance under gµν → e2σgµν , ϕ → ϕ − σ, with σ an arbitrary function on
spacetime.

5.3.6 . Considerations on the second conjec-
ture (conjecture for theaction integrals)

The first conjecture has beendemonstrated. Therefore, if the Lovelock invariantsof the internal space are constant numbers, one has the following result regardingthe KK reduction of the action functional,
∫

dDx
√

−g(D)R(k)
(D) = V(n)

∫
dDx

√−g eϕ
k∑

p=0

(
k

p

)
R̃(p)

(n)L
(k−p)
(2k−n−1). (5.188)

As a consequence, demonstrating the second conjecture (5.159), namely
∫

dDx
√
−g(D)R(k)

(D)

?
=IBP V(n)

∫
dDx

√−g
k∑

p=0

(
k

p

)
R̃(p)

(n)L
(k−p)
(2k−n), (5.189)
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amounts to demonstrating the lemma (5.160) mentioned above,

∫
dDx

√−g eϕL(k)
(d)

?
=IBP
∫

dDx
√−gL(k)

(d+1). (5.190)
Wewere not able to prove this lemma, therefore, the form (5.189) of the KK re-
duced action remains a conjecture and has not been demonstrated. One maywonder why we are interested in getting the form (5.189), whereas we already havethe first form (5.188), which is truly demonstrated. The reason is the following. In theparticular case of GB gravity, k = 2, the form (5.189) is not a conjecture but a demon-strated result. As explained in Sec. 2.5, if D = 4, the resulting four-dimensionalscalar-tensor action (coupled to the pure Einstein-Hilbert term) leads to static BHsolutions which do not have the usual asymptotic behaviour: the metric functionbehaves as f ≈ 1/(n + 1)(1 − 2M/rn+1). BH solutions with proper Schwarzschildasymptotics are rather obtained by performing a singular limit where the dimen-sion n of the internal space is sent to zero, leading to the 4DEGB action that we havediscussed extensively.

One is thus tempted to perform such a singular limit n → 0 for arbitrary k. Pre-
cisely, the form (5.189) would enable to perform easily such a singular limit.
This is the reason why we are not satisfied with the properly demonstrated
form (5.188), and we would prefer the not yet demonstrated form (5.189). Werecall that the result (5.189) has been demonstrated for k = 0, 1, 2. To convince our-selves of the apparent relevance of this result, we have also demonstrated it for
k = 3, i.e. for the KK reduction of the cubic Lovelock invariant. Indeed, using (5.134-5.136), lengthy calculations lead to

∫
dDx

√
−g(D)R(3)

(D)

=IBP V(n)

∫
dDx

√−g e−nϕ

{
R̃(3)

(n)e
6ϕ + 3G̃(n)e

4ϕ
[
R + (n− 4) (n− 5) (∂ϕ)2

]

+ 3R̃(n)e
2ϕ
[
G − 4 (n− 2) (n− 3)Gµνϕµϕν + 2 (n− 2) (n− 3) (n− 4)□ϕ (∂ϕ)2

− (n− 2) (n− 3)2 (n− 4) (∂ϕ)4
]
+R(3) − 6n (n− 1)H(2)

µν ϕ
µϕν

+ 8n (n− 1) (n− 2)
[
3 (∂ϕ)2Gµνϕµν +

(
(□ϕ)3 − 3□ϕϕµνϕµν + 2ϕµνϕ

νρϕµ
ρ

)]

+ 3 (n+ 1)n (n− 1) (n− 2)
[
(∂ϕ)4R− 4 (∂ϕ)2

(
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
)]

+ 6n
(
n
(
15− 10n+ n3

)
− 6
)
□ϕ (∂ϕ)4 + 24n (n− 1) (n− 2)P µνρσϕµρϕνϕσ

− n (n− 1) (n− 2) (12 + n (n (6 + n)− 13)) (∂ϕ)6
}
. (5.191)

One immediately sees the identity between the terms in e6ϕ, e4ϕ and e2ϕ, and re-
spectively Eqs. (5.73), (5.75) and (5.77), i.e. L(0)

(d), L(1)
(d) and L(2)

(d), provided d = 6 − n.
Regarding the remaining terms (starting with R(3)), one can check that they corre-
spond up to integration by parts to Eq. (5.82), i.e. L(3)

(d), provided again d = 6 − n.
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The easiest way of verifying this equality up to integration by parts is to computethe field equations and remark that they are the same. Consequently,
∫

dDx
√

−g(D)R(3)
(D) =IBP V(n)

∫
dDx

√−g
3∑

p=0

(
3

p

)
R̃(p)

(n)L
(3−p)
(6−n), (5.192)

or in other words, the second conjecture (5.189) is also true for k = 3.
Nothing proves formally that the second conjecture (5.189) remains true

for k ≥ 4. Again, the only remaining step is to prove the lemma (5.190) for
arbitrary k. Nevertheless, the author thinks it probable for (5.189) to be indeed
true, and thinks that, even in the current absence of a proof, it remains worth
examining the corollaries of this conjectured result. As mentioned previously, if(5.189) were true, one could easily perform the singular limit n→ 0, as was done forthe 4DEGB gravity. The proper way to do it is as we have always done the previousregularizations: multiply the action by a coupling constant α, set a new coupling
ᾱ = αn and make n → 0 while maintaining ᾱ constant. Since this procedure is bynow familiar, let us briefly describe the result. For p > 0, the Lovelock invariant oforder p of a space of zero dimension is clearly vanishing, so there exists a Lorentz
scalar R̃(p)

(0), reg such that
R̃(p)

(n) = nR̃(p)
(0), reg +O

(
n2
)
. (5.193)

So for p > 0, the regularization n → 0 of the term R̃(p)
(n)L

(k−p)
(2k−n) appearing in (5.189)simply gives

R̃(p)
(0), regL(k−p)

(2k) . (5.194)
On the other hand, for p = 0, R̃(0)

(n) = 1, and the term to be regularized is L(k)
(2k−n).Fortunately, we have already studied in paragraph 5.2.3 the regularization of the

Lagrangian L(k)
(d) to a Lagrangian L(k)

(2k), reg for d → 2k. This is equivalent to sending
n → 0 in L(k)

(2k−n). As a result, the n → 0 regularization of the KK conjectured action(5.189) of order k (i.e. coming from the Lovelock invariant of order k) gives the scalar-tensor action
S
(k)KK, reg [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
dDx

√−g
[
L(k)

(2k), reg +
k∑

p=1

(
k

p

)
R̃(p)

(0), regL(k−p)
(2k)

]
, (5.195)

where L(k)
(2k), reg is defined in (5.92). To be rigorous, the proof of existence of L(k)

(2k), regconsisted in a regularization of ∫ dDx
√−gβkL(k)

(D) in the limitD → 2k, and this proof
can indeed be repeated identically but for the step where the term βkR(k) in Eq.(5.91) is dropped from the action with the reason that ’R(k) is a boundary term in
D = 2k dimensions’. Here, in the KK action before regularization (5.189), this stepremains valid only if R(k) is a boundary term or vanishes in dimension D, that is,only if D ≤ 2k, so the regularized action (5.195) indeed corresponds to a KK regu-larization procedure only for D ≤ 2k. This does not put any serious restriction: theaim of the KK procedure is to make sense in lower dimensions of an action which
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seems a priori trivial in such lower dimensions, but for D > 2k, the Lovelock actionof order k is not trivial, so there is no reason of making a KK of the k-th Lovelockinvariant if the dimension is not ≤ 2k.

The interpretation of (5.195) as the KK regularized action of the Lovelock
invariant of order k will of course become true only when a proof of the con-
jectured lemma (5.190) is performed. For the moment, only the cases up to
k = 3 are fully treated. Still, this is enough to get interesting results in four
dimensions, as we now describe.
5.3.7 . Kaluza-Klein reduction of cubic Love-

lock as a Horndeski theory
Indeed, the case of the cubic Lovelock invariant, k = 3, that we have explicitlydemonstrated above in order to convince us of the relevance of the conjecture, cannow be explored in detail. For simplicity, let us consider the KK reduction along aflat internal space. Its Lovelock invariants are all identically vanishing. Therefore,in (5.195), all terms in the sum∑3

p=1 vanish, and the corresponding regularized KKaction reduces to
S
(3)KK, reg =

∫
dDx

√−gL(3)
(6), reg

=

∫
dDx

√−g
{
ϕR(3) − 6H(2)

µν ϕ
µϕν − 16P µρνσϕµϕνϕρσ + 36 (∂ϕ)4□ϕ

− 6
[
R (∂ϕ)4 − 4 (∂ϕ)2

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]]

+ 24 (∂ϕ)6
}
. (5.196)

The second line comes from the previously computed expression for L(3)
(6), reg, see(5.84). Importantly, at that time, this was computed only as a formal regularization indimensionD = 6, but we have just shown that this is precisely the same Lagrangianwhich arises when performing a KK reduction of the cubic Lovelock invariant downto any dimensionD ≤ 6. In particular, in the most usual case of a four-dimensionalspacetime, D = 4, the cubic Lovelock invariant, R(3), and the variation of the GB

scalar,H(2)
µν , both vanish identically. Moreover, one may add a usual Einstein-Hilbertaction SEH to the KK action, in order to get a well-defined GR limit. The full four-dimensional action under consideration then reads
S = SEH − α1

24
S
(3)KK, reg

=

∫
d4x

√−g
{
R− α1

24

(
−16P µρνσϕµϕνϕρσ + 36 (∂ϕ)4□ϕ

− 6
[
R (∂ϕ)4 − 4 (∂ϕ)2

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]]

+ 24 (∂ϕ)6
)}
, (5.197)

where α1 is a coupling constant, and the factor −1/24 has been chosen so as to getsimple expressions below, Eq. (5.198). The Paul term P µρνσϕµϕνϕρσ is a HorndeskitermG5 = 3X , see Eq. (2.20), and it has been known since [90] that it emerges fromKK reduction of the cubic Lovelock invariant, see also [106, 107]. Action (5.197) is a
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scalar-tensor action belonging to the shift-symmetric Horndeski class, with Horn-deski functionals
G2 = 8α1X

3, G3 = 6α1X
2, G4 = 1 + α1X

2, G5 = 2α1X, (5.198)
where X = −ϕµ ϕµ/2 is the kinetic term. Remarkably, this theory has already beenencountered in this report, from a very different approach. Indeed, section 4.3 pre-sented sufficient compatibility conditions ensuring the solving of (beyond) Horn-deski field equations with shift symmetry but no parity symmetry [i.e. includingfunctions G3(X) and G5(X)], for a spherically-symmetric and static BH ansatz. Forclarity, let us briefly recall the results, Eq (4.54) and below. The ansatz reads

ds2 = −fdt2 + dr2/f + r2dΩ2, ϕ = ϕ(r). (5.199)
If the Horndeski functionals read

G2 = 4αn(2n− 1)
(−2X)n+1

n+ 1
, G3 = −4α(2n− 1)(−2X)n,

G4 = 1− 2α(−2X)n, G5 = 4αn
(−2X)n−1

n− 1
, (5.200)

then there exists a BH solution, given as the root of an algebraic equation (withMthe ADM mass),
0 = (n+ 1) (2n− 1)n r2n−1

[
(2n− 1)(2M − r) + rF 2

]
− 2α (1− F )2n

(
1 + 2nF + F 2

)
,

F (r)2 ≡ (2n− 1)f(r), (5.201)
supported by a scalar field

ϕ(r) =

∫
1−

√
(2n− 1)f(r)

r
√
(2n− 1)f(r)

dr. (5.202)
The KK of cubic Lovelock, Eq. (5.198), is seen to match the case n = 2 of (5.200), with
α = −α1/8. Note that, in section 4.3, the general case (for arbitrary n) was studied,and the best we could obtain was the algebraic equation (5.201), which bears on
F ∝ √

f and hence is meaningful only for f(r) ≥ 0. However, if we focus specificallyon the present case corresponding to the KK of cubic Lovelock, n = 2, it becomespossible to find a polynomial equation for f itself. Indeed, the integration of thefield equations leads to
0 = 729α2

1f
6 − 4374α2

1f
5 +

(
5103α2

1 + 17496α1r
4
)
f 4

+
(
−2484α2

1 − 69984α1r
4 + 34992α1Mr3

)
f 3

+
(
567α2

1 + 104976r8 + 34992α1r
4 − 104976α1Mr3

)
f 2

+
(
−54α2

1 − 209952r8 + 419904Mr7 + 18144α1r
4 − 34992α1Mr3

)
f

+ α2
1 + 104976r8 − 419904Mr7 + 419904M2r6 − 648α1r

4 + 1296α1Mr3. (5.203)
This polynomial equation of order 6 is this time valid for any sign of f(r). There isno contradiction: it is equivalent to (5.201), with n = 2, when f(r) ≥ 0. The only dif-ference is that (5.201) was obtained when integrating the field equations of (5.200)
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for arbitrary n, whereas the better result (5.203) comes from the easier task of inte-grating the field equations of only the particular case n = 2.

In a word, the KK of cubic Lovelock along a flat internal space corresponds
toa shift-symmetricHorndeski theory (5.198), whichadmits a static, spherically-
symmetric BH solution (5.199), withmetric function f(r) given implicitly by the
polynomial equation (5.203), and scalar field (5.202) with n = 2, i.e.

ϕ(r) =

∫
1−

√
3f(r)

r
√

3f(r)
dr. (5.204)

The scalar field ϕ is seen to be well-defined outside and at the horizon, while it be-comes imaginary inside. The kinetic term itself becomes imaginary below the hori-zon,
X = −

(
1−√

3f
)2

6r2
. (5.205)

On the other hand, the polynomial equation (5.203) implies the following asymptoticbehaviour when r → ∞,
f(r) = 1− 2M

r
+O

(
1

r4

)
, (5.206)

which is like Schwarzschild at leading order.
The KK reduction of cubic Lovelock corresponds to the case n = 2 of the com-patible shift-symmetric Horndeski theories found in Sec. 4.3. We have also seen inSec. 4.3 that the shift-symmetric 4DEGB theory, that is, the KK reduction of quadraticLovelock along a flat internal space, corresponds to the case n = 1. It is thereforetempting to assume the following: the KK reduction, along a flat internal space,

of the Lovelock action of order k, corresponds to the Horndeski theory (5.200)
of section 4.3 with n = k− 1. However, since the form of the regularized KK action(5.195) itself is already a conjecture for k ≥ 4, we will not elaborate further on thispoint. Before moving on to the conclusions of this Chap. 5, we refer the interestedreader to the article [294], where an attempt to regularize cubic Lovelock gravity infour dimensions from a different approach is performed. However, the BH solution(5.203-5.204) described above is not obtained in this latter article.

The results gathered in this Chap. 5 are all related by their common link to Love-lock invariants and conformal invariance, but remain quite diverse. Sec. 5.1 hassomehow generalized the 4DEGB action (5.4): starting from an action (5.7) with asimilar form and imposing the existence of a logarithmic scalar field, one can findcompatibility conditions bearing on the generalized potentials appearing in the ac-tion. This selects an action (5.37) which admits closed-form BH solutions (5.44) and(5.48) . This new action displays terms of the 4DEGB action, which has generalizedconformal invariance, but also terms which would have conformal invariance in fivedimensions but do not seem to have any symmetry in four dimensions. The fact thatsuch scalar-tensor terms with no symmetry allow for closed-form solutions remains
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unprecedented. Beyond the purely mathematical arguments, the appearance ofsuch terms remains mysterious from a physical point of view.
Then, Sec. 5.2 studies conformal couplings with more general Lovelock invari-ants than the GB scalar. This requires to study higher-dimensional scalar-tensoractions. A novel way of understanding the 4DEGB action, from a D → 4 regular-ization of higher-dimensional conformally-invariant Lagrangians, is presented. Thisprocedure is extended to arbitrary dimensions, and the static BH solutions of thecorresponding theories are found.
Our interest however lies in four-dimensional results, and it turns out that thehigher-dimensional considerations of Sec. 5.2 greatly simplify the understanding ofSec. 5.3, which performs a diagonal KK reduction of the Lovelock invariant of order k,with arbitrary k. This computation is motivated by the fact that, for k = 2 (GB invari-ant), the KK reduction led to the 4DEGB theory extensively described in this thesis.Remarkably, in the course of the KK compactification down toD dimensions, appear

the LagrangiansL(k)
(d) which are the Lagrangians of Sec. 5.2 with conformal invariancein dimension d, but without such invariance in dimensionD. The KK decompositionof the Lovelock Lagrangian of order k is conjectured then demonstrated, leading tothe result (5.186). As regards the KK of the Lovelock action, only a conjecture (5.189)can be formulated, but not demonstrated except for low orders k = 0, 1, 2, 3.

The case k = 3 (KK of cubic Lovelock) still shows the interesting consequencesof such compactification down to four dimensions, leading to exact BH solutions.Surprisingly, the KK reduction of both GB and cubic Lovelock are seen to fit into theintegration of Horndeski theories with no parity symmetry presented from a com-pletely different point of view in Sec. 4.3.
In a word, Chap. 5 was able to obtain BH solutions in theories which possess a di-rect link with Lovelock invariants and with conformal invariance in other spacetimedimensions. The approach used in this chapter thus focused on finding relevant the-ories, potentially motivated from higher-dimensional considerations. This appearsto be quite different from Chap. 4, where we undertook a systematic study of shift-symmetric field equations, enabling to find theories allowing closed-form solutions,but paying little attention to the meaning or interpretation of the obtained scalar-tensor theories.
This completes the presentation of the new static and spherically-symmetric BHsolutions obtained during this thesis. The next and last chapter will indeed constructdistinct types of solutions in scalar-tensor theories, namely a wormhole, Sec. 6.1 anda BH which is not stationary since it is embedded in an FLRW spacetime, Sec. 6.2.Both these new solutions are obtained by using the method of generation of solu-tions through conformal-disformal transformations described in paragraph 2.3.3.



6 - Generation of solutions with con-
formal anddisformal transformations

Paragraph 2.3.3 describes the conformal-disformal transformations of a scalar-tensor theory,
gµν → g̃µν = C(ϕ,X)gµν +D(ϕ,X)ϕµϕν , ϕ→ ϕ̃ = ϕ. (6.1)

Under such a transformation, an initial DHOST action S [gµν , ϕ] is mapped to anotherDHOST action S̃ [g̃µν , ϕ],
S̃ [g̃µν , ϕ] ≡ S [gµν , ϕ] . (6.2)

If (gµν , ϕ) is a solution to the variational principle of action S, and the conformal-disformal transformation is invertible, then (g̃µν , ϕ) is a solution to the variationalprinciple of action S̃. This generation of solutions [130] enables to get new solu-tions almost for free. For instance, in paragraph 3.2.3, we recalled how a disformaltransformation of a seed Kerr metric leads to the so-called disformal Kerr metric,which is a rotating BH with very distinct features as compared to the usual Kerr BH.
The present chapter uses the generation of solutions in two different contexts,in order to obtain new exact solutions in scalar-tensor theories. The first sectiondescribes the pure disformal transformation, i.e. C = 0 in (6.1), of a seed static,spherically-symmetric BH. The obtained transformed solution is a wormhole. Thesecond section studies the pure conformal transformation, i.e. D = 0 in (6.1), of aseed stealth Kerr spacetime. Theobtained transformed solution is anon-stationary

spacetime which combines the features of both a Kerr BH and a cosmological
FLRW spacetime.

6.1 . Generation of a wormhole space-
time by disformal transformation

The existence of wormholes in the literature dates back to the works of Flammin 1916 [295], made more popular by Einstein and Rosen with their Einstein-Rosenbridge [296]. However, it was only in 1988 that Morris and Thorne proposed ’a newclass of solutions of the Einstein field equations [...] which describe wormholes that,in principle, could be traversed by human beings’ [297]. However, wormholes arenot vacuum solutions in GR: theymust be supported bymatter fields whose energy-momentum tensor violates the standard energy conditions [298] (for a review onenergy conditions, see e.g. [299]).

155
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However, inmodified theories of gravity, it becomes possible to construct worm-holes supported by matter satisfying the energy conditions, or even as vacuum so-lutions of the modified field equations. This task was for instance performed in
f(R) gravity [300], in Brans-Dicke theory [301, 302] or in higher-order scalar-tensortheories [303, 133]. We refer the interested reader to the review [304] for moreexamples, or to the recent article [305] which in addition constructs a stealth Elliswormhole [306] in Horndeski theory.

In the present section, we start from a seed scalar-tensor BH solution and per-form a disformal transformation, which maps it to a wormhole spacetime. Impor-tantly, the throat of the obtained wormhole is not a fixed parameter of the theory:the obtained solutions are as usual parameterized by their massM , which is a freeintegration constant, and the throat of the wormhole is a function of the mass. Theresults of this section are coming from the article [47] written by the present author,among others.
6.1.1 . Disformal transformation for static and

spherical symmetry
Consider a seed scalar-tensor BH solution, assumed to be static, spherically-symmetric, and dressed with a static scalar field:

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + dr2/f(r) + r2dΩ2, ϕ = ϕ(r). (6.3)
The equality gtt = −grr is also assumed. Then, by direct computation, the disformedmetric

g̃µν = gµν +D(ϕ,X)ϕµϕν (6.4)
has the following line element [133],

ds̃2 = −f(r) dt2 + dr2

f(r)W−1 (ϕ,X)
+ r2dΩ2, (6.5)

where
W (ϕ,X) ≡ 1− 2D (ϕ,X)X. (6.6)

6.1.2 . The seed black hole solution
The seed solution is taken to be one of the solutions of the 4DEGB theory, namely(3.92,3.94), which corresponds to a regularized KK reduction along an internal spacewhich is a product of two-spheres. For clarity, the initial action functional is

S =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
R− β2

2α
e4ϕ − βe2ϕ

[
R + 6 (∂ϕ)2

]

+ α
[
−ϕG + 4Gµνϕµϕν + 4□ϕ (∂ϕ)2 + 2 (∂ϕ)4

]}
, (6.7)
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and the scalar-tensor BH solution is of the form (6.3) with

f (r) = 1 +
r2

2α

(
1−

√
1 +

8αM

r3
+

8α2

r4

)
, ϕ (r) = ln

(√
−2α/β

r

)
. (6.8)

The coupling constants α and β must have different signs for ϕ to be well-defined.This BH displays very distinct properties depending on the sign of the coupling con-stant α. For α < 0 (and hence β > 0), the standard kinetic term has the usual signin the action1. For convenience, we rewrite the spacetime (6.8) for the choice α < 0as follows,
f (r) = 1− r2

2 |α| +
√
P (r)

2 |α| , P (r) ≡ r4 − 8 |α|Mr + 8 |α|2 , (6.9)
and we define the radius r = rP and the valuesMNS andMmin by

P (rP ) ≡ 0,
|α|
M2NS

≡ 3

4

√
3

2
,

|α|
M2min

≡ 8

9
. (6.10)

It is easy to see that, for 0 ≤ M ≤ MNS, the spacetime admits a naked singular-ity at r = 0, while if MNS < M < Mmin, the naked singularity is brought forwardto r = rP . Only for larger masses M ≥ Mmin does the spacetime describe a BH,with a single event horizon at r+ = M +
√
M2 − |α|, covering the singularity at

r = rP . Note that, for α < 0, the event horizon has a smaller size as compared tothe standard Schwarzschild radius rSch = 2M . In particular the minimal horizon sizeis r+, min =
√
2|α| = 4Mmin/3. The behavior of the metric function is illustrated in

Fig. 6.1 (left panel), where f (r) is shown for differentM/
√
|α|.

The case α > 0 is more straightforward to analyze: independently of the valueof α, the solution (6.8) describes a BH for any mass M , and with a unique hori-zon r+ = M +
√
M2 + α, covering the singularity r = 0. The horizon is now at

r+ > rSch = 2M . The behavior of the function f(r) is illustrated in Fig. 6.1, right panel.
To conclude the discussion, we would like to mention, in the spirit of [247], thatif a Birkhoff-like uniqueness theorem [248] were valid for the solution (6.8), it wouldinevitably lead to the constraint α < 0. Indeed, if the solution (6.8) were unique,any static and spherically symmetric object of mass M would create an exteriorgravitational field given by (6.8). If α > 0, this object would therefore be a BH withhorizon r+ = M +

√
M2 + α, unless this event horizon is hidden below the surfaceof the object. An atomic nucleus has radiusR ∼ 10−15m, and is not a BH since it canbe experimentally probed, therefore r+ < R. This in turn implies

0 < α < R (R− 2M) ∼ 10−30m2, (6.11)
essentially rendering α > 0 irrelevant.

1This can be seen from the scalar field redefinition Φ = exp (ϕ).
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Figure 6.1: Metric function f(r) for different values of M/
√

|α| for negative α (leftplot) and positive α (right plot). On the left panel, for M ≤ MNS, the upper curvescorrespond to the spacetimewith a naked singularity at r = 0. ForMNS < M < Mmin,the spacetime has a naked singularity at r = rP , while for M ≥ Mmin the metricdescribes a BH. On the right panel, the spacetime admits a singularity at r = 0,always covered by the horizon.

6.1.3 . Wormhole construction
From now on, we thus restrict to the case α < 0, which, as seen above, presentsnaked singularities, at a radius r = rS ∈ {0, rP}, for small masses, and a horizon, at aradius r = r+, for sufficiently large masses. The present paragraph shows how the

singularities can be removed by a disformal transformation, which maps the
seed BH into a regular wormhole metric. Given the solution (6.8) for the scalarfield and to simplify expressions, we redefine the scalar field as

ψ =

√
−2α

β
e−ϕ =⇒ ψ =on shell r, (6.12)

with ψ of dimension 1. We look for such W (ψ,X) = 1 − 2D(ψ,X)X that the dis-formed metric (6.5) describes a wormhole geometry. We have to impose three re-quirements onW (ψ,X):
1. We require thatW−1 vanishes at a point r = r0 such that r0 > rS and r0 > r+,if the spacetime admits a naked singularity r = rS or an event horizon r = r+.This ensures that r = r0 corresponds to thewormhole throat, since g̃rr (r0) = 0while g̃tt (r) > 0 for any r ≥ r0, see e.g. [297].
2. The asymptotic flatness and the absence of solid deficit angle of the disformedmetric is obtained by imposing thatW → 1 as r → ∞.
3. The disformal transformation should be invertible, which implies that the de-terminant of the Jacobian of the metric transformation (6.1) is not zero or in-finity. As explained in paragraph 2.2.2, the transformation is invertible if

1− 2DX ̸∈ {0,∞} , 1 + 2X2DX keeps a constant sign, > 0 or < 0. (6.13)
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More precisely, 1 − 2DX can vanish or become infinite, but only on a sub-set of spacetime of vanishing measure. Typically, the wormhole throat r = r0corresponds to ∞ = W = 1 − 2DX according to the first requirement, butthis happens at a unique point of spacetime, so is harmless. The invertibilityrequirement is notmanifest in the solution itself, but is essential for the worm-hole to be solution of a well-defined variational principle, as will be made clearlater.

To satisfy these requirements, we choose W (ψ,X) to have the relatively simpleform,

W−1 (ψ,X) = (1− 1/a)−1


1 +

2ψ2X

A
(
ψ/
√
|α|
)


 , (6.14)

where a ∈ (0, 1), while A is a non-negative function. For our seed BH solution (6.8),the kinetic term of the scalar field is X = −f(r)/ (2r2), so

W−1 (ψ,X) =on shell (1− 1/a)−1


1− f(r)

A
(
r/
√

|α|
)


 . (6.15)

Consequently, and taking into account that f(r) → 1when r → ∞, onemust impose
A (r → ∞) = a in order for condition 2 (asymptotic flatness) to be fulfilled. On theother hand, the throat r = r0 of the wormhole (condition 1) is obtained by solving
W−1 = 0. This corresponds to the intersection of f (r) with A(r/√|α|

):

f(r0) = A

(
r0√
|α|

)
. (6.16)

As regards now condition 3, the disformal transformation becomes non-invertibleat two points. First at the throat r = r0, due to the infinite determinant of thetransformed metric, the disformed spacetime cannot be mapped to the originalspacetime. This is however a mere coordinate singularity for the resulting worm-hole spacetime, as will be seen below, in Eqs. (6.24-6.25). The second singular pointis given by the equation 1+ 2X2DX = 0, where 1+ 2X2DX changes sign in the con-sidered case. For our choice of W as in (6.14), this point is located at radius r = r∗such that
f (r∗) =

1

2
A

(
r∗√
|α|

)
. (6.17)

At r = r∗, the transformation (6.1) becomes non-invertible since the determinant ofthe Jacobian becomes infinite2, i.e. condition 3 above is not satisfied. In order forthe wormhole solution to originate from a unique well-defined action, the function
2As shown in the following paragraph 6.1.4, the presence of r = r∗ prevents the disformed metricfrom solving a well-defined variational principle for the beyond Horndeski action obtained via thetransformation (6.1).
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Figure 6.2: The functionsA (black curve) andA/2 (grey curve) are shown as functions
of r/√|α| for two different cases: (6.18) with a = 0.1 (left plot), and A(r/√|α|

)
=

r2/ (5 |α|) (right plot); while the metric function f is shown for several values of
M/
√

|α|, in color. The throat radius r0 (the singular radius r∗) is the largest in-tersection of f with the black (grey) curve. On the left plot, r∗ is covered by thewormhole throat and the conditions for the disformal transformation formulatedin the text are satisfied. This is not the case for the right plot. The meaning of
ML/

√
|α| ≈ 0.8213 will be made clear later in the text.

A should be chosen such that the location r = r∗ does not appear in the wormholespacetime. But the wormhole spacetime corresponds to r ≥ r0. Therefore, r⋆ mustbe smaller than the throat location r0, that is r∗ < r0. This allows infinitely manypossibilities for A, but for our purposes, one can easily prove that the simple choice

A

(
ψ√
|α|

)
= a+

√
|α|
ψ

(6.18)

satisfies these requirements for any 0 < a < 1. This is illustrated on the left plotof Fig. 6.2. Conversely, on the right plot3, the disformal mapping D(ψ,X) dependsonly onX but not on the scalar field ψ, that is to say A ∝ ψ2 [see (6.14)]. As a result,condition 3 is not satisfied, because the singularity of the disformal transformationat r = r∗ is hit before the throat, r0 < r∗. Note that the crossing point r = r∗ is nota singular point of the disformed metric, but the disformed metric ceases to solvewell-defined field equations below r = r∗.
At the end of the day, with the convenient choice (6.18), the wormhole so-

lution satisfying all three requirements reads (reinstating the original scalar

3Of course, the choice of A on the right plot of Fig. 6.2 does not satisfy anyway the requirementfor asymptotic flatness, A(r → ∞) = a. The purpose is illustrative: one could not choose a function
A which converges to a as r → ∞ but behaving for small r like the function A on the right plot.
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ϕ),

ds̃2 = −f (r) dt2 + dr2/h(r) + r2dΩ2, (6.19)
ϕ(r) = ln

(√
−2α/β

r

)
, (6.20)

where

h(r) =
f (r)

1− 1/a


1− f (r)

a+

√
|α|
r


 , (6.21)

and f(r) is given in (6.8). The wormhole configuration (6.19-6.21) is a solution of abeyond Horndeski theory, which is given in the next paragraph 6.1.4 as well as inappendix E.M is an integration constant of the solution and can be interpreted asits mass by looking at the asymptotic behaviour. In addition to the parameters αand β of the original theory (6.7), the new theory is also parameterized by the di-mensionless parameter a ∈ (0, 1).
The throat radius r0 can be computed as a function of the massM of the worm-hole, provided the functionA is invertible [which is of course the case for (6.18)]. Let

f0 be the value of the metric function at the throat,
f0 ≡ f (r0) = A

(
r0√
|α|

)
= a+

√
|α|
r0

. (6.22)
f0 quantifies the compactness of the wormhole. Indeed, if f0 ≪ 1, then4 the redshiftat the throat is large, and the wormhole behaves very much like a BH horizon forfar away observers, see for example [307].

Eq. (6.22) enables to get r0 andM as functions of f0. Inverting the latter relationyields f0 as a function ofM , and a last step then yields r0 as a function ofM . Thisprocedure enables to show that there exists a value5 a0 ≈ 0.87396 of the parameter
a, such that for a ≥ a0, r0 is a smooth function of M , while for a < a0, there is adiscontinuity in r0 at a massML (which depends of course on a). Fig. 6.3 illustratesthese different behaviours for the values a = 0.9 (left plot) and a = 0.1 (right plot).One can easily understand this behaviour by taking a look at the left plot of Fig. 6.2,which corresponds to a = 0.1: for M < ML (blue curve), the throat is close to theorigin and blueshifted, while for M > ML (yellow curve), the throat is at a biggerradius and redshifted.

The size of the throat increases with the parameter a. For example, it is easy toshow that the throat radius quickly converges towards r0 ≈ 2M/ (1− a) as soon as
M >

√
|α|. Therefore, for sufficiently large masses, the throat radius is enhanced

by a factor (1− a)−1 with respect to the Schwarzschild radius for the corresponding
4We will see that r0 → ∞ for largeM , so f0 ∼ a, therefore f0 ≪ 1 happens if a ≪ 1.5More precisely, a0 is the unique root in ]0, 1[ of the equation−1127+ 2956a− 2948a2 +1532a3 −

120a4 − 480a5 + 224a6 − 32a7 = 0.
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Figure 6.3: The plot shows the throat radius r0 as a function ofM/
√

|α|, for a = 0.9(left plot, no discontinuity in r0) and a = 0.1 (right plot, discontinuity at ML). Thediscontinuity corresponds to a change of branch in the solution of Eq. (6.16).
mass.

We conclude our discussion by presenting the wormhole solution using coordi-nates which are everywhere non-singular, including at the throat. The radial coor-dinate r is changed to l, with range l ∈ (−∞,∞), defined by
r2 ≡ l2 + r20. (6.23)

In this coordinate system, any wormhole metric of the form (6.19), is given by
ds̃2 = −F (l) dt2 + dl2/H (l) +

(
l2 + r20

)
dΩ2, (6.24)

where
F (l) ≡ f

(√
l2 + r20

)
, H (l) ≡ h

(√
l2 + r20

)
l2 + r20
l2

. (6.25)
The function H (l) is regular everywhere. In particular, at the throat l → 0,

H (l) =
r0
2
h′ (r0) +O

(
l2
)
. (6.26)

Since h (r > r0) > 0, H (l) ≥ 0 everywhere6. The other metric function, F (l), isregular and non-negative everywhere. In Fig. 6.4, the functions F (l) and H (l) areplotted for different masses M , when a = 0.1. The masses of the yellow and redplots are chosen very close to the mass ML where occurs the discontinuity in r0:for the yellow plot, the mass is still sufficiently low so that the throat r0 is close to
r = 0 and blueshifted (i.e. f > 1), while for the red plot, the throat r0 is much largerand the spacetime is redshifted (f < 1) there. This is not just a sharp evolution ofthe behaviour of F (l) as a function of themass, but a true discontinuity atM =ML.

6H (l) = 0 occurs for l = 0 and h′ (r0) = 0. This corresponds to the particular value ofM where adiscontinuity in r0 occurs, see Fig. 6.3, right plot.
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The corresponding beyond Horndeski theory which admits this wormhole as asolution is quite intricate, and we give it in the below paragraph and in appendix Eonly for completeness. One should not wonder too much about the physical mean-ing of such a complicated theory. The aim of the present section was rather to showhow, in principle, a disformal transformation can map a seed solution with curva-ture singularities (either naked or hidden inside a horizon) to a new, perfectly regu-lar, wormhole solution.

6.1.4 . Associated variational principle
The generic transformation of a seedHorndeski action under the disformal trans-formation (6.1) is given in appendix B. One thus only needs to apply these formulasto the seed action (6.7), which has Horndeski functions

G2 = − β2

2α
e4ϕ + 12βe2ϕX + 8αX2, G3 = 8αX,

G4 = 1− βe2ϕ + 4αX, G5 = 4α ln |X| . (6.27)
The choice of disformal factor D(ϕ,X) is such that

(1− 2D (ϕ,X)X)−1 = W−1 (ϕ,X) = (1− 1/a)−1 (1 + 2B (ϕ)X) , 0 < a < 1,(6.28)see eq. (6.14), with
B(ϕ) ≡ ψ2

A
(
ψ/
√

|α|
) , ψ =

√
−2α

β
e−ϕ. (6.29)
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To reformulate the initial Horndeski functions, which depend on X , into new func-tions depending on the disformed kinetic term X̃ , one must compute X as a func-tion of X̃ . The disformed kinetic term is X̃ = XW−1 (ϕ,X), see Eq. (B.13). This yieldsa second-order polynomial in X , and one gets two possible solutions for X , givenby

X =
−1

4B (ϕ)

(
1± Ξ

(
ϕ, X̃

))
, Ξ

(
ϕ, X̃

)
≡
√

1 + 8B (ϕ)

(
1− 1

a

)
X̃. (6.30)

Depending on which sign is chosen (+ or −), one is led to two distinct disformedactions, S̃+ and S̃− respectively. One must therefore identify which variational prin-ciple is solved by the disformed metric (6.19-6.21). To this aim, one has to analyzethe situation on shell, where
Ξ
(
ϕ, X̃

)
= |ξ (r)| , ξ (r) ≡ 1− 2B (ϕ)

f (r)

r2
, ϕ = ln

(√
−2α/β

r

)
. (6.31)

Eqs. (6.30) and (6.31) in turn imply that
−f (r)
2r2

=
−1

4B (ϕ)
(1± |ξ (r)|) . (6.32)

This is seen to be consistent only by choosing the + sign when ξ (r) ≤ 0, and the −signwhen ξ (r) ≥ 0. As a consequence, the disformedmetric solves the equations ofmotion of S̃+ (respectively S̃−) if and only if ξ (r) ≤ 0 (respectively ξ (r) ≥ 0). In par-ticular, it is not possible to define an action principle for the disformed theory if thefunction ξ (r) has a non-constant sign. Note that ξ (r) changes sign precisely at thesingular radius r∗ identified in (6.17). Thus, one retrieves the necessity of removing
r∗ from the spacetime, by hiding it below the wormhole throat. This is for instanceensured by our choice (6.18), for which ξ (r) < 0 in the whole physical spacetime,and hence a well-defined action principle is shown to exist.

The corresponding beyond Horndeski theory is computed by using the formulasof appendix B. For readability, we write coefficients as functions of variables (y, x),where y stands for ϕ and x for X̃ . For instance, one must understand Ξ = Ξ(y, x)and B = B(y). Subscripts y and x mean derivation with respect to y and x. Thebeyond Horndeski functions are:

F̃5 (y, x) =
2(a− 1)α

√
− xB

Ξ+1
(aΞ + 4(a− 1)xB − 2Ξ + a)

3ax2Ξ (a (Ξ− 1)− 4(a− 1)xB)
, (6.33)

G̃5 (y, x) =
2α ln

(
Ξ+1
4B

)
√

− xB
Ξ+1

+
8α

√
Ξ− 1 arctan

(√
Ξ−1√
2

)
− 4

√
2α ln

(
Ξ+1
4B

)
√

a−aΞ
a−1

, (6.34)
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G̃4 (y, x) =
1

B
√
− xB

Ξ+1

√
a−aΞ
a−1

(8(a− 1)xB + a− aΞ)

{
4αxBy

[
(a− 1)xB

[
8
√
2

√
− xB

Ξ + 1
−
(√

a− aΞ

a− 1
− 2

√
2

√
− xB

Ξ + 1

)
ln

(
Ξ + 1

4B

)]
−
√
2a (Ξ− 1)

√
− xB

Ξ + 1

]}
+ 2

√
− xB

Ξ + 1

(
1− α (Ξ + 1)

B
− βe2y

)
. (6.35)

As regards G̃2, G̃3 and F̃4, their lengthy expressions are reported in appendix E.
We have seen how a pure disformal transformation enables to transform a non-stealth BH into a wormhole. Let us now peform a pure conformal transformationon a seed stealth Kerr BH, and obtain a non-stationary BH. The following section isbased on the article [51], of which the present author is one of the authors.

6.2 . Generation of a Kerr-FLRWspace-
timeby conformal transformation

6.2.1 . Motivations andoutlineof the construc-
tion

While BHs, and wormholes, have been the focus of attention up to now, as re-gards cosmology, the FLRW metric is the GR solution which describes a homoge-neous isotropic universe,
ds2 = −dt2 + A(t)2

(
dr2

1− κr2
+ r2dΩ2

)
. (6.36)

Under this form, the metric is said to be written using cosmological time t. Theparameter κ has value 1, 0 or −1, corresponding respectively to a universe withspherical, flat or elliptic spatial sections, i.e. sections of constant t. The scale factoris the function7 A(t). It is usually written a(t) in the literature, as was done in Eq.(1.29), but we use a capital letter to distinguish it from the rotation parameter a ofthe Kerr metric. Indeed, the aim of the present section is to construct a metric
combining the features of an FLRW spacetimewith those of a rotating Kerr BH.Beforemoving on to to this construction, let us recall [308] that the FLRWmetric canbe written in conformal time τ , defined by the relation

A(τ)dτ = dt. (6.37)
7It has obviously nothing to do with the function A of the previous Sec. 6.1.
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The FLRW metric in conformal time reads
ds2 = A(τ)2

(
−dτ 2 +

dr2

1− κr2
+ r2dΩ2

)
. (6.38)

The task of combining the features of a BH and of a Friedmann universe, apart frombeing an exciting theoretical challenge, may also present practical interest, to un-derstand the formation and evolution of primordial BHs [309, 310, 311] in the earlyuniverse, for instance.
In spherical symmetry and for an exponentially expanding universe, such a so-lution is well-known and given by the Schwarzschild-dS metric (3.26). The relativesimplicity of this solution, and in particular the existence of coordinates where themetric is static, can be accounted for by the form of the ’matter’, which is a merecosmological constant. Indeed, the cosmological constant has a constant densityduring the evolution, and hence does not accrete onto a BH, thus keeping the massof the BH constant.
For a more general FLRW behaviour, McVittie proposed a metric, which was be-lieved to describe a point-like object embedded in an FLRW universe [312]. It washowever later understood that it cannot describe a point-like object, because of acoordinate singularity inherited in the solution. Likewise, the McVittie metric cannotdescribe a BH in the universe, due to presence of the same singularity at the would-be event horizon8. Besides, the density and pressure of theMcVittie fluid source arenot related by an equation of state: for this solution, the pressure is a function ofnot only the density, but also the coordinates.
Physically, the problems of theMcVittie solution are related to postulating ratherthan finding the metric via the Einstein equations. In particular, a zero flow of fluidonto the BH is assumed, which is only justified in the case of the cosmological con-stant: at least in the test fluid approximation, BHs do accrete surrounding fluid [314,315, 316, 317].
The reader may be interested by Ref. [318], where other time-dependent met-rics aiming at describing BHs in a cosmological background are considered in detail;and by article Conformally Schwarzschild cosmological black holes, Ref. [319]. This lat-ter article summarizes the more or less relevant attempts of merely starting witha Schwarzschild metric, and mutliplying it by a conformal scale factor. Importantly,

the set of coordinates of the initial Schwarzschildmetric is paramount in these
constructions. For instance, the Thakurta spacetime is

ds2 = A(τ)2
[
−f(r)dτ 2 + dr2/f(r) + r2dΩ2

]
, f(r) = 1− 2M/r. (6.39)

It obviously behaves as an FLRW spacetime (with flat spatial sections) when r →
∞, but there is a singularity at r = 2M . In the Schwarzschild case, this singularity

8This particular problem is alleviated for McVittie spacetimes if late time cosmology is dominatedby a positive cosmological constant [313].
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is illusory, and one can remove it by redefining the time coordinate. But for theThakurta metric, such a redefinition does not work, because the metric depends onthe time coordinate via the conformal scale factor A(τ). Other attempts are morepromising. We only present the one which will be useful for the rest of this section,namely, the Culetu spacetime [320]. It reads

ds2 = A(τ)2

[
−
(
1− 2M

r

)
dτ 2 + 2

√
2M

r
dτdr + dr2 + r2dΩ2

]
. (6.40)

One sees that the metric between brackets is Schwarzschild, but now written in the
Painlevé-Güllstrand coordinates [321, 322], as opposed to the Thakurta class (6.39),where the ’usual’ coordinates of Schwarzschild were used. In the absence of confor-mal scale factor, both choice of coordinates describe the same Schwarzschildmetricin different coordinates. However, with the A(τ), this is no more the case. In par-ticular, the Culetu metric has no curvature singularity at r = 2M : there are only theusual BH singularity at r = 0, and the Big Bang singularity at A = 0. As regards fieldequations, the Culetu metric is postulated ad hoc as a solution of the Einstein fieldequations of GR with matter,

Gµν = Tµν . (6.41)
The Einstein tensor Gµν of metric (6.40) is then computed, leading to the energy-momentum tensor Tµν of the associated matter fields. Ref. [319] proved that thismatter violates the usual energy conditions.

All the approachesmentioned above only attempt to find non-rotating BHs in anFLRW universe. For rotating BHs, the only relevant solution is the Kerr-dS solution(3.24), discovered by Carter [33]. It describes a rotating BH in an exponentially ex-panding universe, with expansion driven by the cosmological constant. Given theissues related to the construction of spherically symmetric BHs in FLRW, the taskof finding rotating analogs embedded in general Friedmann universe in GR seemsextremely difficult.
The present section, as all this thesis, however focuses on scalar-tensor gravity.The stability of DHOST theory under conformal transformations will be used to con-struct non-rotating and rotating BHs embedded in generic FLRW backgrounds

as exact solutions of DHOST theory in vacuum. ’In vacuum’ of course means thatthere are no matter fields, so the associated FLRW expansion is uniquely driven bythe scalar field ϕ.
As a positive outcome, we will for instance retrieve the Culetu spacetime (6.40),but without violations of the energy conditions, which occur when thismetric is seenas an ad hoc solution of GR field equations with matter. Of course, the constructionremains not completely satisfactory, since there are matter fields in the universe,and they should obviously contribute to the FLRW expansion. The construction ofthe present section should therefore be seen as a starting point, and a proof of prin-ciple that a scalar field can remove violations of the energy conditions in the case ofexpanding BHs. More realistic models, including both the scalar field ϕ and matter
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fields, may be thought about in future works.
The construction is basedon the stealth Kerr solution, described in paragraph3.2.2.As a reminder, this solution reads

ds2 = −
(
1− 2Mr

Σ

)
dt2 +

Σ

∆
dr2 + Σdθ2 +

sin2 θ

Σ
Υdφ2 − 4Mar sin2 θ

Σ
dtdφ, (6.42)

ϕ = q

(
t+

∫
ψ (r) dr

)
, ψ(r) ≡

√
2Mr (r2 + a2)

∆
. (6.43)

The following notations are used,
Σ = r2 + a2 cos2 θ, ∆ = r2 + a2 − 2Mr, Υ =

(
r2 + a2

)
Σ + 2Mra2 sin2 θ. (6.44)

The parameter q appearing in the scalar field ϕ is linked to the kinetic term X =
∂µϕ ∂

µϕ, which is constant: X = X0 ≡ −q2. The stealth Kerr is a solution of thefollowing quadratic DHOST theorywith shift and parity symmetry, and speed of GWsequal to speed of light,
S =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
F (X)R + P (X) + A3 (X)□ϕϕµϕµνϕ

ν

+ A4 (X)ϕµϕµνϕ
νρϕρ + A5 (X) (ϕµϕµνϕ

ν)2
}
, (6.45)

provided the following conditions are satisfied,
A3 (X0) = 0, PX (X0) = 0, P (X0) = 0. (6.46)

Also, as always in DHOST, the theory functions A4 and A5 are determined by theremaining theory functions in order to ensure degeneracy of the kinetic matrix, seeEqs. (2.47-2.48).
Paragraph 6.2.2 constructs the conformal Kerr solution and the DHOST theory ofwhich it is an exact solution. The link between this solution and FLRW spacetime isquite clear when the usual radial coordinate r is large. However, since the conformalKerr spacetime is not stationary, highlighting its BH features requires the formalismof double-null foliations and trapping surfaces. This formalism is presented inparagraph 6.2.3. The last two paragraphs apply this formalism to the conformal Kerrspacetime, first in the easier case of spherical symmetry (paragraph 6.2.4), then inthe general case with rotation (paragraph 6.2.5).

6.2.2 . Cosmological Kerr black holes as vac-
uum solutions of DHOST theory

We start with the stealth Kerr solution (6.42-6.43). In particular, gµν refers to theKerr metric. We then perform the following conformal transformation,
gµν 7→ g̃µν = C (ϕ) gµν . (6.47)
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The new metric g̃µν , with the unchanged scalar field (6.43), is a solution of a newDHOST action,

S̃ [g̃µν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x
√

−g̃
[
F̃ R̃ + P̃ + Q̃□̃ϕ+ Ã3ϕ̃µϕ̃µνϕ̃ν□̃ϕ+ Ã4ϕ̃µϕ̃µνϕ̃νρϕ̃ρ

+ Ã5

(
ϕ̃µϕ̃µνϕ̃ν

)2
]
. (6.48)

The new action has the same form as the initial action (6.45), apart from the Q̃□̃ϕterm. In particular, the speed ofGWs remains equal to the speed of light (this featureis not affected by the new term). It is understood that indices are contractedwith the
metric g̃µν , and ϕ̃µν = ∇̃µ∇̃νϕ, etc. The coefficients of the new theory are functionsof the new kinetic term X̃ = ϕ̃µϕ̃µ, and also of ϕ, so the new theory is no more shiftsymmetric. They read

P̃ =
P

C2
+

3X̃

C2

(
Cϕϕ −

3C2
ϕ

2C

)
F −

X̃3C2
ϕ

2C
A3 +

X̃3C2
ϕ

4C
A4 +

X̃4C2
ϕ

4
A5

− X̃ (K3 +K4 +K5)ϕ , (6.49)
Q̃ =

3Cϕ

C2
G+

X̃2Cϕ

2
A3 − (K3 +K4 +K5) , (6.50)

F̃ =
F

C
, (6.51)

Ã3 = CA3, (6.52)
Ã4 = CA4, (6.53)
Ã5 = C2A5, (6.54)

where the subscript ϕ means derivation with respect to ϕ, and the three followingfunctions are introduced for convenience,
K3 = −Cϕ

2

∫
dX̃X̃A3, K4 =

Cϕ

2

∫
dX̃X̃A4, K5 =

CCϕ

2

∫
dX̃X̃2A5. (6.55)

In (6.47), C(ϕ) is the conformal factor. Moreover, the seed metric gµν is asymptoti-cally flat, i.e. gµν → ηµν when r → ∞. Therefore, when r → ∞, the resulting metric
g̃µν is seen to have the form (6.38) of an FLRW spacetime in conformal time (with
κ = 0), provided the scalar field ϕ coincides with the conformal time τ (up to a
factor),

τ ≡ ϕ

q
, (6.56)

and the conformal factorC(ϕ)plays the role of the conformal scale factorA(τ),

C (ϕ) ≡ A (ϕ/q)2 = A (τ)2 . (6.57)
Using (6.43) and (6.56), one can rewrite the metric (6.42) in terms of the new coordi-nates (τ, r, θ, φ), which are an extension of Painlevé-Gullstrand coordinates for the
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Kerr metric. Indeed, dτ is the proper time interval of a freely falling particle withvanishing speed at infinity, and vanishing angular momentum. Multiplying the re-sulting metric by the conformal factor A (τ)2 finally leads to the conformally-relatedconfiguration (g̃µν , ϕ),
ds̃2 = A (τ)2

{
−
(
1− 2Mr

Σ

)
dτ 2 +

[
Σ

∆
− ψ (r)2

(
1− 2Mr

Σ

)]
dr2 + Σdθ2

+
sin2 θ

Σ
Υdφ2 − 4Mar sin2 θ

Σ
dτdφ+

4Marψ (r) sin2 θ

Σ
drdφ

+ 2

(
1− 2Mr

Σ

)
ψ (r) dτdr

}
, (6.58)

ϕ = qτ. (6.59)
The obtained spacetime (6.58) is axisymmetric but no longer stationary. Expandingthe metric as r → ∞ gives

ds̃2 = A (τ)2
{
−
[
1 +O

(
r−1
)]

dτ 2 +
[
1 +O

(
r−1
)]

dr2 + r2
[
1 +O

(
r−2
)]

dθ2

+ r2 sin2 θ
[
1 +O

(
r−2
)]

dφ2 +O
(
r−1
)
dτdφ+O

(
r−3/2

)
drdφ

+O
(
r−1/2

)
dτdr

}
, (6.60)

which shows that in this limit, the spacetime is as announced a spatially flat FLRWspacetime written in conformal time τ . Note also that forM = 0, the metric (6.58)reduces exactly to a flat FLRWuniverse in conformal time τ , although the spatial partis written in ellipsoidal coordinates. The apparent singularity of the metric (6.58) at
∆ = 0 is due to a bad behaviour of coordinates there. It can be removed by a changeof the coordinate φ, by defining for instance

dφ+ = dφ+
a

∆
dr. (6.61)

This brings the metric to the following form, explicitly regular at ∆ = 0,

ds̃2 = A (τ)2
{
−
(
1− 2Mr

Σ

)
dτ 2 +


2− 1− 2Mr/Σ

1 +
√

2Mr
r2+a2


 dr2

1 +
√

2Mr
r2+a2

+ Σdθ2

+
sin2 θ

Σ
Υdφ2

+ − 4Mar sin2 θ

Σ
dτdφ+ − 2a sin2 θ


1 +

2Mr/Σ

1 +
√

2Mr
r2+a2


 drdφ+

+ 2


1− 1− 2Mr/Σ

1 +
√

2Mr
r2+a2


 dτdr

}
. (6.62)

The above metric has a Big Bang singularity at A(τ) = 0, and the usual Kerr singu-larity at Σ = 0, which is a ring singularity. However, the various square roots in the
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above expression are not twice differentiable at r = 0, therefore the spacetime hasin fact a curvature singularity at r = 0, which is a disk singularity comprising the ringsingularity Σ = 0. This is seen on the Ricci scalar,

R =
3

A2

[
2
Ä

A
− 3r2 + a2

Σ
√
r2 + a2

√
2M

r

Ȧ

A

]
, (6.63)

which diverges only at r = 0 and at A (τ) = 0. A dot means derivation with respectto τ . The absence of singularity at ∆ = 0 is not trivial a priori and is made possi-ble because τ is a ’good’ time coordinate. For instance, if one were taking the Kerrmetric in usual coordinates (t, r, θ, φ), Eq. (6.42), and multiplying it by a scale factor
A(t)2, there would be a true curvature singularity at ∆ = 0.

In the following, the calculations will be illustrated with a power-law scale fac-tor [35, 54, 55],
A(τ) = A0|τ |α, (6.64)

where the range of the time coordinate is τ > 0 for α > 0, and τ < 0 for α < 0. Thesolution mimicks asymptotically (as r → ∞) an FLRW universe sourced by a perfectfluidwith equation of statew = (2−α)/(3α). The term ’mimicking’ is important, sincethere is no matter for the conformal Kerr solution, which is a solution of a DHOSTtheory in vacuum. The expansion is fully driven by the scalar field. In particular, thepower α appears in the conformal factor, see Eq. (6.57),
C(ϕ) = A2

0 |ϕ/q|2α . (6.65)
As a consequence, α is a parameter of the resulting DHOST theory (6.48-6.54). Each
α labelling a particular equation of state stands for a different conformal Kerr solu-tion of a different DHOST theory.

Note that the standard cosmological time t is related to the conformal time viathe relation A(τ)dτ = dt. Depending on α, the latter can be integrated to give

t =





A0

|α+1| |τ |α+1 for α > 0 and α < −1,

−A0 ln (−τ/A0) for α = −1,

t0 − A0

α+1
|τ |α+1, for −1 < α < 0.

(6.66)

For α = −1, the constant 1/A0 corresponds to the constant Hubble parameter ofdS, H0 = 1/A0. For −1 < α < 0, the constant t0 is the time of the so-called BigRip [323, 324], where the scale factor of the universe diverges at a finite cosmologicaltime. The scale factor in terms of the cosmological time t is given by

A(t) ∝





t
α

α+1 for α > 0 and α < −1,

et/A0 for α = −1,

(t0 − t)
α

α+1 , for −1 < α < 0.

(6.67)

In particular, α = 2, 1,−1 corresponds to matter, radiation and cosmological con-stant respectively.
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In a nutshell, the metric (6.58) or (6.62), dressed with the scalar field (6.59),
is a vacuum solution of the DHOST theory (6.48-6.54). It is seen to behave as an
FLRW spacetime when r → ∞. It thus remains to characterize this spacetime as aBH. For such a non-stationary spacetime, this requires the formalism of double-nullfoliations and trapping surfaces, which is introduced in the following paragraph.
6.2.3 . Double-null foliations and trapping sur-

faces
Foliations, expansions and trapping horizons
We will mostly follow the 2+2 formalism initiated by Hayward [325], adapting it toour current purposes when needed9. Note that the usual formalism leads to ambi-guities in the identification of trapping horizons, see [327] and references therein.In recalling the formalism, we point out sources of ambiguities and propose someprescriptions to get rid of some of them.

In the approach of [325], the spacetimemanifoldMwithmetric gµν is foliated byspace-like 2-surfaces S which are the intersection of two families of null 3-surfaces
Σu and Σv. The surfaces Σu and Σv are defined as the surfaces of constant u and v,where u and v are functions on spacetime. The normal one-forms−du ≡ L = Lµdx

µ

and −dv ≡ N = Nµdx
µ are null, and the dual vectors Lµ∂µ and Nµ∂µ are future-directed. As explained in footnote 9, we impose these vectors to be geodesic, that isto say, gµνLµ∇νLρ ∝ Lρ and gµνNµ∇νNρ ∝ Nρ. In a word, we assume that space-

time has a pair of null coordinates u and v, associated to the null geodesic
one-forms L = −du and N = −dv.

Nevertheless, it will turn out that the normalization of L and N can be crucialfor identifying the trapping horizons, see the discussion below, after Eq. (6.72). Forlater purposes, we thus introduce l = ϵ2L and n = δ2N which are just rescalingsof L and N , with ϵ and δ functions on spacetime. The scalar product between twofuture-directed vectors is negative, thus we write it as
gµνlµnν = − 1

F 2
, (6.68)

where F is also a function of spacetime. The first fundamental form is defined asusual,
hµν = gµν + F 2 (lµnν + nµlν) . (6.69)

The tensor hµν is the induced metric on S (the spacelike 2-surfaces orthogonal toboth L and N ); hµν projects every vector field ofM onto S. The seeked for relevantquantities are then the expansions θ±, defined by
θ± =

1

2
hµνL±hµν . (6.70)

9Ref. [325] does not require null congruences to be geodesics. Howevermost works, including thepioneering Ref. [326] or more recent, e.g. [318] or [327], consider only congruences of null geodesics.We adopt the latter, more physical notion.
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L± denotes the Lie derivative with respect to the vector fields F 2lµ∂µ and F 2nµ∂µrespectively. For the expansions, we use the usual notations of the literature,
and insist that these θ± have nothing to do with the angular coordinate θ. Amore explicit form of (6.70) is easily computed:

θ+ = F 2∇µlµ + F 4nνlµ∇µlν , θ− = F 2∇µnµ + F 4lνnµ∇µnν . (6.71)
Apart from the expansions (6.71), the other important quantity is the evolution ofone expansion along the other geodesic, that is, L−θ+ and L+θ−. Indeed one de-fines a future outer trapping horizon as a 3-surface H on which three propertieshold [325]:

1. ingoing light rays converge, θ−|H < 0,
2. outgoing light rays are parallel on the surface, θ+|H = 0,
3. in addition, L−θ+|H < 0, which implies that outgoing light rays are divergingoutside and converging inside the surface.

The existence of a future outer trapping horizon therefore defines a BH in the
non-stationary context.

More generally, a trapping horizonH, defined as a 3-surface on which θ+|H = 0,is characterized by two properties: future or past; and outer or inner. It is saidto be future, respectively past, if θ−|H < 0, respectively θ−|H > 0. It is outer, re-spectively inner, if L−θ+|H < 0, respectively L−θ+|H > 0. For example, in a Reissner-NordströmBH, the outer (event) horizon is a future outer trapping horizon, while theinner (Cauchy) horizon is a future inner trapping horizon. For a maximally-extendedSchwarzschild BH, the BH horizon is a future outer trapping horizon, while the whitehole horizon is a past outer trapping horizon10. In the above definitions, we havefixed the vanishing expansion to be θ+, but one could obviously rewrite these defi-nitions symmetrically with this time θ−|H = 0.
The existence and nature of trapping horizons do not depend on the normaliza-tion of l and n, unless the normalization is singular. Indeed, if one rescales l → γ2l,

n → β2n with γ and β functions on spacetime, one can compute from (6.68) and(6.71),
F 2 → F 2

γ2β2
, θ+ → θ+

β2
, θ− → θ−

γ2
L−θ+|H → L−θ+

γ2β2

∣∣∣
H
, L+θ−|H → L+θ−

γ2β2

∣∣∣
H
.

(6.72)Therefore, the trapping horizons are identified unambiguously under such rescal-ing, unless one of the functions γ or β diverges or vanishes.
10These results apply when the normalizations of l and n are chosen appropriately. The discussionwhich follows precisely gives counter-examples, which in turn enable to give rules for the propernormalization.
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An illustrative example: Schwarzschild spacetime in coordinates
of Painlevé-Güllstrand
Let us illustrate this abstract discussionby a concrete example, namely Schwarzschildspacetime in Painlevé-Güllstrand coordinates,

ds2 = −
(
1− 2M

r

)
dτ 2 + 2

√
2M

r
dτdr + dr2 + r2dΩ2. (6.73)

The spacetime has spherical symmetry, and it is therefore natural to look for adouble-null foliation which respects this symmetry, that is to say, with L = −duand N = −dv orthogonal to the coordinate vectors ∂θ and ∂φ. Up to global rescal-ings, a unique such pair exists,
Lµdx

µ = −dτ +
dr

1−
√

2M/r
, Nµdx

µ = −dτ − dr

1 +
√

2M/r
, (6.74)

with associated null coordinates
u = τ − r − 2

√
2Mr − 4M ln

∣∣∣∣
√

r

2M
− 1

∣∣∣∣ , (6.75)
v = τ + r + 2

√
2Mr + 4M ln

∣∣∣∣
√

r

2M
+ 1

∣∣∣∣ . (6.76)
First, if one does not rescale L and N , that is, takes l = L and n = N , one readilycomputes F 2 = (r − 2M) / (2r), θ+ = (r − 2M) /r2 and θ− = −θ+. Both expansionsvanish at r = 2M , while one expects an expansion to vanish and the other to benegative.

In view of (6.72), one can even choose worse normalisations, like l = (r − 2M)Land n = (r − 2M)N , leading to F 2 = 1/ (2r (r − 2M)) and θ+ = 1/r2 = −θ− whichdo not vanish at all. One might argue that in both these cases, F 2 either diverges orvanishes at the horizon, which may be the source of the problems.
However, problematic cases can arise even if F 2 is regular, say F 2 = 1, by settingfor example l = (r − 2M)2 / (2r)L and n = N/ (r − 2M). Then θ+ = (r − 2M)2 /r2and θ− = −2/ (r (r − 2M)): θ+ vanishes appropriately at r = 2M , but θ− diverges to-wards +∞ if r = (2M)− and towards −∞ if r = (2M)+. In this latest case, although

F 2 and l are regular, n is diverging at r = 2M .
If, finally, one requires F 2 = 1, and l and n are both regular (apart of course atthe spacetime singularity r = 0), the Schwarzschild horizon is correctly identified asa future outer trapping horizon. If indeed

l =
1√
2

(
1−

√
2M

r

)
L, n =

1√
2

(
1 +

√
2M

r

)
N, (6.77)



6.2 Generation of a Kerr-FLRW spacetime by conformal transformation 175
then F 2 = 1, both l and n are well-defined if r ̸= 0, and one gets

θ± = ±
√
2

r

(
1∓

√
2M

r

)
. (6.78)

This gives θ− < 0 everywhere, so in particular at r = 2M , which is the unique van-ishing point of θ+. In addition, L−θ+ = − (2M)−2 < 0 at r = 2M , so one properlyidentifies a future outer trapping horizon at r = 2M .
Rules for normalization
Having in mind this example, as well as the expression (6.71) for the expansions and(6.72) for their behaviour under rescaling, we give two requirements for the propernormalization of l and n.

First, we fix their scalar product (6.68) to be finite, in particular, without
loss of generality, we impose F 2 = 1. This normalization ensures that F 2 doesnot vanish nor diverge, avoiding thus possible unphysical zeros of the expansionsaccording to (6.71).

Second, we impose l and n to bewell-defined in thewhole spacetime (apart
of course from true curvature singularities). Indeed, a rescaling of the form
l → γ2l, n → n/γ2, although preserving F 2 = 1, could give unphysical vanishingor divergence of the expansions at the roots or poles of γ2 according to (6.72).

As a summary, to study the trapping horizons of a spacetime, one first finds
double null coordinates u and v associated to null, geodesic, future-directed
one-forms L = −du and N = −dv, and then defines l and n, proportional re-
spectively to L and N , such that l and n:

1. have unit scalar product gµνlµnν = −1,

2. are well-defined everywhere (apart from curvature singularities).

With this convention, the expansions (6.71) are then given by

θ+ = ∇µlµ + nνlµ∇µlν , θ− = ∇µnµ + lνnµ∇µnν . (6.79)
Using (6.79) along with L−θ+ = nµ∂µθ+ and L+θ− = lµ∂µθ−, one can identify appro-priately the future/past, outer/inner trapping horizons H as defined by [325] andrecalled above. These trapping horizons do not depend on rescalings of l and npreserving conditions 1 and 2 above. Indeed, the only possible rescaling preservingthe scalar product is l → γ2l, n → n/γ2, and (6.72) shows that L±θ∓|H are invari-ant, while θ+ → γ2θ+ and θ− → θ−/γ

2. Therefore, given a choice of L = −du and
N = −dv, the requirements 1 and 2 enable to identify trapping horizons withoutambiguity.
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The only ambiguity in the identification of trapping horizons of the space-
time thus regards the initial choice of double null geodesic coordinates u and
v (that is, of L and N ), but we will see that, for the cases of interest regarding
the conformal Kerr spacetime, such an ambiguity does not arise.
Conformally-related metrics
The formalismabove is applicable to the case of conformal Kerr, where there are twoconformally-related metrics on the same manifold, g̃µν = A2gµν , with A a functionon spacetime. In this case, it is easy to relate the 2+2 foliation for gµν and g̃µν metrics.Indeed, the exact one-forms L = −du and N = −dv are defined independently ofthe metric, while their null norm is preserved by the conformal change. In addition,the one-forms L = −du andN = −dv are also geodesic in the newmetric: since theChristoffel coefficients are modified as [166, 167]

Γ̃λ
νρ = Γλ

νρ +
∂νA

A
δλρ +

∂ρA

A
δλν − ∂σA

A
gσλgνρ, (6.80)

one computes
g̃µνLµ∇̃νLρ = A−2gµνLµ

{
∇νLρ −

∂νA

A
Lρ −

∂ρA

A
Lν +

∂σA

A
gσλLλgνρ

}
. (6.81)

The second and fourth term compensate, while the third vanishes because L is null.If L is geodesic for gµν , i.e. gµνLµ∇νLρ ∝ Lρ, one then has g̃µνLµ∇̃νLρ ∝ Lρ. There-fore, L is geodesic for g̃µν , and the same holds for N . Thus, one shall use the same
L and N for both spacetimes.

Then, if l ∝ L and n ∝ N are the associated normalized one-forms for gµν , with
gµνlµnν = −1, then the one-forms l̃ and ñ for g̃µν are l̃ = Al, ñ = An, so that they
are normalized with respect to the metric g̃µν , g̃µν l̃µñν = −1.

If the expansions θ± for themetric gµν are known, see (6.79), then the expansions
θ̃± for the conformally related metric read

θ̃+ =
1

A

(
θ+ +

2

A
gµνlµ∂νA

)
, θ̃− =

1

A

(
θ− +

2

A
gµνnµ∂νA

)
. (6.82)

In the case of present interest, gµν is the stationary, axisymmetric Kerr metric, and
A = A(τ) where τ is a conformal time. The equations θ̃±|H̃ = 0, defining trappinghorizons H̃ of the conformal metric g̃µν , yield

Ȧ

A

∣∣∣
θ̃+=0

= − θ+
2lτ

,
Ȧ

A

∣∣∣
θ̃−=0

= − θ−
2nτ

, (6.83)
where of course lτ = gτµlµ and nτ = gτµnµ. The signs of θ̃− when θ̃+ vanishes,
and vice-versa, determine if the trapping horizons are future or past. They
are given by

θ̃−|θ̃+=0 =
1

A

(
θ− − nτ

lτ
θ+

)
, θ̃+|θ̃−=0 =

1

A

(
θ+ − lτ

nτ
θ−

)
. (6.84)
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Assuming a power-law behaviour of the scale factor, A(τ) = A0 |τ |α, Eq. (6.82) im-plies that the trapping horizons are given by the equations τ = τ± (r, θ) where

τ+ = −α2l
τ

θ+
, τ− = −α2n

τ

θ−
. (6.85)

Finally, for such a scale factor, the Lie derivatives for the conformal spacetime, L̃∓θ±,whose signs define whether the trapping horizons are inner or outer, are computedto be
L̃−θ+|θ̃+=0 =

1

2αlτA2

{
2α
(
lτni∂iθ+ − θ+n

i∂il
τ
)
− nτθ2+

}
, (6.86)

L̃+θ−|θ̃−=0 =
1

2αnτA2

{
2α
(
nτ li∂iθ− − θ−l

i∂in
τ
)
− lτθ2−

}
, (6.87)

where li = giµlµ and ni = giµnµ with index i running over spatial coordinates. Eqs.(6.84-6.87) show that, in order to find the trapping horizons and their nature
for the conformal spacetime g̃µν = A (τ)2 gµν , one only needs to compute the
two expansions θ+ and θ−, and the two contravariant vectors lµ and nµ, for the
seed metric gµν .

In the following paragraphs, we apply these results to the case of the conformalKerr spacetime, starting with the easier case of vanishing rotation, a = 0.
6.2.4 . Spherically symmetric case: Culetu space-

time
In this case, the seed metric (6.42) is the Schwarzschild metric. From (6.58-6.59),the solution for the conformal metric and the scalar field follows,

ds̃2 = A(τ)2

{
−
(
1− 2M

r

)
dτ 2 + 2

√
2M

r
dτdr + dr2 + r2dΩ2

}
, (6.88)

ϕ = qτ. (6.89)
This is nothing but the Culetu metric (6.40). It was recently studied in detail in [319],for positive exponents of the scale factor, α > 0, in the context of GR. The space-time solves the Einstein equations, sourced by an energy-momentum tensor violat-ing standard energy conditions. This is in contrast with the context of the presentpaper, in which the Culetu spacetime is a vacuum solution of a DHOST theory. Inorder to be self-contained, we will re-derive the results for the trapping horizons inthe case of Culetu spacetime studied in [319] for α > 0. In the case of positive α ourresults fully agree with the findings of [319], while the results for negative α are new.

As presented in the previous paragraph 6.2.3, there is a unique (normalizedand well-defined) double-null foliation preserving the spherical symmetry of theSchwarzschild spacetime, see Eqs. (6.74) and (6.77). The expansions θ± for the
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Schwarzschild seed spacetime are given by (6.78), while the seed contravariant vec-tors are readily computed to be
lµ∂µ =

1√
2

[
∂τ +

(
1−

√
2M

r

)
∂r

]
, nµ∂µ =

1√
2

[
∂τ −

(
1 +

√
2M

r

)
∂r

]
. (6.90)

Using the above expressions in (6.84) and (6.85), one immediately gets that for A =
A0 |τ |α, the expansions θ̃± vanish at τ = τ± with

τ+ = −αr
(
1−

√
2M

r

)−1

, τ− = αr

(
1 +

√
2M

r

)−1

. (6.91)
Since the coordinate τ has by definition the same sign as the exponent α, the trap-ping horizon τ = τ+ must have r < 2M , while the trapping horizon τ = τ− extendsfor all r. We plot these trapping horizons in Fig. 6.5 for positive and negative α. Thegraph for α = −1 shows that the radial coordinate r for both trapping horizons isshrinking to zero at τ = 0 (future infinity). This happens because r is not a physicaldistance but a comoving coordinate, while the physical radius (as measured by a faraway observer) is

Rphys = A (τ) r. (6.92)
We thus present in Fig. 6.6 the trapping horizons in terms of the physical radius
Rphys. Both physical horizons expand for all presented cases. Now, let us examinethe nature of these trapping horizons. Using (6.84),

θ̃−|τ+ = −2
√
2

Ar
< 0, θ̃+|τ− =

2
√
2

Ar
> 0, (6.93)
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showing that τ = τ+ is a future trapping horizon, while τ = τ− is a past trappinghorizon. Finally, (6.86-6.87) give

L̃−θ+|τ+ =
1

αA2r2


α
(
1 +

√
2M

r

)(
1− 3

2

√
2M

r

)
−
(
1−

√
2M

r

)2

 , (6.94)

L̃+θ−|τ− =
1

αA2r2


α
(
1−

√
2M

r

)(
1 +

3

2

√
2M

r

)
−
(
1 +

√
2M

r

)2

 . (6.95)

Let us for themoment focus of the case of decelerating universe, α > 0. In this case,
τ = τ+ exists for r < 2M . Eq (6.94) thus implies that L̃−θ+|τ+ < 0, therefore τ = τ+
is a future outer trapping horizon, and the spacetime is indeed a cosmological
BH. As regards the past trapping horizon τ = τ−, there are two separate cases de-pending on whether α > 1 or α < 1. It is easy to show from (6.95) that L̃+θ−|τ− hasa zero at

r1 =
8 + α (13α− 12) + (4− α)

√
α (25α− 16)

4 (α− 1)2
M, (6.96)

if and only if α > 1. Therefore, for 0 < α ≤ 1, the past trapping horizon is outer;while for α > 1, it is outer for r < r1 and inner for r > r1.



180 Chap. 6 Generation of solutions with conformal-disformal transformations

Let us now describe the case of accelerating universe, α < 0. On the one hand,for α < −2/3 (including asymptotically dS case α = −1), τ = τ+ is a future outertrapping horizon (BH horizon), while the past trapping horizon τ = τ− (cosmologicalhorizon) is outer for r < r2 and inner for r > r2 where
r2 =

8 + α (13α− 12)− (4− α)
√
α (25α− 16)

4 (α− 1)2
M. (6.97)

On the other hand, for 0 > α > −2/3, τ = τ− is a past inner trapping horizon, whilethe future trapping horizon τ = τ+ is inner for r < r2 and outer for r > r2. In thiscase, r2 < 2M , so there is indeed a region 2M > r > r2 where τ = τ+ is future outertrapping horizon. Note that in this case the nature of the future trapping horizonchanges with time, being inner at early times and outer later. It is the only range of
α for which this happens. Finally, for α = −2/3, τ = τ+ is future outer and τ = τ− ispast inner.

In a word, for all values of α, the Culetu spacetime possesses a future outer
trapping horizon and is therefore a cosmological BH. We now turn to the generalcase of conformal Kerr spacetime (6.62) with non-zero rotation.
6.2.5 . Conformal Kerr spacetime

First and foremost, we identify 2+2 foliations of Kerr spacetime inBoyer-Lindquistcoordinates (t, r, θ, φ), and then write them in coordinates (τ, r, θ, φ+) of (6.62). Asseen just above, in the spherically-symmetric case, there is a unique such foliation,provided one requires it to respect the spherical symmetry of the spacetime. Whenrotation is present, the situation becomes a priori more intricate, but will turn outto lead again to a unique foliation with natural requirements.
Following paragraph 6.2.3, we start by looking for an exact, null geodesic one-form p = pµdx

µ = −du. Carter showed [231] that p is given by the following expres-sion11
pµdx

µ = −Edt+ Lzdφ±
√
R
∆

dr ±
√
Θdθ, (6.98)

where
R ≡

[
E
(
r2 + a2

)
− aLz

]2 −∆K, Θ ≡ K − sin2 θ

(
aE − Lz

sin2 θ

)2

. (6.99)
There are three constants of motion: the energy E, the angular momentum Lz , andthe Carter’s constantK , which guarantees integrability of the geodesic equations.Note that p respects the symmetries of the Kerr spacetime, that is, pµ = pµ(r, θ).Very importantly, along each individual geodesic having pµ = gµνpν as tangent
vector, E, Lz and K are constants. Nevertheless, the geodesic congruence as

11Strictly speaking, this result holds true if the integral geodesic curves with tangent vector pµ =
gµνpν have affine parameterization, i.e. pµ∇µp

ν = 0. This is always the case up to rescaling of p.Note also that the two ± of Eq. (6.98) are independent.
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a whole may a priori have E, Lz and K which depend on r and θ (not however
on t or φ due to the axial symmetry). For example, for the well-known ’princi-pal null congruence’ of Kerr, see e.g. [54], E is constant throughout spacetime, but
Lz = aE sin2 θ depends on the angle θ. Lz is still a constant along each geodesic ofthe principal null congruence, since each geodesic lies in a plane of constant θ.

Having the double-null construction of paragraph 6.2.3 in mind, p must be anexact form, dp = 0. Writing this requirement explicitly for each component leads to:
pt = constant, pφ = constant, ∂rpθ = ∂θpr. (6.100)

Since pt and pφ are constants, E and Lz must be constants throughout the space-time (note the difference with respect to the principal null congruence). Given theexpression of Θ, regularity at the poles θ = 0, π then implies Lz = 0. One can alsonormalize the affine parameter to have E = 1, without loss of generality. It will beuseful for the following to introduce an auxiliary function k, related to Carter’s ’con-stant’K as
K(r, θ) ≡ k2(r, θ) + a2 sin2 θ. (6.101)

Taking into account the conditions above, from (6.98) and (6.99), we identify the pair
(L,N), with L outgoing and N ingoing, of exact, null, geodesic congruence in Kerrspacetime12,

L = −dt+

√
R
∆

dr + k dθ, N = −dt−
√
R
∆

dr − k dθ, (6.102)
where

R =
(
r2 + a2

)2 −∆
(
k2 + a2 sin2 θ

)
. (6.103)

Moreover, the third condition in Eq. (6.100) amounts to imposing the following
partial differential equation on k(r, θ),

√
R∂rk + k∂θk = −a2 sin θ cos θ. (6.104)

The fact that L and N are exact forms, L = −du and N = −dv, can be explicitlychecked. The associated null coordinates u and v are [328]
u = t− rs, v = t+ rs, rs (r, θ) ≡

∫ r
√
R (r′, θ = 0)

∆ (r′)
dr′ +

∫ θ

0

k (r, θ′) dθ′. (6.105)
The PDE (6.104) does not define k = k(r, θ) uniquely, since one needs to supply aboundary condition. An obvious solution of the PDE is k = a cos θ, giving a Carter’sfunction K(r, θ) which is constant throughout spacetime, K = a2, see (6.101). Thiscorresponds in fact to a choice of foliation made by Hayward in 2004 [329] (hencethe following subscript ’H’),

LH = −dt+

√RH
∆

dr + a cos θ dθ, NH = −dt−
√RH
∆

dr − a cos θ dθ, (6.106)
12One could as well have −k dθ in L and +k dθ in N . This amounts to a change k → −k comingfrom the fact that k is defined through its square, Eq. (6.101), and from the fact that ±√

Θ = ± |k|.This choice is of course irrelevant.
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where
RH =

(
r2 + a2

)2 −∆a2. (6.107)
This foliation of Kerr by Hayward is however singular at the poles, as was pointedout recently by two authors, Argañaraz and Moreschi [328]. These two authors con-sidered a different choice [328], with the requirement that the null geodesics beorthogonal to the two-sphere of radius r when r → ∞. This is in fact a natural re-quirement, since it respects the asymptotic spherical symmetry that the Kerr space-time possesses when r → ∞. Moreover, Argañaraz and Moreschi proved that theirfoliation is regular at the poles θ = 0, π, as we will see.

We will follow their vocabulary and refer to this choice of coordinates as ’center-
of-mass’ null coordinates (hence the following subscript ’cm’). Because of Eq. (6.102),the requirement of orthogonality of L andN to ∂θ as r → ∞ is equivalent to the fol-lowing asymptotic boundary condition on k,

lim
r→∞

kcm(r, θ) = 0. (6.108)
The PDE (6.104), along with the boundary condition (6.108), imply that k is vanishingat the poles (and thus the Carter’s functionK as well),

kcm (r, θ = 0) = kcm (r, θ = π) = 0, Kcm (r, θ = 0) = Kcm (r, π) = 0. (6.109)
The function kcm is antisymmetric with respect to the equatorial plane, kcm(r, π −
θ) = −kcm(r, θ). To prove this, one notices that the function −kcm(r, π − θ) satisfiesthe same PDE (6.104) and boundary condition (6.108) as kcm(r, θ), thus the solutionsmust coincide. This immediately leads to an unsurprising symmetry of the Carter’sfunction with respect to the equatorial plane, Kcm(r, π − θ) = Kcm(r, θ). This alsoimplies that, at the equatorial plane,

kcm(r, θ = π/2) = 0, Kcm(r, θ = π/2) = a2. (6.110)
The functions kcm and Kcm can be found by numerical integration. This enables toapply the center-of-mass double-null foliation to concrete problems in Kerr space-time, see e.g. [330, 331]. The numerical integration of the PDE (6.104) can be carriedout for all (r, θ) ∈ [0,+∞)× [0, π]. We present here our own numerical integration,with a Runge-Kutta 4 algorithm, in Fig. 6.7. All figures from now on are presentedfor a = 0.5M , but of course, all inferences we draw from numerical integration havebeen verified for numerous angular momenta a ∈ [0,M ]. For instance, we see that
Kcm (r, θ ̸= π/2) < a2 (right panel of Fig. 6.7). Along with Eq. (6.110), this leads to

Kcm(r, θ) ≤ a2 with equality if and only if θ = π/2, (6.111)
which implies that

Σ− k2cm ≥ r2 with equality if and only if θ = π/2, (6.112)
and that, when ∆ ≥ 0,

Rcm ≥ r4 + r2a2 + 2Mra2 with equality if and only if θ = π/2. (6.113)
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These results seem technical, but will be useful for the following.

Having established that the choice of boundary condition (6.108) indeed leads toa well-defined k(r, θ), let us return to the pair of general null one-forms (L,N)whichsatisfy (6.102) and (6.104). For the moment, we do not assume k = kcm(r, θ), rather,we are going to explain why k = kcm(r, θ) is the only relevant choice, and only afterthis will we set k = kcm(r, θ).
In coordinates (τ, r, θ, φ+) of (6.62), the pair (L,N) reads

L = − dτ +

√
R+

√
2Mr (r2 + a2)

∆
dr + k dθ, (6.114)

N = − dτ −
√
R−

√
2Mr (r2 + a2)

∆
dr − k dθ. (6.115)

The associated null pair (l, n), with scalar product equal to −1 and well-defined inthe whole Kerr spacetime (apart from the curvature singularity) is
l =

(
Σ (Σ− k2)

2Υ

)1/2
L∆√

R+
√

2Mr (r2 + a2)
, (6.116)

n =

(
Σ (Σ− k2)

2Υ

)1/2
N∆√

R−
√

2Mr (r2 + a2)
. (6.117)

The well-definedness of l and n follows from the fact that √R −
√

2Mr (r2 + a2)vanishes when ∆ does, because of Eq. (6.103) and the fact that ∆ = r2 + a2 − 2Mr.The expansions in the Kerr spacetime are readily computed to be
θ± = ±

(√
R∓

√
2Mr (r2 + a2)

)
F, (6.118)
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where
F ≡ 1√

8ΥRΣ (Σ− k2)

{
4r
(
r2 + a2

)
+ 2 (M − r)K −∆∂rK + 2

√
R [k cot θ + ∂θk]

}
.

(6.119)For vanishing rotation, a = 0, one has K = 0 = k, and recovers the expansions ofSchwarzschild, Eq. (6.78). In the case of Schwarzschild, the expansions (6.78) arediverging only at the curvature singularity r = 0. We thus expect the expansions ofKerr spacetime to diverge only at the curvature singularity of Kerr, which is atΣ = 0,that is, r = 0 and θ = π/2. However, because of the term k cot θ in (6.119), the expan-sions (6.118) diverge at the poles θ = 0, π, unless k (and thusK) vanish at the poles.
In particular, for the null foliations considered by Hayward, Eq. (6.106), the ex-pansions diverge at the poles, sinceKH = a2 as we noted above. More generally, asit was underlined by Argañaraz and Moreschi [328], all previously proposed dou-

ble null coordinates for Kerr spacetime [332, 333, 334] suffer from the same
problem as the ones of Hayward, due to a conical singularity (along the axis ofsymmetry of Kerr) of the spacelike surfaces S (see beginning of paragraph 6.2.3) in-duced by the 2+2 foliation.

On the other hand, the expansions θ± arewell-defined at the poles for the center-of-mass foliation of [328], i.e. when k = kcm and K = Kcm, thanks to Eq. (6.109).Moreover, in this case, the denominator of F vanishes if and only if Σ = 0 (F has adouble pole there). This can be inferred from the properties (6.112-6.113) and the def-inition ofΥ, Eq. (6.44). For the center-of-mass foliation, F thus diverges at r = 0 onlyfor θ = π/2. This ensures that, for the center-of-mass double-null foliation, the
expansions θ± are finite in all spacetime but the curvature singularity Σ = 0.

In the rest of the discussion, we therefore focus on the center-of-mass dou-
ble null coordinates, setting from now on (l, n) = (lcm, ncm). For brevity, we
omit the subscript ’cm’ in the following, keeping in mind that we chose the
center-of-mass double null coordinates once and for all.

The property (6.111) implies that √R−
√

2Mr (r2 + a2) in the expression for theexpansions (6.118) has the same sign as ∆ and vanishes if and only if ∆ vanishes13.Furthermore, one can show numerically that the factor F is positive throughoutspacetime. One therefore concludes from Eq. (6.118) that θ+ vanishes at the tworoots of∆ (i.e. at the outer and inner horizons of Kerr spacetime, r+ > r−), and it isnegative for r− < r < r+ and positive for r < r− or r > r+. On the other hand, θ− isnegative in the whole spacetime. Therefore, the 2+2 formalism correctly identifies
r = r+ and r = r− as future trapping horizons.

To see if each of the horizon is outer or inner, we compute the Lie derivative of
13The expression √

R −
√
2Mr (r2 + a2) also vanishes at the curvature singularity r = 0 and θ =

π/2. However θ+ diverges at the curvature singularity anyway, because F has a double pole there.
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the expansion,

L−θ+ = −
√
R+

√
2Mr (r2 + a2)√

2ΥΣ (Σ− k2)
Oθ+ (6.120)

where for brevity, we introduce the differential operator O,
O ≡

√
R∂r + k∂θ. (6.121)

L−θ+ is seen from (6.120) to have opposite sign to Oθ+. The plot of Oθ+, left panelof Fig. 6.8, shows that Oθ+ is positive at r = r+ and negative at r = r−. This impliesthat for Kerr, r = r+ is a future outer trapping horizon and r = r− is a future innertrapping horizon, as it should be.
In a nutshell, for the seed Kerr metric, the center-of-mass double-null folia-

tion yields regular expressions for the expansions, and properly identifies the
outer and inner horizons. We now turn to the study of the conformal Kerr space-time (6.62). We need the seed contravariant vectors,

lµ∂µ =

√
R−

√
2Mr (r2 + a2)√

2ΥΣ (Σ− k2)

{
G+

∆
∂τ +O

}
+ lφ+∂φ+ , (6.122)

nµ∂µ =

√
R+

√
2Mr (r2 + a2)√

2ΥΣ (Σ− k2)

{
G−

∆
∂τ −O

}
+ nφ+∂φ+ , (6.123)

where, for brevity, we used the expressionO of Eq. (6.121), andwe have not explicitlywritten the components along φ+ since they do not play any role in the followingcalculations. In the above expressions, we have also introduced
G± = ∆Σ±

√
2Mr (r2 + a2)

[√
R±

√
2Mr (r2 + a2)

]
. (6.124)
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It is not difficult to prove analytically that the ratioG−/∆ is well-defined and positive.Moreover, numerical analysis, see right plot of Fig. 6.8, shows thatG+ is positive. Us-ing Eq. (6.85), assumingA = A0 |τ |α, we find that the expansions θ̃± of the conformalKerr spacetime vanish at τ = τ± with

τ± =
−α

√
2√

ΥΣ(Σ− k2)

[√
R∓

√
2Mr (r2 + a2)

]
G±

θ±∆
. (6.125)

We have seen above that θ− is negative in the whole spacetime. In addition, τ hasthe same sign as α by definition. Consequently, the trapping horizon τ = τ− (r, θ)exists for all r and θ. On the other hand, we have seen that θ+ is negative only for
r− < r < r+. As a consequence, the trapping horizon τ = τ+ (r, θ) is located between
r− and r+. Fig 6.9 shows τ+ and τ− in terms of the comoving radius r for α = 1. Theprofiles of τ± for other values of α differ from the one plotted in Fig. 6.9 by a factor
α, as it is clear from (6.125). As we underlined above, for the seed Kerr metric, θ±diverge only when Σ = 0, i.e. r = 0 and θ = π/2. Therefore, given Eq. (6.125), τ+does not vanish, while τ− vanishes if and only if Σ = 0.

Note here the difference with the spherically-symmetric case: both Culetu andconformal Kerr spacetimes have a curvature singularity at r = 0, see Eq. (6.63).However, for Culetu metric, τ+ and τ− vanish at r = 0, while for conformal Kerr met-ric, τ+ does not vanish and τ− vanishes only at r = 0 and θ = π/2.
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Figure 6.10: Trapping horizons τ = τ+ (Rphys, θ) and τ = τ− (Rphys, θ) for differentvalues of angle θ, indicated by the colors (same for both panels), for the conformalKerr spacetime with a = 0.5M , whereRphys = A (τ) r is the physical radius, for α = 1(radiation, left plot) and α = −1 (cosmological constant, right plot). On the left, τ−corresponds to the bottom curves and is zoomed on near τ− = 0, and the factor
A0 appearing in A = A0τ

α is set to unity. On the right, τ− corresponds to the rightcurves and is zoomed on near τ− = 0, and the Hubble rate is set to H0 = 1/ (3M).
This property of the conformal Kerr metric has an important impact on the be-haviour of the curve τ± close toRphys = 0, as demonstrated in Fig 6.10. We recall that

Rphys ≡ A(τ)r. For positive α (left plot), both trapping horizons start to exist a finiteamount of time after the Big Bang τ = 0, except the past trapping (cosmological)horizon τ = τ− at θ = π/2, which exists at all times. Both horizons expand infinitely:
Rphys → +∞ as τ → +∞.

In the case of α = −1 (right plot), the future trapping (BH) horizon τ = τ+ hasan upper bound and it ceases to exist at late times for all angles θ, while the past(cosmological) horizon collapses to zero size at late times, unless θ = π/2, for whichit still extends up to Rphys → +∞. Let us determine the nature of these trappinghorizons, that we have already anticipated in the last few sentences. Eq. (6.84) yields
θ̃−|τ+ =

θ−
A

(
1 +

G−

G+

)
, θ̃+|τ− =

θ+
A

(
1 +

G+

G−

)
. (6.126)

The ratioG−/G+ has the same sign as∆, and one can easily prove that |G−/G+| < 1.Taking into account the signs of θ±, we conclude that θ̃−|τ+ < 0 and θ̃+|τ− > 0, thatis, τ = τ+ is a future trapping horizon and τ = τ− is a past trapping horizon, for anyα.
Finally, L̃−θ+|τ+ and L̃+θ−|τ− can be computed from (6.86-6.87), however the ex-plicit expression is not very instructive. Let us focus on the future trapping horizon

τ = τ+, and on the three interesting cases of cosmology, α = 2, 1,−1. In spheri-
cal symmetry, these cases led to L̃−θ+|τ+ < 0, that is, the future trapping horizonwas outer. Here, since r = r+ and r = r− are respectively outer and inner for the
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seed Kerr metric, and given the form of τ+, see Fig. 6.9, we rather expect to find anouter part close to r+, and an inner part close to r−. The plots of Fig. 6.11 confirmthat this is indeed the case: there exists a radius rm(θ) such that for rm < r < r+,
L̃−θ+|τ+ < 0, while for r− < r < rm, L̃−θ+|τ+ > 0. In other words, the future trappinghorizon τ = τ+ is outer for rm < r < r+ and inner for r− < r < rm. The conformal
Kerr spacetime possesses a future outer trapping horizon and is therefore a
cosmological BH.
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Figure 6.11: L̃−θ+|τ+ for different values of angle θ indicated by the colors on themiddle plot, for the conformal Kerr spacetime with a = 0.5M , for α = 2, 1 or −1from left to right. The plot is restricted between r− and r+ precisely because thetrapping horizon τ = τ+ lies within r− < r < r+. The magnitudes for θ = π/2, π/3and π/4 are barely distinguishable on the left and middle plots, but analysis of thevalues show that they obey the same pattern as all curves: positive from r− to some
rm(θ), then negative from rm(θ) to r+.

Let us conclude this analysis by commenting briefly on the influence of the ro-tation parameter a. The qualitative picture presented above is the same for any
0 < a < M . When a increases towards M , the curve τ = τ+ of Fig. 6.9 moves up-wards, and also the range of r for which it exists decrease, because r− and r+ getcloser. The consequence on the plots of Fig. 6.10 is that, for positive α, the BH hori-zon starts to exist at later times when a increases; while for α = −1, the BH horizondisappears earlier when a increases. If a ≥ M , the expansion θ+ for the seed Kerrspacetime, see (6.118), is positive everywhere. Therefore, the time τ+ defined by Eq.(6.125) always has opposite sign to α, so there is no BH horizon.



Conclusions
This thesis presents new advances regarding exact, closed-form BH solutions inscalar-tensor theories. Scalar-tensor theories are a widely studied modified theoryof gravity. Finding their BH solutions enables to understand the behaviour of thesetheories in the strong field regime, and to what extent this behaviour differs fromthe one of GR. In particular, the no-hair theorem of GR, stating that the final stateof gravitational collapse in GR (without Maxwell term) is a BH described only by itsmass M and angular momentum J , namely the stationary Kerr BH, may be chal-lenged. One may thus wonder if the obtained hairy BHs have only a secondary hair:they are still characterized by M and J , but dressed with a non-trivial scalar fieldinducing possible deviations from the Kerr metric; or a primary hair: the BHs arecharacterized by another quantity, distinct fromM and J . On the other hand, onemust investigate if the most striking limitation of BHs in GR, that is, the curvaturesingularity existing at their center, can be avoided in the framework of scalar-tensortheories.
The report starts with Chap. 1, which first presents motivations to modify GR,among others, the presence of curvature singularities and the dark energy problem.The possiblemodifications toGR are constrained by Lovelock’s theorem, which findsthe most general metric theory of gravity in arbitray spacetime dimension and withsecond-order field equations. The corresponding action S [gµν ] is a sum of Lovelockcurvature invariants, and reduces to GR in four dimensions. Consequently, modify-ing GR compels one to violate one of the assumptions of Lovelock’s theorem, by forinstance allowing higher-order field equations (f(R) gravity), extra dimensions, oradditional fields. This latter possibility gives rise to scalar-tensor theories S [gµν , ϕ],where a scalar field ϕ is non-minimally coupled to the metric tensor field. The ap-parent simplicity of scalar-tensor theories does not prevent them to possess directlinks with, notably, f(R) gravity and extra-dimensional gravity.
Scalar-tensor theories are then studied in more detail in Chap. 2. The most gen-eral such theories with second-order field equations, or Horndeski theories, arepresented in their modern generalized Galileon formulation. Scalar-tensor theorieswith field equations of order higher than two propagate in general an additional,unstable degree of freedom. This so-called Ostrogradsky instability can howeverbe evaded if the kinetic matrix of the system is degenerate, leading to the DHOSTtheories. These DHOST theories of course encompass Horndeski theories, and arerelated to them by conformal-disformal transformations of the metric field. In par-ticular, a pure disformal transformation maps Horndeski theories to an interestingsubclass of DHOST theories, called beyond Horndeski theories.
The analysis of scalar-tensor theories simplifies greatly in the presence of sym-metries: shift symmetry, under shifts of the scalar by a global additive constant;
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global conformal symmetry, under a simultaneous Weyl rescaling of the metric andthe scalar; and the corresponding local conformal symmetry. The latter can be gen-eralized to the so-called generalized conformal symmetry if the action S is not in-variant, but δS/δϕ is. Interestingly, the most simple Lovelock theory beyond GR,namely EGB gravity, can be compactified, following a KK procedure, down to a sen-sible four-dimensional scalar-tensor theory, called 4DEGB. This 4DEGB theory re-produces features of the higher-dimensional EGB gravity, and coincides in fact withthe most general action with generalized conformal invariance in four dimensions.
Chap. 3 thenmoves on to the core topic of this thesis, namely closed-form scalar-tensor BHs, providing a state-of-the-art of solutions which existed before this thesis.To find theories which admit solutions, one must often start by knowing theorieswhich do not, or in other words, no-scalar-hair theorems. The standard such theo-rems are recalled. They greatly limit the possibility of hairy, asymptotically flat so-lutions in second-order scalar-tensor theories, i.e. where the Lagrangian is second-order in derivatives. Second-order theories admit up to date a unique such hairysolution, the BBMB BH, for which the scalar field even diverges on the horizon. Thisjustifies the need to look for hairy BHs in the higher-order scalar-tensor theories(from Horndeski to DHOST) introduced in Chap. 2.
These theories allow quite generically for stealth solutions, that is, for which themetric is as in GR (Schwarzchild or Kerr), but with a non-trivial scalar field, providedthe latter has a constant kinetic term X . Non-stealth, closed-form solutions, forwhich the metric differs from GR, are less ubiquitous but also exist. They were firstdiscovered in shift-symmetric theories. However, such non-stealth solutions couldalso be found more recently in theories without shift symmetry, in the context ofthe 4DEGB theory. All these spherically-symmetric solutions have amere secondaryhair, i.e., they are all characterized uniquely by their massM .
The new results obtained during this thesis are presented in Chaps. 4, 5 and 6.Chaps. 4 and 5 present newBH solutions, obtained fromquite different approaches.In Chap. 4, a systematic study of generic beyond Horndeski theories with shift sym-metry is performed. Under the assumption of staticity and spherical symmetry, theintricate field equations are rewritten in a very compact way facilitating their anal-ysis. This method leads to many new solutions, but does not provide any physicalinterpretation of the scalar-tensor theories allowing such solutions. On the otherhand, in Chap. 5, solutions are obtained in scalar-tensor theories which have inter-esting theoretical links with conformal invariance, Lovelock theories, and KK com-pactification of these theories.
More precisely, the analysis of Chap. 4 enables to find compatibility conditionsfor the most generic shift-symmetric beyond Horndeski theories to admit BH solu-tions, Sec. 4.3. These conditions in fact generalize the case of the 4DEGB theory, andthemetric solution is obtained as root of a polynomial equation of increasing order,the 4DEGB case corresponding to the lowest order. In a second time, an additionalassumption of parity symmetry (under ϕ → −ϕ) enables to simplify drastically the
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field equations and to integrate them in various situations. This leads notably to thefollowing solutions: a stealth Schwarzschild with a non-constant scalar kinetic term
X , which may imply a better behaviour of the perturbations as compared to theusual stealth solutions; non-homogeneous BHs, i.e. with gtt ̸= −grr; and BHs withprimary hair.

These latter BHs with primary hair are characterized by two integration con-stants, not only theirmassM , but also the ’primary scalar hair’ q, which has no equiv-alent in GR and induces a departure from the Schwarzschild geometry. For a partic-ular relation betweenM and q, the usual curvature singularity disappears: the cur-vature invariants of the metric, and their derivatives, become regular in the wholespacetime. This latest result thus provides two genuine alternative behaviours ascompared to GR: first, a true violation of the no-hair conjecture; second, the avoid-ance of the BH curvature singularity.
As regards Chap. 5, two novel BH solutions are obtained for a theory which gen-eralizes the 4DEGB theory. Remarkably, this theory accomodates these solutionswhereas it does not display any of the usual simplifying symmetries, not even thegeneralized conformal symmetry of the 4DEGB case. Still, the action functional dis-plays Lagrangians which would have local conformal invariance in five dimensions- but not in four. The reason for the appearance of such terms remains unclear forthemoment, but is an incentive to study conformal couplings of the scalar field withLovelock invariants in higher dimensions. The spherically-symmetric BH solutionsof these theories are fully described.
Then, the diagonal KK compactification of Lovelock theories of arbitrary orderis performed. Indeed, such a compactification turns out to yield scalar-tensor the-ories in four dimensions, where appear the previously analyzed Lagrangians withconformal invariance in other dimensions. The calculations are intricate and, whilesome results are properly demonstrated for arbitrary order of the Lovelock invari-ants, other remain at the conjecture stage. Still, the demonstrated results enableto perform the KK reduction of the cubic Lovelock invariant. Interestingly, the ob-tained theory is a Horndeski theory, without parity symmetry, which fits into thecompatibility conditions generalizing the 4DEGB results, as described in Sec. 4.3.Up to the demonstration of the conjecture mentioned above, this paves the way to-wards an interesting pattern, connecting, on the one hand, the KK compactificationof Lovelock invariants of increasing order, and, on the other hand, the Horndeskitheories, without parity symmetry, verifying the compatibility conditions presentedin Sec. 4.3.
Finally, the stability of DHOST theories under conformal-disformal transforma-tions of the metric field enables to generate new solutions by performing such atransformation on a seed, already existing solution. This principle is illustrated inChap. 6 with two examples. In a first time, a non-stealth solution is transformedthrough a disformal transformation into awormhole. While the seed spacetimepos-sesses curvature singularities, either naked or covered by a horizon, the obtained
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wormhole is totally regular. Moreover, as opposed to the wormholes of GR, it doesnot need to be supported by exotic matter: it is a solution in vacuum of the fieldequations of a beyond Horndeski theory. In a second time, a conformal transfor-mation is applied onto a stealth Kerr BH. This leads to a non-stationary spacetimewhich displays the features of both a BH and an expanding FLRW universe.
These new results bring about many perspectives for future investigations. Firstand foremost, some loose ends mentioned previously deserve precisions. Some ofthem regard the scalar-tensor theories themselves. For instance, the fact that La-grangians whichwould have conformal invariance in other dimensions than four, al-low for closed-form solutions in four dimensions, like in Sec. 5.1, may need a deeperphysical interpretation beyond the mere mathematical result. Also, a proper proofof the undemonstrated conjecture (5.189), or equivalently (5.190), would completethe understanding of higher-order Lovelock theories as Horndeski theories. More-over, and as emphasized above, the integration of field equations performed inChap. 4 does only care about the fact that the obtained scalar-tensor theories ad-mit closed-form solutions, but not on the meaning of these theories. One couldinvestigate if the theories permitting BHs with primary scalar hair have any physicalinterpretation, e.g. any link with higher-dimensional gravity.
Other loose ends rather concern the newBHs themselves, typically, the BHswith-out curvature singularity obtained in Sec. 4.8. It would be worth investigating othercharacterizations of the regularity of these spacetimes, for instance geodesic com-pleteness. Of course, this thesis focused only on the task of discovering new closed-form solutions, while only the study of their perturbative and stability propertieswould enable to conclude on the physical relevance of these solutions.
Finally, themost prominent further investigationswhich should bepursued, basedon the numerous solutions presented in this work, are probably the experimentalcharacterization and constraining of these new BHs. This is one of the advantageof studying exact, closed-form solutions: their observational aspects are easier tostudy, as compared to numerical or perturbative solutions. There exists as manydirections of research as observational constraints: perihelion precession, gravita-tional lensing, shadows of the BH, and of course the current area undergoing rapidprogress, GW astronomy. This includes the study of binary inspirals or of QNMs.These are some of the perspectives which will entrench this work on exact solu-tions into a more general approach towards understanding better the implicationsof modifications of gravity.



A - Original constructionofHorndeski
theories

This appendix details the construction of Horndeski’s scalar-tensor theories, de-scribed in his article [99], while a very brief overview is given in paragraph 2.1.1.Horndeski is looking for themost general four-dimensional scalar-tensor action S =∫
d4x

√−gL leading to second-order field equations Eµν and Eϕ, with1
Eµν ≡ 2√−g

δS

δgµν
, Eϕ ≡ 1√−g

δS

δϕ
. (A.1)

In general, if Eµν is second-order in derivatives, ∇νEµν should be third-order. How-ever, as in paragraph 2.1.1, diffeomorphism invariance of S leads to the Bianchi iden-tity
∇νEµν = Eϕ∇µϕ. (A.2)

Since Eϕ is second-order, then ∇νEµν must also be second-order. This places con-straints on the structure of Eµν . Horndeski thus starts by constructing the mostgeneral symmetric tensor of the form Aµν = Aµν (gµν , gµν,ρ, gµν,ρλ, ϕ, ϕ,ρ, ϕ,ρλ), whichis such that∇νA
µν is second-order in derivatives. A commameans spacetimederiva-tion:

gµν,ρ ≡
∂gµν
∂xρ

, ϕ,ρλ ≡ ∂ϕ

∂xλ∂xρ
, (A.3)

and so on. As Horndeski writes, the Eµν we seek will be contained in such an Aµν .

A.1 . Construction of Aµν

A.1.1 . Reformulating the conditions on Aµν

Following Horndeski, one may introduce the condensed notations
Aµν;αβ,γλ ≡ ∂Aµν

∂gαβ,γλ
, Aµν;αβ ≡ ∂Aµν

∂ϕ,αβ

. (A.4)
The following symmetries hold,

Aµν;αβ,γλ = Aµν;βα,γλ = Aµν;αβ,λγ, Aµν;αβ = Aµν;βα, (A.5)
and similarly for any tensor depending on gµν , ϕ and their derivatives.

1To stick closer to Horndeski’s construction, we define this time the metric field equations Eµν

with upper indices, while we define them with lower indices in the rest of the manuscript.
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First of all, one must establish useful properties (A.14-A.15), first demonstratedby Rund [335]. Under a change of spacetime coordinates xµ → x̂µ̂, the tensor com-ponents Aµν obey the following transformation law:
Âσ̂τ̂ (ĝµ̂ν̂ , ĝµ̂ν̂,ρ̂, ĝµ̂ν̂,ρ̂λ̂, ϕ̂, ϕ̂,ρ̂, ϕ̂,ρ̂λ̂) = Jσ

σ̂J
τ
τ̂A

στ (gµν , gµν,ρ, gµν,ρλ, ϕ, ϕ,ρ, ϕ,ρλ) . (A.6)
The inverse Jacobian of the transformation appears,

Jµ
µ̂ ≡ ∂xµ

∂x̂µ̂
. (A.7)

It also appears in the transformation of the metric,
ĝµ̂ν̂ = Jµ

µ̂J
ν
ν̂ gµν , ϕ̂ = ϕ. (A.8)

We introduce the notations
Jµ
µ̂ρ̂ ≡

∂Jµ
µ̂

∂x̂ρ̂
=

∂2xµ

∂x̂ρ̂∂x̂µ̂
, Jµ

µ̂ρ̂λ̂
≡
∂Jµ

µ̂ρ̂

∂x̂λ̂
=

∂3xµ

∂x̂λ̂∂x̂ρ̂∂x̂µ̂
, (A.9)

etc. One has
∂Jµ

µ̂ρ̂λ̂

∂Jα
α̂β̂γ̂

= δµαδ
α̂
(µ̂δ

β̂
ρ̂ δ

γ̂

λ̂)
. (A.10)

Jµ

µ̂ρ̂λ̂
does not appear on the right hand side of (A.6), while it appears on the left hand

side only through the argument ĝµ̂ν̂,ρ̂λ̂. Using (A.10), one can directly compute
∂ĝµ̂ν̂,ρ̂λ̂
∂Jµ

α̂β̂γ̂

= gµν

(
Jν
ν̂ δ

α̂
(µ̂δ

β̂
ρ̂ δ

γ̂

λ̂)
+ Jν

µ̂δ
α̂
(ν̂δ

β̂
ρ̂ δ

γ̂

λ̂)

)
. (A.11)

Taking the derivative of (A.6) with respect to Jµ

α̂β̂γ̂
then yields

∂Âσ̂τ̂

∂ĝν̂µ̂,ρ̂λ̂
+

∂Âσ̂τ̂

∂ĝν̂λ̂,µ̂ρ̂
+

∂Âσ̂τ̂

∂ĝν̂ρ̂,λ̂µ̂
= 0. (A.12)

However, Eq. (A.6) implies that
∂Âσ̂τ̂

∂ĝν̂µ̂,ρ̂λ̂
= Aστ ;νµ,ρλJσ

σ̂J
τ
τ̂ J

µ
µ̂J

ν
ν̂ J

ρ
ρ̂J

λ
λ̂
, (A.13)

where notations (A.4) are used. Therefore,
Aστ ;νµ,ρλ + Aστ ;νλ,µρ + Aστ ;νρ,λµ = 0. (A.14)

Repeated use of (A.14) and (A.5) gives
Aµν;στ,ρλ = Aµν;ρλ,στ . (A.15)

Now that these useful properties (A.14-A.15) are established, we recall thatHorndeskiis looking for the most general symmetric Aµν such that
Aµν = Aµν (gµν , gµν,ρ, gµν,ρλ, ϕ, ϕ,ρ, ϕ,ρλ) , (A.16)
∇νA

µν is at most of second-order in the derivatives of both gµν and ϕ. (A.17)
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Condition (A.16) implies that condition (A.17) is equivalent to

∂∇νA
µν

∂gαβ,γδϵ
= 0 and ∂∇νA

µν

∂ϕ,αβγ

= 0. (A.18)
Using the chain rule to expand∇νA

µν , these conditions are in turn equivalent to
Aµν;ρσ,λτ ∂gρσ,λτν

∂gαβ,γδϵ
= 0 and Aµν;ρσ ∂ϕ,ρσν

∂ϕ,αβγ

= 0. (A.19)
This is finally equivalent to

Aµγ;ρσ,δϵ + Aµδ;ρσ,ϵγ + Aµϵ;ρσ,γδ = 0, (A.20)
Aµα;βγ + Aµβ;γα + Aµγ;αβ = 0. (A.21)

In a word, a symmetric tensor Aµν = Aµν (gµν , gµν,ρ, gµν,ρλ, ϕ, ϕ,ρ, ϕ,ρλ) is such that
∇νA

µν is atmost of second-order in the derivatives of both gµν and ϕ if and only
if it satisfies (A.20-A.21), where the notations (A.4) are used. Note also that (A.20-A.21), in conjunction with (A.5), imply

Aµν;αβ,γδ = Aγδ;αβ,µν = Aαβ;µν,γδ and Aµν;αβ = Aαβ;µν . (A.22)
A.1.2 . Lovelock’s property S and its consequences

In an article [336], Lovelock introduces the following definition: a quantity with
even number of indices Bα1α2···α2h−1α2h···α2p is said to enjoy property S if it satis-
fies the following three conditions:

• it is symmetric in α2h−1α2h for all h = 1, · · · , p,
• it is symmetric under the exchange of the pair (α1α2) with the pair (α2h−1α2h)for all h = 2, · · · , p,
• it satisfies the cyclic identity involving any three of the four indices (α1α2)(α2h−1α2h)for all h = 2, · · · , p, for instance for h = 2,

Bα1α2α3α4···α2p +Bα3α1α2α4···α2p +Bα2α3α1α4···α2p = 0. (A.23)
The properties demonstrated in the previous paragraph, namely (A.5,A.14,A.15) and(A.20-A.22), imply that

Aµν;α1α2,α3α4;···;α4h−3α4h−2,α4h−1α4h;α4h+1α4h+2;···;α4h+2k−1α4h+2k (A.24)
satisfies property S, whenever h ≥ 0, k ≥ 0. Note that pair of indices from α1 to α4hare separated by an alternation of commas and semicolons, and thus correspond toderivatives ofAµν with respect to the second derivatives of themetric [first definitionin (A.4)]; while pair of indices from α4h+1 to α4h+2k are separated only by semicolons,and thus correspond to derivatives of Aµν with respect to the second derivatives ofthe scalar field [second definition in (A.4)].
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It is easy to prove that if Bα1···α4M+2 has property S then it vanishes wheneverthree (or more) indices are equal [336]. In particular it vanishes identically in fourspacetime dimensions ifM ≥ 2. Consequently,
If k even and h+ k

2
≥ 2, Aµν;α1α2,α3α4;···;α4h−3α4h−2,α4h−1α4h;α4h+1α4h+2;···;α4h+2k−1α4h+2k = 0.

(A.25)
A.1.3 . Expressing Aµν in terms of tensors sat-

isfying property S and depending only
on gαβ, ϕ and ϕ,α

Horndeski then uses (A.25) to construct Aµν . Indeed, (A.25) with h = 2 and k = 0implies that Aµν is linear in the second derivatives of the metric:
Aµν = βµναβγδgαβ,γδ + βµν , (A.26)

where βµναβγδ and βµν are concomitants of gαβ , gαβ,γ , ϕ, ϕ,α and ϕ,αβ which enjoyproperty S. Now, theRiemann tensorRαβγδ depends as follows on the secondderiva-tives of the metric:
Rαβγδ =

1

2
(gad,bc + gbc,ad − gac,bd − gbd,ac) + · · · , (A.27)

where the dots indicate terms without second derivatives of the metric. Using this,the symmetries of Rαβγδ and the property S of βµναβγδ, one can rewrite (A.26) as
Aµν = β̂µναβγδRαβγδ + β̂µν , (A.28)

where β̂µναβγδ and β̂µν possess the same properties as their counterparts withouthats, but in addition, they are tensors.
Combining (A.25) (with h = 1 and k = 2) and (A.28) implies that

β̂µναβγδ;ϵη = β̂µναβγδ;ϵη(gαβ, gαβ,γ, ϕ, ϕ,α), (A.29)
where the notation with semicolonmeans the same as in (A.4). Horndeski then usesa lemma, demonstrated by Du Plessis [337], and stating that if a tensor U (indicesare omitted) is such that U = U(gαβ, gαβ,γ, ϕ, ϕ,α), then in fact, it cannot depend onthe first derivatives of the metric:
U = U(gαβ, gαβ,γ, ϕ, ϕ,α) ⇒ U = U(gαβ, ϕ, ϕ,α) (U tensor, indices omitted). (A.30)

This is demonstrated with similar tools as the ones leading to property (A.14), thatis, by performing a change of spacetime coordinates, writing down the transforma-tion law for the tensor, and differentiating with respect to derivatives of the Jacobianmatrix.
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With this lemma, Eq. (A.29) becomes

β̂µναβγδ;ϵη = β̂µναβγδ;ϵη(gαβ, ϕ, ϕ,α), (A.31)
leading to

β̂µναβγδ = ξµναβγδϵηϕ,ϵη + αµναβγδ. (A.32)
Taking into account the previous results, ξµναβγδϵη depends on gαβ , ϕ and ϕ,α, while
αµναβγδ depends on gαβ , gαβ,γ , ϕ and ϕ,α. They both satisfy property S. Since β̂µναβγδ;ϵη

is a tensor2 , ξµναβγδϵη is also a tensor, but this is not the case for αµναβγδ. However,
ϕ,ϵη = ϕ|ϵη + Γλ

ϵηϕ,λ, where a vertical bar means a covariant derivative. The notation
ϕϵη, without bars, which is used in all the manuscript to denote covariant differen-tiation, is given up momentarily, because of the risk of confusion with the partialderivatives ϕ,ϵη. This enables to rewrite (A.32) as

β̂µναβγδ = ξµναβγδϵηϕ|ϵη + ξµναβγδ, (A.33)
where ξµναβγδ is a tensor satisfying property S. In addition, thanks again to lemma(A.30), ξµναβγδ depends on gαβ , ϕ and ϕ,α.

The structure of the tensor β̂µναβγδ has been simplified, and one can perform ananalogous work on β̂µν , starting again from (A.25), with this time h = 0 and k = 4,and exploiting also (A.33). One finds
β̂µν = ψµναβγδϵηϕ|αβϕ|γδϕ|ϵη + ψµναβγδϕ|αβϕ|γδ + ψµναβϕ|αβ + ψµν , (A.34)

where each ψ is a tensor satsifying property S and depending on gαβ , ϕ and ϕ,α. In
a word, Aµν has been expressed as

Aµν = ξµναβγδϵηϕ|ϵη + ξµναβγδ + ψµναβγδϵηϕ|αβϕ|γδϕ|ϵη

+ ψµναβγδϕ|αβϕ|γδ + ψµναβϕ|αβ + ψµν , (A.35)
where each ξ and each ψ is a tensor satsifying property S and depending on
gαβ, ϕ and ϕ,α.
A.1.4 . Expression of Aµν

The expression of Aµν can thus be obtained, provided one knows the expres-sions for the tensors ξ and ψ (indices omitted) appearing in (A.35). In other words,one must construct the most general tensors satsifying property S and dependingon gαβ , ϕ and ϕ,α, in a four-dimensional spacetime.
Such tensors can be constructed using techniques as the ones used by Lovelockin the appendices of his article [338]. There is one tensor with two indices, one

2For a tensor U = U (gαβ , gαβ,γ , gαβ,γδ, ϕ, ϕ,α, ϕ,αβ) (indices omitted), the derivative with respectto the second derivatives of the metric, U ;αβ,γδ , and the derivative with respect to the second deriva-tives of the scalar, U ;αβ , are also tensors [335]. This is because the Riemann tensor Rµνρσ dependslinearily on gαβ,γδ , and the second covariant derivative ϕ|αβ depends linearily on ϕ,αβ , and depen-dence of U on gαβ,γδ and ϕ,αβ can only come from Rµνρσ and ϕ|αβ respectively.
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with four indices, one with six indices and one with eight indices3. The tensors withtwo, four and six indices each depend on two arbitrary functions of ϕ and its kineticterm X = −(∂ϕ)2/2, while the tensor with eight indices depends on only one sucharbitrary function. Given the structure of (A.35), one sees that Aµν will depend onten arbitrary functions of ϕ and X . In detail, these tensors read:
θα1α2 = C1g

α1α2 + C2ϕ
,α1ϕ,α2 , (A.36)

θα1α2α3α4 = C3 (g
α1α3gα2α4 + gα1α4gα2α3 − 2gα1α2gα3α4)

+ C4

[
ϕ,α1ϕ,α3gα2α4 + ϕ,α2ϕ,α4gα1α3 + ϕ,α1ϕ,α4gα2α3 + ϕ,α2ϕ,α3gα1α4

− 2 (ϕ,α1ϕ,α2gα3α4 + ϕ,α3ϕ,α4gα1α2)
]
, (A.37)

θα1α2α3α4α5α6 = (C5ϕ,µϕ,ν + C6gµν)
(
ϵα1α3α5µϵα2α4α6ν + ϵα1α3α6µϵα2α4α5ν

+ ϵα1α4α5µϵα2α3α6ν + ϵα1α4α6µϵα2α3α5ν
)
, (A.38)

θα1α2α3α4α5α6α7α8 = C7

(
ϵα1α3α5α7ϵα2α4α6α8 + ϵα1α3α5α8ϵα2α4α6α7 + ϵα1α3α6α7ϵα2α4α5α8

+ ϵα1α3α6α8ϵα2α4α5α7 + ϵα2α3α5α7ϵα1α4α6α8 + ϵα2α3α5α8ϵα1α4α6α7

+ ϵα2α3α6α7ϵα1α4α5α8 + ϵα2α3α6α8ϵα1α4α5α7

)
, (A.39)

where C1, · · · , C7 are arbitrary functions of ϕ and X . Eq. (A.35) thus leads, afterlengthy calculations, to the following result: in a four-dimensional spacetime, the
most general symmetric tensor Aµν = Aµν (gµν , gµν,ρ, gµν,ρλ, ϕ, ϕ,ρ, ϕ,ρλ) which is
such that ∇νA

µν is at most of second-order in the derivatives of both gµν and
ϕ, is given by

Aµν = K1δ
µαβγ
δϵ ηκg

δνϕϵ
αR

ηκ
βγ +K2δ

µαβ
γ δ ϵ g

γνR δϵ
αβ +K3δ

µαβγ
δϵ ηκg

δνϕαϕ
ϵR ηκ

βγ

+K4δ
µαβγ
δϵ ηκg

δνϕϵ
αϕ

η
βϕ

κ
γ +K5δ

µαβ
γ δ ϵ g

γνϕδ
αϕ

ϵ
β +K6δ

µαβγ
δϵ ηκg

δνϕαϕ
ϵϕη

βϕ
κ
γ

+K7δ
µα
βγ g

βνϕγ
α +K8δ

µαβ
γ δ ϵ g

γνϕαϕ
δϕϵ

β +K9g
µν +K10ϕ

µϕν , (A.40)
whereK1, · · · , K10 arearbitrary functions ofϕand its kinetic termX = − (∂ϕ)2 /2.Note that we have reinstated the notation ϕα and ϕαβ for the covariant derivatives,since there is no possible confusion here. From now on, we will be dealing only withcovariant derivatives and no more with partial derivatives, so this notation ϕα and
ϕαβ is also used in what follows.

The task is not over yet: the field equations must satisfy the Bianchi identity(A.2), ∇νEµν = Eϕ∇µϕ. Therefore, Eµν is of the form of Aµν , Eq. (A.40), but with theadditional restriction that there must exist a Lorentz scalar B such that

∇νA
µν = B∇µϕ with B = B (gµν , gµν,ρ, gµν,ρλ, ϕ, ϕ,ρ, ϕ,ρλ) . (A.41)

3Remember that, in four spacetime dimensions, a tensorwith propertyS and ten indices (ormore)vanishes identically.
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A.2 . RestrictionsonAµν impliedby (A.41)
The divergence ∇νA

µν can be computed from Eq. (A.40), along with identitiesvalid in four dimensions,
δαβγδϵηκλµνϕ

ηR κλ
βγ R µν

δϵ = 0, δαβγδϵηκλµνϕ
ηϕκ

βϕ
λ
γR

µν
δϵ = 0, δαβγδϵηκλµνϕ

ηϕκ
βϕ

λ
γϕ

µ
δϕ

ν
ϵ = 0. (A.42)

One obtains
∇νA

µν = Qϕµ + αδµαβγ δ ϵ ϕ
ηϕγ

αR
δϵ

ηβ + βδµηβγδ ϵϕ
αϕγ

αR
δϵ

ηβ − γδµαβλδ ϵ ϕρϕ
ρλϕαϕ

ηR δϵ
ηβ

+ ϵδµαβγδϵ ηκϕ
ρR ϵδ

ρα ϕη
βϕ

κ
γ + µδµαβγϕ

δR γβ
δα + νδµηβγδ ϵϕ

ρϕγ
ρϕ

δ
ηϕ

ϵ
β

+ 2ωδµαβγϕ
ρϕβ

ρϕ
γ
α + ξϕρϕ

µρ, (A.43)
where appear functions of ϕ and X , related to theK1, · · · , K10 as follows,

α = 2K1ϕ − 2K3 +K5 − 2XK6, β = K3 + 2XK3X −K1ϕ −K2X ,

γ = K6 − 2K3X , ϵ =
3

2
K4 −K1X , µ = 2K2ϕ +

K7

2
−XK8, (A.44)

ν = 3K6 + 2XK6X − 3K4ϕ −K5X , ω = K8 +XK8X −K5ϕ −
K7X

2
ξ = K10 −K7ϕ −K9X .

Finally, Q = Q (gµν , gµν,ρ, gµν,ρλ, ϕ, ϕ,ρ, ϕ,ρλ) is a Lorentz scalar, and its precise ex-pression is not important: one can immediately infer from (A.43) that Aµν will sat-isfy (A.41) if and only if there exists a Lorentz scalarC = C (gµν , gµν,ρ, gµν,ρλ, ϕ, ϕ,ρ, ϕ,ρλ)such that
C ϕµ = ∇νA

µν −Qϕµ (A.45)
= αδµαβγ δ ϵ ϕ

ηϕγ
αR

δϵ
ηβ + βδµηβγδ ϵϕ

αϕγ
αR

δϵ
ηβ − γδµαβλδ ϵ ϕρϕ

ρλϕαϕ
ηR δϵ

ηβ

+ ϵδµαβγδϵ ηκϕ
ρR ϵδ

ρα ϕη
βϕ

κ
γ + µδµαβγϕ

δR γβ
δα + νδµηβγδ ϵϕ

ρϕγ
ρϕ

δ
ηϕ

ϵ
β

+ 2ωδµαβγϕ
ρϕβ

ρϕ
γ
α + ξϕρϕ

µρ. (A.46)
Horndeski then shows that (A.46), as an equation forC , admits a solution if and onlyif α = β = γ = ϵ = µ = ν = ω = ξ = 0, and this solution is then obviously C = 0. Toshow the vanishing of the functions α, · · · , ξ, the idea is to differentiate (A.46) withrespect to well-chosen arguments, in order to isolate each one of these functions.

For instance, on the right hand side of (A.46), the only terms having secondderivatives of the metric are the ones with Riemann tensor, that is, α, β, γ, ϵ, µ.Among these, only the ϵ term is quadratic in the second derivatives of the scalarfield. Therefore, one can isolate ϵ by differentiating once with respect to gαβ,γδ andtwice with respect to ϕ,αβ . By further contracting with metric symbols (the gαβgγδgϵηin the following equation), one obtains
gαβgγδgϵηC

;αβ;γδ;ϵη,ηκ ϕµ = 4ϵ(ϕµgηκ + ϕκgµη + ϕηgκµ). (A.47)
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Multiplying this last equation by a vector fieldXν such that ϕ,νX
ν = 0 andXνX

ν ̸= 0(such a vector field exists locally around each point of the manifold), one gets ϵ = 0.Similarly, one shows the vanishing of all eight functions α, · · · , ξ. This correspondsto eight partial differential equations on the K1, · · · , K10. Only six of these partialdifferential equations are independent, because
γ − 2ϵϕ − αX = ν, −µX − αϕ − 2Xγϕ − 2βϕ = ω. (A.48)

The remaining six equations imply the following relations between theK1, · · · , K10:
K4 =

2

3
K1X , K5 = 2K3 − 2K1ϕ + 4XK3X , K6 = 2K3X , K2 =

1

2
F,

K7 = 2XK8 − 2Fϕ, K10 = 2XK8ϕ +K9X − 2Fϕϕ. (A.49)
K1,K3,K8 andK9 are arbitrary functions of ϕ and X , while F is the following func-tion of ϕ and X ,

F = 2

∫
(K3 + 2XK3X −K1ϕ) dX, (A.50)

defined up to the addition of an arbitrary function of ϕ. Combining this with (A.40)thus leads to the following result: in a four-dimensional spacetime, themost gen-
eral symmetric tensorAµν = Aµν (gµν , gµν,ρ, gµν,ρλ, ϕ, ϕ,ρ, ϕ,ρλ) verifying that there
exists a Lorentz scalar B = B (gµν , gµν,ρ, gµν,ρλ, ϕ, ϕ,ρ, ϕ,ρλ), such that ∇νA

µν =
B∇µϕ, is:

Aµν = K1δ
µαβγ
δϵ ηκg

δνϕϵ
αR

ηκ
βγ +

1

2
Fδµαβγ δ ϵ g

γνR δϵ
αβ +K3δ

µαβγ
δϵ ηκg

δνϕαϕ
ϵR ηκ

βγ

+
2

3
K1Xδ

µαβγ
δϵ ηκg

δνϕϵ
αϕ

η
βϕ

κ
γ + 2 (K3 −K1ϕ + 2XK3X) δ

µαβ
γ δ ϵ g

γνϕδ
αϕ

ϵ
β

+ 2K3Xδ
µαβγ
δϵ ηκg

δνϕαϕ
ϵϕη

βϕ
κ
γ + 2 (XK8 − Fϕ) δ

µα
βγ g

βνϕγ
α +K8δ

µαβ
γ δ ϵ g

γνϕαϕ
δϕϵ

β

+K9g
µν + (2XK8ϕ +K9X − 2Fϕϕ)ϕ

µϕν . (A.51)
K1,K3,K8 andK9 are arbitrary functions of ϕ and X, and F is given by (A.50).

The proof of Horndeski is now almost complete: such anAµν is the most generaltensor satisfying the same kind of identity (A.2) as the field equations Eµν , namely
∇νEµν = Eϕ∇µϕ, therefore, Eµν must be of the form ofAµν , Eq. (A.51). Still, it remainsto be shown that such an Aµν indeed arises as the Euler-Lagrange equations of anaction functional.

A.3 . Action functional associated toAµν
For this last step of his proof, the intuition of Horndeski is to look for a Lagrangianwhich resembles the trace gµνAµν of the candidate field equations Aµν . This can be
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presented as follows: consider a ’calligraphic version’ of Eq. (A.51),

Aµν = K1δ
µαβγ
δϵ ηκg

δνϕϵ
αR

ηκ
βγ +

1

2
Fδµαβγ δ ϵ g

γνR δϵ
αβ +K3δ

µαβγ
δϵ ηκg

δνϕαϕ
ϵR ηκ

βγ

+
2

3
K1Xδ

µαβγ
δϵ ηκg

δνϕϵ
αϕ

η
βϕ

κ
γ + 2 (K3 −K1ϕ + 2XK3X) δ

µαβ
γ δ ϵ g

γνϕδ
αϕ

ϵ
β

+ 2K3Xδ
µαβγ
δϵ ηκg

δνϕαϕ
ϵϕη

βϕ
κ
γ + 2 (XK8 −Fϕ) δ

µα
βγ g

βνϕγ
α +K8δ

µαβ
γ δ ϵ g

γνϕαϕ
δϕϵ

β

+K9g
µν + (2XK8ϕ +K9X − 2Fϕϕ)ϕ

µϕν , (A.52)
where all functionsK1,K3,K8,K9 and F are now writtenK1,K3,K8,K9 and F , thusdefining a tensor Aµν distinct from the candidate field equations Aµν of Eq. (A.51).Also, F is given in terms ofK1 andK3 as F is given in terms ofK1 andK3, Eq. (A.50).Consider now the following action functional,
S [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x

√−g gµνAµν

=

∫
d4x

√−g
{
K1δ

µαβ
γ δ ϵϕ

γ
µR

δϵ
αβ +

2

3
K1Xδ

µαβ
γ δ ϵϕ

γ
µϕ

δ
αϕ

ϵ
β +K3δ

µαβ
γ δ ϵϕµϕ

γR δϵ
αβ

+ 2K3Xδ
µαβ
γ δ ϵϕµϕ

γϕδ
αϕ

ϵ
β + FδµαβγR βγ

µα + 4 (K3 −K1ϕ + 2XK3X) δ
µα
βγϕ

β
µϕ

γ
α

+ 2K8δ
µα
βγϕµϕ

βϕγ
α + 6 (XK8 −Fϕ)□ϕ+ 4K9

+ 2X (2Fϕϕ − 2XK8ϕ −K9X)
}
. (A.53)

It is only a matter of laborious calculations to compute the functional derivative ofsuch an action. One finds
2√−g

δS

δgµν
= 2XK1Xδ

µαβγ
δϵ ηκg

δνϕϵ
αR

ηκ
βγ + J δµαβγ δ ϵ g

γνR δϵ
αβ

+ 2XK3Xδ
µαβγ
δϵ ηκg

δνϕαϕ
ϵR ηκ

βγ +
4

3
(XK1X)X δ

µαβγ
δϵ ηκg

δνϕϵ
αϕ

η
βϕ

κ
γ

+ 4X (2XK3XX + 3K3X −K1Xϕ) δ
µαβ
γ δ ϵ g

γνϕδ
αϕ

ϵ
β

+ 4 (XK3X)X δ
µαβγ
δϵ ηκg

δνϕαϕ
ϵϕη

βϕ
κ
γ + 4

(
X2K8X − Jϕ

)
δµαβγ g

βνϕγ
α

+ 2XK8Xδ
µαβ
γ δ ϵ g

γνϕαϕ
δϕϵ

β + 2 (XK9X − 2K9) g
µν

+ 2
(
XK9XX −K9X + 2X2K8Xϕ − 2Jϕϕ

)
ϕµϕν , (A.54)

where
J = 2

∫ [
XK3X + 2X (XK3X)X − (XK1X)ϕ

]
dX. (A.55)

Comparison of (A.54) with (A.51) shows that
2√−g

δS

δgµν
= Aµν , (A.56)

provided
K1 =

∫
K1

2X
dX, K3 =

∫
K3

2X
dX, K8 =

∫
K8

2X
dX, K9 = X2

∫
K9

2X3
dX, (A.57)

F = 2

∫
(K3 + 2XK3X −K1ϕ) dX. (A.58)
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This proves thatAµν as given by (A.51) are indeed field equations arising from a vari-ational principle, the associated action functional being given by Eq. (A.53). This ac-tion (A.53) is of the same form as the one presented in paragraph 2.1.1, Eq. (2.5).This concludes the original construction by Horndeski of the most general four-dimensional scalar-tensor action leading to second-order field equations.



B - Disformal transformations
Under the disformal transformation

gµν 7→ g̃µν ≡ gµν +D (ϕ,X)ϕµϕν , ϕ 7→ ϕ̃ ≡ ϕ, (B.1)
an initial Horndeski action

S [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
G2 −G3□ϕ+G4R +G4X

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]

+G5G
µνϕµν −

G5X

6

[
(□ϕ)3 − 3□ϕϕµνϕ

µν + 2ϕµνϕ
νρϕµ

ρ

]} (B.2)
gets mapped to a new action,

S̃ [g̃µν , ϕ] ≡ S [gµν , ϕ] . (B.3)
The new action S̃ [g̃µν , ϕ] belongs to the beyond Horndeski class,

S̃ [g̃µν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x
√
−g̃
{
G̃2 − G̃3□̃ϕ+ G̃4R̃ + G̃4X̃

[(
□̃ϕ
)2

− ϕ̃µνϕ̃µν

]

+ G̃5G̃
µνϕ̃µν −

G̃5X̃

6

[(
□̃ϕ
)3

− 3□̃ϕϕ̃µνϕ̃µν + 2ϕ̃µνϕ̃νρϕ̃µ
ρ

]

+ F̃4ϵ̃
µνρσ ϵ̃αβγσϕ̃µϕ̃αϕ̃νβϕ̃ργ + F̃5ϵ̃

µνρσ ϵ̃αβγδϕ̃µϕ̃αϕ̃νβϕ̃ργϕ̃σδ

}
. (B.4)

The expression of the new functions G̃2, G̃3, G̃4, G̃5, F̃4, F̃5, was computed in allgenerality in our article [47], and is given by
G̃2 = G2

√
1 + 2DX̃ − 2X̃ (H3 +H4 +H5)ϕ −

2X̃2G3Dϕ(
1 + 2DX̃

)3/2 , (B.5)

G̃3 =
G3√

1 + 2DX̃
− (H3 +H4 +H5)

+ 2X̃

{
HR,ϕϕ −H□,ϕ +

1√
1 + 2DX̃

[
2DG4ϕ −Dϕ

(
2X̃G4X̃

1− 2X̃2DX̃

−G4

)]}
,

(B.6)
G̃4 = G4

√
1 + 2DX̃ + X̃


HR,ϕ −

X̃G5Dϕ(
1 + 2DX̃

)3/2


 , (B.7)

G̃5 =
G5√

1 + 2DX̃
+HR, (B.8)
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F̃4 =
DX̃

2

(
2X̃G4X̃

√
1 + 2DX̃

1− 2X̃2DX̃

− G4√
1 + 2DX̃

)
− X̃3G5X̃DX̃Dϕ(

1− 2X̃2DX̃

)(
1 + 2DX̃

)3/2

+
G5

2
(
1 + 2DX̃

)5/2
{
X̃
(
1 + 2DX̃

)
DϕX̃ +Dϕ

[
1− X̃

(
D + 3X̃DX̃

)]}

+
G5ϕD

2
(
1 + 2DX̃

)3/2 − 1

2
HR,ϕX̃ , (B.9)

F̃5 = − X̃G5X̃DX̃

6
(
1− 2X̃2DX̃

)√
1 + 2DX̃

. (B.10)

For conciseness, the following functions were introduced,

H□ =
X̃G5Dϕ(

1 + 2DX̃
)3/2 , HR =

∫
dX̃

G5

(
D + X̃DX̃

)

(
1 + 2DX̃

)3/2 ,

H5 =

∫
dX̃ (H□,ϕ −HR,ϕϕ) , H3 =

∫
dX̃

−G3

(
D + X̃DX̃

)

(
1 + 2DX̃

)3/2 ,

H4 =

∫
dX̃√

1 + 2DX̃

[
Dϕ

(
2X̃G4X̃

1− 2X̃2DX̃

−G4

)
− 2DG4ϕ

]
, (B.11)

thus following the notations of [116], with the difference that a dependence on thekinetic term X is now included for the disformal function D (ϕ,X). The ingredientsused for the computation are the following ones:
g̃µν = gµν − D

1− 2DX
ϕµϕν , (B.12)

X̃ =
X

1− 2DX
, 1 + 2DX̃ =

1

1− 2DX
, (B.13)

gµν = g̃µν +
D

1 + 2DX̃
ϕ̃µϕ̃ν ,

√−g =
√

−g̃
√
1 + 2DX̃. (B.14)

One must compute the following tensor:
C̃λ

µν ≡ Γ̃λ
µν − Γλ

µν

=
Dϕ

2
(
1 + 2DX̃

) ϕ̃λϕ̃µϕ̃ν −
DX̃

1 + 2DX̃
ϕ̃λϕ̃σϕ̃σ(µϕ̃ν) +

DX̃

2
ϕ̃λσϕ̃σϕ̃µϕ̃ν

+
DDX̃

2
(
1 + 2DX̃

) ϕ̃ρϕ̃ρσϕ̃
σϕ̃λϕ̃µϕ̃ν +

D

1 + 2DX̃
ϕ̃λϕ̃µν .
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Then:
Rσν = R̃σν + ∇̃νC̃

µ
µσ + C̃λ

νσ C̃
µ
µλ − ∇̃µC̃

µ
νσ − C̃λ

µσ C̃
µ
νλ , (B.15)

R =

(
g̃σν +

D

1 + 2DX̃
ϕ̃σϕ̃ν

)(
R̃σν + ∇̃νC̃

µ
µσ + C̃λ

νσ C̃
µ
µλ − ∇̃µC̃

µ
νσ − C̃λ

µσ C̃
µ
νλ

)
,

(B.16)
ϕµν = ϕ̃µν + C̃λ

µν ϕ̃λ. (B.17)





C - Field equations
This appendix details the field equations for both beyondHorndeski andquadraticDHOST theories. As in all this manuscript, we stick to the usual notations for beyondHorndeski and DHOST theories. In particular, the kinetic term X is

X = −1

2
∂µϕ ∂

µϕ for beyond Horndeski, X = ∂µϕ ∂
µϕ for DHOST. (C.1)

With these notations, the beyond Horndeski action is
S [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
G2 −G3□ϕ+G4R +G4X

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]

+G5G
µνϕµν −

G5X

6

[
(□ϕ)3 − 3□ϕϕµνϕ

µν + 2ϕµνϕ
νρϕµ

ρ

]

+ F4 ϵ
µνρσϵαβγσϕµϕαϕνβϕργ + F5 ϵ

µνρσϵαβγδϕµϕαϕνβϕργϕσδ

}
, (C.2)

with functions G2,3,4,5, F4,5 of the scalar field ϕ and its kinetic term X = −1
2
∂µϕ ∂

µϕ,while the quadratic DHOST action is
S [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
F R + P +Q□ϕ+ A1ϕµνϕ

µν + A2 (□ϕ)
2 + A3□ϕϕ

µϕµνϕ
ν

+ A4ϕ
µϕµνϕ

νρϕρ + A5 (ϕ
µϕµνϕ

ν)2
}
, (C.3)

with functions F , P ,Q,A1,2,3,4,5 of the scalar field ϕ and its kinetic termX = ∂µϕ ∂
µϕ.The usual abreviations are used, ϕµ = ∂µϕ = ∇µϕ, ϕµν = ∇µ∇νϕ = ∇ν∇µϕ = ϕνµ.The field equations are

Eµν ≡ 2√−g
δS

δgµν
, Eϕ ≡ 1√−g

δS

δϕ
. (C.4)

C.1 . BeyondHorndeski field equations
This section first focuses on the beyond Horndeski field equations. The metricfield equations can be decomposed between the contributions of the various terms

G2, G3, G4, G5, F4 and F5 as
Eµν = E (G2)

µν + E (G3)
µν + E (G4)

µν + E (G5)
µν + E (F4)

µν + E (F5)
µν . (C.5)

The various contributions are computed to be:
E (G2)
µν = −G2gµν −G2Xϕµϕν , (C.6)
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E (G3)
µν = 2G3ϕ

[
ϕµϕν +Xgµν

]
+G3X

[
□ϕϕµϕν + ϕρϕρσϕ

σgµν − 2ϕρϕρ(µϕν)

]
, (C.7)

E (G4)
µν = 2G4Gµν +G4X

{
4ϕρRρ(µϕν) + 2ϕµρϕ

ρ
ν +

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕρσϕ

ρσ − 2Rρσϕ
ρϕσ
]
gµν

+ 2Rµρνσϕ
ρϕσ −Rϕµϕν − 2□ϕϕµν

}
+G4XX

{
4□ϕϕρϕρ(µϕν) − 4ϕρϕρσϕ

σ
(µϕν)

+ 2ϕρϕρσϕ
σϕµν + 2

[
ϕρϕρσϕ

σλϕλ −□ϕϕρϕρσϕ
σ
]
gµν −

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕρσϕ

ρσ
]
ϕµϕν

− 2ϕρϕρµϕ
σϕσν

}
− 2G4ϕ

[
ϕµν −□ϕgµν

]
− 2G4ϕϕ

[
ϕµϕν + 2Xgµν

]

+ 4G4ϕX

{
X
[
ϕµν −□ϕgµν

]
+ 2ϕρϕρ(µϕν) −□ϕϕµϕν − ϕρϕρσϕ

σgµν

}
, (C.8)

E (G5)
µν = G5X

{1
2
R□ϕϕµϕν −Rϕρϕρ(µϕν) + 2Rσ

ρϕ
ρϕσ(µϕν) −Rρσϕρσϕµϕν

+ 2ϕρϕρσR
σ
(µϕν) +

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕρσϕ

ρσ
]
ϕµν − 2□ϕϕρRρ(µϕν) − 2□ϕϕρ

µϕρν

−Rρσϕ
ρϕσϕµν + 2ϕρϕσRρ(µϕν)σ − ϕρϕρσϕ

σGµν + 2ϕρσϕ
ρ
µϕ

σ
ν

− 2gµνR
σ
ρϕ

ρϕσλϕ
λ − 1

3
gµν

[
(□ϕ)3−3□ϕϕρσϕ

ρσ+2ϕρσϕ
σλϕρ

λ

]
+□ϕRρσϕ

ρϕσgµν

− 2ϕρϕσϕλ
(µRν)ρσλ −□ϕRµρνσϕ

ρϕσ + 2R(µ|ρ|ν)σϕ
ρϕσ

λϕ
λ + 2ϕσϕρλϕ(µRν)ρσλ

− gµνRρσλτϕ
ρϕλϕστ

}
+G5XX

{1
6

[
(□ϕ)3 − 3□ϕϕρσϕ

ρσ + 2ϕρσϕ
σλϕρ

λ

]
ϕµϕν

+□ϕϕρϕσϕρµϕσν +
[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕρσϕ

ρσ
][ϕλϕλτϕ

τ

2
gµν − ϕλϕλ(µϕν)

]

− 2ϕρϕσϕσλϕρ(µϕ
λ
ν) +□ϕϕρϕρσ

[
2ϕσ

(µϕν) − ϕσϕµν

]
+ ϕρϕρσϕ

σϕλ
µϕλν

+ ϕρϕρσϕ
σ
λ

[
ϕλϕµν − 2ϕλ

(µϕν)

]
+ gµνϕ

ρϕσϕσλ

[
ϕλ
τϕ

τ
ρ −□ϕϕλ

ρ

]}
+G5ϕ

{
Rϕµϕν

− 4ϕρRρ(µϕν) − 2XGµν −
[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕρσϕ

ρσ
]
gµν − 2ϕρ

µϕρν

+ 2
[
Rρσgµν −Rµρνσ

]
ϕρϕσ + 2□ϕϕµν

}
+G5ϕϕ

{
□ϕϕµϕν − 2X

[
ϕµν −□ϕgµν

]

− 2ϕρϕρ(µϕν) + ϕρϕρσϕ
σgµν

}
+G5ϕX

{[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕρσϕ

ρσ
][
ϕµϕν +Xgµν

]

− 4□ϕϕρϕρ(µϕν) + 2ϕρϕσϕρµϕσν + 2X
[
ϕρ
µϕρν −□ϕϕµν

]

+ 2ϕρϕσ
[(

□ϕϕρσ − ϕλ
ρϕλσ

)
gµν − ϕρσϕµν

]
+ 4ϕρϕρσϕ

σ
(µϕν)

}
, (C.9)
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E (F4)
µν = 2XF4

{
4ϕρRρ(µϕν) +

[
(□ϕ)2 + ϕρσϕ

ρσ − 2Rρσϕ
ρϕσ
]
gµν − 2□ϕϕµν − 2ϕρ∇ρϕµν

+ 2gµνϕ
ρ□ϕρ

}
+ 2F4

{[
3ϕρσϕ

ρσ − 2 (□ϕ)2 + ϕρ□ϕρ +Rρσϕ
ρϕσ
]
ϕµϕν

+ 6□ϕϕρϕρ(µϕν) − 2ϕρϕσϕρµϕσν + 2ϕρϕρσϕ
σϕµν − 2ϕρϕσ∇ρϕσ(µϕν)

− 8ϕρϕρσϕ
σ
(µϕν) + gµνϕ

ρϕσ
[
ϕλ∇λϕρσ + 3ϕλ

ρϕλσ − 2□ϕϕρσ

]}

+ 2XF4X

{
4□ϕϕρϕρ(µϕν) − 4ϕρϕρσϕ

σ
(µϕν) + 2ϕρϕρσϕ

σϕµν − 2□ϕϕρϕρσϕ
σgµν

−
[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕρσϕ

ρσ
]
ϕµϕν

}
+ 2F4Xϕ

ρϕρσ

{
2ϕσϕλϕλ(µϕν) − ϕσ

λϕ
λϕµϕν

− gµνϕ
σϕλϕλτϕ

τ
}
+ 4XF4ϕ

{
2X
[
ϕµν −□ϕgµν

]
−□ϕ

[
ϕµϕν + 2Xgµν

]

+ 2ϕρϕρ(µϕν)

}
, (C.10)

E (F5)
µν = − 12XF5

{
2Rσ

ρϕ
ρϕσ(µϕν) + (□ϕ)2 ϕµν − 2□ϕϕρRρ(µϕν) −Rρσϕ

ρϕσϕµν

− 1

3
gµν

[
(□ϕ)3 − ϕρσϕ

σλϕρ
λ

]
+□ϕRρσϕ

ρϕσgµν − 2ϕρϕσϕλ
(µRν)ρσλ

+ 2ϕσϕρλϕ(µRν)ρσλ − gµνRρσλτϕ
ρϕλϕστ +□ϕ

[
ϕρ∇ρϕµν − ϕρ

µϕρν − ϕρ□ϕρgµν

]

+ ϕρ□ϕρϕµν − 2ϕρ∇σϕρ(µϕ
σ
ν) + ϕρ∇σϕρλϕ

σλgµν

}
+ 12F5ϕ

ρϕρσ

{
ϕσϕλRλ(µϕν)

− 4□ϕϕσ
(µϕν) + 2ϕλϕλ(µϕ

σ
ν) +□ϕϕσ

λϕ
λ − ϕσ

λϕ
λϕµν −Rσ

λϕ
λϕµϕν +

1

2
□ϕϕσϕµν

− 1

2
ϕσϕλ∇λϕµν − ϕσϕρ

µϕρν −
ϕσ

4

[
(□ϕ)2 − 2ϕρ□ϕρ − 3ϕλτϕ

λτ
]
gµν

}

+ 3F5ϕ
ρ
{[

3 (□ϕ)2 − 5ϕλτϕ
λτ − 2ϕσ□ϕσ

]
ϕρ(µϕν) + 2ϕσϕλ∇σϕλ(µϕν)ρ

− 2□ϕϕσϕσµϕνρ

}
+ F5ϕµϕν

{
6□ϕ

[
Rρσϕ

ρϕσ + ϕρ□ϕρ + 21ϕρσϕ
ρσ − 5 (□ϕ)2

]

− 16ϕρσϕ
σλϕρ

λ − 6ϕρϕσλ∇σϕρλ − 6Rρσλτϕ
ρϕλϕστ

}
+ 6F5ϕ

σϕλ
{
2ϕρ

σ∇ρϕλ(µϕν)

+∇ρϕσλ

[
ϕρ
(
□ϕgµν − ϕµν

)
+ 2ϕρ

(µϕν)

]
− 2□ϕ∇σϕλ(µϕν) − gµν

[
Rσλϕ

ρϕρτϕ
τ

+ 2ϕρϕτ
σ∇τϕρλ + 3ϕρ

σϕρτϕ
τ
λ

]}
+ 60F5ϕ

ρϕρσϕ
σλϕλ(µϕν) + 2XF5X

{
−ϕµϕν

[
(□ϕ)3 − 3□ϕϕρσϕ

ρσ + 2ϕρσϕ
σλϕρ

λ

]
+ 3
[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕρσϕ

ρσ
][
2ϕλϕλ(µϕν)

− ϕλϕλτϕ
τgµν

]
+ 6ϕρϕρσ

[
ϕσ□ϕϕµν + 2ϕσλϕλ(µϕν) − 2ϕσϕλ

µϕνλ − 2□ϕϕσ
(µϕν)

]}

+ 6F5X

{
ϕρϕρσϕ

σ
[
2□ϕϕλϕλ(µϕν) − ϕλϕλµϕ

τϕτν + ϕλϕλτϕ
τ
(
ϕµν −□ϕgµν

)

+ ϕλϕλτ

(
ϕτγϕγgµν − 2ϕτ

(µϕν)

)]
+ ϕρϕσϕλ

ρ

[
ϕλτϕ

τ
σ −□ϕϕσλ

]
ϕµϕν

}

+ 6XF5ϕ

{
2
[
ϕρϕρσϕ

σ + 2X□ϕ
]
ϕµν −

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕρσϕ

ρσ
][
ϕµϕν + 2Xgµν

]

+ 4□ϕϕρϕρ(µϕν) − 2ϕρϕρµϕ
σϕσν − 4Xϕρ

µϕρν − 4ϕρϕρσϕ
σ
(µϕν)

+ 2gµνϕ
ρϕσ
[
ϕρλϕ

λ
σ −□ϕϕρσ

]}
. (C.11)
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On the other hand, taking inspiration from [105], the scalar field equation can bewritten in a compact way as

Eϕ =
5∑

i=2

(
P(Gi) −∇µJ (Gi)

µ

)
+

5∑

i=4

(
P(Fi) −∇µJ (Fi)

µ

) (C.12)

The various ’currents’J µ are obtained by introducing an auxiliary vector field χµ andmaking the replacements ∇µϕ → χµ, ∇µ∇νϕ → ∇µχν in the action, and computing
the functional derivative (

√−g)−1
δS/δχµ. As a consequence, if the action is shift-symmetric, the associated Noether currentJ µshift, see Eq. (2.59), is immediately givenby

J µshift = J (G2)µ+J (G3)µ+J (G4)µ+J (G5)µ+J (F4)µ+J (F5)µ if shift symmetry. (C.13)
The various currents are given by
J (G2)µ = −G2Xϕ

µ, J (G3)µ = G3X

[
□ϕϕµ − ϕνϕ

νµ
]
+G3ϕϕ

µ, (C.14)

J (G4)µ = 2G4XG
µνϕν +G4XX

{
2□ϕϕνϕ

νµ − 2ϕνϕνρϕ
ρµ −

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕρσϕ

ρσ
]
ϕµ
}

− 2G4ϕX

[
□ϕϕµ − ϕνϕ

νµ
]
, (C.15)

J (G5)µ = G5X

{R
2

[
□ϕϕµ − ϕνϕ

νµ
]
+Rνρϕ

νϕρµ −Rνρϕ
νρϕµ + ϕνϕνρR

ρµ −□ϕϕνR
νµ

+Rµ
νρσϕ

ρϕνσ
}
+G5XX

{ϕµ

6

[
(□ϕ)3 − 3□ϕϕνρϕ

νρ + 2ϕσνϕ
νρϕσ

ρ

]
−

1

2

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕρσϕ

ρσ
]
ϕνϕ

νµ +
[
□ϕϕνϕνρ − ϕνϕ

νσϕσρ

]
ϕρµ
}
−G5ϕG

µνϕν

+G5ϕX

{1
2

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕρσϕ

ρσ
]
ϕµ +

[
ϕνϕνρ −□ϕϕρ

]
ϕρµ
}
, (C.16)

J (F4)µ = 2F4

{
2XRµνϕν −

[
2 (□ϕ)2 − 3ϕρσϕ

ρσ
]
ϕµ +Rνρϕ

νϕρϕµ + ϕν□ϕνϕ
µ

−
[
4ϕνϕνρ − 3□ϕϕρ

]
ϕρµ − ϕνϕρ∇νϕ

µ
ρ

}
+ 2F4X

{
X
[
2□ϕϕνϕ

νµ − 2ϕνϕνρϕ
ρµ

−
(
(□ϕ)2 − ϕρσϕ

ρσ
)
ϕµ
]
+ ϕνϕνρϕσ

[
ϕρϕσµ − ϕρσϕµ

]}

+ 2F4ϕϕν

[
ϕνρϕρϕ

µ + 2Xϕνµ
]
, (C.17)
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J (F5)µ = F5

{[
−5 (□ϕ)3 + 21□ϕϕνρϕ

νρ − 10ϕσνϕ
νρϕσ

ρ

]
ϕµ

+ 3
[
3 (□ϕ)2 − 5ϕρσϕ

ρσ
]
ϕνϕ

νµ + 6Rνρϕ
νϕµ
[
□ϕϕρ − 2ϕρσϕσ

]

+ 12Xϕν

[
□ϕRµν −Rνρϕµ

ρ

]
+ 6□ϕρ

[
ϕνϕ

νρϕµ +□ϕϕρϕµ − ϕρϕνϕ
νµ
]

− 6□ϕϕν
[
ϕρ∇νϕ

µ
ρ + 5ϕνρϕ

ρµ
]
+ 30ϕνϕνρϕ

ρ
σϕ

σµ + 6ϕρϕρσϕ
σRµνϕν

− 6ϕνϕρσ
[
2XRµ

ρνσ +Rµ
νλρϕ

λϕσ +Rλρνσϕ
λϕµ
]}

− 12F5X

{
X
[ϕµ

6

(
(□ϕ)3 − 3□ϕϕνρϕ

νρ + 2ϕσνϕ
νρϕσ

ρ

)

− 1

2

(
(□ϕ)2 − ϕρσϕ

ρσ
)
ϕνϕ

νµ +
(
□ϕϕνϕνρ − ϕνϕ

νσϕσρ

)
ϕρµ
]

− 1

2
□ϕϕνϕνρϕσ

[
ϕρϕσµ − ϕρσϕµ

]}
+ 6F5ϕ□ϕϕν

[
ϕνρϕρϕ

µ + 2Xϕνµ
]
. (C.18)

The remaining parts P are nothing but the partial derivatives with respect to ϕ ofthe respective Lagrangians,
P(G2) = G2ϕ, P(G3) = −G3ϕ□ϕ, P(G4) = G4ϕR +G4ϕX

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]
, (C.19)

P(G5) = G5ϕG
µνϕµν −

G5ϕX

6

[
(□ϕ)3 − 3□ϕϕµνϕ

µν + 2ϕµνϕ
νρϕµ

ρ

]
, (C.20)

P(F4) = 2F4ϕ

{
X
[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]
+□ϕϕµϕµνϕ

ν − ϕµϕµνϕ
νρϕρ

}
, (C.21)

P(F5) = F5ϕ

{
2X
[
(□ϕ)3 − 3□ϕϕµνϕ

µν + 2ϕµνϕ
νρϕµ

ρ

]
+ 3
[
(□ϕ)2 ϕµϕµνϕ

ν

− 2□ϕϕµϕ
µνϕνρϕ

ρ − ϕµνϕ
µνϕρϕρσϕ

σ + 2ϕµϕ
µνϕνρϕ

ρσϕσ

]}
. (C.22)

C.2 . Quadratic DHOST field equations
As regards quadratic DHOST theories, the metric field equations also split as

Eµν = E (F )
µν + E (P )

µν + E (Q)
µν + E (A1)

µν + E (A2)
µν + E (A3)

µν + E (A4)
µν + E (A5)

µν . (C.23)
The different contributions are given by
E (F )
µν = 2FGµν + 2FX

{
2
[
ϕρ□ϕρ + ϕρσϕ

ρσ
]
gµν − 2ϕµρϕ

ρ
ν − 2Rµρνσϕ

ρϕσ +Rϕµϕν

− 2ϕρ∇ρϕµν

}
+ 8FXX

{
ϕρϕρσϕ

σλϕλgµν − ϕρϕρµϕ
σϕσν

}
− 2Fϕ

[
ϕµν −□ϕgµν

]

− 2Fϕϕ

[
ϕµϕν −Xgµν

]
− 8FϕX

{
ϕρϕρ(µϕν) − ϕρϕρσϕ

σgµν

}
, (C.24)
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E (P )
µν = 2PXϕµϕν − P gµν , (C.25)

E (Q)
µν = −Qϕ

[
2ϕµϕν −Xgµν

]
+ 2QX

[
□ϕϕµϕν + ϕρϕρσϕ

σgµν − 2ϕρϕρ(µϕν)

]
, (C.26)

E (A1)
µν = A1

{
2□ϕϕµν − ϕρσϕ

ρσgµν − 4□ϕ(µϕν) + 2ϕρ∇ρϕµν

}
+ 2A1X

{
2ϕρϕρσϕ

σϕµν

− 4ϕρϕρσϕ
σ
(µϕν) + ϕρσϕ

ρσϕµϕν

}
+ 2A1ϕ

{
Xϕµν − 2ϕρϕρ(µϕν)

}
, (C.27)

E (A2)
µν = A2

{
4ϕρRρ(µϕν) +

[
(□ϕ)2 − 2Rρσϕ

ρϕσ + 2ϕρ□ϕρ

]
gµν − 4□ϕ(µϕν)

}

+ 2A2X

{
(□ϕ)2 ϕµϕν + 2□ϕϕρϕρσϕ

σgµν − 4□ϕϕρϕρ(µϕν)

}

+ 2A2ϕ□ϕ
{
Xgµν − 2ϕµϕν

}
, (C.28)

E (A3)
µν = A3

{[
Rρσϕ

ρϕσ − (□ϕ)2 − ϕρ□ϕρ

]
ϕµϕν + 2□ϕϕρϕρ(µϕν) − 4ϕρϕρσϕ

σ
(µϕν)

− 2ϕρϕσ∇ρϕσ(µϕν) + gµνϕ
ρϕσ
[
ϕλ∇λϕρσ + 2ϕλ

ρϕλσ

]}

+ 2A3Xϕ
ρϕρσϕ

σ
{
gµνϕ

λϕλτϕ
τ − 2ϕλϕλ(µϕν)

}

− A3ϕ

{
ϕρϕρσϕ

σ
[
2ϕµϕν −Xgµν

]
+X□ϕϕµϕν

}
, (C.29)

E (A4)
µν = A4

{
2ϕρϕσϕρµϕσν − ϕρϕρσϕ

σλϕλgµν − 2
[
ϕρ□ϕρ + ϕρσϕ

ρσ
]
ϕµϕν

}

− 2ϕρϕσ
[
A4Xϕ

λ
ρϕλσ + A4ϕϕρσ

]
ϕµϕν , (C.30)

E (A5)
µν = A5

{
ϕρϕρσϕ

σ
[
4ϕλϕλ(µϕν) − ϕλϕλτϕ

τgµν

]
− 2ϕρϕσ

[
□ϕϕρσ + ϕλ∇λϕρσ

+ 2ϕλ
ρϕλσ

]
ϕµϕν

}
− 2ϕρϕρσϕ

σ
[
A5Xϕ

λϕλτϕ
τ + A5ϕX

]
ϕµϕν . (C.31)

Just as for beyond Horndeski, the scalar field equation can be written as
Eϕ = P(F )−∇µJ (F )

µ +P(P )−∇µJ (P )
µ +P(Q)−∇µJ (Q)

µ +
5∑

i=1

(
P(Ai)−∇µJ (Ai)

µ

)
. (C.32)

The ’currents’ are
J (F )µ = 2FXRϕ

µ, J (P )µ = 2PXϕ
µ, J (Q)µ = 2QX

[
□ϕϕµ − ϕνϕ

νµ
]
−Qϕϕ

µ,

(C.33)

J (A1)µ = −2A1□ϕ
µ + 2A1X

[
ϕρσϕ

ρσϕµ − 2ϕνϕνρϕ
ρµ
]
− 2A1ϕϕνϕ

νµ, (C.34)
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J (A2)µ = 2A2

[
Rµνϕν −□ϕµ

]
+ 2A2X□ϕ

[
□ϕϕµ − 2ϕνϕ

νµ
]
− 2A2ϕ□ϕϕ

µ, (C.35)

J (A3)µ = A3

{
Rνρϕ

νϕρϕµ − (□ϕ)2 ϕµ −
[
2ϕνϕνρ −□ϕϕρ

]
ϕρµ − ϕν□ϕνϕ

µ

− ϕνϕρ∇νϕ
µ
ρ

}
− 2A3Xϕ

νϕνρϕ
ρϕσϕ

σµ − A3ϕ

[
X□ϕ+ ϕνϕνρϕ

ρ
]
ϕµ, (C.36)

J (A4)µ = − 2A4

[
ϕρσϕ

ρσ + ϕν□ϕν

]
ϕµ − 2ϕνϕρ

[
A4Xϕ

σ
νϕσρ + A4ϕϕνρ

]
ϕµ, (C.37)

J (A5)µ = 2A5ϕ
νϕνρ

[
ϕρϕσϕ

σµ −□ϕϕρϕµ − 2ϕρσϕσϕ
µ
]
− 2A5ϕ

νϕρϕσ∇νϕρσϕ
µ

− 2ϕνϕνρϕ
ρ
[
A5Xϕ

σϕσλϕ
λ +XA5ϕ

]
ϕµ, (C.38)

and the remaining parts are again the partial derivatives with respect to ϕ of therespective Lagrangians,
P(F ) = FϕR, P(P ) = Pϕ, P(Q) = Qϕ□ϕ, P(A1) = A1ϕϕµνϕ

µν , (C.39)

P(A2) = A2ϕ (□ϕ)
2 , P(A3) = A3ϕ□ϕϕ

µϕµνϕ
ν , P(A4) = A4ϕϕ

µϕµνϕ
νρϕρ, (C.40)

P(A5) = A5ϕ (ϕ
µϕµνϕ

ν)2 . (C.41)





D - Noether current for the global con-
formal symmetry

This appendix presents the Noether current associated with the global confor-mal symmetry presented in paragraph 2.4.2, under rescalings by a constant param-eter ω,
gµν → ω2gµν , ϕ→ ϕ

ω
. (D.1)

The Horndeski theories which are invariant under such a transformation are [162]
S [gµν , ϕ] =

∫
d4x

√−g
{
ϕ4a2 (Y )− ϕa3 (Y )□ϕ+ ϕ2a4 (Y )R +

a4Y
ϕ2

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]

+
a5 (Y )

ϕ
Gµνϕµν −

a5Y
6ϕ5

[
(□ϕ)3 − 3□ϕϕµνϕ

µν + 2ϕµνϕ
νρϕµ

ρ

]}
, (D.2)

where a2, a3, a4, a5 are arbitrary functions of Y , and Y is defined as the combination
Y ≡ X/ϕ4, invariant under (D.1).

The action has the following form,
S =

∫
d4xL (g, ∂g, ∂∂g, ϕ, ∂ϕ, ∂∂ϕ) . (D.3)

The Euler-Lagrange equations are
0 =

∂L

∂gµν
− ∂ρ

∂L

∂ (∂ρgµν)
+ ∂ρ∂σ

∂L

∂ (∂ρ∂σgµν)
, (D.4)

0 =
∂L

∂ϕ
− ∂ρ

∂L

∂ (∂ρϕ)
+ ∂ρ∂σ

∂L

∂ (∂ρ∂σϕ)
. (D.5)

The fields are collectively denoted as φa. If under a transformation φa → φa +∆φa,the action S is invariant, then δL is a total divergence, δL = ∂ρj
ρ. Moreover, onehas:

δL =
∂L

∂φa
∆φa +

∂L

∂ (∂ρφa)
∂ρ∆φ

a +
∂L

∂ (∂ρ∂σφa)
∂ρ∂σ∆φ

a

= ∂ρ
∂L

∂ (∂ρφa)
∆φa − ∂ρ∂σ

∂L

∂ (∂ρ∂σφa)
∆φa +

∂L

∂ (∂ρφa)
∂ρ∆φ

a +
∂L

∂ (∂ρ∂σφa)
∂ρ∂σ∆φ

a

= ∂ρ

(
∂L

∂ (∂ρφa)
∆φa

)
+ ∂ρ

(
∂L

∂ (∂ρ∂σφa)
∂σ∆φ

a −∆φa∂σ
∂L

∂ (∂ρ∂σφa)

)
. (D.6)

The Noether current Jρconf such that ∂ρJρconf = 0 is therefore:
Jρconf =

(
∂L

∂ (∂ρφa)
− ∂σ

∂L

∂ (∂ρ∂σφa)

)
∆φa +

∂L

∂ (∂ρ∂σφa)
∂σ∆φ

a − jρ. (D.7)
215



216 Appendix D Noether current for the global conformal symmetry

For the conformal symmetry, the transformation is gµν = ω2gµν and ϕ → ϕ/ω. Itsinfinitesimal form under ω = 1 − ϵ is ∆gµν = 2ϵgµν and ∆ϕ = ϵϕ. Moreover, theinvariance is exact at the Lagrangian level itself, i.e. jρ = 0. Finally, the computationof Jρconf yields a result of the form
Jρconf = ϵ

√−gJ ρconf, (D.8)
where J ρconf is a Lorentz vector, covariantly conserved,

∇ρJ ρconf = 0. (D.9)
Straightforward computations lead to the following conformal Noether current,

J ρconf =
5∑

i=2

J ρconf,i, (D.10)
where the contributions of the G2, G3, G4 and G5 terms are respectively:

J ρconf,2 = −G2X ϕ ∂
ρϕ, (D.11)

J ρconf,3 = G3∂
ρϕ+ ϕ

[
(G3X□ϕ+G3ϕ) ∂

ρϕ−G3X∂αϕ∇α∇ρϕ
]
, (D.12)

J ρconf,4 = − 6G4ϕ∂
ρϕ+ ϕ

{
2G4X G

ρν∂νϕ+ 2G4Xϕ

(
∂µϕ∇µ∇ρϕ−□ϕ∂ρϕ

)

+G4XX

(
2□ϕ∂µϕ∇µ∇ρϕ− 2∂µϕ∇µ∇νϕ∇ν∇ρϕ

−
[
(□ϕ)2 − (ϕµν)

2] ∂ρϕ
)}
, (D.13)

J ρconf,5 = G5X

{
−4XGρµϕµ +□ϕϕµϕ

µρ − ϕµϕµνϕ
νρ − 1

2

[
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
]
ϕρ

}

+ 2G5ϕ (□ϕϕ
ρ − ϕµϕ

µρ) + ϕ
{
−L5Xϕ

ρ − 2G5ϕG
ρµϕµ −G5X

[
GρµXµ

+Rρµ□ϕϕµ −Rµνϕ
µϕνρ −Rαρβµϕµϕαβ

]
+G5ϕX

[ϕρ

2

(
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
)

+□ϕXρ −Xµϕ
µρ
]
+G5XX

[Xρ

2

(
(□ϕ)2 − ϕµνϕ

µν
)

−Xµ (□ϕϕ
µρ − ϕαµϕρ

α)
]}
. (D.14)

The following notation is used, Xµ ≡ ∂µX . Remember that in these expressions,the Horndeski functionsG2,3,4,5 must have the form imposed by the invariant action(D.2), for instance G2(ϕ,X) = ϕ4a2(Y ).



E - Expression of G̃2, G̃3 and F̃4 for the
wormhole theory

In paragraph 6.1.4, we gave the beyond Horndeski functions for the theory which
admits the wormhole (6.19-6.21) as a solution, but the expressions for G̃2, G̃3 and F̃4are too long and we report it here. y stands for the scalar field ϕ, x for the disformedkinetic term X̃ .

F̃4 (y, x) =
1

2
√
2
√
aBΞx

√
a−aΞ
a−1 (8(a− 1)Bx+ a)

{
αBy

[
a3/2(Ξ + 1)

(
ln

(
Ξ + 1

4B

)
+ 2

)

+ 4
√
aBx(a− 1)

(
(Ξ + 4) ln

(
Ξ + 1

4B

)
+ 2(Ξ− 2) + 8

)]}

− (a− 1)αBy(4(a− 1)Bx+ aΞ + a− 2Ξ)

(8(a− 1)Bx+ a)
√

− Bx
Ξ+1(a(Ξ− 1)− 4(a− 1)Bx)

+
α ln

(
Ξ+1
4B

)
By(8(a− 1)Bx+ 3aΞ− a)

16Ξ(8(a− 1)Bx+ a)
(
− Bx

Ξ+1

)3/2

+

√
− Bx

Ξ+1(4(a− 1)Bx+ aΞ + a− 2Ξ)
(
a(Ξ− 1)

(
βe2y − 1

)
+ 8αx(1− a)

)

4aΞx2(a(Ξ− 1)− 4(a− 1)Bx)

− α(aΞ + a− 2)B′(y)(4(a− 1)Bx+ aΞ + a)

16(a− 1)aB2Ξx2
√
− Bx

Ξ+1

, (E.1)
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G̃3 (y, x) =
α ln

(
Ξ+1
4B

)
Byyx

2

Ξ
(
− Bx

Ξ+1

)3/2 −
4(a− 1)α ln

(
Ξ+1
4B

)
B2

yx
3

aΞ3
(
− Bx

Ξ+1

)3/2 +
αx

(
− Bx

Ξ+1

)3/2

+
α(Ξa+ a+ 4(a− 1)Bx)B2

yx

B2(a+ 8(a− 1)Bx)
√
− Bx

Ξ+1

+
3α(Ξa+ a+ 4(a− 1)Bx) ln
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Ξ+1
4B
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B2

yx

2B2(a+ 8(a− 1)Bx)
√
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)

(a− 1)aB2x

− 2

(
16xα(a− 1)2

a(4Bxa− Ξa+ a− 4Bx)
+ e2yβ +

α(Ξ + 1)

B
− 1

)
By

}

+
1

12(a− 1)B2
√
− Bx

Ξ+1

{
12e2yβ

[
2a(Ξ− 2) + arctan

( √
2√

Ξ− 1

)

√
2
√
Ξ− 1 + 2

]
B2 +

[
8Bxα+ a

(
−8Bxα− 4(Ξ− 1)α+ 3B

(
e2yβ − 1

)

(Ξ− 1)
)]

By

}
+

1
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(
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Ξ(Ξ + 1)2

{
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2x3α

[(
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+ 8a5/2 − 4(1− a)Ξa3/2 + 4(1− a)a3/2 + 4(a− 1)Bx

(
4(3Ξ + 5)a3/2

− 4
√
a(3Ξ + 5) + (a− 1)(5Ξ + 8) ln

(
Ξ + 1

4B

)√
a+ 2(6− 5Ξ)(1− a)

√
a

))
B2

y

+ 2B(a+ 8(a− 1)Bx)

(
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(
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a+ 2(Ξ− 1)(1− a)

√
a
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Byy
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B
√
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1−a

−H5, (E.2)
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G̃2 (y, x) =
1

12(a− 1)a2αB4(Ξ− 1)5/2Ξ

{
−2a2BΞ(Ξ− 1)2

√
− Bx
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220 Appendix E Expression of G̃2, G̃3 and F̃4 for the wormhole theory

The expression for H5(y, x), which appears in G̃2 and G̃3, is:
H5 (y, x) =

α

4

∫ {
8(a− 1)x2 ln
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Ξ+1
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)
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y

aΞ3
(
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