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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 une
unique solution de trou noir, caractérisée par
sa masse M, son moment angulaire J, et
sa charge électrique Q. On dit donc que les
trous noirs en Relativité Générale n'ont pas
de cheveux, c'est-a-dire pas d'autre quantité
physique indépendante (théoréme de calvitie).

Malgré les innombrables succes de la Relativité
Générale, des problémes subsistent, comme
celui de la singularité au centre des trous noirs,
ou la courbure de l'espace-temps devient in-
finie. Les théories de gravité modifiée tentent
de résoudre ces limitations.

Cette thése teste le théoréme de calvitie
dans une modification populaire de la gravi-
tation, appelée théories scalaire-tenseur, ou
un unique degré de liberté (un champ scalaire)
est ajouté a I'habituelle métrique de l'espace-

temps de la Relativité Générale. En exploitant
diverses symétries, de nouveaux trous noirs,
dits chevelus, sont obtenus. Certains contour-
nent véritablement le théoreme de calvitie, en
étant caractérisés par une nouvelle quantité,
distincte de M, J ou Q. Un progres intéressant
est également réalisé, puisque dans certains
cas, la singularité disparait : la courbure de
l'espace-temps demeure finie méme au cceur
du trou noir.

Des liens théoriques sont établis entre les
théories scalaire-tenseur (qui prennent place
dans les quatre dimensions usuelles de
l'espace-temps), et les théories de gravité en
dimensions supérieures. Enfin, des propriétés
propres aux théories scalaire-tenseur perme-
ttent de transformer des solutions initiales de
trous noirs en d'autres solutions de géométrie
trés 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 unique
black hole solution, characterized by its mass
M, angular momentum J, and electric charge
Q. Black holes in General Relativity are thus
said to have no hair, that is, no other indepen-
dent physical quantity (no-hair theorem).

Despite the numerous successes of General
Relativity, some limitations remain, like the cen-
tral singularity possessed by black holes, where
the curvature of spacetime becomes infinite.
Modified theories of gravity try to solve some
of these shortcomings.

This thesis tests the no-hair theorem in a popu-
lar modification of gravity, called scalar-tensor
theories, where a unique degree of freedom (a
scalar field) is added on top of the usual metric

of spacetime of General Relativity. Using vari-
ous symmetries, new black holes, called hairy
black holes, are obtained. Some of them evade
strongly the no-hair theorem, being character-
ized by a new quantity, distinct from M, J or
@. An interesting progress is also achieved,
since in certain cases, the usual singularity dis-
appears: the curvature of spacetime remains
bounded even at the core of the black hole.

Moreover, theoretical links are established be-
tween scalar-tensor theories (which take place
in 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 black
hole solutions into other solutions with very
distinct geometry, like wormholes.
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Résumé de la these

L'interaction gravitationnelle est 'une des quatre interactions élémentaires, les
trois autres étant les interactions forte, faible et électromagnétique. La théorie stan-
dard de la gravitation est la Relativité Générale, formulée par Einstein en 1915. A
cette époque, la gravitation était décrite par la théorie de Newton, datant du XVII¢
siecle, et rendant compte tres précisément des nombreux phénomeénes impliquant
la gravitation, a une exception notable preés.

En effet, 'astronome francais Urbain Le Verrier, célebre pour avoir prédit, grace
a la théorie newtonienne, l'existence de Neptune avant son observation expéri-
mentale, constata en 1859 le probléme dit de I'avance du périhélie de Mercure.
L'évolution, au fil des années, des parametres de la trajectoire elliptique de Mercure
autour du Soleil, ne peut en effet pas étre expliquée par la mécanique newtonienne.
Par ailleurs, la théorie de Newton se confronte, au début du XX® siécle, a un autre
probléme : en 1905, Einstein présente sa théorie de la relativité restreinte, qui con-
duit a l'introduction d'un espace-temps a quatre dimensions (trois d'espace, une de
temps), et selon laquelle aucune information physique ne peut voyager plus vite
que la vitesse de la lumiére. Or, dans la théorie newtonienne, la force de gravitation
se propage instantanément.

Ces deux problémes sont résolus par la Relativité Générale qu'Einstein présente
en 1915. Dans cette théorie, I'énergie de la matiére déforme l'espace-temps, et la
gravitation est la manifestation de cette courbure de I'espace-temps. En plus de ren-
dre compte de I'avance du périhélie de Mercure, la Relativité Générale a été vérifiée
par une multitude d'autres tests expérimentaux qui en font une théorie physique
extrémement bien établie. Les équations d’Einstein, qui remplacent les équations
de Newton, impliquent également l'existence de trous noirs et d'ondes gravita-
tionnelles. Leur réalité physique a été entérinée pour de bon avec la premiere
détection directe par LIGO, en 2015, d'ondes gravitationnelles résultant de la fusion
de deux trous noirs, et les premieres images directes d'un trou noir publiées en 2019
par 'Event Horizon Telescope.

En dépit de ces innombrables succes, il subsiste certaines limitations a la Rela-
tivité Générale. De méme que pour la théorie de Newton, ces problémes existent
tant sur le plan théorique qu'expérimental. Du point de vue théorique, la gravitation
est la seule des quatre interactions élémentaires a n'avoir pas été incorporée dans
le formalisme de la physique quantique, plus précisément de la théorique quan-
tique des champs. Cela implique qu'il doit exister une théorie, plus fondamentale
que la Relativité Générale, de gravité quantique. De tels effets quantiques jouent
un roéle important aux trés petites distances, ou d'ailleurs la Relativité Générale ne
fonctionne plus. En effet, la Relativité Générale elle-méme prédit I'existence de sin-
gularités d’espace-temps, que ce soit au centre des trous noirs ou bien au moment

iv
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du Big Bang.

La Relativité Générale est également confrontée au probléme de I'énergie noire.
L'énergie noire est une forme d'énergie, représentant pres de 70% du contenu éner-
gétique de I'Univers, et responsable de son expansion accélérée, démontrée ex-
périmentalement en 1998 par la High-Z Supernova Search Team. Dans le modele
usuel de cosmologie, 'énergie noire est représentée par une quantité dont I'énergie
est uniforme, et la pression est opposée a I'énergie. Cette quantité, appelée cons-
tante cosmologique, permet de rendre compte des observations, mais son origine
et son énergie, en comparaison avec les prédictions quantiques, demeurent com-
pletement inexpliquées.

En un mot, de méme que la théorie de Newton est trés précise pour de trés
nombreuses expériences du quotidien, mais doit étre remplacée par la Relativité
Générale en raison de certains limitations, de méme, la Relativité Générale, bien
gu'accumulant de nombreuses réussites sur de tres nombreux aspects, doit étre
modifiée pour tenir compte d’'autres aspects. Certaines approches, tres ambitieuses,
proposent une théorie quantique de la gravitation (gravité quantique a boucles,
théorie des cordes). D'autres approches, plus pragmatiques, visent a étudier des
théories qui different de fagon contrdlée de la Relativité Générale, et qui pourraient
résoudre certains de ses problemes mentionnés ci-dessus, sans pour autant pré-
tendre étre 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 thése se con-
centre sur les théories dites scalaire-tenseur. "Tenseur" référe a la métrique de
I'espace-temps. Cette métrique est le champ physique usuel de la Relativité Géné-
rale, elle contient I'information concernant la courbure de l'espace-temps. C'est un
champ dit tensoriel car il permet de définir la géométrie de I'espace-temps. En sus
de ce champ métrique, habituel, est introduit un champ scalaire, c'est-a-dire sim-
plement un champ physique qui, en tout point de I'espace-temps, prend une valeur
donnée'. On comprend que I'ajout d'un champ scalaire est 'une des facons les plus
simples de modifier la gravité. Or, on s'attend a ce que les déviations a la Relativité
Générale apparaissent petit a petit lorsque I'on sort de son domaine de validité : le
champ scalaire devrait donc permettre de décrire ces premiers écarts a la Relativité
Générale.

L'une des prédictions les plus fameuses, déja mentionnée, de la Relativité Géné-
rale, est 'existence de trous noirs, régions de l'espace-temps ou le champ gravita-
tionnel est si intense que rien, pas méme la lumiere, ne peut s'en échapper. La ré-
gion dont rien ne peut s'échapper est délimitée par ce que I'on appelle 'horizon des

'Dans des situations physiques plus familieres, la température est un champ scalaire (elle prend
une 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'un
matériau que I'on déforme, est le "tenseur des déformations", qui décrit I'état de déformation de ce
matériau.
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événements. Il existe une unique solution de trou noir aux équations d’Einstein de
la Relativité Générale, a savoir le trou noir de Kerr-Newman. Il est complétement ca-
ractérisé par sa masse M, son moment angulaire J et sa charge électrique @ : deux
trous noirs avec méme M, J et ) sont identiques. On dit que les trous noirs sont
chauves, ou gqu'ils n'ont pas de cheveux, c'est-a-dire pas d'autre quantité physique
indépendante (théoréme de calvitie).

En conséquence, le terme de "trou noir chevelu" désigne un trou noir qui dif-
fere de celui de la Relativité Générale. On distingue cheveu primaire et cheveu
secondaire. Un trou noir possede un cheveu primaire lorsqu'il est caractérisé par
une quantité différente de M, J et ). Cest cette nouvelle quantité que l'on ap-
pelle cheveu primaire. Un trou noir posséde un cheveu secondaire s'il demeure
déterminé par M, J et (), mais qu'il différe de la Relativité Générale en étant accom-
pagné par d'autres champs physiques (dans le présent contexte, le champ scalaire
des théories scalaire-tenseur). L'étude des trous noirs est bien plus simple lorsqu’ils
n‘ont pas de charge électrique @, et surtout, pas de moment angulaire J. Dans ce
cas, le trou noir de Kerr-Newman devient un trou noir a symétrie sphérique, dit de
Schwarzschild (1916), paramétré seulement par sa masse M.

Cette these vise a tester le théoréme 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 different de ceux de la Relativité
Générale. Si des différences sont constatées, elles pourraient induire des modifi-
cations, par exemple dans le signal d'ondes gravitationnelles résultant de la fusion
de 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 bien plus compliquées que celles
de la Relativité Générale, qui déja ne sont pas simples. La plupart des solutions a
ces équations sont donc obtenues avec des simulations numériques ou des appro-
ximations. Toutefois, cette these se concentre sur les solutions ayant une expres-
sion de forme fermée, c'est-a-dire pour lesquelles la métrique du trou noir peut
étre écrite explicitement, avec des fonctions mathématiques usuelles. Par souci de
concision, le terme "solution exacte" est souvent employé, bien qu'il soit imprécis
puisqu’une solution numérique peut étre exacte.

Les solutions de forme fermée ne représentent pas seulement un défi sur le
plan mathématique, elles comportent des avantages certains. Elles sont plus pra-
tiques que les solutions numeériques, qui nécessitent I'écriture et I'exécution d'un
code numérique, et dont I'étude des propriétés peut étre laborieuse. Les propriétés
d’'une solution de forme fermée peuvent au contraire étre étudiées bien plus aisé-
ment. Enfin, ces solutions peuvent étre facilement partagées, et nimporte qui peut
les étudier sans nécessiter de code numérique.

Ce manuscrit comporte six chapitres. Les trois premiers consistent pour I'essentiel
de résultats connus avant cette thése, rassemblés et organisés de fagon a introduire
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les notions nécessaires a la compréhension des chapitres 4 a 6, qui eux présentent
les nouveaux résultats de cette these.

Le premier chapitre détaille les motivations pour modifier la Relativité Générale,
puis présente le théoréme de Lovelock (1971). Pour rappel, la Relativité Générale
est une théorie de gravitation ou I'unique champ gravitationnel est la métrique (on
peut parler de théorie purement métrique), dans un espace-temps a quatre di-
mensions. Le théoreme de Lovelock se place dans un espace-temps de dimension
arbitraire (quatre, cing, six, etc.) et détermine la théorie de gravitation purement
métrique la plus générale. Le résultat est une somme de termes, appelés invari-
ants de courbure de Lovelock. En quatre dimensions d’espace-temps, la théorie
obtenue est |la Relativité Générale! Celaimplique que, pour modifier 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 chapitre
2. Depuis les travaux pionniers de Horndeski (1974), les théories scalaire-tenseur
ont été classifiées en différentes catégories : de la moins générale a la plus géné-
rale, il existe les théories Horndeski, beyond Horndeski, et DHOST. Au-dela de ce vo-
cabulaire, I'important est qu'il existe des transformations de la métrique, appelées
transformations conformes-difformes, qui permettent de passer d'une théorie
scalaire-tenseur a une autre. Par ailleurs, tout probléme physique se trouve simpli-
fié par l'existence de symétries, par exemple, en mécanique classique, l'invariance
par rotation ou translation. La situation est la méme 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 Lovelock mention-
nées précédemment, et les théories scalaire-tenseur. En effet, alors que la théorie
purement métrique de Lovelock dans un espace-temps a quatre dimensions coin-
cide avec la Relativité Générale, ce n'est plus le cas a partir de cinq dimensions, ou la
théorie, appelée théorie d'Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet, est plus générale. Il est possible
de considérer une théorie purement métrique d'Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet en dimen-
sion supérieure, puis de décomposer la métrique de cet espace-temps afin d'obtenir
une théorie scalaire-tenseur dans un espace-temps a quatre dimensions (on parle
de réduction dimensionnelle). La théorie ainsi obtenue reproduit des propriétés
de lathéorie d’Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet, et estdonc appelée théorie d’Einstein-Gauss-
Bonnet a quatre dimensions, ou 4DEGB.

Le chapitre 3 rentre dans le cceur 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 thése. Pour certains de ces trous noirs, la métrique
est la méme qu’en Relativité Générale, mais accompagnée d'un champ scalaire non
nul. On dit que le champ scalaire est furtif, et par extension, on parle de solutions
de trous noirs furtifs. Pour d'autres, la métrique différe du cas de la Relativité Gé-
nérale, auquel cas on parle de trous noirs non furtifs. Par exemple, de tels trous
noirs 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 symétrie
sphérique par exemple, que leur métrique peut différer (dans le cas non furtif) ou
pas (dans le cas furtif) de la métrique de Schwarzschild de la Relativité Générale,
elle reste dans tous les cas complétement caractérisée par un unique parametre
physique, la masse M.

Les nouveaux résultats de cette thése sont présentés dans les chapitres 4, 5 et
6. 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 a résoudre
semblent extrémement compliquées, une réécriture systématique et compacte de
ces 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 le
champ scalaire posséde des propriétés assez distinctes par rapport aux trois noirs
furtifs usuels. Un résultat remarquable est 'obtention de trous noirs avec cheveu
primaire : ces trous noirs sont caractérisés non seulement par leur masse M, mais
également par une nouvelle quantité, le cheveu scalaire primaire ¢, qui n'a pas
d’équivalent en Relativité Générale. De plus, lorsque ¢ et M sont reliés d'une cer-
taine facon, la singularité centrale de ces trous noirs disparait : la courbure de
I'espace-temps demeure finie, méme en plein centre de ces trous noirs.

Le chapitre 5 s'intéresse a diverses généralisations de la théorie 4DEGB. Tout
d'abord, I'on considére des théories qui ont une forme assez générique, mais si-
milaire a 4DEGB. En étudiant les équations, il est possible de restreindre la forme
générique de ces théories et d'obtenir de nouvelles solutions. Ensuite, rappelons
que la théorie 4DEGB a été obtenue par réduction dimensionnelle de la théorie
Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet, qui est la plus simple des théories de Lovelock (hormis la
Relativité Générale). Le reste du chapitre 5 s'intéresse donc a 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 a quatre dimensions, et une nouvelle
solution de trou noir est obtenue dans ce contexte. Certains résultats peuvent étre
démontrés rigoureusement, tandis que d'autres restent a |'état de conjectures.

Enfin, il a été évoqué précédemment I'existence de transformations conformes-
difformes, permettant de naviguer entre différentes théories scalaire-tenseur. En
fait, ces transformations permettent également d'engendrer de nouvelles solu-
tions : en commencant avec une certaine théorie scalaire-tenseur admettant une
solution connue, et en appliquant une transformation conforme-difforme a cette
solution, la métrique obtenue est solution des équations d’'une nouvelle théorie
scalaire-tenseur.

Ce principe est utilisé a deux reprises dans le chapitre 6. En transformant des so-
lutions de trous noirs, de nouvelles solutions, de géométries tres différentes, sont
obtenues : 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 de
'espace-temps. En Relativité Générale, un trou de ver ne peut rester ouvert assez
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longtemps pour permettre a un humain de le traverser que s'il est maintenu en place
par de la matiere exotique, dont I'énergie est négative, ce qui remet en cause la pos-
sibilité de I'existence de tels trous de ver. Dans notre cas, grace aux modifications a
la gravitation apportées par le champ scalaire, le trou de ver obtenu ne nécessite la
présence d’aucune matiere. Cela compléte le panorama des nombreuses solutions
de forme fermée pouvant étre construites en théories scalaire-tenseur.
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Introduction

The standard theory of gravitation is General Relativity (GR), formulated in 1915
by Albert Einstein [1]. At that time, modifying the established, Newtonian theory of
gravitation, was motivated from both experimental and theoretical considerations.

On the experimental side, Newton's theory of gravitation was not able to predict
the correct precession of the perihelion of Mercury [2]. With Newton's law, the main
effect which explains precession of perihelion is the presence of other planets - the
fact that a planet undergoes not only the attraction from the Sun, but also from
other planets. An hypothetical planet, Vulcan, was even introduced to account for
the behaviour of Mercury’s orbit [3]. No experimental evidence of Vulcan was ever
found: it turned out that one needed to modify, not the celestial content of our solar
system, but the theory of gravitation itself. Switching from Newton’s equations to
Einstein’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 m; and my, a change in m; implies an instantaneous
change of the force exerted on ms. 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 to many further experimental predictions, from bending of light [6] to
black holes (BHs) and gravitational waves (GWs), all of which have been successfully
verified, see the review [7], affirming each time more the extraordinary firmness of
GR. It remains however possible to point out limitations of GR, both experimental
and 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 one
among the four fundamental forces of nature® which has not been accommodated
within the framework of quantum field theory (QFT). In particular, GR is a non-
renormalizable QFT [8, 9], and thus merely stands as an effective field theory (EFT) of
a more fundamental theory of quantum gravity [10]. Quantum effects are expected
to play a fundamental role at distances close to the Planck scale. As is stands, GR is
breaking down at those distances: there exist singularities of spacetime both at the
center 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.
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sion is in fact perfectly accounted for in GR by the cosmological constant, but on the
other hand, the origin and value of this cosmological constant remain a complete
mystery [16, 17, 18, 19].

Therefore, just as Newton's gravity is an extremely useful and accurate theory
in 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 theory
regarding many aspects of gravitation, but must be modified to account for other
aspects. One may 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 theory
of gravitation, for instance to possess a better quantum behaviour. These latter the-
ories are generically called modified 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 g,,,
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, namely
a scalar field ¢, coming on top of the metric field and bringing the number of degrees
of freedom from two to three. From this brief description, itis 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 is
delimited by the so-called event horizon. BHs are the result of gravitational col-
lapse [28], as first demonstrated by Oppenheimer and Snyder [26]. GR (coupled
to electromagnetism) allows for a unique BH solution [29, 30, 31, 32], hamely the
Kerr-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 from
mass, angular momentum or electric charge; and secondary hair, where the BH
metric is dressed with non-trivial additional fields (i.e. other than electromagnetic)
but remains entirely determined by M, J and Q. The Kerr-Newman solution reduces
to the Kerr BH [37] when there is no Maxwell field (QQ = 0), which itself reduces to

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

As mentioned before, on the experimental side, GR is above all challenged by the
cosmological problem of the accelerated expansion of the universe. On the other
hand, 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 the
merger 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, the
system 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-normal
modes (QNMs) [39]. QNMs predicted by GR are in agreement with all observa-
tions [40, 41, 42]. Future GW detectors, such as the Laser Interferometer Space
Antenna (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 BH
M87*, 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-tensor
theories are well-motivated modifications of gravity, and one must therefore study
their 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 the
gravitational field at a given point of spacetime) or qualitative (e.g., removal of the
spacetime singularity)? Such discrepancies could in turn be observed, for instance
in the GW signal of binary BH mergers or in the orbit of stars around a BH.

The field equations of scalar-tensor theories are much more intricate than those
of GR, which already are far from simple. Most solutions of these field equations
are therefore obtained with numerical simulations, or sometimes by an expansion
in small parameters, typically a coupling constant. This thesis nevertheless aims at
describing 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 written
down 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 solving
may be exact; however, now that it has been explained, this abuse of terminology
is 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 solution
relies 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 a
similar) code on their own machine. The properties of numerical BHs are not nec-
essarily obvious, typically, if the theory is parameterized by two coupling constants
and 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, is
more 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 for
some kind of simplicity and naturalness of the theory under consideration. Itis prob-
ably better for the scope of GR that the Schwarzschild and Kerr BHs admit a closed
form. 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 accept
it. Nevertheless, even complicated theories like string theory admit some simple
closed-form results which serve as starting points towards more complicated, ap-
proximate or numerical results. These closed-form results of simple situations often
contain many hints about what one can expect from numerical results of more 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 it
comes to modifying gravity. Adding a scalar degree of freedom and moving into
scalar-tensor theories is not the only one, but certain other approaches are in fact
equivalent, thus arguing for the robustness of scalar-tensor gravity.

Chapter 2, Generic aspects of scalar-tensor theories. This chapter reviews
the different classes of scalar-tensor theories (Horndeski, beyond Horndeski and
DHOST), 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 solutions
in scalar-tensor theories; by usual, it is meant all solutions which existed before this
thesis started.

Chapter 4, Static, spherically-symmetric black holes in shift-symmetric be-
yond Horndeski theories. This chapter studies the scalar-tensor theories of the
shift-symmetric, beyond Horndeski class, under the assumption that the BH met-
ric is static and spherically-symmetric. This enables a compact reformulation of the
field equations, and their integration in a number of cases. Among the new BH solu-
tions, some have secondary hair (they are fully characterized by a unique parameter,
their mass M), while other have primary hair (they are parameterized by another
integration constant, in addition to the mass).
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Chapter 5, Lovelock invariants and conformally-coupled scalar field. This
chapter gathers results on couplings between the scalar field and Lovelock invari-
ants. New BH solutions are found in four-dimensional scalar-tensor theories with
no shift nor conformal symmetry. The chapter continues with higher-dimensional
considerations, namely a scalar field coupled to higher-order Lovelock invariants in
a 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 a
rotating 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 prepare
the reader for the remaining chapters. Chapters 4 to 6 present results which were
obtained in the course of this thesis. Only the results of section 5.3 are completely
new, that is, unpublished. The other results of chapters 4 to 6 are based on the
eight following works (six publications in peer-reviewed journals, one conference
proceedings and one preprint) realized during this thesis:
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1- Modifying General Relativity: from
Lovelock’'s theorem to 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. 1.2
presents 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, possessing
links 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 the Ostrogradsky instability and how to
evade it. On the one hand, this instability plagues some other natural modifications
of gravity, like f(R) theories; on the other hand, the evasion of this instability is at
the 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 are
those of the usual notebooks where the interested reader can find any details on

GR [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 in mind the various assumptions of GR: modifying gravity
willindeed amount to modifying these assumptions. Spacetime is a four-dimensional
manifold M endowed with a metric tensor g, i.e. a symmetric covariant two-tensor
field. The metric is Lorentzian, i.e. has signature (—,+,+,+), so its determinant
g = det(g) is negative. More generally, given a coordinate chart (z°, 2!, 22, 23), the
components of a tensor field V' of type (m, n) (m-contravariant and n-covariant) are
written V#im L such that the tensor field is

V=vmrtn O ® o ®0,, ®d2" @ ®@da™, (1)

V1-Un

7



8 Chap. 1 Modifying GR: from Lovelock’s theorem to scalar-tensor theories

where 0, is the vector field ;2. and dz" is the dual one-form, da” (9,) = 4. In-
dices are lowered and raised with respectively the metric g,, and its inverse g"”.
The symmetrization and antisymmetrization of indices are denoted by parenthesis
and brackets respectively and defined by

(Vi + Vi), Vi) = Viwp + Vopu + Vo + Voo + Vipw + Vi), (1.2)

— o

(V/W - Vvu) ) V[Wp] = 6 (Vqu + VVpu + Vplw - VVMP - VMPV - vau) ) (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

€uvpo =v—4g Euvpos (14)
where €, is the completely antisymmetric symbol with 4123 = 1. A tensor field of
type (1,0) is a vector field V*. Its covariant derivative is defined as

vV, V=9,V +T0 VP, (1.5)

where I') | are the components of the connection. On the other hand, a scalar
field is simply a function on spacetime, ¢ : M — R (other cases include for instance
complex-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 when
acting on scalar fields. The Riemann tensor k¥, measures the failure of covariant
derivatives to commute,

(VoVo = VoV, ) VH =R, VY =TV V¥, (1.6)
where the torsion tensor appears,

To = 2T, (1.7)

The Riemann tensor has components
R, =0,It, — 0, +Th Ty, —Th T, (1.8)
The Ricci tensor and Ricci scalar are respectively

R, = Rpu R = Rﬁ. (1.9)

PV

In GR, the connection is assumed to be without torsion and compatible with the
metric,
T;\a =0, Quup =0, (1.10)

where appears the non-metricity tensor [57],

Q,uzzp = v,ugup = OuQup — Fzyg)\p - szgu)\- (1-11)
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This uniquely defines the connection as being the Levi-Civita connection, with
components called the Christoffel symbols,

1
Fﬁp = §g#>\ (8l/gp)\ + apgl/)\ - a)xgl/p) . (1.12)
The action functional S of GR is the Einstein-Hilbert action (with a cosmological
constant A),

1

o /d4x\/—_g(R —2A). (1.13)

In front of the integral appears x = 8tGc™*, where G is Newton’s constant and c the
speed of light. Adding a matter action Sy, [g,., VYm] depending on matter fields ¥,
the total action reads

Sen (9] =

S [g,uw \Ijm] = SEH [g/w] + Sm [g;wa \Ilm} . (1-14)

Varying with respect to g,, leads to the field equations of GR, or Einstein’s field
equations,

G;w + Agm/ = K;T,LLZ/J (1-15)

where G, is the Einstein tensor and 7),, is the energy-momentum tensor of the

matter fields,
—2 0Sm

V=g 0g*
Using the definition of the Ricci tensor, one can prove by simple computation the
(contracted) Bianchi identity,

(1.16)

1
Guw =Ry — §ng,, T

VG, =0, (1.17)
which implies that matter fields verify energy-momentum conservation,
VAT, = 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 a Killing vector
field K = K"0,, obeying the Killing equation

VK, =0. (1.19)

Indeed, this equation is equivalent to the vanishing of the Lie derivative of the met-
ric along K,

Lrguw = K09, + 900, K" + 9,0, K (1.20)
= vapg;w + gpuv,qu + g,upvqu (1.21)
= gpuvqu + gupvpr- (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 ¢ = 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 are
in general obtained by linearizing Einstein’s equations around a flat background, but
can also be a full nonlinear solution [58, 59, 60]). All these solutions have a number
of consequences which can be confronted with experiments, and the theory of GR
appears as extremely well-tested [7]. However, as regards BHs and cosmology, their
overall success comes with a small number of shortcomings, which justify the need
to modify gravity.

Black holes in General Relativity: Schwarzschild and Kerr metrics

The unique [29, 30, 31, 32] stationary', asymptotically flat BH of GR in vacuum (no
Maxwell term) is the Kerr metric [37], which has the following line element ds* =
guwdztdz” in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates [61] (¢, 7,6, ¢):

AMar sin® 6 sin® 6

2Mr Py
2 o 2 ~ 2 2 2
ds® = (1 = ) dt” + Adr + >d6 — dtdyp + S Tdp®. (1.23)
The Kerr BH reduces to the Schwarzschild BH [25] if there is no rotation (a = 0),
2M dr?
ds? = — (1 — —> dt? + ﬁ + r2d02. (1.24)
7” —_ ==

M is the mass of the BH, a the angular momentum per unit mass [62, 63], and
Y =r?+d%cos’l, A=r’4+a>—2Mr, T = (7’2 + a2)2 — a?Asin® 6. (1.25)

Also, dQ? = df#?+sin® 0 dp? is the metric on the unit 2-sphere. The Kerr and Schwarzschild
BHs are solutions of Einstein’s equations (1.15) in the absence of cosmological con-
stant, A = 0. The Schwarzschild and Kerr solutions were found respectively in 1916
and 1963. If one includes a non-vanishing A, these metrics are generalized to the
Kerr-de Sitter (dS) or Kerr-anti-de Sitter (adS) BHs [33].

The Schwarzschild and Kerr spacetimes are stationary, i.e. they admit an asymp-
totically timelike Killing vector field, namely 9,. Schwarzschild metric is even said
to be static, because the line element is unchanged under ¢ — —t. Both space-
times are also axisymmetric, that is, they have a spacelike Killing vector, d,.. In fact,
Schwarzschild metric is spherically-symmetric, because, along with d,, the vectors
—sin g Gy — cot  cos p 0, and cos ¢ 9y — cot O sin p 9, form an SO(3) algebra®. A static
and spherically-symmetric spacetime (like Schwarzschild) has the generic form

ds? = —=N(r)2f(r)dt? +dr?/ f(r) + r*dQ2. (1.26)

'see definition below.
2for the bracket between vector fields [X,Y]" = XV9,Y* — YV, XH.
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A causal curve is a parameterized curve x*(\) on spacetime (A is the parameter),
such that the velocity u* = dz*/dA\ is timelike, u*u, < 0, or null, u*u, = 0. The
Schwarzschild and Kerr spacetimes are called 'BHs’ because they admit a region such
that 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 same
thing. 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, and
more generally for a static and spherically-symmetric spacetime (1.26): the horizon
rp is root of ¢'", i.e. f (ry) = 0. In particular, the Schwarzschild radius is rscp = 2M.
For a non-spherically-symmetric spacetime like Kerr (1.23), the causal structure is
more complicated:

+ Static observers (with velocity u o< 0;) cease to exist when 9, ceases to be time-
like. This happens when g,; becomes positive, i.e. at r = M + /M2 — a2 cos? §
for Kerr. This surface r = r(#) is called the static limit or ergosphere.

+ Stationary observers (with velocity u = u'0;+u¥0,) cease to exist when g;;g.,, —
g7, becomes negative, i.e. atr = M ++/M? — a? for Kerr. This surface is called
the stationary limit.

* For Kerr, this stationary limitis a null surface and is in fact the event horizon of
the Kerr BH. Note however that the stationary limit has no reason to coincide
with the event horizon for a generic stationary spacetime. The fact that this
Kerr event horizon corresponds to ¢"" = 0 is also due to the specific form of
Kerr, 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 above
Schwarzschild 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 R
of both metrics vanish. Another relevant Lorentz scalar is the Kretschmann scalar,

K = R, R"". (1.27)
Its value for the Kerr and Schwarzschild BHs is
48M2 48M2
Kyerr = 6 r® — 15r%a® cos? 0 + 15r%a* cos*  — a cos® 9], Ksn = o (1.28)
T

One sees that it diverges at > = 0 (i.e. r = 0 and 0§ = 7/2) for Kerr, and at the center
r = 0 for Schwarzschild. These are curvature singularities: the curvature inside
the 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 near
the singularity, and a new theory is needed, which would modify the geometry of
spacetime at these scales and erase the singularity.
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Homogeneous, isotropic universe in General Relativity: FLRW met-
ric

Cosmology usually assumes that the universe is homogeneous and isotropic, which
is the case at sufficiently large scales and enables to describe the universe with a very
good accuracy. Under this assumption3, one can endow spacetime with coordinates
(t,x,y, z), where (z,y, z) are the usual Cartesian coordinates, such that the metric
reads

ds® = —dt* + a(t)® (dz* + dy® + dz?) , (1.29)

and the energy-momentum tensor of the matter inside the universe reads
T, @ da” = —p(t) O, @ dt + p(t) (0, ® do + 0, ® dy + 0, ® dz) . (1.30)

In the metric, which is called Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metric,
a(t) is the scale factor, each section of given time t = ¢, is seen to be the flat space
metric [multiplied by a constant factor a(ty)]. In 7,,,, p = p(t) is the energy density
and p = p(t) the pressure. Note that the cosmological constant A can be taken into
account as a part of 7),, with p, = —py = A/k. Then, Einstein’s equations (1.15)
determine the evolution of the scale factor:

—— 2— + — = —KD. (1-31)

The universe currently undergoes a phase of accelerating expansion. This fact comes
most 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 the
framework of GR and FLRW cosmology, this can be explained if the energy content
of the universe is dominated by the cosmological constant: p ~ ps, p =~ pa. EQs.

(1.31) then lead to
a(t) o< exp (t %) : (1.32)

This form of the scale factor is indeed totally consistent with the current accelerating
expansion of the universe provided the cosmological constant has value [64]

Aexp = (1.11 £0.02) x 10772 m~2. (1.33)
This value implies that the cosmological constant represents a fraction of the total

energy 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, which
we 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,

Viac ~ 20(1)m47 (1.34)

where the sum bears on all particles and m is their respective mass. QFT and the
equivalence principle also imply that the vacuum gravitates as a cosmological con-
stant, thus giving a contribution Aqer = 817GV, There is also the contribution A
from the cosmological constant appearing in the GR action (1.13). Therefore, the to-
tal cosmological constantis A+ Aqer, and this should coincide with the experimental
value supporting the current accelerated expansion of the universe:

Aexp ~ A+ Ager = A + 87 GVipee ™. (1.35)

However, Vi = (TeV)? 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:

10752 ~ A + 10°. (1.36)
Thus, there must be a fine-tuning of around 60 digits between the non-diverging
parts* of A and Aqer. This is the cosmological constant problem: the current era
of accelerated expansion of the universe can be accounted for in GR by an FLRW
universe dominated by the cosmological constant, but the value of the cosmological
constant remains mysterious. More generally, the cosmological constant problem
may be called the dark energy problem. Dark energy is defined as the unknown
source of energy which 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 answer
to the question of dark energy. For a detailed account on different approaches to
dark 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 consistent
guantum 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 energy
problem typically leads, as already mentioned, to the introduction of scalar fields as
dark energy candidates. Another approach is to modify GR, leading to the modified
theories of gravity, which do not aim at solving all the shortcomings of GR (like
its quantum behaviour) but only part of them, by introducing controlled deviations
from GR. Many ways exist to modify gravity. We will briefly present some of them
below (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 possible modifica-
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 unique metric tensor field g,,,, so the action functional
(without matter fields) is of the form S [g,.,],

3. The metric g, defines a covariant derivative V 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 of
the fields, here the metric g,,,).

Also, the field equations are assumed to be conserved: V*£,, = 0, where &, =
2/7/—g0S/6g" (this ensures energy-momentum conservation when including mat-
ter fields). Under these assumptions, Lovelock proved that the action functional

reads
| 252

Slgu) = [ dav=g 3" R (137)
k=0

where the upper limit of the sum is the floor part of (D — 1) /2. The a;'s are coupling
constants, while R™*) is a curvature invariant, of order k in powers of the Riemann
tensor, given by

R = 5uw1 PkVE HROczﬁz ‘ (1.38)

ok 1Bk P HiVi
The generalized Kronecker delta is
p1p | Pl P
opybe = plof) - 0. (1.39)
Notably, R(® = 1 and R™M) = R, the Ricci scalar. One can normalize the couplings
so that oy = 1, and call ag = —2A, then the sum up to k£ = 2 reads

2
D> aR™ = 20 + R+ ayG, (1.40)

This is the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian with an additional term,

G=RY = R* 4R, R" + R, R""°, (1.41)
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called the Gauss-Bonnet (GB) invariant. The following term in the sum (cubic Love-
lock invariant, & = 3), which we will need later, is still rather compact,

R® = R* — 12RR,, R" + 3RRupe """ + 16R," R R, + 24R" R* R,y
— 24R"™ R, Ry por — 8R,” R Ryoryy + 2R, R " Ry:ps. (1.42)
By varying the Lovelock action, one obtains the field equations,

|25+

2 48
=2 ) apHY), (1.43)

£ = — 2
' V'=g0g™ k=0

where ’H,(fy) which comes from the variation of R, generalizes the Einstein tensor:

k

—1 2k —D
k — V1RV ; B; k _ k k) __
=1
~1 1
H;(,L(l)/) = 79#1/7 H/(,le/) = Guzx = R/w - §RQW, (145)
1
H) =2 (RRuw + Rupor R — 2R,y RY — 2R, R*) — 5G9 (1.46)

Why does the sum of Lovelock invariants stop at [(D — 1)/2]? The k-th Lovelock
invariant (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 seem
that the sum forgets the Lovelock invariant of order k = D /2. This invariant (which is
the GB invariant G = R® for D = 4, the cubicinvariant R® for D = 6, etc.), is in fact
a boundary term, due to a non-trivial result, the Chern-Gauss-Bonnet theorem [71]:
for a manifold M of even dimension D with volume form dV,

/ RPAQY = 3272y (M), (1.47)
M

where the constant y (M) is the Euler characteristic of M. So R(P/?), 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 a
boundary term, and all further Lovelock invariants vanish. Consequently, under the
assumptions of Lovelock, the only possible gravitational action functional in D = 4
is 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-dimensional
but has dimension D > 4.
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2. Adding extra fields mediating gravity (scalar ¢, vector A*, etc.) so that the vac-
uum action functional acquires the form S [g,,,., ¢, A*, - - -] (one can also include
a second metric field, leading to bigravity theories [73]). We insist that this is
the action without matter fields: the extra fields ¢, A*, etc., are not at all
matter fields, on the contrary, they are responsible for the gravitational inter-
action just as the metric g, is.

3. Relaxing geometric assumptions on the covariant derivative structure, by al-
lowing non-vanishing torsion or non-metricity, see Egs. (1.7) and (1.11), which
then contribute into the action functional.

4. Breaking diffeomorphism invariance.

5. Allowing for field equations of order > 2 in derivatives.

Equivalence between f(R) theories (point 5) and scalar-tensor the-
ories (point 2)

The generality of this classification is very useful. For instance, the most obvious
way 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 the
Einstein-Hilbert action Sey [g,.], the action is more general:

St (9] = / 42/ gR = S [g] = / oy g/ (R). (1.48)

The Lagrangian of the modified theory is now an arbitrary function f(R) of the Ricci
scalar, 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 order
higher than two. Of course, one can check this by direct computation of the field
equations. 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 important
later in the manuscript, in Sec. 1.4.

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

Slond] = [ d'oy=g[1(0) + PR - )], (149

The equivalence of (1.49) with f(R) theory is seen as follows. Varying the action with
respect to ¢ leads to the following field equation,

f"(@)(R—¢)=0. (1.50)
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Because of the assumption on f”, this leads to ¢ = R. Replacing ¢ with R in action
(1.49) shows the equivalence with the f(R) action. In the literature, it is quite usual
to go further and rewrite the scalar-tensor action (1.49) under a more usual form, in
terms of a new scalar field ¢) which is coupled to the Ricci scalar with a term ¢)R. To
this aim, one needs to define v as

Y= f(9). (1.51)

Because of the assumption on f”, f’ is invertible, and one can note F' its inverse
function. Therefore ¢ = F'(¢). Introducing a potential

V() = f(F)) =y F(y), (1.52)

the scalar-tensor action S [g,., ¢] is rewritten as the following scalar-tensor action
S G ¥,

S (g, V] = /d4x¢—_g[wR+ V(@b)] (1.53)

In a word, the f(R) action with f” > 0 or f” < 0 is equivalent to the scalar-tensor
action (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-order
field equations. Point 5 (higher-order field equations) and point 2 (extra fields) above
thus 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 to
cure 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]). Another
model, the DGP (Dvali, Gabadadze, Porrati) theory [79], aims at reproducing the cos-
mic acceleration of dark energy without needing any cosmological constant. In this
model, 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 Lovelock
invariants) in a gravitational action still depending only on the metric. One must
then find what to do with these extra dimensions, taking into account the physical
relevance of the usual four-dimensional spacetime.

A process of interest is the Kaluza-Klein (KK) compactification of these extra
dimensions. This is named after the KK theory, developed in the 1920s. In Kaluza’s

model [80], a five-dimensional metric gap, A,B = 0,--- ,4 obeys the dynamics of
the five-dimensional Einstein-Hilbert action. Grossly speaking, the components g4z
are splitinto a four-dimensional metric g,,,,, t,v =0, -- - , 3, a scalar field ¢ ~ g44 and

a four-dimensional one-form field A, ~ g,4. Klein then gave the theory a quantum
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interpretation, proposing that the additional fifth dimension is compact, being a
circle whose radius is a multiple of the Planck length [81]. KK theory leads to field
equations 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-tensor
theories. 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 a
four-dimensional scalar-tensor theory. Later on, KK compactifications of more gen-
eral Lovelock theories will be performed, in Sec. 5.3. The obtained four-dimensional
scalar-tensor theory may 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, like
giving 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 diffeomorphism
invariance [83], see [84] for a review on massive gravity. Again, there exists inter-
esting links between different modifications of gravity. The five-dimensional DGP
model 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 decoupling
limit. 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. The
scalar is then the helicity-0 mode [85]. For DGP model, this limit is reached at dis-
tances smaller than the ratio between the four and five-dimensional Planck masses [86].

On the other hand, authorizing torsion or non-metricity (point 3) allows for many
new possibilities, like f(7') and f(Q) theories. The interested reader is referred to
the 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 present
thesis focuses on scalar-tensor theories, which we just defined above as theories
with an action functional S [g,., ¢| depending on the usual metric field g,,, and on
a new field, the scalar ¢. 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 as
it may seem: an action S [g,.,, ] may possess more than three dynamical degrees
of freedom in total. This is in general the case if the field equations are of order
higher than two, and is linked to the existence of unstable, unphysical degrees of
freedom, the Ostrogradsky ghosts [76]. This question will thus be of importance for
the 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 added
thanks 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 describes
accurately the physics up to some energy scale, but that some additional degrees
of freedom (the first of which being ¢) are excited when the energy increases. This
simplicity as adding a single degree of freedom also 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-tensor
theories. We have also briefly mentioned the link between scalar-tensor theories
and other modifications of gravity, like the higher-dimensional theories which, after
certain KK compactifications, lead to scalar-tensor theories. Let us now explore the
details 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 ® 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

D-1
-1

Slguw = /dgx\/—_g Z apyRK) = /dgx\/—_g(R —2A+aG+---), (1.54)
k=0

where Eq. (1.38) recalls the definition of R(¥), and we have set the couplings a; = 1,
o = —2A and ay = a. G = R? — 4R,,R"™ + R,.,,cR**° is the GB invariant. Let
us consider in detail the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet (EGB) action without cosmological
constant, designing explicitly ®-dimensional quantities with a subscript (D),

Sio)ece [9@)an) = /dgmx/—g(z)) (R@) + G (o)) , (1.55)

which stands as the first non-trivial modification to the Einstein-Hilbert action in
® > 4, but reduces to GR in ©® = 4, where G is a boundary term. This result implied
that modifications of gravity had to be looked for, typically, with extra dimensions or
extra fields. Let us now show that, in fact, these two approaches may coincide when
one performs a KK dimensional reduction. Split the ©-dimensional Lorentzian
line element into a D-dimensional Lorentzian line element, plus an n-dimensional
Euclidean line element withn = — D,

9oyap(2?)dztda®? = g(pu (2?)dada” + e 2 G0 (2°) dada®, (1.56)
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where the original spacetime with ®© dimensions corresponds to indices A, B, - - -,
the D-dimensional target spacetime to u,v,--- and the n-dimensional internal
spacetoa,b, ---. Thisdecomposition is said to be diagonal, since there are no cross-
terms dz*dx®.

Moreover, the ® and D-dimensional metrics do not depend on the internal space
coordinates x%, while in the case of the internal space, the dependence on the target
spacetime coordinates 2* is completely encoded into the conformal factor e=2¢("),
where ¢ is a scalar field. Obviously, this choice of decomposition is related to the will
of relating the ®-dimensional, purely metric EGB theory (1.55), to a D-dimensional
scalar-tensor theory. Had we included cross-terms dz*dx®, this would have given
rise to one-form fields A, ~ g,,, like in the original KK model. This decomposition
for the EGB theory was performed in [89], see also [90] for similar considerations,
leading to the following results. With straightforward calculations®, Eq. (1.56) yields

V=9 = \/ =G/ ~g0re ", (1.57)
Rio) = Rip) + Ruwe® +n(n - 1) (99)*, (1.58)
Gio) = Gi) + Gmye™® + 2Ry [R(m +(n=2) (n - 3) (99)’

—4n(n—1) G50, 0,0 +2n(n—1) (n—2)0¢ (9¢)*
—n(n—1)7%(n-2)(0¢)". (1.59)

In these equations, quantities with ~ are those associated to the metric of the inter-
nal space gm)q. Since ¢ depends only on the target spacetime, all terms involving
its derivatives are D-dimensional terms,

(00)" = g(5)0u0 0v0, 0 = g1 V(0¥ (D). (1.60)

Assume now that the curvature invariants Ry, G, of the internal space are con-
stants, for instance if the internal space is maximally-symmetric or a product of
spheres. Then,

So).ece [9@yw] = Vi) S(p)ncs 90y @] - (1.61)
The constant proportionality factor V) is the volume of the internal space,

Vi) = / A"z /=g, (1.62)

while S(p) nece [9(p)w- ¢] is @ D-dimensional scalar-tensor action. It reads

S(D),n,EGB [g(D);uu Qﬂ = /dDﬁx/ —9(D) e_mi){R(D) + fN%(n)e%S +n(n—1) (8¢)2
+a|Gip) + Goe™ + 2R (Rip) + (n = 2) (n = 3) (99))
—4n(n—1)G}) 000,04 2n(n —1) (n —2) 06 (06)
—n(n—1)(n-2)(90)"| }. (1.63)

>The 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(p),»ecs depends not only on the internal space dimension n, but also on its

geometry, since its Ricci and GB scalars, ﬁ(n) and (j(n), appear in the action. These
geometrical terms of the internal space are mere coupling constants for the result-
ing D-dimensional theory. Thus, as announced, modifying gravity by adding extra
dimensions 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 in
four dimensions, it obviously contributes non-trivially to the field equations when
coupled to a scalar field ¢ as in action (1.63). In fact, beyond Lovelock's mathemat-
ical result, the GB invariant is physically motivated by many considerations from
string theory, where for instance, 1-loop corrected heterotic string effective action
presents terms as e®G, where ¢ 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 @ — oo, n — 0 and an = constant. For
the moment however, let us conclude this first chapter by a study of the possible
pathologies brought about by higher-order field equations, as in f(R) theories. The
associated Ostrogradsky instability, and its possible circumvention, will constrain
the 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 and
briefly repeat the analysis of this latter reference. The variables are ¢(t) and ¢'(t)
withi =1,---,n, and a dot means time derivative. The action reads

. 1 - 1. .. . .
Swnﬂz/ﬁt&m?+§%¢¢+m¢¢+q¢¢. (1.64)
The field equations are

O=ad +biq" — i (1.65)
0= ki;i’ +b; ¢ + i, (1.66)



22 Chap. 1 Modifying GR: from Lovelock’s theorem to scalar-tensor theories

To compute the number of degrees of freedom, one replaces ¢ by @, and imposes
that ¢ = @ by using a Lagrange multiplier J, yielding

. 1 . 1 o . . )
S [Qg’ q,0, A] = /dt [§GQ2 + §kijqzqa +b0Q4¢ +c¢Qq — A (Q — ¢>:| ) (1.67)

The new field equations are

ciqt — X =alQ + b, (1.68)
—ci ¢ = b;Q + ki (1.69)
p=0Q, A=0, (1.70)

and one can check that they are equivalent to the ones of the first formulation.

1.4.2 . Invertible kinetic matrix: Ostrogradsky
ghost instability

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

system,
a b
M = ). (1.71)
( bi ki )

If M isinvertible, the above system of differential equations (1.68-1.70) requires initial
conditions for @, Q, ¢, ¢, A and ¢, so 2(n + 2) initial conditions, describing there-
fore n + 2 degrees of freedom. However, the variables of the initial action, S [¢, ¢,
seemed to imply only n + 1 degrees of freedom. The (n + 2)-th degree of freedom is
an unphysical degree of freedom, the Ostrogradsky ghost. Its appearance is linked
to the presence of derivatives of order higher than two in the original field equa-
tions. It can be identified more rigorously in the framework of Hamiltonian analysis.
In this framework, the kinetic term of the Ostrogradsky degree of freedom is shown
to have the wrong sign. The Hamiltonian is unbounded from below: this is the Os-
trogradsky instability.

1.4.3 . Degenerate kinetic matrix: evading the
Ostrogradsky instability

Let us now present the case where the kinetic matrix M is non-invertible, or in
other words degenerate. For the purposes of the argument, we assume that the
kinetic matrix k;; of the variables ¢’ is non-degenerate. Also, for the higher-order
derivatives to be present, we assume a # 0 and b; # 0. Then, the determinant of
the total kinetic matrix M is

det(M) = det(k) (a — b (k1) bj) , (1.72)

so the degeneracy of M is equivalent to a — b; (k)" b; = 0. The kernel of M is then
generated by the vector v,

=(9)=(uih)
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Projecting (1.68-1.69) along v yields

¢ (q’i + v’Q) =\ (1.74)
Introducing a new variable z* = ¢' + v'Q, Egs. (1.68-1.69) are thus equivalent to

A=c i, (1.75)
0 = kiy# + Q. (1.76)

Taking the time derivative of (1.75) and using (1.70) to replace @ by qb leads to the
equivalent system

0=, (1.77)
0=c; ¢+ ki, (1.78)

This is a second order system for the n + 1 variables ¢ and z*. As a conclusion, the
degeneracy of the kinetic matrix M is seen to imply that the (n + 2)-th degree of
freedom (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 from
Ostrogradsky instabilities. While f(R) theories might have seemed, at first sight,
very straightforward modifications of gravity (since they depend only on the metric
field, just as GR), their higher-order equations of motion justifies, among other ar-
guments given previously, that this thesis focuses on another natural modification
of gravity, namely scalar-tensor theories.

The Ostrogradsky instability explains that one may at first restrict their attention
to field equations of order two, as is most common in physics. This retrospectively
explains one of the assumption of Lovelock's theorem: 'The field equations are of
second order’. The construction of scalar-tensor theories followed the same prin-
ciple®: Gregory Horndeski constructed as early as in 1974 the most general action
S (9w, @] with second-order field equations [99]. Later on, more general, healthy
actions S [g,., ¢] were constructed [100, 96], with higher-order field equations, but
where 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 degrees
of freedom). These are the Degenerate Higher-Order Scalar-Tensor (DHOST) the-
ories [96]. The next chapter presents the Horndeski and DHOST theories, and their
properties.

SHistorically, the first major 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, which
have been defined in Chap. 1as theories, described by an action functional S [g,.., ¢],
propagating two metric and one scalar degrees of freedom. The understanding
of Ostrogradsky instability, Sec. 1.4, implies that the most straightforward way of
constructing 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 a
particular redefinition of the metric field, called disformal transformation. Indeed,
this naturally paves the way towards the introduction of scalar-tensor theories with
field 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 which
may simplify the analysis of their field equations. One of these symmetries is local
conformal 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 of Horndeski

The Horndeski action is the most general four-dimensional scalar-tensor action
S (9, @] with a variational principle leading to field equations of second order. Ex-
plicitly,

2 68 1 68 -

R VA T T

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

Eu

2.1.1. Original derivation by Horndeski

Horndeski started from a generic four-dimensional action with diffeomorphism
invariance S [g,., ¢] = [ d*zy/=gL. An infinitesimal diffeomorphism is parameter-
ized by a vector field 6¢* under which the fields are modified according to their Lie

25
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derivatives along —d&*,
09" = VIS + VVOE", 5 = —06" 0,0, (2.2)

Diffeomorphism invariance of S then implies, after integrating by parts and using
the symmetry of £,

2 45 1

0=05= /d4x\/—g(5§“ -V (——) - —

{ V=909" ) =g

Since 6&# is arbitrary, one gets the '‘Bianchi identity’ for scalar-tensor theories,

0S
%é)uqﬁ}. (2.3)

VYE, = —E40,6. (2.4)

Because &, is second-order in derivatives, V¥, 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 A4,, = A,, (9., 09,., 009, 9,00, 00¢) which is such
that V”4,, is at most of second order in the derivatives of both g,, and ¢.
Then, because of (2.4), Horndeski imposes in addition that this A, satisfy V¥4, =
0,0 B (91, 09y, 009, @, 09, 00¢) for some Lorentz scalar B. Such an 4,,, then cor-
responds to the metric field equations &,,,.. Finally, Horndeski is able to find the La-
grangian which gives rise to the field equations &, and &, by inspection of g€,
With this procedure, the Horndeski action reads

2
5= [ dtoy=g{B225 [KiohRy + SKixdhoses + Kadud By”

+ 2Rax 680505 | + 057 | FR, 4™ + 2Fx 60 + 2Kis6 0}
46 (XKs — Fy)Op + Kg}. (2.5)

It is parameterized by four arbitrary functions K; (¢, X), i = 1,3,8,9, of the scalar
field ¢ and of its kinetic term X,

1 1
= 39" 0,00,6 = —50"6,. (26)
and the following abbreviations are used,
of of
(b# = 8M¢ = v#¢’ (b/_“/ = VHV,,(b = (b,j#, fX = 8_X7 f = a—¢ (27)
Finally, the function F' = F (¢, X') appearing in the action (2.5) must verify
FX:2(K3+2XK3)(—K1¢). (2.8)

2.1.2 . Equivalence with the generalized Galileon

The original form (2.5) of the action is no more used nowadays. The current
form can be called the generalized Galileon form of Horndeski theories, and
is 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 Minkowski
background, invariant under the Galilean transformation for the scalar field, ¢ —
¢+ b,z + c with constant b, and ¢, and leading to second-order field equations. The
Galileon action reads

Sl = / d4x{cl¢ + X — e3X0¢ + 0 X [(O6)* — 9,0,¢ 040" ¢]
_ %X [(D¢)3 — 30060,8,6 0"9" ¢ + 20,8, 0" ¢ a,,aw] } (2.9)

where ¢y, o, ¢3, ¢4, ¢5 are constants, and of course, the kinetic term is appropriate to
the fixed Minkowski metric ,,,, X = —n*"0,¢ 0,¢/2. Eq. (2.9) is a pure scalar action,
and one can transform it into a scalar-tensor action by making the replacements
M — Yur 0, — V,, and multiplying the Lagrangian by \/—g. However, in addi-
tion to this usual procedure, additional terms must be included in order to maintain
second-order field equations for the metric g,,,. These additional terms are empha-
sized in red below. The covariant Galileon action thus obtained [102, 103] is

S Gu» @] = /d4x\/—_9{01¢ + X — 3 X g + %XQR + s X [(D¢)2 - ¢uu¢uy]

+ s X2GM b — %X [(D¢)3 — 3060 " + 2¢u,,¢”p¢g} } (2.10)

We recall that X = —¢"¢,¢0,/2, ¢ = V.o, ¢ = V,V, 6. Note that the co-
variant Galileon action (2.10) is called 'Galileon’ only by analogy with the original
Galileon action (2.9): it does not enjoy anymore the Galilean symmetry. One can
thus push the analogy further by constructing the generalized Galileon action: this
time, one starts by constructing a four-dimensional scalar field action S [¢] in a fixed
Minkowski background, with the only requirement that the field equations be of
second order. There is no more reference to the Galilean symmetry, and one finds
an action which generalizes the original Galileon action (2.9). Then, one promotes
this scalar field action S [¢] to a scalar-tensor action S [g,.., ¢| in the same way as one
promoted the original Galileon action (2.9) to the covariant Galileon action (2.10). The
obtained theory is the generalized Galileon [104],

Slgun ) = [ dtov=5{G2(6.X) ~ Gs(6.X) D0 + G1 (6. X) R
+ Gax [(09) = du¢™] + G5 (6, X) G
- % [(D¢)3 — 306¢u " + 2¢W¢”P¢g} } (2.11)

It is parameterized by four arbitrary functions Gs (¢, X), G5 (¢, X), G4 (¢, X) and
G5 (¢, X) of the scalar field ¢ and its kinetic term X. In fact, this action (2.11) is the
generalized Galileon form of Horndeski theories, since it is equivalent to the orig-
inal Horndeski action (2.5). Indeed, it can be obtained from (2.5) through integration
by parts and identification of the four functions G,, GG3, G4 and G5 as [105]

G2 = Kg + 4X/<Kg¢ - 2K3¢¢) d)(7 G5 = —4K1,

Gy =6F; — 2XKg — 8X K3, + 2 / (Ks — 2K3,)dX, Gy=2F —4XK;. (2.12)



28 Chap. 2 Generic aspects of scalar-tensor theories

The advantage of the Galileon approach is that it yields a nicely written and concise
action (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 second
order field equations. This being said, Horndeski theories are nowadays exclusively
dealt with under their generalized Galileon form (2.11).

2.1.3 . Common metric-scalar couplings in the
Galileon formalism

Importantly, the Horndeski, or generalized Galileon, action, is defined through
the requirement of second-order field equations. Therefore, the form (2.11) is the
most 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 field
equations, 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 were
introduced so as to allow self-tuning mechanisms on FLRW backgrounds,

Lyonn = Vj(¢)G* ¢,00, (2.13)
ERingo = VR(¢)g7 (2.14)
£Pau| = VP(¢>Pupya¢u¢u¢pa- (2-15)

We recall that G, is the Einstein tensor and G the GB scalar. The tensor P, is

1
P,upua = R,upzzo + g,uo'Rpu + gpvR,ua - g,uuRpU - ngRw/ + = (g,uvgpa - g,uagpu> R. (2-16)

2
This definition could be used in any spacetime dimension, and in four dimensions,
it is equivalent to Prv? = —etPoBR 5, €777 /4, i.e. the double dual of the Riemann

tensor [35]. The functions V..(¢) are arbitrary functions of ¢. We did not write the
George term which is just the G, term of Horndeski. However, for the three terms
we have written, the equivalence is not straightforward. For the coupling to GB, the
Galileon correspondence is

Go = 8Vhpgoo X (3= X), Gz =4VrypX (7T —3In X),
G4 = 4VR¢¢X(2 —In X), G5 = —4VR¢ In X. (2.17)
This was demonstrated at the level of the field equations by [105], and more recently

shown directly at the level of the action by [108], using the expression of G as a total
derivative (in four dimensions) found by [109].
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As concerns the coupling to the Einstein tensor, it is a G5 term,

Gi =~ [ (@), (218)

but if Vj(¢) = 1, it can also be written as a G, term,
Gy=X. (2.19)

Finally, let us take the Paul term with V5 (¢) = 1 for simplicity (it is the only case which
will be needed in this manuscript). It corresponds to [110]

Gs = 3X. (2.20)

(Generalized) Brans-Dicke theory

One of the first and most well-known scalar-tensor theory was introduced by Brans
and Dicke in1961[97]. It was further generalized by Bergmann [111] and Wagoner [112],
leading to the generalized Brans-Dicke theory:

5= [ atev=g|or -2 00y - vio)|. .21
This belongs to Horndeski with
Gy = -V (o) + 2%, Gy = o. (2.22)

The particular case of Brans-Dicke corresponds to w(¢) = constant and V (¢) = 0.
We mostly introduce this action for its simplicity and historical importance (it was
first constructed to get a varying Newton's constant, replaced by 1/¢), but it will
not be of great interest for us. Indeed, it allows for no asymptotically flat hairy BH
solution but one, the BBMB BH [113, 114], as will be explained in Sec. 3.1 dedicated to
no-hair theorems. This somehow explains the necessity of going beyond the simple
Brans-Dicke theory, and considering rather the Horndeski theory, in order to get
new BH phenomenology.

2.2 . Disformal transformations of Horn-
deski theories

Now that the modern Horndeski action (2.11) is constructed, one can naturally
wonder about its behaviour under redefinitions of the two fields upon which it de-
pends, the metric field g,, and the scalar field ¢. In particular, since g,, is a sym-
metric covariant two-tensor, it is tempting to construct a symmetric covariant two-
tensor from the scalar field ¢, and to add it to the metric. An infinity of possibilities
exist: with the notations of (2.7), ¢,é., ¢, ¢,,95... The simplest possibility is the
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one which yields derivatives of not too high order: if one acts upon ¢,¢, with 0 or
V, one gets terms with at most VV ¢, while with any other possibility, one would get
terms with at least VVV¢. One thus defines a disformal transformation [115] as
the following redefinition of the fields:

G = Guw = G + D (0, X) b, ¢+ 6= ¢ (2.23)

The disformal transformation is seen to act only upon the metric. The transforma-
tion is parameterized by a function D (¢, X) of the scalar field and its kinetic term.
Again, if one were considering more general functions of other scalar quantities
constructed from ¢, like D (¢, X,0¢), derivatives of high order in ¢ would appear
more rapidly. Even with the simple disformal transformation (2.23), it not obvious
that a Horndeski action S [g,., ¢| leads to a sensible action in terms of g,,. For
instance, the term G*"¢,,, which appears in the Horndeski action (2.11), contains
terms in (00g,.) (00¢), which, once rewritten in terms of g,, and ¢, give terms in
(0009) (80¢).

2.2.1. Transformation of the action

However, using integration by parts, the scalar-tensor action written in terms of
the disformal metric g,

S [gul/a ¢] = S [gul/v ¢] ) (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,

D

MYV BV AV
9" =9" - T opx? (2.25)

where itis seen that the disformal transformation is well-defined as mapping invert-
ible symmetric tensors to invertible symmetric tensors if and only if 1 — 2D X # 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

v = Gup (55 + D9p0¢o¢u) ) (2.26)

then take the determinant of both sides (we write here the det in order to distinguish
clearly matrices from determinants),

det (§) = det (g) x det (I + Dg—'P), (2.27)

where [ is the identity matrix and P is the rank one matrix P, = ¢,¢,. Thus g~ 'P
is also of rank one, and its unique nonvanishing eigenvalue is its trace, (9717;)5 =
9" ¢, = —2X. So the matrix I + Dg~'P has a single eigenvalue different from 1
and equal to 1 — 2D X, yielding the final expression

det (§) = det (g9) (1 —2DX), (2.28)
or, dropping as usual the notation det,

g=9g(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 S (G, @] = S [guw, @] as [100]

$(gue0] = [ atev/=3{Ga - GiBo+ Gt + Gus | (39)” - 67

+ GG Gy — % [(ﬂzﬁ) ~ 3060, 0™ + 20,00}
+ Z4b + 251,}. (2.30)

On the one hand, there are the usual terms of the Horndeski action (2.11), but of
course now in terms of the disformal metric g, and with modified Horndeski func-
tions CA}; 673 CA};, CA}; which are determined by the initial Horndeski functions and
the disformal factor D (¢, X), and are given in appendix B. On the other hand, the
Lagrangian contains two additional contributions L‘4b and L‘5b They read

Lo =2R{ X |(B0)" - G| + Bodid - Gmanirl s
~ — ~ ~ 3 ~ —~ —~ ~— ~ 2 — — —
L= F{2X [(m) ~ 3060, 0 + 2¢W¢W¢4 +3((06) 600"

— 206,07,y — G P 6o + 20,07 Dy 705 |} (232)

The two additional functions ]Ai and /}7“; which, as the Horndeski functions, depend
on the scalar field and its kinetic term, are determined by the initial Horndeski func-
tions and the disformal factor D (¢, X ), see appendix B. It can be seen, in particular,
that £, vanishes if D does not depend on X and either there is no G5 term in the ini-
tial action or G5 and D do not depend on ¢. On the other hand, ’F; vanishes if there
is no G5 in the initial action or D does not depend on X. These subcases, where /]5;
and ﬁ; vanish, determine when the Horndeski class is stable under the disformal
transformation (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 class
of theories which can be written as

Slopwnd] = [ 'oy=g{Ga — GiO6 + Gult + G [(00) — 6,00

G
+ GsG 0y — —2X[(00)° = 8066, + 20,0}

+ F4euypgeaﬁvg¢u¢a¢uﬁ¢p'y + F5Euypaea576¢u¢a¢uﬁ¢pv¢05}~ (233)

This new class of theories can be considered for itself, and no more as coming from a
disformal transformation of a Horndeski action, so there are no more ~ (disformal)
quantities. All functions Gy, Gs, G4, G5, Fy, F5 depend as usual on ¢ and X. Also,
the new terms (2.31-2.32) are written in an equivalent, more concise but less explicit
way, involving the Levi-Civita tensor €,,,,. This class of actions (2.33) will be studied
below, 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 disformal
transformation, and wonder if the transformed action S [j,., 4] is equivalent to the
original action S [g,., ¢].
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2.2.2 . (In)equivalence of the transformed ac-
tion

Indeed, a fundamental question is whether the gisformal transformation (2.23),
which maps the action S [g,., ¢] to the new action S [,.., #|, amounts to a mere re-
definition of the fields and thus to the description of the same physics, or whether
the two theories S [g,.., ¢] and S [g,., ¢| are inequivalent [119]. This question can be
answered from two points of view. First, the distinction between inequivalent theo-
ries becomes clear when it comes to defining the physical metric to which matter
fields couple minimally. Assume for example that the physical metric is the initial

metric g,,,. This means that the total action including matter fields, collectively de-
noted as V¥, reads

Stot (s @ Y] = S (G, @] + Sm [, Y] - (2.34)

Sm [9, Y] is the matter action, and minimal coupling of the matter to the metric
g, Means that S, does not depend on the scalar field ¢. Then, if the disformal
transformation (2.23) mapping g, to g, is invertible, one gets an equivalent action

Stot [Gus @, U] = Stot [Gurs D5 Uim] (2.35)

and this action is explicitly obtained as

gtot [guu7 Qb, \I’m] = S [guu7 Qb] + Sm [g;u/ - D ¢u¢ua \Ijm] ) (236)

where the part S [g,,, ¢] is the beyond Horndeski action described above and de-
fined by (2.24). The matter fields ¥, are seen to be non-minimally coupled in the
frame g,,, i.e., they do not couple only to the metric g, but also to the scalar field
#. While both actions S (G, @, Um]| @and Siot (9,0, ¢, Um| are equivalent, the action
Stot [9u, @, Um] is said to be written in terms of the physical metric g,,, to which mat-
ter fields couple minimally. Once this notion of physical metric is understood, it
becomes clear how the disformal transformation (2.23) can be used to define two
physically 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 the
disformal transformation is invertible, this leads to two equivalent theories in vac-
uum, but described in different frames: S (g, ¢] and S [G,., ¢]. From this, one can
define a theory including matter and for which the disformal metric g, is defined
to be the physical metric, thus leading to a total action of the form

St [Gr & Yl = S [Guws &) + S7 [Gurs Y] (2.37)

where the superscript '# emphasizes the difference of the corresponding actions
with the actions appearing in (2.36). Now the matter action Sﬁ (G, ¥m] is defined
so that the matter fields ¥, are minimally coupled in the frame g,,. This is the
first 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 actions
are 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 (g, #] and S [§,.,, 4] is if the disformal transformation is not invertible. The Jaco-
bian of the transformation (2.23) is the 'matrix’

Oguv(x)  O0guv(x) o o o 0Guv(x
(i o B S A o B
S ¥)  30(y) 0 o (x,y)

where § (z,y) is the usual Dirac distribution. Since it is upper triangular, there is no
need to compute 6g,, (z) /d¢ (y): the disformal transformation is invertible if and
only if the matrix [119, 120]

Jro =

pv

(5563+6365+Dx¢p¢"my)—Iﬂf’+ p X 7 by (2.39)

N | —

isinvertible. This is effectively a 10 x 10 matrix, with indices being a symmetric pair v
and a symmetric pair po. If] = (6553 + 5555) /2 is the identity matrix, as underlined
by the fact that I/} = dg,./dg,.. One thus sees that the determinant of J£7 can be
determined in an analogous way as the determinant det (I + Dg~'P) was computed
between Egs. (2.27) and (2.28). Indeed, the matrix ¢*¢” ¢, ¢, is the analogous of the
rank one matrix with two indices P,, = ¢,¢,. Therefore the determinant of Jhy is
one, plus the trace of this part of rank one,

1
det (J57) =1+ §DX¢“¢”¢M¢V =1+42X?Dy. (2.40)

As a consequence, the disformal transformation is a well-defined and invertible map
between invertible symmetric tensors if and only if’

1-2DX ¢ {0,00}, 14 2X%Dy keeps a constantsign, > 0or < 0. (2.41)

The first condition comes from the invertibility of g,,, Egs. (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 € {0,00} or 1+2X?Dx changes sign, then the vacuum actions S [g,,,., 9]
and S [j,.,, ¢ 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 g, and j,, respectively, are inequivalent.

"Note that 1 — 2D X must in any case not be negative. Otherwise, the disformed metric would not
be Lorentzian, as shown by the relation (2.29) between the determinants, § = g(1 — 2D X).
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2.3 . Beyond Horndeski theories and
Degenerate Higher-Order Scalar-
Tensor (DHOST) theories

2.3.1. Beyond Horndeski theories

We have just explained that a disformal transformation maps a Horndeski theory
into a new class of theory, of the form

S [g/“,, ¢] = /d41:\/—_g{G2 — G3D(Z5 + G4R + G4X [(D¢)2 — Qﬁuy(ﬁ‘w/}

GG — % [(00)° — 3066,0" + 20,06

+ F4€/Lypa€aﬂwg¢y¢a¢uﬁ¢py + F5EIWPUED[BW&¢M¢&¢V[3¢PW¢U(5}' (2-42)

This class of theory is called beyond Horndeski 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 two
additional Lagrangians, in Fy(¢, X) and F5(¢, X), lead to field equations of order
three. As we saw in Sec. 1.4, in general, field equations of order higher than two
lead to the propagation of Ostrogradsky ghosts, i.e. additional degrees of freedom
associated to a Hamiltonian unbounded from below. We also explained that this
Ostrogradsky 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 course
more intricate than in the toy model of Sec. 1.4, requiring for instance to perform an
Arnowitt-Deser-Misner (ADM) [121] decomposition. The detailed study can be found
in [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 — 2XG4)() = 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 beyond
Horndeski theories as disformal transformations of Horndeski theories, although
useful, is no more essential: action (2.42) can be considered in itself as a perfectly
valid scalar-tensor action, and, among other things, its BH solutions may 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 higher
than two, do not suffer from Ostrogradsky instability thanks to the degeneracy of
the 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 in
2015 [96, 122], note in addition the important work [123]. This then led to further
generalizations [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 kinetic matrix prevents the existence of Ostrograd-
sky ghosts, no matter the order of the field equations?.

Again, the reader interested in the construction of these theories is referred to
the original articles. DHOST theories were first constructed at quadratic order [96],
then at cubic order [124], while further orders remain to be constructed. These
orders refer to the order in second derivatives of the scalar field. For instance, in
the beyond Horndeski action (2.42), G4 and F; are quadratic terms, while G5 and Fj
are cubicterms (on the other hand, GG, and G5 are linear terms which do not play any
role in the kinetic matrix). In this manuscript, we will mostly use the formalism of
Horndeski and beyond Horndeski theories, but some of the solutions we will review
or construct are based on the DHOST notations. Specifically, at no time will we need
the cubic DHOST action. Let us thus present only the quadratic DHOST action, which
reads

5= [ey=g{F R+ P+ Q6+ A10,00" + 4 (O0) + 40666,
+ AL 0 Gy + As (108 ) (244)

As usual, the functions F, P, (), A, 2345 are functions of ¢ and its kinetic term X.
Traditionally, in the context of DHOST, the kinetic term is understood to be
X = ¢*¢,, while we recall that X = —¢"¢,/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 = ¢"¢,,
while each time a (beyond) Horndeski action is considered, X = —¢*¢,/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, is
like G4, while P ~ Gy and @ ~ G3. The terms in A; and A, appear in G4x but also in
Fy, while A3 and A, appear in F, [see the explicit expression of the F, Lagrangian,
Eqg. (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 cubic
DHOST 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 indeed
a 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, Il and lll, decomposing themselves
into subclasses, for instance la and Ib. Among all these classes and subclasses, it
was shown that all subclasses but the subclass la suffer from an instability, when
it comes to studying the quadratic action for perturbations around a cosmological
background [128, 129, 126]. Therefore, the only phenomenologically viable theory is
DHOST la, for which the degeneracy conditions are:

Ay = — Ay, (2.45)
F# — XA, (2.46)
Ay = ————— 16X A3+ 4(3F + 16X Fx)A2 — X?F A2
4 8(F+XA2)2[6 2 +ABF+ 16X Fx) 4, 3
+ (16X*Fyx — 12X F)A3A; + 16Fx (3F + 4X Fy) A,

Y 8F(XFy — F)As + 48FF§], (2.47)
(AFx + 245 + X A3)(—2A% + 3X Ay Ay — 4Fx Ay + 4F As)
A5 = 5 . (248)
8(F + X Ay)

DHOST la theories thus depend on five arbitrary functions of ¢ and X: P, Q, F, A
and As. Finally, note that the condition (2.43), given above and ensuring that the
generic beyond Horndeski action (2.42) does not suffer from Ostrogradsky instabil-
ity, is a particular case of the most general degeneracy conditions found when one
combines quadratic and cubic DHOST actions [124]. The field equations of quadratic
DHOST 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,

9w = G = G + D(¢7 X)¢u¢u- (2.49)

Starting with a Horndeski action S [g,.,., ¢], it was shown that one obtains a new action

S G 0] = S g, 9], (2.50)

and that the new action S [, ¢] 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,

Guv — g,uzl = O(gb, X)Q/w + D(¢> X)Cbuﬁbm (2.51)

where, in addition to the disformal factor D(¢, X), now appears a conformal factor
C(¢, X). Under such a conformal-disformal transformation, if the original scalar-
tensor action S [g,., ¢] belongs to the (beyond) Horndeski class, then the resulting
action S [g,.,, ¢] as defined by (2.50) belongs to the DHOST la 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 for
such a transformation, as well as the equivalence or not between the initial and
transformed actions. Analogous considerations can of course be applied to the
generic conformal-disformal transformation, and the interested reader is referred
to [125]. The important point in exiting beyond Horndeski and entering more gen-
eral DHOST is that the conformal factor C' depend on X. If C' = C(¢), then a beyond
Horndeski action is merely transformed into another beyond Horndeski action. The
viable DHOST la class is itself stable under a generic transformation (2.51).

This stability enables generation of solutions [130] in the following way. If one
starts from a seed solution (g,,, ¢) of the variational principle of the initial action
S, and the transformation (2.51) is invertible, then the image of the seed solution,
(v, ®), is solution of the variational principle of the new action S. This useful tool
has 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 and GW170817

From Horndeski to DHOST, an enormous amount of scalar-tensor theories is
now at the disposal of the researcher willing to modify gravity. These new actions
can be studied for themselves, and this is the point of view which is mostly adopted
in this thesis. Namely, we will consider scalar-tensor actions S [g,., ¢], study their
mathematical properties and possible simplifying symmetries, see Sec. 2.4, analyze
their 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 are
typically introduced to overcome the shortcomings of GR, such as BH singularities or
the dark energy problem. Beyond the rather mathematical and calculational point
of view which is adopted in this thesis, it is therefore paramount that, at least, the
new 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 a modification
of GR, it must therefore predict correctly the various following tests, see [136] for a
short 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 Long
Baseline Interferometry [141];

+ Shapiro time delay [142], measured with the help of the Cassini spacecraft [143];
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* BH shadows, which were measured for the supermassive BH M87* by the
EHT [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 entire
possibilities 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 a
first indirect experimental evidence in 1974, from the observed orbital decay of the
Hulse-Taylor binary pulsar [147]. Indeed, this decay matched the one predicted
by 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 by
the LIGO detectors, which observed the gravitational radiation generated by the
merger of two BHs [38]. The sixth GW event, GW170817, detected by LIGO and Virgo
in 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 Space
Telescope. Comparing the times of detection implies the following constraint on the
speed of GWSs ¢ as compared to the speed of light ¢ [152],

3% 107 < %T 1< T7Tx107, (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 the
reader interested in the precise computation to the references which appear in the
following lines. For instance, for Horndeski theories, the speed of GWs is [24, 105]

G4—X<éG5X—|—G5¢>
Gy —2XGyx — X <H¢G5X _G5¢>’

(2.53)

2
Cr =

with H = a/a the Hubble rate of the FLRW expansion with scale factor a. If ¢7 is to
be equal to the speed of light, no matter the background cosmological evolution,
this imposes

Gyx =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 la, the equality between ¢ and ¢ requires [129]

Ay = 0. (2.55)

In fact, some scalar-tensor theories predict the rapid decay of GWs into scalar waves [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 la, evading
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this decay implies the additional constraint A; = 0. To appreciate the drastic re-
duction of admissible DHOST theories, note that one goes from action (2.44), with
degeneracy conditions (2.45-2.48), to the following action,

F2
S = /d4x\/—_g{F R+P+QO¢+ 6TX¢“¢W¢W’%}. (2.56)

While the original DHOST la action is parameterized by five independent functions
P, Q, F, A; and A3, the surviving one depends onlyon P, Q and F.

GW170817 thus arguably reduces considerably the freedom of the theoretical
physicists when it comes to considering scalar-tensor theories. As regards the work
realized during this thesis, the main results of which are presented in Chaps. 4, 5
and 6, all novel closed-form BH (and wormhole) solutions are found in theories
which do not satisfy ¢ = 1 according to the previous criteria, since they all have
G4x # 0in the Horndeski framework. Does this mean that these new solutions are
physically irrelevant? In fact, there exist two arguments relativising the necessity for
a scalar-tensor theory to satisfy the above constraints.

The first argument was pointed out by [154] and has to do with the status of
scalar-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 may
generically have such dependence, ¢ = ¢r(k). However, the LIGO bound coming
from GW170817 applies to GWs at a frequency between around 10 and 100 Hz, while
the EFT for dark energy stands as an EFT for describing cosmology on energy scales
which are smaller by about 20 orders of magnitude. Ref. [154] analyzes the precise
example of a Horndeski theory where ¢r # ¢ as predicted by the formula (2.53), but
where the operators appearing at the cutoff scale end affecting ¢y, bringing it back
to cr = c at the energy scales probed by LIGO.

The second argument comes from considering the brute observational constraint
on c¢p, Eq. (2.52), seriously. This means that c¢; is indeed very close to ¢, but that
this does not force one to impose strictly ¢ = ¢. In this case, the bounds (2.52)
are merely used to put constraints on, e.g., the coupling constants of a particular
scalar-tensor theory. An interesting example of this point of view is [136]. In this
article, the authors consider the four-dimensional Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory, to
be introduced in Sec. 2.5 of the present manuscript. This theory has all Horndeski
terms G345, SO cr # c.

More precisely, they consider the case where this theory is parameterized by a
unique coupling constant «, that they constrain using experimental data. The peri-
helion precession for instance leads to |a| < 10'° m?. On the other hand, the FLRW
metric is a solution of the field equations of this theory, with a homogeneous scalar
field ¢. One can then use the expression for G4, G5 and ¢ into the expression for the
speed of GWs in Horndeski, Eq. (2.53). Forcing the obtained ¢y to lie within the ex-
perimental bounds (2.52) gives a much lighter constraint on «, namely |a| < 103¢ m?2,
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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 understanding
and 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 GG, x or GG; that this theory is a priori irrelevant (and equiva-
lently for DHOST).

Now that this important parenthesis regarding experimental constraints bearing
on scalar-tensor theories has been precised, we go back to the generic presentation
of scalar-tensor theories and their properties. In paragraph 2.3.3, we mentioned
the possibility of generating new solutions from existing ones. Even though this is a
handy technique, it still requires to start from a seed solution, so one must find ways
to build scalar-tensor solutions from scratch, before having the possibility to apply
a conformal-disformal transformation on them. As is common and fundamental
in physics [156], the use of symmetries is at the core of the construction of many
solutions in scalar-tensor theories. We now turn on to the description of the most
commonly used such symmetries.

2.4 . Symmetries of scalar-tensor the-
ories

Given a scalar-tensor action S [g,,, ¢], its invariance under a continuous symme-
try implies the existence of a conserved Noether current which should simplify the
solving of the field equations. This section first studies shift symmetry, where the
invariance transformation bears only on the scalar field. As will be seen, shift sym-
metry leads to great simplifications, particularly for static and spherically-symmetric
spacetimes, 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 are
all parameterized by functions of the scalar field ¢ and its kinetic term X: G345 (¢, X)
for Horndeski theories, with in addition F 5 (¢, X) for beyond Horndeski theories,
and analogously for DHOST theories. Each of these functions multiply terms which
depend on the scalar field only through its derivatives. Consequently, if the func-
tions parameterizing the theory themselves depend only on X = —¢*¢,/2 and not
on ¢, the entire action depends on the scalar field only through its derivatives.
The scalar-tensor action S [g,., ¢] then acquires shift symmetry under shifts of the
scalar field by a constant value,

¢ — ¢ + 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 of motion &;, one
can write the variation 65 of the action under a generic change d¢ of the scalar field
as

1 48
[atevmgiog, = ss = [ aey=5s0,0) =5
= — / d'zy/=g 6V, Thia (2.58)

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

. _ 1 4S
= =50 (0,0)

Because d¢ is arbitrary, this current is seen to provide an integration of the scalar
field equation of motion,

(2.59)

£ = —VuTlhs (2.60)

This Noether current J4 . 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 static
and spherically-symmetric spacetimes.

Shift symmetry in static, spherically-symmetric spacetimes

Indeed, assume a metric ansatz of the form
ds® = —h (r)dt* +dr®/f (r) + r*dQ?, (2.61)

where (t,7,0, ) are the usual spherically-symmetric coordinates, dQ? = d#?+sin? fdp?
is the metric of the two-sphere with unit radius, and & (r) and f () can be called
respectively 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, #-dependent or p-dependent terms in the field equations.
However, the action depends on the scalar field only through its derivatives. As a
consequence, it matters only that the derivatives of the scalar field do not depend
ont, # nor . This allows for a linear dependence of the scalar field ¢ on these coordi-
nates. However, a linear dependence on the angles 6 or o would yield a multi-valued
scalar field. The ansatz for the scalar field ¢, compatible with the symmetries of the
metric ansatz (4.3), can therefore be taken as [157, 158, 159]

¢=qt+¢(r), (2.62)

where ¢ is a constant. Since the scalar field is dimensionless, and ¢ has3 dimension
1, ¢ 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 a
mass to the power n, taking into account the unitsc =G = 1.
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a diffeomorphism §¢#, Eqg. (2.3), along with (2.60). This leads to

0=05 = [ doy=goe [-V,E0+ ViTh ]
— / d*a/=g [(E) = T ¢u) VuOE* — Thinbund€"] | (2.63)

where one integrates by parts to get the final line. Remarkably, choosing the dif-
feomorphism vector field to be §¢* = (6¢ () , 0,0, 0), taking into account the ansatz
(2.61-2.62) which enables to compute explicitly the covariant derivatives V,0¢# and
®u, this last integral simplifies to

0= / d'zv/=g (5¢") (& — aTihr) (264)
Therefore, given the arbitrariness of 6¢ (r),

& = qTshire (2.65)

This identity, found by [160], implies that, if the scalar field has a linear time depen-
dence, g # 0, then the radial component 7, 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 V7% was vanishing on shell. This result does not
hold a priori for a purely radial scalar field, ¢ = 0. In this case, when the field equa-
tions are verified,

1

1 o
0= V# s!éift = \/_—gaﬂ (V -9 sﬁift) = \/—__987" <T2 Slne\/; shift) ) (2.66)

because with this ansatz, 7}, is the only non-identically vanishing component of the
current and depends only on r. Therefore there exists a constant ¢ such that [161]

, ¢ /f
shift = 3\ - (2.67)

As announced, J},« is no more vanishing, unless ¢ = 0. However, consider the case
where the metric (2.61) is a BH with horizon r,

h (Th) = f (Th) =0. (268)

Then, it is possible to impose ¢ = 0 by assuming that the norm J4 ¢ Jsnirc . Of the
current is finite in the whole spacetime. Indeed,

2
¢
jsiiftjshift# = A (2.69)

so this norm diverges at the horizon unless ¢ = 0.
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Parity symmetry

Going back to the general case of a shift-symmetric scalar-tensor action, each term
in the action now has a definite behaviour under the parity transformation ¢ —
—¢. Indeed, each function parameterizing the action (G345, Fi5, €tc.) now de-
pends only on X, which is parity-symmetric. Therefore, if the expression mutliplied
by this function is itself parity-symmetric, then the corresponding term also enjoys
this symmetry. For instance, for the beyond Horndeski action (2.42), if shift symme-
try is assumed, one gets parity symmetry of the action under ¢ — —¢ by keeping
only the terms G, (X), G4 (X) and F (X). Parity symmetry is discrete, so does not
seem to imply as many simplifications as shift symmetry. However, it will be seen in
Chap. 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, g,, — w?g,,, where the rescaling param-
eter w is here assumed to be a constant (the case of non-constant w corresponds to
local conformal symmetry and will be dealt with just after). This implies the follow-
ing rescalings: /=g — w'\/=g, R — R/w?, so the Einstein-Hilbert action is of course
not invariant. Thanks to the scalar field, it is however possible to construct scalar-
tensor actions enjoying the global conformal symmetry, provided one imposes, in
addition to the Weyl rescaling of the metric, a rescaling of the scalar*

¢

Guv — WZQ;W; 925 — a (2-70)
Then for the kinetic term, X — X/w*, and one identifies the invariant combination

Y = %, Y =Y. (2.71)
One then easily understands the forms of, for example, the Horndeski functions
G345 guaranteeing conformal invariance: they have a part in ¢" where the power
n is chosen so as to cancel all possible w factors, multiplying an arbitrary function
of the invariant combination Y. The most general Horndeski action possessing the
global conformal invariance under (2.70) is thus [162]

Slown o) = [ doy=g{6%s (V) = e (V) Do + s (V) R+ 225 [(06)" = 6,9
as (Y)

F LG g — (2[00~ 30060 + 20,0} @72)

where as, a3, a4, as 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

4ltwould be more accurate to speak of Weyl 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 has
never been used up to date to construct new solutions. In fact, this latter Noether
current had never been written down in the literature. Therefore, we computed
it, and present it in appendix D for all practical purposes: one might end finding it
useful for the discovery of new BH solutions in theories enjoying global conformal
symmetry.

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

¢
Qz)’

where the previous constant parameter w is promoted to a function on spacetime,
Q= Q(z). Infact, for latter convenience, we will rather work with the following local
conformal transformation,

G — ()9, ¢ — (2.73)

g/w — GQU(x)g,uw ¢ — ¢ - U(l’), (274)

which is the same as above provided o = In Q2 and the scalar is redefined as ¢ — In ¢.
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 invariance
to be defined below. Only at the end of the paragraph will the explicit form of the
corresponding 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 unified
way.

Equivalence between local conformal symmetry and ¢*'&,,, + &4 =
0
Let us prove the following result: a scalar-tensor action S [g,,., ¢|] has local confor-

mal invariance under (2.74) if and only if the trace of its metric field equations,
and its scalar field equation, obey the following off-shell relation:

g Ew +E5=0. (2.75)

The proof is straightforward. Consider an arbitrary scalar-tensor action S [g,.,, ¢|

and an infinitesimal transformation (2.74), o(z) = —e(x). Introduce the following
notations for the transformed metric and scalar fields,

G = (1 =26) g, " =0+e (2.76)

Accordingly, the action is transformed into

S G 8] = S (g1 ] - (2.77)
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Using the definition (2.1) of the field equations, the variation of the action is then

S [gpurs 8] — S [gr 6] = / A/ =g () (6" Ep + E) (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 ¢"*€,, + &4 = 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 g, ¢|
is said to have generalized conformal symmetry if the Lorentz scalar density
85/0¢ (9., ¢] 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
Ey = (—g)"Y205/8¢, 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 to
explain in the next few lines. Indeed, local conformal symmetry (2.74) is a gauge
symmetry which thus removes a degree of freedom. In (2.74), one may choose the
transformation parameter o(z) to be the scalar field ¢, thus setting the scalar field
to 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 purposedly
introduced by considering scalar-tensor theories.

This is why this local conformal symmetry should be broken. Take an action
Stoc [9,» @] With local conformal invariance, add to it another action Siee [g,., ¢] With-
out the invariance, then the total action S [g,., ¢] = Siee [Gjws @] + Sioc (g, @] dOES
not have local conformal invariance. There is thus an infinity of ways of breaking
the invariance, as many as possible choices for Siee [¢,, @]

Nevertheless, a natural option for Siee [9,, ¢] is to take an action which does not
depend on the scalar field, Smet [g,]. Of course, in four dimensions, the only pos-
sible choice is the Einstein-Hilbert action with cosmological constant, according to
Lovelock’'s theorem, but we keep the notation Smet [g,] to highlight the generality
of the present considerations (which will be used in dimension higher than four in
Chap. 5). Thus, the local conformal symmetry is broken by coupling the invariant
action to a pure metric action. The total action is then

S [guw ¢] = Smet [g;w] + Sloc [g;wa ¢] . (279)
As a consequence,
58 08
% [g,ulu ¢] - W [g,uln Qﬂ . (2-80)
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Sioc has local conformal invariance, so 0S.c/d¢ also, so 5/d¢ also, according to
(2.80). In other words, S displays generalized conformal invariance. One thus under-
stands that generalized conformal invariance naturally arises when one breaks
the local conformal invariance by an action Spe [g,,] 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, Eqg. (2.79) is not the most general form of an action with generalized
conformal invariance: their may exist Lagrangian terms which are not purely metric
(@s in Spet) Nor locally conformally invariant (as in Sj,), and still lead to a locally
conformally invariant §/d¢. The explicit form of such terms will be seen later, for
the moment, let us pursue with abstract characterizations of generalized conformal
invariance.

Equivalence between generalized conformal symmetry and ¢** €, +
gcb =R (guu)

An interesting characterization of generalized conformal invariance is the follow-
ing: a scalar-tensor action S [g,,, ¢| has generalized conformal invariance if and
only if there exists a Lorentz scalar R = 23 (g,,,), built out of the metric g, (and
independent of ¢), such that off shell,

gul/g;w + 8(1) =R (g,u,u) . (2.81)

In other words, such scalar-tensor action satisfies on shell a purely geometric equa-
tion, namely R = 0.

Note that the characterization of local conformal invariance, see Eq. (2.75), can
be 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 action S [g,.,,, ¢].
The variation of the action under an infinitesimal conformal transformation is again
(2.78), with the notations of Egs. (2.76-2.77). Because G does not depend on ¢, one
has

0S¢ 0S
w [g,uzu ¢} = % [g;w ¢E] . (2.82)
Combining (2.82) with (2.78) leads to
oS 0S 0
% [g;w ¢E} - % [guln ¢] = /d4x —4g €<I>% (gw’g}w + 8(1)) . (283)

By definition, the action S enjoys generalized conformal invariance if and only if the
left hand side vanishes, which is seen to be equivalent to

5
55 (9" + E5) =0 (2.84)
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This is turn is equivalent to the existence of a Lorentz scalar i (g,,) (i.e. a purely
geometric quantity) such that ¢"*&,,, + €4 = R, as announced.

We have thus defined local conformal symmetry and generalized conformal sym-
metry (which includes local conformal symmetry but is more general), and seen that
they are equivalent to the existence of an 8 = % (g,,,) such that g**&,,, + & = R off
shell, with in particular R = 0 in the case of local conformal symmetry. Let us now
briefly describe the construction of the most general scalar-tensor action with these
symmetries. The construction is done in four dimensions, and will be generalized
for 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 the most general action enjoying local conformal
invariance consists in identifying a metric g,,, depending on both g,, and ¢, §,, =
9w (9,0, ), and invariant under the transformation (2.74). One easily finds

guu = 62¢g;w' (285)

The only scalar density of unit weight built out of g, is v—¢F(§,.), where F(g,,)
is an arbitrary Lorentz scalar constructed out of g,,. So the most general four-
dimensional action with local conformal invariance is

Stoc [grs 6] = / A2/ =G F (i), (2.86)

Importantly, it is a scalar-tensor action for g, and ¢: the hat quantities on the right-
hand side must be understood as functions of g, and ¢. Now, by requiring second-
order field equations, one is obviously led to the usual Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian
for g, F(gu) = —BR—2), where 8 and X are coupling constants, with \ appearing
as a '‘cosmological constant’ for the g, Lagrangian. So

Stoc (G, ¢] = /d% —§ (—5}%— 2/\>
— / d*zv/—g [—5e2¢ (R+6(0¢)%) — erﬂ . (2.87)

One gets the last form by using [166, 167]
V—g=ey/=g, R=e¢(R-60¢—6(0)), (2.88)

andintegrating by parts. Remember that an action with local conformal invariance is
not of particular interest in itself, since the additional scalar field degree of freedom
is removed by the gauge symmetry. As explained earlier, it is therefore usual to
consider the action Sj,c coupled to the Einstein-Hilbert action,

Seememtz (9w, @] = /d4x\/—_g[R — 2\ — Be** (R+6 (8(]5)2) — 2>\e4ﬂ . (2.89)
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This action is called BBMB/MTZ for the following reason. If A = 0 = ), 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 A and \. Of course, the BBMB/MTZ action does not enjoy anymore local con-
formal invariance but generalized conformal invariance, so there exists a geometric
equation R = ¢ &, + &;. First, R, = 0 for the part with local conformal invari-
ance. Second, Rey = 2" (G, + Agu) = 8A — 2R for the Einstein-Hilbert part. So
the geometric equation verified by the BBMB/MTZ action is the following,

MResmemrz = 8A — 2R, (2.90)

For instance, if A = 0, any scalar-tensor solution of the BBMB action must have
vanishing scalar curvature, R = 0. Chap. 3 reviews the already existing exact BH
solutions, and the solutions of the BBMB/MTZ action will be given more precisely
in paragraph 3.1.4. For the moment, let us stress on the fact that the BBMB/MTZ
action 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, Sio.
Does this give the most general action with generalized conformal invariance? The
answer is no, as shown by the following lines.

Most general action with generalized conformal invariance: the
Fernandes action

The construction of the most general action with generalized conformal invariance is
quite similar in the idea to the above construction, and mostly requires an additional
technical step. Since 0.5/d¢ must have local conformal invariance, one must have

sS
59 = V9F(Gw). (2.91)

As before, g, = e2¢glw is the metric with local conformal invariance, and F(g,.)
is a Lorentz scalar built out of this metric. For the construction of an action with
local conformal invariance, F(g,,) was simply given by Lovelock’s theorem as the
Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian for §,., F'(§u) = —5]% — 2\ (provided one restricts to
second-order field equations, which we again do here).

In fact, the most general Lorentz scalar that one can build from the four-dimensional
metric g,,, and consistent with second-order field equations, is more general than
F(gu) = —BR — 2). Indeed, due to Lovelock’s theorem, one can write down more
generally R A

F(guw)=—PBR—2\—ag. (2.92)

There is now a contribution from the GB scalar of g,,. Of course, included inside a
Lagrangian, this contribution is a boundary term, this is why it was not taken into
account when constructing Si,c above. However, it must now be taken into account,
yielding

‘;_*; = V=5 (28R - 8- ag) (2.93)
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(the coefficients in front of § and A are not taken as before because F(g,,) now ap-
pears in §5/d¢ and no more in S itself). All what remains is a technical part: how
to reconstruct S from the knowledge of §.5/5¢? We will not explain this reconstruc-
tion explicitly: the interested reader may read the original article [165], which uses
methods presented in [168]. The important points are the following. First, the § and
A termsin (2.93), once ‘integrated’, give the same contributions as in the BBMB/MTZ
action (2.89). Second, the « part in (2.93) gives a new contribution as compared to
the BBMB/MTZ action. This new contribution involves both g¢,,, and ¢, does not have
local conformal invariance (not even up to integration by parts), although its varia-
tion ¢ /0¢ has local conformal invariance. Third, and as for the BBMB/MTZ case, one
can 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, the
resulting action, as constructed by Fernandes [165], is

Srern (G @] = / d'oy/=g{ R - 20 = 2Xe* — Be* | R + 6 (99)’]
+ | =0G + 4G 9,0, + 106 (96) +2(90)'| ). (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 the most general
one with generalized conformal invariance and second-order field equations; more
general actions are obtained if one allows higher-order field equations [169]. The
Fernandes action thus belongs to the Horndeski class. The associated Horndeski
functions are

Gy = —2Xe™ +126e* X 4+ 8aX?, G = 8aX,
Gy=1-pe** +4aX, G5=4aln|X], (2.95)

see Eqg. (2.17) to understand the G5 term. By construction also and because of its
generalized conformal invariance, the Fernandes action satisfies a geometric equa-
tion, computed to be

Rrern = 9" € + Ey = 8A — 2R — agG. (2.96)

Here comes a striking fact. Consider the Lovelock’s EGB action in dimension D > 5,
S=[ dPx/=g(R — 2A + aG). The field equations, as given by (1.43-1.44), have the
following trace:

g€, =2DA+ (2— D)R+ a4 — D)G. (2.97)

One sees that the first two terms give the same contribution (2.96) as for the Fernan-
des action upon taking D = 4. The last term a(4 — D)G vanishes, but, if one defines a
new coupling & = a(D —4), one can impose the following limit: send the dimension
D — 4, while simultaneously sending the coupling & — oo, such that o remains a
constant. Then the last term a(4 — D)g gives the same contribution —aG as in (2.96)
in the limit D — 4. It thus seems that, up to a rescaling of the GB coupling constant
a, the trace of the EGB field equations is reproduced by the Fernandes theory. The
next section explains in detail this link and why the Fernandes action can be called
the four-dimensional Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet (4DEGB) theory.



50 Chap. 2 Generic aspects of scalar-tensor theories

2.5 . Four-dimensional Einstein-Gauss-
Bonnet theory

The obtention of the 4DEGB theory has been the core of an intense research
activity 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 led
to better proposals. An excellent and very detailed review on the 4DEGB gravity can
be 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 ©-dimensional EGB
theory,

Swo)ece [9@)aB] = /deU\/—g(@) (R@) + aG (o)) - (2.98)

This compactification is based on a diagonal decomposition of the ©-dimensional
metric:
g(@)AdeAde = g(pywdatdz” + efQ‘z’ﬁ(n)abdx“dxb. (2.99)

Ascalar field ¢, which depends only on the target spacetime coordinates z*, appears
as a conformal factor of the internal space metric g¢, .. The target spacetime has
dimension D, and the internal space dimension n = © — D. Let us focus on the
case where D = 4, while the case of general D is in Sec. 1.3. If the internal space is
such that its curvature invariants R,y and G, are constants, the original action is
compactified down to a four-dimensional scalar-tensor action,

Snecs [Gus @) = /d4:c —g e’”‘ﬁ{R + E(n)ew +n(n—1) (8(25)2 +a [g + QN(n)e4¢
+ 2Rine (Rt (n = 2) (n = 3) (96)°) = 4n (n = 1) G 0,6 0,0
2 (n—1)(n—2)0¢(3¢)° —n(n—1)>(n—2) (a¢>4] } (2.100)

The subscripts D = 4 are dropped for brevity. The Ricci and GB scalars of the n-
dimensional internal space, R, and G,,), are seen to play the role of coupling con-
stants for the four-dimensional theory. Now that the action is written down, the
dimension n can just as well be taken as a parameter of the theory, taking its values
in R.

Action (2.100) was first introduced by [89]. In this same article, the authors took
the internal space to be a product of n/2 two-spheres of same radius p, giving

Ry =n/p*, Gy =n(n—2)/p" (2.101)
They took a spherically-symmetric ansatz

ds? = —f(r)dr + dr?/f(r) + 72D, 6 = 6(r), (2:102)
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and obtained exact solutions for any n. Nevertheless, the metric function behaves
asymptotically as f (r) =~ 1/ (n+ 1) (1 — 2M/r"™'). This is not a Schwarzschild-like
behaviour, 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, a—o00, na=constant=q, (2.103)

where «is a new coupling constant. Lu and Pang applied this procedure to a maximally-
symmetric internal space of curvature «. The Riemann tensor of such an internal

space is R(n)abcd =7 (g(n)acg( Ybd — g(n)adg n)bc) This ylelds

Rpy=n(n—1), Gum=>*n(n—-1)(n—2)(n—3). (2.104)

Nevertheless, their prescription in fact applies to any internal space such that R(n) X

nand Q (n) o< n, like the product of two-spheres (2.101). Indeed, R(n and g (n) @re mul-
tiplied by @ 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 "?ag. It
is schematically regularized by expanding the exponential as

-no¢ -~ __ = A — 2 o
e "ag —%g na¢pg + a O (n ) (2.1—0?3) agg. (2.105)

In the intermediate step, @G 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 any
internal space for which the following regularized curvature invariants are well-
defined,

Rn) Yy
Rreg— hi% n greg—hg(lJ n

(2.106)

With these notations, applying the limit (2.103) to the KK action (2.100) brings about
the regularized KK action [52]:

S (9w, ¢l = / d‘*fc\/—_g{R —20 +a [ — §G + Grege™® + 2Ryege™ (R +6 (8¢)2>
4G G, + 406 (96) +2(00)'] | 2107)

We introduced a cosmological constant A which could have been taken into account
since 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 dimensions
is defined as follows. First, consider the D-dimensional piece [ d”z\/=gag. Second,
substract the identical action but for the conformally-related metric g, = e2¢gW.
Third, redefine the coupling & = o/ (D — 4). Finally, compute the limit when D — 4.
The obtained action is nothing but (2.107) with Ereg = @reg = 0: it can thus be seen
as a regularized KK along a flat internal space.
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The Fernandes action (2.94) was introduced a few months 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 the
Fernandes action with the regularized KK action (2.107) shows that both actions are
identical, under the identification:

2N\ = —Greg, B = —20Rreq. (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 the
trace of the EGB field equations (2.97) and the geometric equation (2.96), implied
by the generalized conformal invariance and which we recall,

R=g"E, +& =8\ —2R - aG. (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 of
the day, one can thus consider this action to be the 4DEGB theory,

S4DEGB [gW, gb] = /d4£L'\/—_g{R — 2A — 2)\e4¢ — 562(75 [R + 6 (é?gb)z}
ta [—gbg +AGM §h, + 4TS (96)* + 2 (aqs)ﬂ } (2.110)

Remember that it belongs to the Horndeski class with Horndeski functions (2.95).
The theory acquires shift-symmetry when A = § = 0: the ¢G term is shift-symmetric
because G is a boundary term in four dimensions. Note also that the e?* X term in
G5 can be transformed into a canonical kinetic term for the scalar field ® = ¢?, but
we will continue working with ¢. 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 respective
values of the couplings [165]:

_ 35
(1) A= o (2.111)
(2) A=8=0, (2.112)
2
(3) A= f—a. (2.113)

Using the relation between the coupling constants and the Ricci and GB invariants of
the internal space, Eqg. (2.108), as well as the value of these curvature invariants for
a 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) Flatinternal space, (2.115)
(3) Internal space product of two-spheres. (2.116)

This presentation of the 4DEGB theory closes Chap. 2 by demonstrating a powerful
interpretation of scalar-tensor theories, at least from a theoretical point of view: this
particular scalar-tensor theory reproduces features of the lowest order modification
to GR in higher dimensions as proved by Lovelock’s theorem. In fact, even some
of the BH solutions of this 4DEGB theory appear as continuations in D = 4 of BH
solutions existing in the EGB theory in dimension D > 5. These solutions, among
other exact solutions in scalar-tensor theories, are presented in Chap. 3.






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

The framework of scalar-tensor theories and their symmetries has been clearly
set up in Chap. 2. It is now time to describe the various BH solutions which were
encountered thus far in scalar-tensor theories. By 'thus far’, we mean that this third
chapter will present the solutions which were obtained before this thesis started, in
Fall 2021. We allow for a cosmological constant A in the action, but not for Maxwell
terms 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 the
following: apart from the BBMB solution [113, 114], scalar-tensor theories of the
historical (generalized) Brans-Dicke form (2.21) do not allow for asymptotically flat
BHs. On the contrary, Horndeski theories and beyond enable to get a lot of hairy
BH solutions. On the one hand, Sec. 3.2 focuses on so-called stealth BHs, where the
metric coincides with a GR metric, but is dressed with a non-trivial scalar field. On
the other hand, Sec. 3.3 describes non-stealth solutions, where the metric itself
does not possess any equivalent in GR.

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

3.1.1. Challenge represented by asymptotically
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 BH
solutions obtained by violating some of these assumptions. The title of the review is
interesting, 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 for
BHs 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 terms
coupling 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]). He
considered the following action, with one coupling constant z,

R 1
373 (g"" —2G") 0,0 0,0|. (3.1)

S = /d4x\/—_g[
His ansatz is static and spherically-symmetric,

ds® = —h(r)dt? +dr?/f(r) + r*dQ2. (3.2)

A solution to the field equations is given by

. 3 T2 2M \/E r

h(?") — Z + @ — T + E arctan <ﬁ> , (3.3)
A4 2)? h(r)

flr) = (r2 +22)°> 24

r? (r? + 22)2

B0 = - o

(3.5)

where a prime stands for derivative with respect to r. M is an integration constant.
The behaviour as r — oo of the metricis

3 2M—myE/8 1
=gy - o (), >0
77 7"2 8M—7T\/E/2 1

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 7,/> 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 2 — oo, but the scalar-tensor action (3.1) makes no
sense in this limit.

On the contrary, we will see many examples where, once an asymptotically flat
scalar-tensor BH is obtained, its (a)dS generalization is straightforward: one includes
the usual cosmological constant term —2A in the action, and the metric function
typically just acquires the usual term' —Ar?/3. We have thus understood the chal-
lenge represented by asymptotically flat BHs, that is, the fact that many non-minimal
scalar-tensor couplings imply an effective non-zero cosmological constant and thus
asymptotic flatness is more difficult to achieve. We now go back to the presentation
of no-hair theorems [36] and their consequences.

either exactly or in the r — oo limit.
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3.1.2 . Minimally-coupled scalar field

First of all, for an action
1
5= [dtay=g[R - 30"00,6 - V(6)], 39

the scalar field is said to be minimally-coupled. In this case, the scalar field stands
in fact as a matter field, entering the usual Einstein’s equations of GR (1.15) only
through 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, to
the Brans-Dicke theory? (2.21) where the scalar field is non-minimally coupled to
the metric through the term ¢R, leading to a varying Newton’s constant. Still, this
minimally-coupled case deserves some consideration.

It was shown by Chase [178], see also [179], that 'every zero-mass scalar field
which is gravitationally coupled, static and asymptotically flat, becomes singular at
a simply-connected event horizon'. In other words, he proved a no-scalar-hair the-
orem for V(¢) = 0 in action (3.8). Bekenstein then generalized it [180] to the case of
massive scalar, V(¢) = p?¢?/2.

As regards more general potentials V' (¢), Bekenstein again established a no-hair
theorem in the case of spherical symmetry [181], which canin 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 potential
is such that® ¢V; > 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 the
assumption bearing on the potential. They are obtained in spherical symmetry, by
'reverse engineering' the scalar field potential V'(¢): 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) has
rather a wrong sign, +0"¢ 0,¢/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,
5= [atoy=g|or - “Dg5,600 - v(0) 59)

where the original Brans-Dicke theory corresponds to w(¢) = w = constant and
V(¢) = 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(¢) is an even power of ¢.
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the generalized Brans-Dicke theory. The argument is similar and lies on the use of
a conformal transformation and a redefinition of the scalar field:

n d
G = g D= / V2o(9) +3f. (3.10)

The action is transformed into
T~ L.a 2402 o2
S = /d4ac\/—g [R — 50" 0u0 0,6~ V(qb)}, (3.11)

where V(¢) = V(¢)/¢?. One can thus apply the no-hair theorem for a minimally-
coupled scalar field, provided the potential satisfies the conditions mentioned above.

3.1.4 . Evading no-hair theorem in Brans-Dicke:
the BBMB black hole

There however exists a loophole in the previous argument: what does happen
if the conformal transformation (3.10) becomes singular, i.e. if ¢ reaches zero? This
enables 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-dimensional
action with local conformal invariance (broken by a mere Einstein-Hilbert term with
cosmological constant),

SBBMB/MTZ [Quw ¢] = /d4$\/—_g|:R —2A — 662¢ (R +6 (8<b)2) — 2)\e4¢] . (3.12)

The BBMB action corresponds to A = A = 0, otherwise it is the MTZ action. Because
of the generalized conformal invariance, we recall, see (2.90), that any solution to the
BBMB/MTZ action must satisfy a pure geometric equation, Rggve/mtz = 0, where

Resvemrz = 9" Ew + E5 = 8A — 2R. (3.13)

This geometric equation can be easily solved for a static, spherically-symmetric ansatz
of the form

ds? = — f(r)dt* + dr?/ f(r) + r2dQ?, (3.14)
giving
Ar? 2M  p

There are two integration constants, the mass M, and p. On the other hand, with
a static scalar field ¢ = ¢(r), the following combination of field equations is very
simple,

g & = 4eX3f [(qs')? _ qs"} , (3.16)

giving ¢ = In[a/(r + 3)] with two integration constants a and . If a = 0, ¢ van-
ishes and the metric is Schwarzschild(-(a)dS). If a # 0, plugging everything into the
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remaining field equations fixes the values of 4, «, 8 and of the coupling constant A,
giving finally

M\? A2 M )

If A = 0, the self-interacting potential —2\e?? is not allowed, and the metric is asymp-
totically flat, with mass M. This BBMB BH is extremal with a double horizon at
r, = M, where the scalar field ¢ diverges. The MTZ spacetime [163], with A # 0, re-
quires a non-vanishing self-interacting potential. If A < 0, the spacetime is a naked
singularity. If A > 0, the spacetime is asymptotically dS, with a cosmological horizon.

There exists an event horizon r,, if and only if A < —16?\42,

VB V3-4MVBA
- T

and r;, > M, so the scalar field divergence is hidden behind the horizon in this case.

'n

; (3.18)

The existence of the MTZ solution is of course not trivial, but, because of its dS
behaviour, it does not fall within the range of the no-scalar-hair theorems. From this
point of view, the BBMB BH is more puzzling. Indeed, the BBMB action, Eqg. (3.12)
with A = A\ = 0, can be recast under the generalized Brans-Dicke form (3.9) with the
following identification between the scalar fields,

¢gp = 1 — Bexp (2¢BBMB) . (3.19)
Using the solution (3.17) for ¢ggms, this yields on shell

r(r—2M)

m. (3.20)

¢8D =
Thus, ¢gp = 0 at r = 2M, and the conformal transformation of Hawking (3.10) be-
comes singular at that point, thus preventing the identification between the BBMB
theory and a minimally-coupled scalar field in another metric frame. The example
of this loophole in the no-hair argument may be thought to pave the way for other
BH 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 BBMB
BH.

To cut a long story short, scalar-tensor BHs in second-order Lagrangians are
highly constrained by no-scalar-hair theorems. 'Second-order’ here means that, for
both minimally-coupled and (generalized) Brans-Dicke scalar fields, the sum of the
order of derivatives of both the metric and the scalar does not exceed two in any
term of the action. As seen above, BHs with minimally-coupled scalar exist, but these
theories are not modified theories of gravity, the scalar is just a matter field in the
framework 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 terms
where the sum of derivatives is strictly higher than two, for instance G4(¢, X)R. As
regards such higher-order Lagrangians, there exists one most famous no-hair the-
orem.

3.1.5 . No-hair theorem for 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. For
definiteness, we formulate it in the case of a Horndeski theory, but it can be readily
extended to any DHOST theory. Consider thus a Horndeski theory parameterized
by the functions G4 3 4 5. The assumptions are the following:

1. The theory has shift symmetry (see paragraph 2.4.1): Go3 .45 are all functions
of the kinetic term X only. This implies the existence of the Noether current

nifer EQL- (2.59),
2. Spacetime is spherically symmetric, static, and asymptotically flat,

3. The scalar field respects these symmetries: ¢ = ¢(r) with the usual radial
coordinate r, and the gradient of ¢ vanishes at spatial infinity,

2 _ :LL . . . .
4. The norm of the current, 73, = JenireJshifcuo 1S finite on the horizon,

5. The action contains a canonical kinetic term X C G,
6. All Horndeski functions G;(X) are analytic at X = 0.

Under these assumptions, the scalar field must be trivial (i.e. equal to any constant
value, 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]: more
interesting for our purposes are the consequences of this theorem. The respective
violations of these assumptions are:

1. By going beyond shift symmetry and considering a generictheory Gs 3 4.5(¢, X),
there exists no no-scalar-hair theorem.

2. The assumption of spherically-symmetric and static spacetime is in general
maintained, since going beyond this case is very intricate. Also, the hypothesis
of asymptotic flatness is kept: we are mostly interested in asymptotically flat
solutions, as explained in paragraph 3.1.1, and evading a no-hair theorem re-
garding asymptotically flat solutions by finding asymptotically (a)dS solutions
would not be relevant.
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3. The assumption ¢ = ¢(r) can be relaxed. As explained in paragraph 2.4.1, see
Eq. (2.62), the ansatz ¢(t,7) = ¢t + ¢ (r) with ¢ a constant is compatible with
the symmetries of the spacetime. Indeed, shift symmetry means that only the
derivatives of the scalar field enter in the action and in the field equations, so
the 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 may
bring about perturbative problems or strong coupling issues. Removing the
canonical kinetic term therefore appears as double-edged: it may enable to
evade the no-hair theorem, but the obtained BHs can suffer from pathologies.

6. Violating the assumption of analyticity of the Horndeski functions is an easy
way of obtaining BH solutions. For instance, a coupling of the scalar field with
the GB invariant yields logarithmic Horndeski functions, see Eq. (2.17). Conse-
guently, 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-form BH solutions, and we will detail them in paragraph 3.3.2.
Nevertheless, no-scalar-hair theorems make of course no distinction between
closed-form solutions and other, since what matters is the existence or not of
a 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 worth
mentioning 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 the
one by Kanti, Mavromatos, Rizos, Tamvakis and Winstanley [192]. Other ex-
amples include static solutions [193, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 199] and spinning
solutions [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 certain
conditions, become unstable and acquire a non-trivial scalar field dressing a
non-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 move
on to the core subject of this Chap. 3, namely existing closed-form BH solutions in
Horndeski, 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 the
reader to [225] and to our recent review [52].
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0274 (X) and
G4 (X) (shift | Goga5 (¢, X) Fy(X) (shift
¢ = + parity sym. | (Generic + parity sym. DHOST
Horndeski) Horndeski) beyond Horn-
deski)
Stealth
Schwarzschild
[216];

& (r) BCL [215] 4DEGB [172, 165] ggﬁe[rm] Regular BHs
(Kerr-Schild
construc-
tion) [217, 218]

(Historical) Stealth
stealth . Schwarzschild

gt+ (r)and Schwarzschild Stealth Stealth [216, 222, 223]

[159]; Schwarzschild ' '

X = cst

Other stealth
Schwarzschild
[219]

Schwarzschild [220]

[221]

and Kerr [224];
Disformed
Kerr [131, 132]

gt+1 (r)and
X # cst

Shift-symmetric
4DEGB [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 Relativity metric: stealth
black holes, and their disformal trans-
formations

When looking for BHs in scalar-tensor gravity, it may of course be useful to keep
in 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-Newman
BH [34], which, in absence of electric charge, reduces to the Kerr BH [37],
AM ar sin® 0 sin® 6

ds? = — (1 — QMT) de?* + Eer + 2de* — Tdtdw +

> A T. (3.21)

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

2M dr?
ds? = — (1 — 7) de* + @ + r2d02. (3.22)

M is the mass of the BH, a the angular momentum per unit mass, and
Y =r?+d%cos’d, A=r’4+a*>—2Mr, YT = (r2 + a2)2 — a?Asin?6. (3.23)

If one includes a cosmological constant A, the Kerr metric is generalized to the Kerr-
(a)dS BH [33], written in the following compact form,

ds® = _EA;E [dt — asin29dc,0}2 + X (CZj + i—f)
2o gt~ (P4 ) e, (32)
with
A, = (1 — ATTZ> (r2+a2) —2Mr, == 1—|—ATCL2, Ay = 1+ATCL260829, (3.25)
or the Schwarzschild-(a)dS BH,
ds? = — (1 - ¥ - %) de? + = if_ vy +r7dQ>. (3.26)
r 3

A possible starting point in the quest for scalar-tensor BHs is to assume that the
metric is like in GR, thus letting only the scalar field unknown. Of course, the metric
field equations &, = 0 can always be rewritten as

G;w + Ag;w - Tjw (327)

by isolating the Einstein tensor on the left, and considering the right hand side as
an effective energy-momentum tensor of the scalar field, T}, by analogy with the
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field equations of GR in the presence of matter. Here, A is the usual cosmological
constant included in the action with a —2A term. If the metric is a vacuum BH of
GR, then it satisfies G, + Ag,, = 0, s0 T, = 0. If ¢ is trivial (typically, ¢ = 0, but
also ¢ = constant if the theory is shift-symmetric), then this BH is just a GR BH. If ¢
is 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 is
itself called a stealth BH: the metric is identical to GR, but supported by a non-trivial
scalar field.

In fact, we will also say that the BH is stealth if the energy-momentum tensor of
¢ is proportional to the metric, T[f’l, = —A49,, With A4 a constant, thus supporting a
GR BH with an effective cosmological constant,

A = A+ A¢. (3.28)

This phenomenon, where the total cosmological constant of spacetime includes a
contribution from the scalar field, is known as self-tuning [226, 221, 227]. In the
following, A refers to the cosmological constant which appears in the metric, while
A'is the 'bare’ cosmological constant included in the action. We sometimes drop the
suffix (a)dS for brevity.

3.2.1. Stealth Schwarzschild black holes

The first stealth (Schwarzschild) BH was constructed by Babichev and Charmousis [159].
In fact, they had not considered from a start a Schwarzschild-dS metric, but rather
a static, spherically-symmetric ansatz,

ds? = —h (r)dt* + dr?/f (r) + r?dQ?, (3.29)

in the context of a particular shift-symmetric theory,

S = /d4x\/—_g (R —2A —1(99)* + BG"™ 0,0 8,9) , (3.30)

which belongs to the Horndeski class with Gy = 2nX —2A and G4, =1+ X, nand
B being coupling constants. They chose to allow for a time-dependent scalar field,
finding that the form

¢=qt+(r) (3.31)

was consistent with the symmetries of the metric because of the shift symmetry of
the action, as explained in paragraph 2.4.1. This amounts to breaking assumption
3 of the Hui-Nicolis no-hair theorem of paragraph 3.1.5. Only by inspection of the
field equations did they find that this setup could lead to a stealth Schwarzschild
solution, provided the scalar field kinetic term was a constant,

X = Xo. (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 in
theories 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 stealth
Schwarzschild solutions in the quadratic DHOST la theory with shift and parity sym-
metry,

S = /d4l'\/—_g{F (X) R+ P (X) -+ A2 (X) [(D¢)2 — ¢,u1/¢lw] + AB (X) D¢¢M¢#V¢V

+ A4 (X) ¢u¢;u/¢yp¢p + A5 (X) (¢u¢uu¢u)2}a (333)

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

f=h=1=2M/r— Aer?/3 (3.34)

the Schwarzschild(-(a)dS) function, and (3.31) for the scalar, with X = X, = const.
The assumption that the spacetime is stealth, with total cosmological constant A,
gives

G = —Neft g, R =4Aerr,  Ruw = Aets G- (3.35)
Taking also into account X = X, the metric field equations &,, of appendix C.2
greatly simplify,

E = {AQ(XO)QB — P(Xo) — 2Aer [F " XAQ]X:X } G

+ {QPX (Xo) + P 242x — Ay] e [8Fx + 445 + X Ag| o } 3,

+ 245(X0) [ Rumo 09" + Gup’, — Do (3:36)
where for brevity, the following notation is introduced,
P = (09)" — by’ (3.37)

In particular, the A, and A; 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 have
a true linear time dependence, i.e. ¢ # 0, otherwise ¢ would be constant, that is to
say trivial for a shift-symmetric theory. Remember the important result (2.65): for a
static, spherically-symmetric spacetime where the scalar field has a linear time de-
pendence, the radial component of the shift-symmetric current 7} must vanish:

Teiee = 0. (3.38)

This current, see appendix C.2, acquires the following simplified form when X = X,
and Guu = _Aeffgum

Th = {2Px (Xo) + B[ 2Ax — 4y

+ Aot [SFX 24, + XAg} . }qﬁ“. (3.39)

X=Xo
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¢’ cannot vanish identically, otherwise the scalar field would be proportional to the
time coordinate ¢, which diverges to infinity at the horizon. Thus, Jg,; = 0 implies
that the expression between braces vanishes, so 7} as a whole vanishes. Now,
the expression between braces only displays constant terms but one, the term B3
of Eq. (3.37), which is multiplied by (242x — A3)x=x,. Thus, either one imposes this
latter combination of theory functions to vanish at X = X, or one can let the theory
functions free, in which case the scalar field must be such that 3 be constant. Let
us proceed further in this direction. First, one can solve the equation X = X,

2
Xo=X =0,60"6 = f ()" - q7 (3.40)
where f =1 —2M/r — Aegr?/3. This gives
V@ + Xof(r)
Y (r) == / dr, (3-41)
") )
which leads to 5
B = ) (¢° + Xo) — 2Aer Xo. (3.42)
Thus B is constant, equal to 2¢? A, if and only if
X =Xo=—¢ (3-43)
The vanishing of J% ., Eq. (3.39), is then equivalent to
0= {Aeff [cﬂ (4A2x — 343) +8Fx + 2A2] + 2PX} : (3.44)
X=Xo=—¢?

Using all this, one finally finds that the metric field equations (3.36) vanish if and only
if

0= [P + 20ert (F — qZAQ)} (3-45)

X=Xo=—q*

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

2 2
ds® = —fdt2+di+r2d92, f:1—ﬂ—Aef”" ,
f r 3
/1 —
¢:q(ti/ 7 fdr), (3.46)

provided both conditions (3.44-3.45) are satisfied. Note that the situation is quite
distinct depending on whether or not A¢k vanishes. If it vanishes, then the scalar
field kinetic or k-essence term P (X) has a double root at X = X, = —¢?, and the
value of ¢? is unfixed: ¢ is a free integration constant of the solution. If Ae # 0,
then, given a set of theory functions F, P, A,, A3, conditions (3.44-3.45) constitute
a system of two equations for two unknowns A¢¢ and ¢, so, in general, the values
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of both the total cosmological constant At and the scalar field kinetic term ¢* are
completely and uniquely fixed by the theory, namely:

3PA; — 4 (PA
A = [ s 4 2)2X ] : (3.47)
8F Ay + 16Fx Ay + 443 — 6F Az ]
AFPy — 8FxP — 2PA
9 X X 2
— . (3.48)
1 { 1(PAy), — 3PA; L:XO:_qQ 34

Consider for instance the case of the action mentioned at the beginning of this
study [159],

5= [ day=g (R =20~ (06 + 56 0,00,0). (3.49)

It corresponds in the DHOST vocabularyto FF =1 — X/2, P = —nX —2A, Ay =
and Az = 0. Using the previous equations in this situation, one immediately finds
the expressions for A and for ¢2, and in particular that if Aeg = 0, then n = 0 and
the scalar field kinetic term —7 (9¢)” disappears from the action:

-1

3
There therefore appears to be an important difference between asymptotically flat
and asymptotically (a)dS cases. In the asymptotically flat case, the double root of
the scalar field k-essence term P(X) at X, brings about perturbative problems,
namely non-hyperbolic equations for the scalar field perturbations [228]. In the (a)dS
case, this problem is not encountered thanks to the presence of a kinetic term for
the scalar field perturbations [227]. As regards the stealth Schwarzschild BH, prob-
lems arising from the study of linear perturbations and QNMs are also highlighted
in [229, 230].

Aess = ng®> = A — Aetr. (3.50)

Importantly, for a Schwarzschild-adS metric, Aegr < 0, the scalar field (3.46) is
seen to become imaginary when r is sufficiently large, so such solutions are not ad-
missible: only A¢ > 0 is possible. Regarding the apparent divergence of the radial
part of ¢ at the horizon f (r,) = 0, one must not forget that the time coordinate ¢
also diverges at the horizon. Therefore, one must change to horizon-crossing co-
ordinates [55] (u,r,0,¢) or (v,r,0, ), where u and v are respectively the advanced
and retarded null times,

d
u=t—r*, v=t+r*, r’= /ﬁT) (tortoise coordinate). (3.51)
T

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 past
event horizon and future cosmological horizon (where w is finite) if the — sign is
chosen. Indeed, one then has respectively

VI—f-1
ds? = — fdv? 4+ 2dvdr + 72dQ%, ¢ =gq (v + / +dr) : (3.52)

ds?* = — fdu® — 2dudr +72dQ*, ¢ =gq (u - / %Hdr) ; (3.53)



68 Chap. 3 State-of-the-art of closed-form BH solutions in scalar-tensor theories

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 Aegs > 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 A = 0, the scalar field cannot be
made regular at both future and past event horizons.

In particular, there is no maximally-extended solution for which the scalar field is
finite everywhere. The next paragraph presents the inclusion of rotation. The addi-
tional intricacy brought about by rotation compels one to fix more theory functions
than in the spherically-symmetric case. This may lead on the one hand to certain
issues that we discuss below, but on the other hand, this enables to cure the first
problem 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 is
to say

Ay =0, (3.54)

see Eq. (2.55). We shall also make this assumption to keep the discussion more
simple, although, given the lines of the proof, the reader will see that one could easily
include A,. This time, the metric is assumed to have a Kerr-((a)dS) form (3.24) with
total cosmological constant A, and for the moment, the only assumption made on
the scalar field ¢ = ¢ (¢, 1,0, ) is that its kinetic term is constant,

X = X, (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 = X, and G, =
—Aet g, This equation is thus still valid, with less terms because now A, = 0,

Ew = Gudu [2Px + Nett (8Fx + X Az) — AsPBly_x, — G (P + 20erF) x_x, > (3.56)

where 38 is still defined by (3.37). With the simple symmetries of Schwarzschild, 3
could be made a constant, and this enabled to proceed without fixing the theory
functions. This is no more the case with Kerr. Consequently, the factor multiplying
B must be forced to vanish, by imposing As;(X,) = 0. Then, the factors of ¢,¢, and
of g, must vanish separately, giving

2P)(<X0) + 8Aeffo<X0) = 0, P(Xo) + 2AeffF(X0) = 0, A3<X0) = 0, (357)
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where we repeated the condition on As.

In a word, the DHOST la action (3.33) with A, = 0 and A4, A5 given by the degen-
eracy conditions (2.47-2.48), admits a stealth Kerr-((a)dS) solution with cosmological
constant A, provided the theory functions F, P and Aj satisfy (3.57), and provided
the scalar field ¢ is such that X = X, = constant: as soon as this latter requirement
is dealt with, the proof of existence of Kerr solution will be complete. By analogy
with the Schwarzschild case, let us note X, = —¢?,

_q2 = XO = gwjau¢81/¢ = gw/pupm (358)

where we introduced in the last line the one-form p,dz* = d¢ = 0,¢ dz*, which is
seen to correspond to a vector field p* with constant four-norm —g?. In other words,
p* is the tangent vector to the geodesic of a test particle with mass ¢, and the
scalar field ¢ is called a Hamilton-Jacobi function for the geodesic trajectory,
which means d¢ = p,dz*. Fortunately, the integration of Kerr-((a)dS) geodesics was
carried out by Carter in 1968 [231]. Using his results, one gets the following form for
the Hamilton-Jacobi scalar field,

¢ =—FEt+ Lo+ S,(r)+ Sy(0), (3.59)

where FE and L, are the conserved energy and angular momentum (along the Kerr
axis of rotation) for the corresponding geodesic trajectory, while the precise form of
the functions S,.(r) and Sy(#) can be found in [224]. Rather than entering technical
details, let us give the main conclusions of [224]:

1. A stealth Kerr-adS solution (A¢f < 0) is not possible (at least with this con-
struction).

2. Stealth Kerr-dS solutions (A > 0) exist and can be made regular at both
(event and cosmological) future horizons, or both past horizons. When
the 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 one
presented in the previous paragraph 3.2.1. The necessary trade-off to this gain
in regularity lies in conditions (3.57): the presently considered construction
requires to fix the theory functions, which was not the case for the former
construction.

3. Stealth Kerr solutions (Aefs = 0) exist and the associated Hamilton-Jacobi
scalar field has no ¢-dependence, Sy(6) = 0. In the Boyer-Lindquist coor-
dinates of the Kerr metric (3.21), it reads

oo [ AT

(3.60)

This reduces to the Schwarzschild scalar field (3.46) when o = 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 in
order to determine conditions for it to admit the stealth Kerr solution4. The linear
metric perturbations of the stealth Kerr solution were studied in [233] and they were
found 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 that
they were strongly coupled. In fact, this strong coupling problem also exists for the
stealth Kerr solution [235], and is most probably due to the fact that the scalar field
kinetic term is absent for this solution. This entails the non-hyperbolic character of
the scalar perturbation equation. Discussions on the significance of strong coupling
in 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 interesting
illustration 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. Starting
from a seed solution of a seed scalar-tensor theory, one can perform a conformal-
disformal transformation,

G = G = C(0, X) g + D(¢, X) 900, (3.61)

and g,,, along with an unchanged scalar field, is solution to a new scalar-tensor
action. 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 for
free thanks to a disformal transformation: the disformal Kerr metric is defined by

D
guv — gzt;ealth Kerr ?a,u(ﬁ ay¢ (362)

This metric was constructed in [131, 132], where all details and justifications of the
following lines can be found. Comparing with the generic disformal transformation
(3.61), this corresponds to a constant conformal factor C(¢, X) = 1 and a constant
disformal factor D(¢, X) = —D/q? where D is a constant, and ¢ 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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ast(1+ D) — t, the resulting line element reads

M in? 4v/T+ DMar sin®
a2 — — (1= 20 g2 4 wage 4 S pg e - AVIE DMarsin’6
S S >
SA — 2D (1 + D) Mr (2 + a2 2Mr (12 + a?
+ U+ N) AUSLD Y (A Dgtar. (363

This metric, along with the unchanged scalar field (3.60), is solution of the variational
principle of a new DHOST action, which can be found in [238].

In (3.63), M = M/ (1+ D), while &, A and T are the same as in the seed Kerr
metric, see (3.23), in particular, A still features the parameter M and not M. There
is aring singularity at > = 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 M, while its angular momentum per unit mass
isa = av/1+ D. The disformal transformation thus rescales the mass and angular
momentum, J = aM — J = J//1+ D.

Importantly, for vanishing rotationa = 0, i.e. if the seed metricis stealth Schwarzschild,
then a change of coordinates removes the dtdr term of (3.63), and the disformed
metric is again Schwarzschild, with a mere rescaling of the mass, see [227, 130]. In
other words, the disformal transformation maps stealth Schwarzschild to stealth
Schwarzschild. On the other hand, the disformal transformation turns out to be
non-trivial when a # 0: the Ricci tensor of (3.63) is not zero, so the disformed Kerr
metric is really different from the usual Kerr metric.

A major difference between the disformed Kerr metric and the Kerr metric is the
following. The Kerr metric (3.21) possesses a property of circularity, i.e. invariance
under (t,¢) — (—t,—p). The disformed Kerr metric as written in (3.63) does not
possess this invariance because of the dtdr term. This statement is not due to a bad
choice of coordinates: the authors of [131] refer to the more fundamental defini-
tion of circularity, which means integrability of the 2-submanifold orthogonal to the
two Killing vector fields 9, and 9, of an axisymmetric spacetime, to prove that the
disformed Kerr metric really is non-circular. The non-circularity is partly linked to
the fact that the disformed Kerr metric is not an Einstein space, i.e. does not satisfy
R, x g,,. 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
J; is null. Inside the ergosphere, static observers, i.e. observers with constant r, ¢
and ¢, 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 are
observers with constant » and 6. For circular spacetimes like Kerr, this stationary
limit 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 the
event horizon, which must be looked for as a null hypersurface inside the stationary
limit. As a summary, for a generic stationary, axisymmetric but non-circular space-
time, there are three remarkable hypersurfaces: ergosphere, stationary limit and
event horizon. This is a property of circular spacetimes, like Kerr, that the stationary
limit and the event horizon coincide.

Concerning the particular case of the disformed Kerr metric, these surfaces were
studied in [131]. The static limit or ergosphere lies at

r(6) = M + \/J\;[2 — a?cos? 6, (3.64)

which is the same expression as for Kerr, up to the rescaling of the mass. On the
other hand, the stationary limit is located at » = Ry (f) such that

P(Ry(0),0) =0 (3.65)

where L
2D Mra* sin” 0
> ) (3.66)

This yields a fourth-order algebraic equation for R, (#). Finally, the event horizon
r = R (0) is given by a nonlinear ordinary differential equation,

(@) +P(R(0),0)=0. (3.67)

P(r,0)=7r*+a®—2Mr +

dé

Ref. [131] investigated numerically the parameter space allowing solution to this
equation. It was found in particular that for a nonvanishing disformal parameter D,
this candidate event horizon exists only for an angular momentum per unit mass
a < @. < M, with the upper bound depending on the value of D, a, = a. (D).

The disformal parameter D in the disformed Kerr metric marks its departure
from 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 modifies
the 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 in
principle be detected by LISA.

3.3 . Metric different from General 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 present
section now focuses on more general non-stealth BHs, that is, which can be directly
obtained by solving the scalar-tensor field equations, and not as a transformation of
a GRBH. Afirst example of such a genuine non-stealth BH is the BBMB BH, presented
in paragraph 3.1.4 as the (up to date) unique example of hairy BH in second-order
scalar-tensor gravity. By going to higher-order scalar-tensor theories (Horndeski
and 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 correct
asymptotic behaviour, was found by Babichev, Charmousis and Lehébel [215], and
is thus sometimes dubbed BCL. Consider first the generic shift-symmetric beyond
Horndeski action,

S [g;w? ¢] = /d4$\/__g{G2 - G3D¢ + G4R + G4X [(D¢)2 - ¢uu¢/w:|

G
+ G5G* ¢y — % [(ng)?’ — 306¢,, 0" + 2%#%‘;}

U, Gubabusb + B 000030 py 00 o (3.68)

where shift symmetry means that all G345 and Fy 5 depend on the kinetic term X
only. Take a static and spherically-symmetric ansatz,

ds? = —h(r)dt* +dr?/f(r) +r?dQ%, ¢ = é(r), (3.69)
giving a kinetic term
1 1
X = 30,000 =51 (). (3.70)

The Noether current associated to shift symmetry, 7%, has a unique component,
Jehir- As explained in the paragraph 2.4.1 about shift symmetry, if one makes the
natural assumption that the four-norm 7} Jsnitc, does not diverge, then Jj .« = 0.
The covariant expression for the current can be found in appendix C.1, and it leads
with the present symmetries to

. , dh+rh  4X ,
i = = Gox [ = X =35 = 5 Gax [0 (f = 1) + 78]
; XTw
F2XGaxxf (rh) } 4+ S8 (Gox (87 — 1) + 2X G ]
16X2%f (rh) 12X2 2K

One can then identify potentially interesting forms of the functions G, and Fj, as the
ones which remove explicit dependencies in ¢’ and can thus provide source terms
for the scalar field in the equation Jj, = 0.
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For instance, Gy o« /[X] gives Gax o« 1/4/[X]| o 1/¢/, which is exactly what
compensates the factor ¢’ multiplying Gox in the current (3.71). Regarding G4, one
must have that both XG,x and X?G,xx be proportional to \/[X] o ¢' in order to
compensate the factor 1/¢’. Therefore, G4 \/m It is easy to do it for every
term and to see that the following choices give source terms for ¢ in the equation
Thite = O,

GQD\/‘XL G331n|X|, G4D\/ ’X|,

Gs DIn|X|, F,>I|X|™? F>X2 (3.72)

With this reasoning, the BCL BH comes from the choice G5 « X (canonical kinetic
term), while G4 has a canonical Einstein-Hilbert term (G4 D 1), and a non-minimal
coupling G4 D /| X | which provides a source term for the scalar field in the equation

Jehire = 0. The action thus reads

p

_ 4, 2 _n 2 P 2 v
S = / d*z/—g (1+5 (D) /2)3 5 (09) 00 [(T¢)° — ¢ve”]

(3.73)
The Horndeski functions are precisely G, = nX and G, = 1 + v/ —X with two

coupling constants n and /3. By construction, the equation J, = 0 admits a solution
if and only if 5 and n have the same sign, and this solution reads

o)=Y [ = 372

The metric field equation along ¢t 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

2M 2
h=f=1-"—+— 5_,
r 2nr?
where the integration constant M is the ADM mass [62] of the BH. Note that f is of
the general form (3.15), so the Ricci scalar vanishes, R = 0. However, the Ricci tensor

does not vanish and

(3.75)

R, R" = et (3.76)
so r = 0 is a curvature singularity. The horizon structure is the following:
1. If n > 0, there is a unique horizon.
2. Ifn < 0and M < —3/+/—2n, there are no horizons (naked singularity).

3. Ifn<0and M > —j/y/—2n, there are two horizons (a double horizon in case
of equality).

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

62

7727‘4 :

X = (3.77)
Importantly, one can compare the present setup with the assumptions of the
Hui-Nicolis no-hair theorem of paragraph 3.1.5. The only broken assumption is
the sixth one, because the form of GG, is not analytic at X = 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, with G, = 1,
Gy x X and Fy \X!‘g/Q. The F, term thus provides a source for the scalar
field in the equation Jjx = 0 according to (3.72). An asymptotically flat BH with
Schwarzchild asymptotic behaviour is also obtained in this case. Again, the non-
analyticity of F, 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
¢ — —¢. Breaking parity symmetry, e.g. introducing G5 and G5 terms in Horndeski,
prevented for some years the obtention of non-stealth closed-form solutions. Only
solutions with numerical analysis or perturbative expansions could be obtained, as
the numerous ones with a GB term that we mentioned in paragraph 3.1.5, or the
ones obtained in the cubic Galileon theory (i.e. with G3 = X) [243]. In this case, a
linear 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 parity
or 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 explained
that this four-dimensional theory is obtained by a regularized KK compactification
of the higher-dimensional, Lovelock EGB theory of gravity, and that is reproduces
features of this theory. In addition to its intereseting theoretical properties, this
Horndeski theory with all G5, G5, G4 and G5 terms allows for closed-form solutions,
which are described in the next paragraph.
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3.3.2 . Black holes in the four-dimensional Einstein-
Gauss-Bonnet theory

Let us now present the various exact, asymptotically flat BH solutions to the
4DEGB action,

Soecs |Gy @] = / d'oy/=g{ R - 22" — Be* | R + 6 (90)’|

+0[=6G +4G™ 8,0, + 406 (96) +2(09)'| }. 3.78)
As announced, it is a Horndeski theory, corresponding to
Gy = —2Xe + 128X 4+ 8aX?, G5 = 8aX,
Gy=1-3e* +4aX, Gs=4aln|X|. (3.79)
It is seen to acquire shift symmetry when A = § = 0, however, it never has parity
symmetry. We do not include the cosmological constant term —2A to keep the dis-
cussion more simple, but all the following asymptotically flat solutions admit direct

generalizations, which can be found in the various references encountered in this
paragraph, when including the cosmological constant.

The considered solutions are of the static, spherically symmetric, homogeneous
form (in the BH context, by homogeneous, we mean g;;, = —g'"),

ds? = —f (r)dt* + dr?/f (r) + r*dQ2. (3.80)

As explained in Secs. 2.4 and 2.5, the 4DEGB action coincides with the most general
action with generalized conformal symmetry. This implies the existence of a geo-
metric equation R = 0, see Eq. (2.96), where

R=g"E,+& =—2R —ag. (3.81)
For ansatz (3.80), this geometric equation directly implies
2 M
f=1+4— 11\/1+8O‘ + 2. (3.82)
200 r3 r4

There are two integration constants, M and u. The + branch gives inconsistent
asymptotic behaviour, with a (a)dS behaviour and a function f(r) which does not
reduce to Schwarzschild in the limit of vanishing coupling & — 0. Itis therefore com-
mon to discard it and to consider only the — branch. The integration constant M
can then be seen to be the ADM mass of the spacetime, since f = 1—2M/r+o(1/r)
when r» — oo. The remaining field equations then constrain the value of the second
integration constant y, the scalar field profile, and the respective values of the cou-
pling constants A, 5 and « appearing in action (3.78). In particular, the scalar field
profile is obtained by considering the combination of metric field equations £/ — £!.

We will present these solutions according to the geometric characteristics of the
internal space, as it appears in the regularized KK picture (2.107). Importantly, they
all correspond to different relative values of the couplings A, 5 and «, thus they are
solutions to different theories.
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Maximally-symmetric internal space

The first solution was obtained by [172], following their KK regularization procedure
along a maximally-symmetric internal space. This corresponds to A = 332/ (4a), see
Egs. (2.111,2.114). The metric is

: SaM
f(r):1+g—<1— 1+ ig > (3.83)

«

i.e. the second integration constant is 4 = 0. Very interestingly, this profile can be
seen as the continuation to D — 4 of the spherically-symmetric Boulware-Deser
solution of pure metric EGB gravity in D > 5 [246], see also [170]. The integration
constant M is the mass of the spacetime, which behaves asymptotically as

oM daM? 1
fry=1-==+ c +O( ) (3.84)

rd r7

The scalar field is radial and reads>

()l (i)
¢ (r) 1( " 1 i/r =) ) (3.85)

where c is an arbitrary integration constant and ¢ is a function with an expression
depending on the sign of f (r): if f(r) > 0, 0 = cosh, while if f(r) < 0, 0 = |cos|.
Therefore the scalar field is well-defined when f (r) > 0 (in particular outside the
event horizon), and even when f (r) < 0 aparton a set of null measure. The horizons
of (3.83) depend on the sign of a. If & > 0, there are two possible horizons at

ro=M+VM?2_a, (3.86)

in other words, the spacetime has no horizons if M < \/a, and has two horizons
otherwise. For a < 0, the square root in (3.83) becomes ill-defined before reaching
ry 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 « if there were a Birkhoff-like theorem [248] for the
considered 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 be
hidden below the atomic radius: 7, < R. This yields —1073"m? < «a < 0. On the
other hand, when « > 0, the metric is well-defined up to » = 0, where it behaves as

oOMr 12
+

4 e 7/2
f(r)y=1 o T O (r'?). (3.87)

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

5The divergence of ¢ (r) as r — coisirrelevant as it can be eliminated by field redefinition. Indeed,
the redefined scalar ® = e? vanishes as r — oo. Action (3.78) displays a canonical kinetic term for
this scalar field @, as already mentioned below Eqg. (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 A = 3 = 0, see Egs. (2.112,2.115). The
metric potential f (r) is exactly the same as above, Eq. (3.83), while the radial scalar
field is now given by

or) = [ W)
)=

r/f ()
This holds up to a global additive constant since this particular theory is shift-symmetric.

The scalar field is well-defined outside and at the horizon, » > r,, but becomesimag-
inary when f (r) < 0. The kinetic term itself is imaginary for f (r) <0,

dr. (3.88)

(il _ f('r’))Q

X =—
272

(3.89)

This unpleasant feature was cured in [247], by adding a linear time dependence to
the scalar field. The obtained scalar field reads

The metric remains unchanged: it does not feel the influence of the scalar hair ¢,
which is an arbitrary integration constant. As explained in Sec. 3.2 regarding stealth
solutions, the regularity of the scalar field at the horizon r, is manifest in horizon-
crossing coordinates, since ¢ (v,r = r;) = qu + const. or ¢ (u,r = r;) = qu + const.
depending on the sign of ¢ and the choice of + in (3.90). We recall that v = ¢ 4 r*,
u=t—r*andr* = [dr/f(r). Moreover, since f (r) as given by (3.83) is bounded
from below, there always exists a range of the integration constant ¢ such that the
scalar field is well-defined in the whole spacetime. The same then holds for the
kinetic term,

r. (3.90)

E2¢/@*r? + f(r) —1—f(r)
2r2 ’

apart from the central singularity at » = 0. Note that X here is not constant, as
opposed to the case of stealth solutions studied in Sec. 3.2. On another hand, the
linear perturbations of the BH solution in the shift-symmetric 4DEGB theory, and the
associated 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.

X =

(3.91)

Finally, since these solutions (both with ¢ = ¢(r) and ¢ = gt + v (r)) are obtained
in a theory with shift symmetry, it should be verified how the no-hair theorem of
paragraph 3.1.5 is violated. In the case where ¢ = gt + (), it is of course due to the
form of the scalar field. In the case ¢ = ¢(r), the theorem is circumvented thanks
to the absence of a canonical kinetic term X C Gs.
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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 A = 3?/ (4a), see Egs. (2.113,2.116). The obtained metric is this
time different, with a non-vanishing second integration constant y,

r? \/ 8aM  8a?
f(?”)—lﬁ-g(l— 1+ 3 +T_4) (392)
The asymptotic departure from Schwarzschild gets larger than in (3.84), since now,
2M 2« 1
f(r)= _T_ﬁJrO(r_‘l)' (3.93)

In fact, this solution directly stems from a higher-dimensional solution [252] through
the diagonal KK reduction presented in Secs. 1.3 and 2.5 [89]. The expression for the

scalar field is
—2a
6(r) = (—V 2a/5 ) . 3.9
The candidate event horizon is now located at
ry =M+ vVM?+ a. (3.95)

For a > 0, there is always a unique horizon at r, while for a < 0, the square root
in (3.92) might become ill-defined. It turns out that there is no horizon for small
masses, and a unique horizon at r, for sufficiently large masses. This was studied in
detail in [47]. Also, the same kind of Birkhoff conjecture as explained between (3.86)
and (3.87) now severly constrains the positive values of a for the present theory,
0 < a < 1073°m?2. When the metric reaches » = 0 with no problems in the square
root, it behaves there as

Mr n
V2lal

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 atr = 0. Amajor differ-
ence with the previous spacetime (3.83) is that (3.92) does not reduce to flat space-
time when M = 0, but is rather a naked singularity at » = 0. This is due to the 8a?/r*
term 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]. Note
finally that a more detailed study of this solution is performed in paragraph 6.1.2.

f(r)=1-sgn(a)V2 O (r?), (3.96)

As a summary, the 4DEGB action (3.78) admits three distinct scalar-tensor BH
solutions, for three distinct theories with respectively A\ = 35%/(4a), A = 8 = 0
and A = 3?/(4a). It was in fact shown in [165] that these possibilities are the only
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ones® with the ansatz (3.80), which assumes ¢, = —g"". Furthermore, for the shift-
symmetric case A = [ = 0, unicity of the static BH solutions was proved in [254]. In
other words, BHs with g; # —¢"" do not exist in this case.

Each of the obtained theories can be mapped to the regularized KK action (2.107)
with different internal space (respectively maximally-symmetric, flat, and product
of 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 © 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 solution
of [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 the
higher-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 detailed
some interesting regular BHs which were constructed in DHOST theories, and rather
refer the reader to [217, 218].

To summarize, as regards higher-order scalar-tensor theories (from Horndeski
to DHOST), hairy BH solutions can be obtained by violating one of the assumptions
of the Hui-Nicolis no-hair theorem of paragraph 3.1.5. For instance, a scalar field with
a linear time dependence (which is allowed in shift-symmetric theories) enables to
obtain many stealth solutions, i.e., the metric is the same as in GR although the
scalar field is non-trivial. All these stealth solutions exist provided the kinetic term
X of the scalar field is constant, X = X,,. This is not a problem in itself, but it turns
out that, for the asymptotically flat stealth solutions, the kinetic or k-essence term
of the scalar field must have a double root at X, and this implies pathologies as
regards their perturbative aspects.

Non-stealth solutions, for which the metric is different from GR, also exist, in the-
ories with or without shift symmetry. For shift-symmetric theories, the Hui-Nicolis
theorem can still be circumvented for instance by considering Horndeski functions
which 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 offer
many possibilities for hairy BHs, since it automatically evades to no-hair theorem.
Despite this encouraging fact, as regards non-stealth, closed-form solutions beyond
shift symmetry, only two existed before this thesis, namely (3.83) and (3.92). They
are obtained in the context of the 4DEGB theory. Another non-stealth solution ex-

®More precisely, Ref. [165] also finds a solution with constant scalar field, but we do not mention it
because the field equations become partly degenerate at this constant value (strong coupling). This
constant scalar even allows for a non-perturbative rotating solution [253]. However, degeneracy is
manifest since this solution is parameterized by two arbitrary functions of 6, which are not fixed by
the 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 obtained
during this thesis. Chap. 4 proposes a systematic study of the shift-symmetric be-
yond Horndeski field equations, which will lead to many’ new solutions. Among
them, 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 have
secondary hair. This means that, in spherical symmetry, although their metric dif-
fers from Schwarzschild, they remain characterized by a unique parameter, their
mass M. In Chap. 4, a solution with primary hair, i.e. parameterized by an addi-
tional integration constant ¢ distinct from M, is obtained. For a particular relation
between g and M, the central curvature singularity even disappears.

From avery different approach, non-stealth solutions are also obtained in Chap. 5.
This time, shift symmetry is not assumed anymore. Inspiration is therefore taken
from the theory which we saw allowed closed-form solutions in this context, the
ADEGB theory. This 4DEGB theory has two distinctive features: its link with the
higher-dimensional EGB theory through KK compactification, and its generalized
conformal invariance. Both these ideas are used in Chap. 5 and yield new relevant
theories and solutions.

Table 3.2 enables to appreciate at a glance these new contributions.

"More precisely, infinitely many, since certain infinite families of theories, and their corresponding
solutions, are identified.
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G274 (X) and
G274 (X) (Shlft G2737475 (qb, X) F} (X) (Shlft
¢ = + parity sym. | (Generic + parity sym. DHOST
Horndeski) Horndeski) beyond Horn-
deski)
4DEGB [172, 165];
Extensions
without Stealth
conformal Other .
. . Schwarzschild
invariance [50], BCL [215]; [216]:
Sec. 5.1; New '
¢ (r) BCL [215] Other secondary hair Regular B.HS
. . (Kerr-Schild
higher-order solutions [46],
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Lovelock Sec. 4.7 tion) [217, 218]
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t+ (r)and Schwarzschild Stealth Stealth [216, 222, 223]
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[219]

Schwarzschild [220]

[221]

and Kerr [224];
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Kerr [131, 132]
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Schwarzschild

[53], Sec. 4.6

Shift-symmetric
4DEGB [174]
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solutions and
regular BHs
[53], Sec. 4.8

Conformal
Kerr [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 following

chapters.




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

This chapter studies a particular class of scalar-tensor theories, namely beyond
Horndeski 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 quite
generic cases where all beyond Horndeski functions G345 and Fy; are present,
Sec. 4.3. The obtained theories are parameterized by a parameter n, and generalize
the 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 ¢ — —¢. In pure Horndeski theories, Sec. 4.6, this leads notably
to a new stealth Schwarzschild solution which does not suffer a priori from the
same perturbative problems as the usual stealth Schwarzschild of paragraph 3.2.1.
In beyond Horndeski theories with a radial scalar field, Sec. 4.7, new non-stealth BHs
are obtained, qualitatively similar to the BCL BH of paragraph 3.3.1. Finally, beyond
Horndeski theories with a time dependent scalar field, ¢ = ¢t + ¢ (r), allow for BHs
with primary scalar hair, that is, the metric is parameterized not only by its mass
M, but also by ¢, which is an arbitrary integration constant. Also, when a certain
relation holds between M and ¢, 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). They
are in general parameterized by functions G5 3.45(¢, X) and Fy5(¢, X) of the scalar
field ¢ and its kinetic term X. Shift symmetry, that is, symmetry under constant
shifts ¢ — ¢ + 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 ¢. Thus, the action under consideration in this chapter reads:

Slgun ) = [ dtoy=5{Ga (X) - G (X) Do+ G (X) R+ Gux [(G0)° - 6,0

Gsx

+ G5 (X) Gy — =5 ((06)° = 3066,0" + 20,60}

T Fy (X) 7€ 6000050 + By (X) €77 €006,000,50,, 005 b (4)
In addition and as explained in paragraph 2.3.1, the following relation must hold,
3F5 (G4 — 2XGux) = XFyGsx, (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 from
the variational principle of an action of the form (4.1), for the case of a static, spherically-
symmetric metric ansatz,

ds* = —h (r) dt* + dr?/f (r) + r*dQ>. (4.3)

The metric is said to be homogeneous if h = f, this is for instance the case of the
usual Schwarzschild BH, h = f = 1 — 2M/r, and non-homogeneous otherwise. As
usual, the metric (4.3) is a BH if it admits a horizon, that is to say, a radius r = r,
such that

h(ry) = f(rn) = 0. (4.4)

As explained in paragraph 2.4.1, the ansatz for the scalar field ¢, compatible with the
symmetries of the metric ansatz (4.3), can be taken as

¢=qt+v(r), (4.5)

where ¢ 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, ¢
is defined up to an irrelevant additive constant. With this ansatz, the kinetic termis

_ 1 _ 1 ¢’ )
X——§ u¢6“¢—§<ﬁ—f¢)~ (4.6)

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

. 1 68
=5 5(0,0)

was defined and studied. We recalled in particular that the scalar field equation
is & = —V, Tk but that the ansatz (4.3-4.5) implies in fact that 7}, = 0. This
is a consequence of diffeomorphism invariance if the scalar has a true linear time
dependence (¢ # 0) [160], while if ¢ = 0, this comes from imposing that the norm
Tk« Tsnife . b€ finite at the BH horizon.

S

(4.7)
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In fact, diffeomorphism invariance also relates the divergence of the metric field
equations to the scalar field equation through a '‘Bianchi identity’,

vyg,uu = _£¢ vu¢7 (48)

see Eq. (2.4). If ¢ is not constant, the scalar field equation &, equivalent to 7« = 0,
is thus implied by the metric field equations &,,. With the spherically-symmetric
ansatz (4.3-4.5), the non-vanishing components of £, are tt, rr, 66, ¢, and also tr
if ¢ # 0. However, spherical symmetry implies £,, = sin? 6 &y, and if ¢ # 0, T IS
proportional to &, by (2.65).

At the end of the day, the field equations for a shift-symmetric scalar-tensor
action’, with static metric ansatz (4.3) and non-constant scalar field ¢ of the
form (4.5) reduce, in the usual spherical coordinates (¢,7,6, »), to a system of
three coupled differential equations,

Ett = 0, 57’7' = O, Srhift - 0, (49)

for the three unknown functions . (r) = —gu, f(r) = ¢'" and ¢ (r) [with ¢ =
qt + 1 (r)].

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

4.2 . Rewriting the field equations

The action under consideration is the generic beyond Horndeski action with shift
symmetry, Eq. (4.1). The covariant form of 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), they
still remain very intricate. Nevertheless, a careful rewriting of the field equations
will enable to integrate them exactly in a number of cases. To this aim, one needs
to define the following quantities,

7 (X) =2XGyx — Gy +4X*F, (4.10)
Y (X) = 12X%Fy — XGsx, (4.11)
W(X)=Gux +2XF,=(Z+Gy) [/ (2X), (4.12)

2X , 2 12¢2X
A=y =S5 (rPGax + Gsx) + 24V — Al hq—wF5 (4.13)

2X 2 /

=4rZy — o (r*Gsx + Gsx) + hqw,Gsx + f;é) (Y +2Yx X), (4.14)
B=rZ+ fy'Y, (4.15)

"Note 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= rky, + 3F5f¢/ (416)

The functions Z (X) and Y (X) enable to replace the beyond Horndeski functions,
going from the pair (G4, F}) to (G4, Z), and from the pair (G5, F5) to (G5, Y). The
relevance of the combination G,x + 2X F}, appearing both in Z (X) and W (X)), and
of the combination 12X F5 — G5x appearing in Y (X), is not surprising, since in the
action, G4x and 2X F, multiply the same term [(D¢)2 — Gu®"], while —G5x /6 and

2X F5 multiply the same term [(Dqﬁ)?) —3D¢¢uy¢ﬂ”+2qﬁuy¢”f’¢g] [see the explicit form
of the F, and F5 Lagrangians, Egs. (2.31-2.32)].

The interest lies in solutions where the radial part of the scalar field, ¢ (r), is
not constant® ¢ # 0. For convenience, we can thus rescale the independent field
equations, from (T &y E1t) 0 (€, &, &), Where

S

2 2

T
E =12f&, & =& (4.17)

_W sq;ﬂft?

In terms of the quantities introduced above, the independent field equations (£, &,., &)
can be written, after inspection, as:

&y =

h/
&= — j;—hA +12Gox + 2Gux — 2rfY/Gsx — 2f Zx
2¢° f 20°f (W
T Wx +2F) + =20 (5 =5 ). (4.18)
/ 2 2
&=~ 20826, 20, —2pz+ Whw MWexrunte, )
_ I Mg & (e L
Et—XAJrZ(f h)B 7 ((1/1) +fh)5J. (4.20)

This rewriting is an identity, i.e. holds true even when the field equations are not
satisfied. Now, for a solution of the field equations, £; = &, = &, = 0, leading to the
following system:

RN 8
fh’/ _ .2 /
S =1"Gaox +2Gux — 2rf'Gsx —2fZx
2¢°f 20, (f W
+ (WX + 2F4) + h C ? E , (4.22)
2fh' 2¢> 4q?
“’;Lhzsz PGy — 2Gy — 2f 7+ thW— thCX’. (4.23)

2Otherwise ¢ = gt + cst. diverges at the horizon, where ¢ itself diverges.
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4.3 . Compatibility conditions for the
generic case with ¢ =0, ¢ = ¢(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 ¢ — —¢), 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 us
begin by the generic case, where all beyond Horndeski functions are non-vanishing.
This case seems impossible to treat in all generality, but much can be said if one is
looking for a homogeneous BH, i.e. h = f, and a static scalar field, ¢ = 0. Then,
Eq. (4.21) implies that X is constant, or A = 0. Constant X is in general associated
with 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 right
hand side must also vanish. One can choose to make the right hand side vanish by
imposing it to be proportional to A, in the following sense: there exists a function
of X, denoted Q(X), such that

T2G2X +2G4x — 27’f77/),G3X —2fZx = f?ﬁ,Q.A (4.24)

Note that this condition is sufficient for Eq. (4.22) to be satisfied, but is by no means
necessary. It will just enable to select a number of compatibility conditions for a
generic beyond Horndeski theory to admit closed-form solutions, but a priori, other
theories could admit such solutions without satisfying these compatibility condi-
tions. Using the definition (4.13) of A, (4.24) becomes

T2G2X ‘I— 2G4X — QTfT/J,ng — 2fZX
= AfY'QrZx —2XQ (r*Gsx + Gsx) — 2fQY — Af X QY. (4.25)

Therefore, a set of sufficient (but again, not necessary) compatibility conditions for
Eqg. (4.22) to be verified is

Gox = —2XQGsxy = 4XQ*Zx, (4.26)
Gix = — XQGsx, (4.27)
Zx = (Y +2XYx)Q. (4.28)

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

XGsx”Z

Y = X2
G4 — 2XG4X

(4.29)

Combining this with condition (4.27) yields

Z =QY (QX — 5—4) ) (4.30)

4X
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Finally, conditions (4.28) and (4.30) combine to give

2XQxY + QY = <QY§—4) ) (4.31)
14X /) x

The five conditions (4.26-4.28) and (4.31) relate the seven functions G5 345, @, Z and
Y (remember that F}, is known from G, and Z, while F5 from G5 and Y). In this
framework, only two, out of these seven functions of X, are therefore independent.

To summarize, when the compatibility conditions (4.26-4.28) are satisfied, the
original system of equations (4.21-4.23), with ¢ = 0, reduces to

h/ !
X' A=2 <ﬁ — f7) B, (4.32)
W
0= (% — Q) A, (4.33)
2F 1
jf; B= —1r’Gy—2G,—2fZ, (4.34)

where the rewriting (4.33) comes from the definition of @), Eq. (4.25). Moreover,
taking into account the compatibility conditions (4.26-4.28), the original expression
of A, Eq. (4.13), simplifies to

QZX 2 G4X
A——M—_m[(\/?—TQV—QX) —Z} (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 first
equation (4.32) leads to A = 0 (if we assume X not constant). Then, thanks to the
rewriting (4.35), A = 0 can be directly solved for X, or equivalently for the scalar
field ¢ = 4 (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 Ga3 45,
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, ¢ = ¥(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, and
allowing 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 a
flat internal space. The Horndeski functions are given by Eq. (3.79) with 5 = X\ = 0,
so there is a unique coupling constant «,

Gy =8aX? Gs=8xX, Gy=1+4aX, G5=4aln|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= -, (4.37)
where v, is an arbitrary dimensionless constant. Eqg. (4.31) leads to
Y = 7Gx, (4.38)
where v, is an integration constant. Eq. (4.28) then gives
7 =7 (G4 — 2XGyx). (4.39)

We have fixed () = —~1, 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 by G4, we fix
G4. We choose it to be similar to the 4DEGB case (4.36), namely a constant term 1
corresponding to a canonical Einstein-Hilbert term, plus a power of X:

Gy=1-2a(-2X)". (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

92X n+1
Gy = — dayiyon(2n — 1)%, (4.41)
G3 = 4aviy(2n — 1)(—-2X)", (4.42)
Gy=1-2a(-2X)", (4.43)
dan (—2X)" 1
Gs = ( ) : (4.44)
M n—1

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
—2A in G5. 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
F, and F5. Indeed, combining the definitions (4.10-4.11) of Z and Y, their current
value (4.38-4.39), and the form (4.43-4.44) of G4 and G5, one gets

1+
Fy= ﬁ (1+2(2n — )a(—2X)"), (4.45)

4(1
By AEI) o ynes, (4.46)

3

The role of the constants v; and v, thus becomes clear: the theory under consider-
ation belongs to the Horndeski class if and only if y1v. = —1, otherwise, it is of the
beyond Horndeski type. In particular, for 4799 = —1 and n = 1, one retrieves the

4DEGB 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 ¢ = 1 (r),

(1A,
“)/mmmummf

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

F(r)? = y17(1 —2n) f(r). (4.48)

Then, the last field equation (4.34) can be integrated once with respect to the radial
coordinate r. This integration yields the following equation:

(n+1) [1372(1 = 2n)]"r®" (1 = 2n + F?) —2a (1 — F)™ (1 + 2nF + F?) — pur®~' = 0,

(4.49)
where p is an integration constant. The above is an algebraic equation with degree
2(n+1)in F. Forn > 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 is
properly defined only when f(r) > 0, however, for the case n = 1, appear only F°,
F? and F*, and one gets a proper polynomial in f(r) at any point of spacetime. The
explicit solution reads

2.2
fir) = ——— 4 (H: I ) (4.50)

Y172 200 393

Remember that the theory belongs to the Horndeski class (rather than beyond Horn-
deski) if and only if 4,72 = —1. This is why the above f(r) profile reduces to the BH
solution of the shift-symmetric 4DEGB theory, Eq. (3.83), when 7,72 = —1. Note
that the extension of the solution in beyond Horndeski, 7172 # —1, picks up a solid
angle deficit: f(r) — —1/(y172) when r — oo (as explained in paragraph 3.3.2, we
are interested in the — branch, since the 4 branch presents a (a)dS behaviour).

Let us now move on to the general n case. Equation (4.49) implies the following
asymptotic behaviour for the metric function:

1 7 1 1
= — - O e . .
fr) Y172 - (n+ Dyye(l —2n) [7%72(1 - 2”)]n r " (7”2”) (457

Hence the scalar field (4.47) behaves at infinity as

1—+v2n—-1 1
= ——1 of(-). .52
o) = =) +0 ;) (452
The scalar field diverges like In(r) at infinity, except for n = 1 where ¢ = O (1).
However, the kinetic term X = — f(¢’)?/2 always vanishes at infinity. As regards the
metric, it reaches asymptotically Minkowski spacetime only for the Horndeski case,
172 = —1. If 7399 # —1, the asymptotic metric is only locally asymptotically flat:

there is a global deficit angle as in the case of the gravitating monopole solution in
GR [255]. In what follows, we thus focus on the asymptotically flat, Horndeski case,
v172 = —1. Without loss of generality, one can sety; = 1 and » = —1, since 7, can
always be absorbed by a redefinition of the coupling constant a. The asymptotic
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expansion (4.51) shows that the integration constant p is related to the ADM mass
M by
p=—2M(n+1)(2n —1)" (4.53)

Let us summarize: the Horndeski theory

92X n+1
G2 = 40m(2n — 1)%, Gg = —404(271, — 1)(—2X)n,
92X n—1
Gy=1-2a(-2X)", Gs5= 40471%, (4.54)

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

(n+1)(2n— )" r 7 [(2n — 1)2M —7) +7F?] —2a (1 — F)™ (1 + 2nF + F?),

( ) =(2n—=1)f(r). (4.55)

The scalar field supporting this BH is

1—+/(2n— 1)f(7")
ry/(2n — 1) f(r)

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

P(r) = (4.56)

The algebraic equation (4.55) cannot be solved analytically for n # 1: the BH
solutions are therefore known implicitly. This is one of the rare exceptions to the
declared aim of this thesis, namely finding closed-form solutions. Still, using (4.55),
much can be said about the behaviour of the solution near » = 0 or for small cou-
pling o, and about the horizon structure. The interested reader is referred to [46]
as regards the behaviour for small  or a. Notably, the main conclusion concerning
the r — 0 region is that, although f(r) is finite at » = 0, there still exists a curvature
singularity there because f(r) is not sufficiently regular near r = 0, very much like
in 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 r,
which satisfies the equation:

(n+1)(2n — 1)"+1 ri"_l (2M — 1) = 2. (4.57)

As expected, the coupling parameter o induces a deviation from the Schwarzschild
radius rscn = 2M. For clarity and in order to compare with the GR limit, we restrict
from now on to the case M > 0. The presence of the coupling parameter « 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 r,, much can be said about its real, positive roots. To
this end, we define the quantities:

1
n 2 n

1 M 2n
Tn = (1 - 2—) 2M < 2M, o, ==(n+1)(2n—1)"" (—) > 0. (4.58)

The following results are then easy to prove. If a < 0, there is a unique horizon, with
rp, > 2M. If 0 < a < «, there are exactly two horizons, with r,_ < r, < r,,. < 2M.
One has thatr,, — (2M)” whenn — oo, andr,_ — 0" whena — 0", If & > a,, the
spacetime has no horizons. These results are consistently illustrated by the 4DEGB
case, which corresponds to n = 1, where

rn=M, o,=M, re=M=xVM —a. (4.59)

Before moving on to the parity-symmetric case, let us announce a result which will
be obtained in paragraph 5.3.7. There, a regularized KK reduction of the cubic Love-
lock invariant R 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 %, corresponds to
the Horndeski theory (4.54) with n = k£ — 1. This remains a conjecture for the
moment, although strongly motivated by the considerations developed in Sec. 5.3.

4.4 . Parity-symmetric simplification

The system of equations (4.21-4.23) has thus been shown to admit solutions when
all the beyond Horndeski functions are non-vanishing, and although these solutions
are implicit, much can be said about their horizon structure. However, the form of
the system (4.21-4.23), and the new quantities (4.10-4.16), show that the solving is
much easier when G5 = G5 = F; = 0, i.e. when the theory acquires parity symme-
try under ¢ — —¢.

Indeed, in this case, Y (X) = 0, A = 4rZx, B = rZ, such that the radial part
of the scalar, ¢’ (r), disappears completely: only the kinetic term X remains, and
solving for X will determine the scalar field through (4.6). Of course, even when G3,
G5 and F5 are present, one can in principle replace every ¢ in terms of X thanks to
(4.6) again, but this would introduce complicated terms since ' = +./¢?/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
G35 = G5 = F5 = 0. The theories considered from now on in this section therefore
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have the following action,

(o) = [ A'0y=5{Ga () + G4 () R+ Gx [(06)* = 66"
+ Fy (X) E”Vpgeaﬂwg¢u¢a¢uﬁ¢pw}7 (4.60)

which depends on three functions G5 (X), G4 (X) and F, (X), and, with the ansatz
(4.3-4.5), the independent field equations (4.21-4.23) reduce to:

L
2X'Zx = <h f> Z, (4.67)
2fh 24 2¢° ! h
j;l rlxy = TQGQX +2G4x — 2fZX + a/ (WX + 2F4) + qTfC (f7 — E) , (4.62)
! 2 2
2J;h rZ = —12Gy — 2G4 — 21 7 + Qthw . 4thCX’. (4.63)

In the following, we again restrict to the case of non-constant kinetic term X: X’ # 0.

4.5 . Solving the field equations and the
method of the function &

Eq. (4.61) integrates directly to

f_

h - Z27 (4'64)
where v # 0 is a constant of integration. Ahomogeneous BH (f = h) corresponds to
Z = vy (more generally if Z = const., this constant can be rescaled to v, by rescaling h,
by rescaling the time coordinate t), while a non-homogeneous BH (f # h) is obtained
as soon as Z depends non-trivially on X. The combination Z x (4.62) — Zx x (4.63)
then gives

2 ¢+
Since the metric functions f and h do not appear in this equation, this equation
determines X = X (r), and thus the scalar field ¢ = ¢t + ¢ (r) through (4.6). X is
determined as a function of r, f is related to h by (4.64), and finally, h is determined
by (4.63), which simplifies as:
N q27” / ) q272 ,
2’)/ (h (7“)7" — ﬁ) +7r GQZ + 2G4Z = m [XG4 +rX (2XG4X — G4)}

B 2q272\/7 \/7 '

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 F, (X) has been replaced by the function Z (X) defined by (4.10).

In order to integrate Eq. (4.65), introduce a function3 & = & (X)) such that, when
the field equations are satisfied, its derivative & x with respect to X can be expressed
in terms of X and r as

ar? + B 1—%
( > (4.67)
67’2—1-5(1— Cal )

272X

Oy =

where «, 3, e and ¢ are constants, with § # 0. It is always possible to define such a &
at least locally: since we assume that X (r) is not constant, there exist points where
the inverse function r (X) is defined. Then, one can easily check that Eq. (4.65) is
verified provided the functions of X, G5Z and G,Z, which appear in this equation,
are related to the function & as

GoZ =¢® —aX +C, (4.68)
2G.7 =66 — BX + 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 give
an 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 refer
to it as the method of the function &. The field equations are then completely
integrated, and both the theory functions G5, G4 and Fj, and the corresponding so-
lution [that is to say, the functions i (r), f (r) and X (r)], are found by following the
algorithmic steps:

1. Among the four functions & (X), Z (X), G2 (X) and G4 (X), choose the form
of two of them.

2. The remaining two functions are determined by (4.68) and (4.69). One then
knows &, Z, G5 and Gg.

3. F, (X) is determined by the definition (4.10) of Z.
4. Thekinetic term of the scalar field, X, is determined as a function of r by (4.67).

5. The metric function h (r) = —g, is given by the first order differential equation
(4.66).

6. The metric function f (r) = ¢"" is given by (4.64).

These steps were followed in our original articles [46, 53], and yielded solutions that
we are going to present in a moment. Of course, not all expressions of & and Z
enable 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, & is used to avoid any confusion with
the GB curvature scalar.
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via (4.66). In addition, the algorithmic solving just presented, although necessary in
a first time, forces one to work with many coupling constants [at least the v, «a, 3,
e and ¢ of Egs. (4.64) and (4.67)], while it is possible in a second time to remove a
lot of these coupling constants, either because they are redundant or because they
must 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 (where
in fact the step 3 above is absent because we are looking into the pure Horndeski
case F, = 0), in order to make this procedure clear, but then we will proceed with a
more simple presentation of the most relevant results.

4.6 . Pure Horndeski, homogeneous black
holes

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

Gy = —y+nVI[X], (4.70)
with 1 a coupling. One then computes &, which yields on the one hand Gb,
Gy = %X + 26my/ | X| — 2A, (4.71)

and on the other hand X, which is determined by the algebraic equation
+20r* XVEX + 2X vy (1 + li?”2) = ¢*y. (4.72)
In these last equations, we have defined the new coupling constants:

e (D +29?%) — Co
276

k==, (=prk—a, A=

) (4.73)

Sl

where A is seen to appear in G3 as a usual, bare cosmological constant.

4.6.1.Caseq=0,¢=¢(r)

We first assume ¢ = ¢ (r), i.e. ¢ = 0in ¢ = ¢t + ¢ (r), and ¢ (r) then coincides
with ¢ (7). Then, the kinetic term reduces to X = —f (¢')* /2. Therefore, in order for
the scalar field to be real at least outside the horizon (where f = ¢"" > 0), X must be
negative. It can then be inferred from Eq. (4.72) that yn¢ (1 + r2x) must be positive,

and that
2 9 (1 + TQ“)z

X == 2 (4.74)
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The metric functions h = f are obtained thanks to Eq. (4.66). One finds

2k 2M A 22 2
1 2{ 7 } 7 (4.75)

hlr)=1 ¢ r 3y 6¢ 2(r?
In the case where the coupling x is not zero, the constant term in the metric function
is not equal to 1, but rather differs from 1 by a term determined by the coupling
constants, —n%x /(. Also, the (a)dS term, proportional to r%, does not vanish if the
bare cosmological constant A = 0: only a nonzero A, adjusted with respect to the
couplings, can remove the (a)dS term. On the other hand, the case x = 0 does not
possess these unpleasant features: the metric function then reads

2M A 2
h(r)=1-22 422 4 1

. 3 ﬁ (4.76)

In order to get the usual expression for the cosmological term, one must fix y = —1:
by inspection of (4.70-4.71), this is in any case equivalent to a mere rescaling of the
couplings.

To sum up, with the method of the functon &, the only pure Horndeski
action with shift and parity symmetry, i.e. parameterized by two functions
G- (X) and G4 (X), admitting as a solution a static, spherically-symmetric, ho-
mogeneous BH dressed with a scalar field ¢ = ¢ (r) and displaying the usual
asymptotics, is

Gy =—CX -2\, Gy=1+nvV-X, (4.77)
where the product ¢ must be negative, and the associated BH is ds?> = —hdt?+
dr?/h + r*dQ? with

2M A 2
hiry=1- "2 22 1 (4.78)

r 3 20r?
The corresponding scalar field and its kinetic term, coming from (4.74), read

7,]2

B 2 dr o
¢(T) == C /TQ\/mv X_ Czr4- (479)

Interestingly, this is nothing but the BCL BH [215] presented in paragraph 3.3.1. The
method of the function & thus enables to find what remains, up to date, the only
non-stealth homogeneous BH in a Horndeski theory with only G5 and G, and a static
scalar field (¢ = 0). It should be stressed upon again that the method of the function
& is a sufficient condition to integrate the field equations, but not necessary. As a
consequence, there may a priori exist other BH solutions in such Horndeski theories,
but they remain unknown up to date.

4.6.2.Caseq#0,0=qt+Y(r)

In the other case where the scalar field has a linear time dependence, the « 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

Gy =1+nV|X], Ga=—CX+2rn\/|X] =24,
0= +2(r’XvV+X — 2Xn (1 —i—m“?) + ¢°n.

Taking into account this algebraic equation verified by X (r), Eqg. (4.66) integrates to

. 2M 2A C 2
h(r)=1 g + o |7 X (r)dr. (4.80)
The solution therefore has a Schwarzschild(-(a)dS) behaviour, modified by the last
term. On the one hand, if ¢ # 0, the algebraic equation can be solved in the limit
r — oo, yielding for this last term

(¢°C , ¢Clnr 1Y .
—+ ———— 4+ 0= |Iif 0
4k 4\/577/{5/27" + 72 " 7&

2,2 ,.2 2 2
L X (r)dr = SRR/ iM—q—JrO(i) if & # 0 (other branches)

6¢ ¢ 2K r2

.3¢C/10 [ —¢*n\** 1\ |
2/3 _
\ir/_22/3 ( c +0 e ifk=0
(4.81)

This adds very unusual terms: r2/3 diverges but not like a cosmological constant
term, Inr/r vanishes as r — oo but dominates the mass term. In the second line, an
effective cosmological constant term, depending on the couplings, appears, as well
as a non-vanishing constant term. On the other hand, for ¢ = 0, the metric (4.80)
reduces to Schwarzschild and the kinetic term acquires a closed-form expression
permitting to compute the scalar field.

At the end of the day, with the method of the function &, 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 ¢ = ¢t +
¥ (r) and displaying the usual asymptotics is

Go = 2kn\/|X| — 27, G4 =14nV|X], (4.82)

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

V1- i ¢°/2

—q|t+ [ T—-"d X ="' 8

As explained e.g. in paragraph 3.2.1, the regularity of the scalar field at the horizon
can be verified by changing to horizon-crossing coordinates, with advanced time v
or retarded time u. Indeed, if a + sign is chosen in ¢, then ¢ behaves like quv at the
horizon, so is finite at the future event horizon. If a — sign is chosen, then ¢ is rather
finite 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 with
the Hui-Nicolis no-hair theorem of paragrapgh 3.1.5. Indeed, the scalar field has a
linear time dependence, and G, and G, are not analytic, so two assumptions are
violated. However, the norm ‘7S‘fﬂﬁjshifw of the current is everywhere finite. This is
not trivial a priori: although 7}, = 0, the current has a non-trivial 7}, component
because of the time dependence of ¢. This norm has value

 8PKh(r)

T o Tshift n = )
shifte/ shitt 1—|—KZT2

(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 usual
stealth solutions, the kinetic term is a constant, X = Xj. 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 Xj:
G2(Xo) = Gax(Xp) = 0. This leads to perturbative problems, that is, non-hyperbolic
equations for the scalar field perturbations [228].

Here, for the new stealth Schwarzschild, there is a proper G5 term (4.82), even
if A = 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 stealth
Schwarzschild, in order to see if they possess a better behaviour than the one of the
usual stealth Schwarzschild solutions.

The case of homogeneous BHs in Horndeski theories, I, = 0, has thus been
treated with the method of the function &. Again, this method is not exhaustive, and
other solutions might exist which do not fit into this framework. Still, the results are
useful. For a radial scalar field (¢ = 0), it enabled to retrieve the BCL BH. For a scalar
field with linear time dependence (¢ # 0), it led to a new stealth Schwarzschild BH
with different characteristics as compared to the usual stealth solutions. The next
section now goes back to beyond Horndeski theories, F, # 0, starting with a purely
radial scalar field ¢ = ¢ (r).

4.7 . Beyond Horndeski black holes with
q=0,¢=0(r)

4.7.1 . Homogeneous black hole with an X? k-
essence term

Again, homogeneity is assumed (f = h) as a start. Then Z is constant, Z =
~, and exactly as before, the computations turn out to show that one can impose
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Z =~ = —1 without loss of generality. The algorithmic procedure is thus completely
determined if we fix one of the three functions & (X)), G, (X) or G4 (X). A possibility
is to impose an X? k-essence term with a usual bare cosmological constant,

G (X) =nX? =24, (4.85)

where 7 is a coupling constant. From (4.68), & is obtained, and from (4.69), G4 is
found to be

Gy (X) =14 (X + knX2, (4.86)
where, as compared to (4.68-4.69), we have defined
0 B
K=o C—a—/\a, (4.87)

while C'and D have been fixed to give the usual —2A in G, and the Einstein-Hilbert
term 1 C Gy4. 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 Horndeski
function is computed to be

Fy(X)=——= -2 (4.88)

With these notations, and using Eq. (4.67), X (r) reads

¢/n
X (r)=— _ .
(r) r? + 2K (4.89)
Then, (4.66) gives the metric function f = h to be
2 m/2— arctan
iy =1-224 et ¢ ( 2”>. (4.90)

T 3 277\/2/{ r

This is seen to possess a Schwarzschild behaviour (or Scwharzschild-(a)dsS if A # 0),
with ADM mass M, at leading order, while the arctan term induces subleading order
corrections: as r — oo,

B oM A (P 1

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 A = 0, whereas [175]
has an always non-zero effective cosmological constant. Going to beyond Horndeski
theories seems to be the key point in order to attain asymptotic flatness with such
a profile.

On the other hand, the scalar field ¢ = ¢ (r) is directly deduced from (4.89),

\/7/ \/ (r2 4 2k)h (4.92)
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4.7.2 . Rewriting with a canonical kinetic term

Interestingly, one can rewrite the previous solution with a canonical kinetic term
X C Gs. The pattern found above, see (4.85-4.86), is schematically

Gy~ X2 Gyi~1+ X+ X2 (4.93)

Itis therefore tempting to make the replacement X — /—X in order to get a canon-
ical kinetic term in Go. There is no precise way to make such a replacement, since
such 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 the
following theory,

_ 8np?

np?
G =5 _17

X —2A, Gy=1+4n8 (x/—X + 5)() , F=-T-. (4.94)

This theory is parameterized by three couplings n, 5, A, with 5 > 0 and A > 0. It ad-
mits as a solution the same BH metric as before, up to the changes in the couplings,

2M oA | arctan (r/A) —m/2

h(?”)=1—7—7“3 7 A : (4.95)
while the scalar field and its kinetic term are found from (4.65),
1 dr 24
=+ X)) = —————. .96
?r) \/56/ (Lt (/N VR (D) )= = e (4.95)

The replacement X — /—X seems quite faithful as regards GG, and G4, F, however
looses its constant part as compared to (4.88). While the method of the function
® enabled to find the BH with an X? k-essence term, and then to guess the form
of G5 and G, for the BH with canonical kinetic term, it is thus unclear how the two
actions 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 function & 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 G and G, in terms of a function &.

These beyond Horndeski BHs (the one with G, ~ X? and the one with G, ~ X)
are compatible with the Hui-Nicolis no-hair theorem of paragraph 3.1.5 by violation
of assumption 6. Indeed, F; is not analytic. In the case G, ~ X?, assumption 5
(presence of a canonical kinetic term) is also violated.

Let us comment on the horizons implied by the metric function h(r) of Eq. (4.95),
focusing for simplicity on the asymptotically flat case, A = 0. The presence or ab-
sence of horizons can be understood by looking at the behaviour of the metric near
r =0,

hr)=1+n—2——=—2=+0(r"). (4.97)
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There appears a threshold mass M,, defined by

My = Y (4.98)
For M > M,, there is a unique horizon (this is in particular the case for n > 0). For
M < M, there are two horizons if M is not too small, and zero horizon (naked sin-
gularity) for small masses. For the limit case M = M,, there is zero or one horizon
accordington = —1, and h (r) does not diverge at r = 0 but the spacetime remains
singular there because h (0) # 1.

This beyond Horndeski BH is seen to be quite similar to the BCL BH of Egs. (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 mass M. The scalar field
is 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 kinetic
term X diverges at the curvature singularity » = 0 for the BCL BH, whereas for the
beyond Horndeski BH under consideration, X remains finite, see (4.89) or (4.96).

4.7.3 . Associated non-homogeneous black hole

Interestingly, once a homogeneous (f = h) beyond Horndeski BH with radial
scalar field (¢ = 0) is obtained, it becomes very easy to generate non-homogeneous
BHs (f # h). Indeed, for ¢ = 0, the final field equations (4.64-4.66) are seen to
depend only on the products G52 and G,Z. Therefore, one can

1. Start from a homogeneous BH solution, with functions Gh°™, Gem, zhem — 1,
h (r) determined by the differential equation (4.66), and X () determined by
(4.65).

2. Choose Z"™™°m (X} so as to fix the relation between the two metric functions
f and h, see Eq. (4.64).

3. Choose new functions G5°™"°™ and G'1°™"°™ so that the products G5 Z and G4Z
remain unchanged as compared to the homogeneous solution, i.e.

Ggon—homZnon—hom — _Ggom Gzon—homZnon—hom — _GZOm' (4.99)
On the other hand, F} is obtained from the definition (4.10) of Z (X).

4. The form of Eqs. (4.65-4.66) then implies that i (r) and X (r) are unchanged
as compared to the homogeneous case.

Let us apply this procedure to the BH with canonical kinetic term just found, with
theory functions (4.94). X (r), as given by (4.96), then vanishes as O (1/r*) when
r — 0o. So, in order for f = h/Z? [see (4.64)] to display the same asymptotics as &,
one can choose for instance Z = —1+&2X with ¢ a new coupling. Step 3 above then
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leads to the new theory functions:

8nB2X/A\% — 2A o 1+4n8 (V=X + 8X)

4 =

Gy =

1-&x 7 1-&X
6X2—32—|—4 2 2X_8 2 —X—4 2
[ (36" +4nB") € Q?& Vv s (4.100)
4X (1 -¢%2X)
Then, according to step 4, the corresponding BH solution is
h(r)=1-— 2M r2é N 77arctan (r/x) — 7r/2’ Fr) = h(r) . (410
T 3 r/A (1 e
dressed with a scalar field
§2A4 4
T 1500 A
r dr, X(r)=—-——r———>53. (4102
#(r) fﬁ/ 1+ (r/N)?*) /R (r) ") 432 (r2 + \2)?

Obviously, this procedure could be generalized to arbitrary choices of Z (X) pre-
serving the good asymptotics of f (r), typically Z = —1 + £&2X™ with n > 1. One thus
sees that in beyond Horndeski theories with shift and parity symmetry and ra-
dial scalar field ¢ = ¢(r), each homogeneous BH solution in a given theory
gives rise to an infinity of non-homogeneous BHs in distinct theories.

4.8 . Beyond Horndeski black holes with
q#0,¢=qt+¢(r)

4.8.1 . Black holes with primary scalar hair

Let us now study the case where the scalar field admits a linear time dependence,
¢ = qt+ (r), forahomogeneous BH, i.e. Z = v = —1. Eq. (4.65), which determines

X, becomes
2

2 B
r“Gax + 2Gux (1 2X) 0. (4.103)
Rather than solving it again step-by-step with the method of the function &, we
present directly the results that this procedure yields. If G2 and G4 are related as

2

Gy = IV

(Ga—1) =24, (4.104)
then (4.103) implies
q°/2

x=_24/c
1+7r2/2%’

(4.105)
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which in turn determines the scalar field,
\/ 1 - 1 h(;/))\?
—+r
= t+ | XY——dr | .

A natural choice for G, is a usual Einstein-Hilbert term, with an additional monomial
term in X. This also determines G, through (4.104), and F, through the definition
(4.10) of Z (X):

(4.106)

211,,7 2n+1
X", Gy = —
m—1" " 7

T _xm_9A, Fi=n2X)" 2. (4107)

Ga=1- (2n — 1) A2

The metric function f = h is then obtained from (4.66),

3733 2
T/>\ _12F1 17§_na§7_r_
(1+7r2/22)" 2 My TR

3ymI(n—3/2)
where I' is the Euler Gamma function, and
_ o (a), (b), 2" _
2F1 (a,b,C,Z):ZWE, (a)n:a(a—i-l)(a—i—n—l), (4109)

n=0

is the ordinary hypergeometric function. The term between brackets on the second
line of (4.108) has a leading order behaviour as O (r*~?") when r — oo. Since the
brackets are multiplied by 1/r, this term is subdominant with respect to the usual
Schwarzschild term —2M /r provided n > 3/2. The asymptotic expansion is then4

omn 2n—2
hry=1- M _ 28 2m (5> +0 (i) , (4.110)

r 3 2n—3\r r2n

and M 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
g, 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 field
ansatz ¢ = qt + ¢ (r). When ¢ = 0, the scalar hair disappears and one gets back
a Schwarzschild solution with a trivial scalar. When both ¢ and M vanish, the solu-
tion reduces to flat spacetime. When M vanishes but not ¢, the spacetime has zero
mass, 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 asin GR, they are parameterized only by their mass M and angular momentum
J (in the spherical case, only by M, and if one were including Maxwell terms, there

4The limiting case n = 3/2is notincluded, since it gives terms In (1) /r which are not subdominant
with respect to the Schwarzschild term.
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would also be the charge ). 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 same
as in GR (these are the stealth BHs) or different from GR (these are the non-stealth
BHs). However, this is the first time that a scalar-tensor BH with primary hair is con-
structed: there exists an integration constant ¢, parameterizing the BH, and which
is distinct from M, J and Q.

To be perfectly precise, there exist interesting examples of BHs with primary hair
for a minimally-coupled complex scalar field [256, 257]. There, and as we stated in
paragraph 3.1.2, the minimally-coupled scalar is part of the matter energy-momentum
tensor 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 in
Chap. 2, the framework of this thesis is scalar-tensor theory with a single real scalar
field. 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 such
primary scalar hair, namely the case n = 2 in Egs. (4.107-4.108). Generalizations,
in particular the general n case, were then performed in [259, 260]. Observational
implications 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 be
checked by changing to horizon-crossing coordinates, see the detailed explanation
in paragraph 3.2.1. However, no regularity at both (future and past) horizons can be
achieved.

Note also that the beyond Horndeski functions (4.107) are analytic (for n integer >
2). The no-hair theorem of parapraph 3.1.5 is thus violated thanks to the linear time
dependence of the scalar field, and the absence of canonical kinetic term. It is worth
noticing that, due to the linear time dependence of ¢, there remains a non-vanishing
component J4,, of the Noether current, but the norm 7% Jshire . is everywhere
finite, including at r = 0. The expression for generic n is cumbersome and not
enlightening, but for instance, the norm in the casen = 2 is

AN (1172 — X2)? h(r)
9(r2+4 )\2)6

ThiceTshitey = — (4.111)

4.8.2 . Regular black holes

The behaviour of (4.108) near r = 0 brings valuable information:

h(r)y=1-— - 12

AM = g /T (n—3/2) T (n) 1 (A | 20
2r 3

) +0(r'). (4.12)
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This shows that there exists a threshold mass,

_ Ang*ywl(n —3/2)
AT (n) ’

My (4.113)

such that, whenr — 0, h(r) - —oo if M > My or h(r) — +oo if M < M. When
M = M, in other words when the primary scalar hair g is related to the mass as

B AMT (n) ez
1= (srream) ana)

then the singular term proportional to 1/r disappears near » = 0. More generally,
for generic r, the metric then takes the form

h(r) =15 SMT (n) r” L2020 (ams)
N 3 3rT (n—3/2) (1+ 2yt 2 \ha Ty e ) AT

Obviously, the mass M is still present and the expansion of the hypergeometric
function as r — oo 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 is
known [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 LI’ R or LI K 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 mass M, and the scalar hair ¢. When ¢ and )M 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 mass /. For this BH with 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 and
claiming 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 moment
and the lack of a more detailed study of spacetime (4.115). We refer the interested
reader 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 might
rather ask for the spacetime to be geodesically complete [11, 54] (that is, its causal
geodesics have an affine parameter extending to infinity). Both definitions are not
equivalent [267, 268], and geodesic completeness remains to be studied as regards
the BH (4.115).

Still, 'regular BHs' (with finite curvature invariants) are in general constructed in
the framework of GR, by postulating a metric which has no curvature singularity, and
plugging it into Einstein’s equations. Such a metric is not Ricci flat, thus is supported
by a corresponding ad hoc energy-momentum tensor 7,,. 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 7),, was interpreted as a magnetic monopole in the context of
nonlinear electrodynamics [270]. Such an interpretation has been generalized to
other regular BHs, see e.g. [271]. Onthe contrary, the regular BHs we constructed are
not solution of GR with an ad hoc energy-momentum tensor, but vacuum solutions
of a scalar-tensor theory. Note however that regular BHs were already constructed
in DHOST theory [217, 218]. The real novelty of our regular BHs is their interpretation
as a BH with primary scalar hair g, for which ¢ and the mass M are related so as to
evade the curvature singularity.

4.8.3 . Simple casesn =5/2and 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/A) for n = 2 and n = 3. The simplest examples are thus for

n=>5/2,
B 2M oA 2ng° r?
e Rl U | e
and forn = 2,
2M A /2 — arctan (r/\) 1
)= 1= 2R + G
() . 5 T A I (4.117)

When g is related to the mass as in (4.114), the corresponding regular BHs of (4.115)
are, forn =5/2,

A 2Mr?
P— —_— 2_ _—e—_————
h(ry=1-r 3 = )\2)3/2, (4.118)

and forn = 2,

/A 1+ (r/))° 4m9)

hr)=1- 22 2 (arotan (r/Y) 1 ) |

As anillustration, the metric function h(r), for the case n = 2with A = 0, is presented
on Figs. 4.1 and 4.2. Fig. 4.1 corresponds to Eq. (4.117), with h(r) — +oo asr — 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. 41. Whenn < 0, h(r) — —oo as
r — 0, so there is an event horizon, with a size greater than the Schwarzschild radius
rsch = 2M. As the scalar charge g increases, the event horizon increases accordingly
away from its GR size.

For n > 0, the situation is the following. For small scalar hair, i.e. for M/\ >
nnq*/4, again h(r) — —oo asr — 0, so there is at least one horizon. However, in
this case, the horizon size is always smaller than the Schwarzschild radius. As the
hair g 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) n < 0, BH solutions with a single
horizon larger than the Schwarzschild radius. (b) n > 0, BH solutions with one, two
or three horizons smaller than the Schwarzschild radius, and a naked singularity (no
horizon). The horizontal axis is logarithmic in both figures.

M/X > (44 m) /4. As the ratio M /) exceeds more and more this threshold>, the
range of values of ng* allowing for three horizons increases. For large scalar hair, on
the other hand, i.e. for M/ < mnq*/4, h(r) — +oo asr — 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 both M and ¢ vanish.
If M = 0 but ¢q # 0, the spacetime has zero mass but is not trivial: itis a BH if n < 0,
and a naked singularity if n > 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/ that discriminates be-
tween different types of regular solutions. The spacetime describes a regular BH
with two horizons if M /) > a, and a regular soliton with no horizon if M /X < a.

To cut along story short, in this Chap. 4, many closed-form BH solutions were ob-
tained: a stealth Schwarzschild solution with non-constant kinetic term (4.82-4.83);
new solutions with secondary hair, both homogeneous (4.95) and non-homogeneous
(4.101); BHs with primary scalar hair (4.108); and regular BHs (4.115). Also, as regards
theories without parity symmetry, compatibility conditions generalizing the 4DEGB
case 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 a
start the compact rewriting of the field equations, in particular using the vanishing
of the radial component of the Noether current, 7}« = 0. Also, shift symmetry is
one of the assumptions of the Hui-Nicolis no-hair theorem of paragraph 3.1.5. As a

5The threshold value M/\ = (4 + w) /4 is found by solving the system of equations for a triple
horizon, which is then found to be located at = X for the unique value n¢* = 2.
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Figure 4.2: Regular spacetime (4.119). (a) Regular BH solutions. (b) Regular solitonic
solutions. 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 the
scalar 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 from
no-scalar-hair theorems. Turning on to the study of such theories in all generality
would be too ambitious. Rather, one can remember paragraph 3.3.2: the 4DEGB
theory 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 field
and a Lovelock invariant, namely the GB scalar; and by its generalized conformal in-
variance. The next chapter thus elaborates on both these considerations in order
to 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:

1251
S (9] = / d?zy/=g Y aRW. (51)
k=0
The R®*) are the Lovelock invariants,
1 k
k) — 1V gl ; B;
R® = Somn s [T R (5.2)
=1

Restricting to £ < 2 leads to the EGB action,

S lgu] = / %y =g (R — 27 + sG), (5.3)

which is the first correction to the Einstein-Hilbert action. The GB invariant G is a
boundary term in D = 4. However, Secs. 1.3 and 2.5 detail the obtention of the
4DEGB theory, by performing a diagonal KK compactification followed by a singular
limit where the dimension of the internal space of the compactification is sent to
zero. As a reminder, the action reads

S (g, B = / d4x\/—_g{R — 2\ — 2)e*? — e [R +6 (aqs)ﬂ
ta [—¢g + 4G 8, + 406 (99)* + 2 (a¢)4] } (5.4)

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

R=g"E+E =8N —2R —ag. (5.5)

The existence of this geometric equation relates to the fact that the 4DEGB theory
displays a generalized conformal invariance, see paragraph 2.4.3,

05 05
% [g;w ¢6] = % [guw ¢] ) gZy = (1 - Qe)guw " = ¢+, (5.6)

for e(x) an arbitrary infinitesimal function on spacetime.

This Chap. 5 elaborates around these results. In a first time, Sec. 5.1, we look for
the most general action with a similar form to (5.4), and allowing for closed-form
solutions. In a second time, Sec. 5.2 studies the context of higher-dimensional
scalar-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 the Gauss-
Bonnet invariant

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

5= [doy=g{ 1+ W @) R - JVi(0) 00 + Z(0) +V ()G

V2 (8) G 0,0.0,0 + Vi (6) (99)' + Vi (9) D6 (90)° ). (5:7)

There is a kinetic term 1V}, (¢) (9¢)* in order to evade possible strong coupling is-
sues. The potential W (¢) determines if the scalar is minimally coupled to the Ricci
scalar (to lowest order) or not. The potential V' (¢) multiplies the GB invariant, so
is defined up to an additive constant which would only yield a boundary term. The
potential term Z(¢) 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]. The
Horndeski functions G (¢, X) are

Gy =7+ XVj +4X?V3 +8X? (3 — In | X|) Vigge, (5.8)
Gy =2XV; +4X (7= 3In | X]|) Ve, (5.9)
Gy =14+W+4X (2 —In|X]|) Vyy, (5.10)
Gy = — 4V, In|X] — /V2d¢, (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= —Be*, Vi,=128e*", Z=—2X\e! —2A, (5.12)
V=—ap, Vo=da=V, V3=2aq, (5.13)

with three coupling constants a, # and . In this case, the action acquires general-

ized conformal invariance, and as such leads to the geometric constraint (5.5). This
is no longer true for the general action (5.7).

As in the previous chapter, the interest lies in static and spherically symmetric
spacetimes. The following metric ansatz is considered,

ds?> = —f (r)dt* + dr?/f (r) + r*dQ?, ¢ = o (7). (5.14)

What follows presents a way to filter out theories, reducing the above general action
to a more tractable, yet quite general theory. We assume from now on the most in-
teresting case of a non-constant scalar field ¢(r).
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This section is organized as follows: in paragraph 5.1.1, we present conditions on
the potentials which enable to rewrite the field equations as three simple compati-
bility conditions, parameterized by a unique real function u(r). Then, paragraph 5.1.2
studies two novel BH solutions obtained for the case u(r) = 1. We also briefly
comment on the case of constant u(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 metric
field equations & — €7 = 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

(b//
(¢)°

[ﬂm +4(1 = )V +2frVag + fr?Vy (fb’)Q]

7“2

= = 5 (Vi 2Wyy) — (Vo +4V50) (1 f)

— fr (Vag — 2Vi) &' — f12 (Vag — 2V3) (¢')°, (5.15)

where prime stands for radial derivative, while a subscript ¢ denotes derivation with
respect to ¢. Upon close inspection, one sees that, choosing the potentials of the
theory as follows,

2 4
Vi + 2W¢¢ = —W¢, Vo + 4V¢¢ = —V¢,

d(¢) d(¢)
2 1
Vap —2Vy = MVz, Vig —2V3 = MVL, (5.16)

where d(¢) is an arbitrary function, Eq. (5.15) is factorized in a simple and elegant
way,

[% + @] [ﬁm +4(1 = f)Vy+2frVad + fr2V(¢))?]| = 0. (5.17)

Under the conditions (5.16), the potentials Vj, and V53,4 can be parameterized in
terms of the Einstein-Hilbert and GB potentials W and V" as

2
4
Va = =V, = 4V, (5.19)
6
Vi= = 25 (24ds) Vo + 2 Voo = 2Vigs, (5.20)
1 (1 1 4
Vi = =5 | 2 (142dg) (24 dy) = dog | Vo = =5 (54 4ds) Viy + Voo = Vosss (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 consequences
for 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 (¢) = —1. In the 4DEGB case, if we forget
about the shift-symmetric case, there were two branches of solutions for the scalar
field, namely (3.85) and (3.94). Analogously, Eq. (5.17) offers the possibility of two
branches 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), does
not involve the coupling functions of the theory nor the metric function. Itis a sim-
ple differential equation giving the scalar field independently of the geometry. The
second branch is much more involved because the equation involves explicitly the
coupling potentials of the theory and the metric function. The study of this latter
case is performed in our original article [50], but we omit it here, since it does not
lead to new solutions. We hence focus on the first branch, for which the scalar field
satisfies the equation
W GOl

d(¢)
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 the
same metric function f as solution. It is quite remarkable that, taking into account
the expression of ¢” from (5.22), the two remaining equations’, &£,. = 0 and £y = 0,
can be integrated once and twice respectively, giving

(5.22)

57"7“ o8 I{ (T) ) 890 X Ié/ (T) : (523)
The following notations are used,

L(r)= (V) —f2r(l+W)+4V +P2W') +2r +2W +rZ' — 2, (5.24)
Lr)=f (V) = frd+ W)+ 2. (5.25)

"

and are introduced for clarity two auxiliary functions W and Z, determined by,
wW=w' rzZ=2" (5.26)

The integration of the equations (5.23) implies the existence of three integration
constants, dy, ¢c; and ¢, such that

Il — dl = O, [2 —Cy +cCr = 0. (527)

As the following calculations show, the integration constants ¢, ¢, d; are not inde-
pendent and are either gauged away or related to the mass of the BH. Compatibility

'For spherical symmetry, the non-vanishing metric field equations are &, &, £g9 and £,, =
sin? @ £49. OnN the other hand, the scalar field equation is implied by the metric field equations by
virtue of the Bianchi identity (2.4). Therefore the remaining field equations are indeed just &, and
g@g.
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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 2. (r) this proportionality
factor, which is a priori an arbitrary non-vanishing function of r, one obtains the fol-
lowing system of equations,

(V)" =2u (V)" (5.28)
AV =2(p—1)r(W +1) = r*W", (5.29)
2r +2W = dy — 2ucy + 2ucir + 2u+1) 2 —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 x (r), these equations will
determine the unfixed potentials W, Z and V' as functions of r (or equivalently of
¢), 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 are
independent of the choice of d(¢), indicating that changing d(¢) does not change
the physical results. Indeed, for any scalar field satisfying (5.22), the redefined scalar
¢ — [ H(¢)¢'dr satisfies (5.22) with d(¢) = —1, provided that H solves the ordinary
differential equation H, — H? — % = 0. One can therefore, without any loss of

generality, fix d (¢) = —1. Then, the general solution of Eq. (5.22) is

¢(r)=1In (Tf%), (5.31)

where ¢ and ¢ are two integration constants. Note that the constant ¢ can be fur-
ther fixed to have a specific value for convenience?. In particular, one can choose
¢ x ¢, as in the examples just below, or ¢ = 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 Egs. (5.18)-(5.21) show that the action only has the Einstein-Hilbert potential W,
the kinetic potential V}, and the self-interaction and cosmological constantin Z. In
this case therefore, all higher-order terms in action (5.7) are missing, and we are
left with an action with at most two derivatives. This encompasses the BBMB and
MTZ BHs, that we have recalled in paragraph 3.1.4. Indeed, consider the following
potentials,

V=0, W=-=8*Z=-=2X"—2A\, V,=128e*, (5.32)

2Clearly, different choice of ¢ in (5.31) amounts to a redefinition of the scalar field. We can use
the residual freedom to redefine the scalar by choosing the constant of integration ¢. Indeed, the
function H(¢) that provides d(¢) = —1 is defined up to an integration constant, since it satisfies
H,— H? — % = 0. One can show that, by adjusting this integration constant, one can change ¢.
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where V} is determined by W according to (5.18). Then, take into account the scalar
field profile (5.31), and solve the compatibility conditions (5.29-5.30). Finally finding
the metric function f from (5.27), one gets the solution

M M\> Ar?
¢:1n<m>> f:(l_T) — 3 (5.33)

provided the relation A = —A/? holds. Eq. (2.89) is either the BBMB BH (for A = 0)
or the MTZ BH (for A # 0), with a unique integration constant M playing the role
of the BH mass. The value of the function p(r) in both these cases is u(r) = 1 +
M?/ (2M? — 3Mr +r?).

Another solution, for non-zero GB potential V, is the one of the 4DEGB theory
(5.4), i.e. potentials (5.13). Indeed, for A = 3?/(4«), the scalar field reads

6(r) =In (—V‘Q‘“/ﬁ) , (5.34)

r

see Eq. (3.94). Inthe current formalism, this corresponds to the choice ¢ = \/—2a/f
and ¢ = 0 in the solution (5.31) for ¢. The corresponding value of the function p(r)
is a constant, u(r) = 1.

As mentioned above, there is a possibility to fix the constant of integration ¢ in
(5.31). For the BBMB and MTZ solutions, we took ¢ # 0 in order to stick with the
standard form of these solutions. On the other hand, to retrieve the solution of the
4DEGB theory, we chose ¢ = 0, again to be in agreement with the original solution
(3.94). From now on, we will set ¢ = 0 and thus consider

C
¢(r) =In (;) : (5.35)
where ¢ > 0 is a constant with dimension 1. As will be made clear below, the con-
stant ¢ of the scalar field solution (5.35) is related to the coupling constants of the
theory, 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 p, the most interesting case being ;1 = 1. Indeed, it was shown above that
the solution of 4DEGB corresponds to i = 1. Conversely, it appears that solving the
compatibility conditions with ;. = 1 leads to a more general action than the 4DEGB
action (5.4). This action admits BH solutions with far away Schwarzschild asymp-
totics. The following paragraph is thus dedicated to this 4 = 1 case. The more
general case of constant u # 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 here
and 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 p (r) = p = cst., the compatibility condi-
tions (5.28-5.30) are integrable, and new explicit solutions can be found. Different
choices of constant y yield solutions of differing far away asymptotics, and only for
i = 1 do the metric solutions have a standard four-dimensional Newtonian be-
haviour at infinity, i.e. f ~1—2M/r — (Ar?/3). Here, the optional A-term, in paren-
thesis, stands for the cosmological constant if present in the action, while M is the
mass of the solution.

Let us thus focus on i = 1, and present the results in a way which enables to
interpret them easily. We consider the following potentials W, Z and V,

W = —6462¢ — ﬁ5e3¢, 7 = —2)\e’ — 2)\565‘1) —2A, V=—ayop— a5e¢, (5.36)

where (4, 85, A1, A5, aq @and a5 are six coupling constants, and A 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 C A — 206t — 20567 — 0% [R +6 (agb)?}
— Bse* [R 12 (a¢)2] — [qbg — 4G §, ¢, — 406 (D) — 2 (a¢)4]

— ase? |G — 8G"¢,0, — 1206 (96)° — 12 (99)’" } (5.37)

The resulting action for \; = g5 = a5 = 0 coincides with the 4DEGB theory (5.4).
We recall that for this theory, 65/d¢ is conformally invariant, although the a4 term
of the action is not.

As regards the parts of the action depending on \s;, 35, as, their interpretation
is 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{—2A5e5¢ — B5¢* (R + 12 (9¢)?)
— aze? (G — 8G" ¢,.¢, — 120¢ (99)” — 12 (8¢)4)} (5.38)

(note the five-dimensional element d°z) has local conformal invariance under g, —
e* g, ¢ — ¢ — o. 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 full
action does not have conformal invariance, not even for §5/d¢. The parts in A5, s,
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a; have absolutely no symmetry in four dimensions. In the Horndeski vocabulary,
this action corresponds to

Gy = —2A +8X? (044 + 3a5e¢) + 12X (ﬁ4e2¢’ + 2ﬁ5e3¢) -2 ()\4e4¢ + )\5e5¢)

+ 8a5e’X?In | X|, (5.39)
Gs = 8au X + 4ase®X (3In | X| — 1), (5.40)
Gy =1— B4 — B5e* + day X + dase X (In | X| - 2), (5.41)
G5 = — 8aze” +4 (au + aze”) In | X]|. (5.42)

The link between the potentials (5.36) and the framework we developed above, with
the function u(r), is as follows. The potentials (5.36), along with the scalar field
(5.35), solve the compatibility conditions (5.28-5.30) for () = 1, for two dis-
tinct sets of relations between the coupling constants a5, 815, A5, and the
constant c appearing in the scalar field ¢ = In(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,

2 932 200
= ﬁv )\5 = 65 ) & = _5 (543)
day 205" By 3Bay

A

The solution reads,

o=m(Y). =52

2a5m 712 dasn 2 A 2M 204  8asnm
=1 — |14 1 4 —
foy=1+"1+ \/(+3r3 T e e el N

(5.44)

where M 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 of
dS or adS type much like [246], even for a vanishing A. In Lovelock theory, this up-
per branch is perturbatively unstable [276], although no direct analogy can be made
with the case here. We will not consider this branch any further, as we are mostly in-
terested in asymptotically flat spacetimes. Therefore, for simplicity, let us set A = 0,
and consider the — branch, in order to discuss some properties of the solution.

This branch displays a Schwarzschild limit as the coupling constants ay, a5 tend
to zero. Also, for a5 = 0, which automatically implies 55 = A5 = 0, the solution of the
4DEGB theory with logarithmic scalar field, (3.92,3.94), is recovered. The asymptotics
r — oo of the full solution are given by,

B 2M  2a4  8asn 1
flr)=1-——-—5 =3 +O(ﬁ), (5.45)
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and M is therefore the ADM mass. The function f has the same behavior as the
Schwarzschild metric up to first order, while the next order is controlled by the cou-
pling ay, and the other couplings «; and (3, appear via 7 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 is M, while all other constants are fixed by the
theory. Note that even if M = 0, the spacetime is not trivial, and is in fact a BH or
naked singularity. On the other hand, as » — 0, the metric function (5.44) behaves
as

1 21
- == a4r+(’)(r2) if as > 0,
5  H0asn
=9 40y 11 (5.46)
—+0 if 0
30(47” + 5 + (T) Mas <0,

and while f(0) is finite for a5 > 0, spacetime curvature is infinite at r = 0 since f(r)
does not possess a regular core f(r) = 1+ O (r?) [249]. In fact, the spacetime might
not be defined in the whole » € (0,00) but only on (rg,o0) where rs > 0 is such
that the square root ceases to be well-defined below rg. This branch singularity is
typical for Lovelock spacetimes [277]. Before discussing the horizon structure of the
solution (5.44), let us present the second u(r) = 1 solution arising from action (5.37).

Second solution

Indeed a second, quite distinct class of solutions exists, provided the couplings of
the 4DEGB action are switched off,

9 2
M=0F=a,=0, A= 5 ) (5.47)
20065

with a scalar field and a metric function given by

_ n [ 1 Ar? 2M  4dasy
¢_1H<T>’ 77_2 365’ f(T)_ 1+4a5n |:1 3 r 157”3 ’ (548)

373

where M is a mass integration constant and A the cosmological constant which we
again 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 — oo, the metric function behaves as

fr)y=1-"—"— +0 (ﬁ) : (5.49)

On the other hand, close to the origin the metric function does not blow up and

behaves as

1 3Mr?

_ - 3
flr)=—< 20 + 0O (r?). (5.50)

Note that although the 72 term is what is needed for a regular BH, regularity is
spoiled by f(0) = —1/5. Hence, at r = 0, there is a curvature singularity. If a5 < 0,
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the spacetime becomes singular at 0 < rg = (—4a5n/3)1/3, unless the numerator of
(5.48) also vanishes at rg. This occurs for a mass M = Mg with
623 (—asn) "/
5
If a5 > 0 on the other hand, the spacetime is a BH, even for the case M = 0.

Mg (5.51)

Horizon structure of both solutions

More generally, as regards the horizon of both spacetimes (5.44) and (5.48), they
turn out to be given by a cubic polynomial equation,

1577 — 30Mr} — 15047y, — 4asn = 0, (5.52)

where r = ry, is the location of the event horizon, and with of course ay = 0 in the
case of (5.48). This condition is necessary, but not sufficient. It is sufficient in the
case of (5.44) if ay > 0and a5 > 0, and in the case of (5.48) if a5 > 0, or if a5 < 0 and
M > Msg.

In order to sketch the general aspect of the spacetimes and their horizons, we
present various plots of the functions f(r) of Eqs. (5.44) and (5.48). The plots in
Figs. 5.1, 5.2, 5.3 and 5.4 present respectively the cases (ay > 0, a5 > 0), (g > 0,
as < 0), (g <0, a5 > 0)and (ag < 0, a5 < 0) of EQ. (5.44). The obtained spacetimes
have at most one horizon. Itis only when a4 and «; are positive that there is always
a horizon (even for M = 0). This is due to the fact that the square root is never
zero and no branch singularity is possible. For all the other cases however, there
may be naked singularities for certain values of the coupling constants. An exotic
result, in the case of Fig. 5.3, left and middle plots, is a mass gap and horizon gap
between light BHs and heavy BHs: there exist masses M; and M, such that masses
M € (M, M,) give rise to naked singularities, while M < M; or M > M, give BHs,
the BHs with M < M, having very tiny horizons.

Concerning (5.48), its profile is presented in Fig. 5.5: if as > 0, it is a BH for any
mass, while for a5 < 0, itis a BH only for M > Mg where Mg is given by (5.51).

The two cases where a horizon exists for any mass, that is to say, Fig. 5.1 [solution
(5.44) with ay > 0, a5 > 0] and Fig. 5.5, left plot [solution (5.48) with a5 > 0], are in
fact strongly constrained by the following argument, which was formerly developed
in [247]. One assumes that the considered solutions verify a Birkhoff type argu-
ment [248], more precisely, that they are the unique static, spherically-symmetric
solutions of their respective theories. If this assumption is true, these solutions
must in particular represent the gravitational field created by an atomic nucleus,
of radius R ~ 107 m and mass M ~ 10~ m. Since these nuclei can be experi-
mentally probed, they are not covered by a horizon. Therefore r, < R, where r;, is
root of Eq. (5.52). It is easy to show that, for the considered two cases, this leads to
the constraints

15
0<ay<R(R—2M)~107"m? 0<asn< ZR2 (R—2M) ~ 107 m®. (5.53)
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Figure 5.1: Metric profile f(r) of Eq. (5.44) for ay, > 0 and different values of the
mass (in units of /oy, indicated by the colors) and different positive values of the
product asn (in units of ai/z), namely: on the left azn = 0.25, in the middle aszn = 20,
on the right asn = 100. The spacetime is a BH for any mass, with hidden singularity
atr =0.

Figure 5.2: Metric profile f(r) of Eq. (5.44) for oy > 0 and different values of the mass
(in units of | /ay, indicated by the colors) and different negative values of the product

asn (in units of ai/z), namely: on the left ayn = —0.25, in the middle asn = —2, on
the right asn = —10. On the left, the spacetime is a BH for any mass. When |as7|
increases (middle and right plots), the light spacetimes acquire a naked singularity
at a radius rg > 0, while the heavier spacetimes remain BHs with hidden singularity
atr = 0.

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

In the case of solution (5.48), thus remains most likely a unique case, a; < 0
(Fig. 5.5, right plot), where BHs have a minimal mass Mg given by (5.51). Another
argument from [247] can then be used to constrain the value of |a;n| for this the-
ory. Indeed, the minimal mass Mg must be lower than the mass of experimentally
detected BHs. In GW200115 [278], the second object is a BH of mass M = 5.7f§j§M@
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Figure 5.3: Metric profile f(r) of Eq. (5.44) for oy < 0 and different values of the
mass (in units of \/—ay, indicated by the colors) and different positive values of the
product asn (in units of (—ay)*?), namely: on the left asn = 0.25, in the middle
asn = 0.5, on the right asn = 2. For small a7 (left and middle plots), light and heavy
masses give BHs, with hidden singularity at » = 0 or at r¢ > 0 respectively, while
intermediate masses give a naked singularity at rg > 0 (see the red curves on the
left and middle plots). For sufficiently large asn (right plot), all spacetimes are BHs,
with hidden singularity at » = 0 for light masses or at rg > 0 for large masses.

o
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Figure 5.4: Metric profile f(r) of Eq. (5.44) for oy < 0 and different values of the
mass (in units of /—ay, indicated by the colors) and different negative values of the
product asn (in units of (—a4)3/2), namely: on the left asn = —0.25, in the middle
asn = —1, on the right azn = —5. The spacetime is a naked singularity at r = 0
for light masses, a naked singularity at s > 0 for intermediate masses (see the red
curves), and a BH with hidden singularity at s > 0 for large masses.

at 90% credible interval, giving,
Jasn] < 20707555 km®. (5.54)

If one takes into account other events, for which the second object is lighter but it
is not sure that it is a BH, namely GW170817 [150, 151] and GW190814 [279, 280], one
rather gets |asn| < 230km® and |asn| < 194km?. Finding such simple constraint
would not be possible in the other cases, of Figs. 5.2, 5.3 and 5.4. Indeed, in these
cases, the minimal mass depends non trivially on both a4 and asn.
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Figure 5.5: Metric profile f(r) of Eq. (5.48) for a5 > 0 (left plot) or a5 < 0 (right
plot) and different values of the mass (in units of \a5n|1/3, indicated by the colors).
For a; > 0, the spacetime is a BH for any mass. For a; < 0, the only mass giving a
singularity at » = 0 is Mg, see EqQ. (5.51), and this singularity is hidden by a horizon.
For other masses, there is a singularity at rg = (—4asn/3)"/?, either naked for M <
Mg or hidden by a horizon if M > M.

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

0= Oéi [062065(54)\5 — 2/35)\4) + Oéiﬁ5/\5 - 50440[%/\5 + 40/51/\4} + 2042 (20[554 - 30(455) A,

(5.55)
0 # a2 — ajasfBy + i Bs. (5.56)
The solution is a Schwarzschild-(a)dS BH,
gy 2M Oéi (Oé4>\5 — Oé5/\4) — AO[? 2
%0 =1In ( a5> » f) r 3a (a2 — alasfy + ai&)r (5.57)

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

In a word, starting from a generic action

5= [day=g{ @+ W @) R = JVi(0) 007 +Z(0) +V ()G

+ V5 (6) G 0,0 0,6 + Vi (6) (96)' + Vi (9) 06 (99)° ) (5.58)
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and imposing the scalar field to satisfy the equation £ — £" = 0, enables to find new
BH solutions with a relevant GR limit.

An important aspect of this work might be the following. All closed-form BH solu-
tions found before this work, and which have been recalled in the previous chapters,
were found in scalar-tensor theories displaying some kind of symmetry. Indeed, the
theories either had shift symmetry (which is an exact, continuous symmetry at the
level of the action), or generalized conformal symmetry (which is a local symme-
try bearing only on §5/§¢). 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 a
five-dimensional local conformal symmetry, which of course does not lead to any
symmetry in four dimensions.

The starting action (5.58) displays couplings up to the GB invariant G, as inspired
by 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 in
spacetime dimension D > 6. Therefore, one must start with such higher-dimensional
considerations (this is the focus of the next section), before finding consequences
in four dimensions (this will be dealt with in Sec. 5.3).

5.2 . Scalar field conformally coupled
to Lovelock invariantsin 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

G = D gu, 6= ¢ —o(x), (5.59)
where o(x) is an arbitrary function on spacetime. One of the building blocks of such
an action is the most general action with local conformal invariance, Si,c. Sioc
was constructed in paragraph 2.4.3, see Eq. (2.87), by noticing that its corresponding
Lagrangian density had to be a Lorentz scalar density of unit weight, built out of the
metric g, invariant under the transformation (5.59),

guu = 62¢g;w- (560)
By restricting to second-order field equations, this unambiguously led to

Stoc (9w ) = / d'ey/=g (~BR—-21) = / d'ey/=g|~e* (R+6(96)) — 22
(5.61)
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Indeed, the intermediate expression is just the Einstein-Hilbert (with cosmological
constant) action for the metric g,,, with 8 and A two coupling constants. Having
this in mind, it becomes straightforward to generalize this construction in arbitrary
spacetime dimension D. Let us thus note S(p),ioc [9uv, ¢] 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 by
Oliva and Ray [274] in the following manner. This time, S(p),1oc Will contain not only
the Einstein-Hilbert and cosmological constant terms for the metric g, but also all
the remaining Lovelock invariants of the metric g,,. Consequently,

|22
S(p),loc [Gvr @] = /dDw\/ -9 Z BrR™, (5.62)
=0

where the f;'s are couplings constants, and R®* is defined by (5.2), but for the metric
g, 1.€., 0N the right hand side of (5.2) appears the Riemann tensor of g, [166, 167],
R =720 St = R A5h T+ 460 0, — (09)7 0k, (5.63)

p po

In fact, because of the Kronecker symbols which appear in S, , the expression for

R™ depends on the dimension D of spacetime, which is not the case for R(*).3 We

thus indicate this dependence on the dimension by a subscript, 7@%’3), and define

k

(k) _ 2k¢p k) _ 1 V1l @iBi

i=1

where it is understood that the Kronecker symbols appearing both in 671" 7*" and
(63 PR

in So‘iﬁ;iw are accordingly the D-dimensional ones. Then, the invariant action is a
linear combination of Lagrangians EE’Z))),

1 25*)

S(D),Ioc [guua¢] = /de\/__g Z 5k ﬁglg), ‘Cng)) = e(D_2k)¢ 8((?)- (565)
k=0

Remember that S(p) o is not interesting in itself: the local conformal invariance
removes the additional degree of freedom that one is precisely trying to introduce
with the scalar field. One has to add terms in the action which break conformal
invariance. In four dimensions, adding the Einstein-Hilbert terms, R — 2A, led to
the action Sggme/mvTz, S€e (2.89), which admits the BBMB and MTZ solutions. In D
dimensions, one can naturally add not only the Einstein-Hilbert term but also the
whole set of Lovelock invariants,

1 274)

S(o), tov (9] = / d’zy=g > aRY, (5.66)
k=0

3We are here talking of the covariant expression. Of course, once specifying to a basis, the value of
R*) does depend on the dimension. For instance, one has R(") = R (Ricci scalar, same expression
as a Lorentz scalar for any dimension), but for a sphere of dimension D and unit radius, R = D
depends on the dimension.
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thus getting a total action where the local conformal invariance is broken,

S (D), brok [Guv> @] = Sy, Lov [9uw] + S(D), 10 9> D
1251

= / 2v=g > (R + 5 L) (5.67)
k=0

We note &, and &, the field equations of Sp) vrok. This action, which differs from
S(p),10c ONly by a pure metric action, has generalized conformal invariance, i.e. con-
formal invariance of §5/d¢. 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(p) brok COMbine to yield a purely geometric equa-
tion,

R=E+& =&yt Elocp T Eloco = Eloy (5.68)

Indeed, 8|’;W +&ocy = 0 because of the local conformal invariance of Sp) 1o, See Eq.
(2.75). Using (1.43) and (1.44) gives

R = o (2k — D)RW. (5.69)

Of course, this can be verified directly from the full field equations of the theory,
which are
1252 1251
k — k
k=0

D)uv
k=0

”H,fw) is defined in (1.44) and 7{53))1“, is analogous,

QF __1 H RV eV : o Bi (k)p —elP72he [ VL gV, : i Bi
H v = 2k+1 5yalﬁ1---ak6k HR v ;Zul/i’ 7ED)V = 2k+1 51/6!161"'akﬂk H S ’L,L-I/ZW
i=1 i=1
(5.71)
with traces o D o D
(R — 2% (k) (K _ 28— L (p_ak)p (k)
HL = 5 R™, Ty, = 5 e Sip)- (5.72)

In a word, we are considering the action (5.67), with field equations (5.70), which
combine to give the geometric equation (5.69). Let us now make the somehow ob-
scure conformal Lagrangians Eglj_i))) appearing in S(p),ioc; EQ. (5.65), more explicit by
studying the simplest cases, k£ < 3. The following considerations are based on the
article [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

£E(B) is of course the self-interacting potential with local conformal invariance in D
dimensions,

/ d"x/=g L) = / dPzy/=ge”?. (5.73)
k = 1: conformal coupling to the Ricci scalar
43) is the conformal coupling to the Ricci scalar,

/de\/_ﬁ(l) — /de —ge(D—2)¢<R—2(D— 1H0O¢ — (D —1) (D —2) (8(¢)2>)
5.74

= / dP2y/=geP (R + (D 1) (D - 2)(96)°), (5.75)

where = means 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 invariant
action (5.61).

k = 2: conformal coupling to the Gauss-Bonnet invariant

£g))) corresponds to the conformal coupling with the GB invariant,

/de\/—gﬁg))) = /de —gelP {Q—l—S( —3)G" P

+4(D = 2) (D =3) [(O6)" ~ 6u0"]
—2(D 3)(D —4) R(0$)> — 8(D — 3) Ry, ¢ 6"

8(D —2) (D =3)¢"60” +4 (D —2) (D —3)* (9¢)° Do
+(D=1)(D=2)(D=3)(D—4)(99)' | (5.76)

_ / A" zy/=geP=%[G — 4(D = 3) (D - 4) G* 6,6,
—2(D=2)(D - 3)(D—4) (99)’ Os
—(D=2) (D=3 (D~-4)(99)"] (5.77)

Remember that this Lagrangian emerges as a term [ d”zy/—g Q(D) for the metric
G- In four dimensions, this integral is proportional to the Euler characteristic of

the spacetime manifold by the Chern theorem, so £%)) should be a boundary term.
One can verify itimmediately by setting D = 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 ¢ is conformally coupled to G,
namely

S= [day=gL, L=00-16"9,0,~ 106700200, (579

This action satisfies the generalized conformal invariance, i.e., §5/d¢ 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 §5/d¢, and then 'in-
tegrating’ this condition to find S. Alternatively, we presented in Sec. 2.5 how S
can 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 583)) 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

eP — 14 (D-4)p+ 0 ((D—4)?), (5.79)

and multiplies £, by its coupling constant f,, getting

BaLy = G + B2 (D — 4) |¢G — 4 (D — 3) G, ¢"¢” — 2 (D — 2) (D — 3) (9¢)* O
—(D—-2)(D - 3)? (a¢)4] +8,0((D-4%. (580

We then define the limit D — 4 in the following way. First, 5,G is a boundary termin
D = 4 and is thus removed. Second, one introduces a new coupling 3> = £, (D — 4)
and imposes /3, to remain constant when taking the limit D — 4 (so the original
coupling s is sent to infinity). So the last term, 8, O ((D — 4)2) = By O(D — 4), van-
ishes in the limit D — 4. Therefore, once the limit is taken, only remain the terms
between brackets, evaluated at D = 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 LEB) defined by (5.75). This time, the factor in Egg)

is P22, and R, which is the Lovelock invariant of order k£ = 1, is a boundary term
in spacetime dimension D = 2k = 2, so the singular limit procedure is exactly the
same but with an expansion around D = 2 this time. The obtained two-dimensional
scalar-tensor action is

S = / d*zv/=g [¢R + (09)%] . (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 7}, with trace 7",
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283, 284, 285, 286], see also [287] for a review on two-dimensional gravity. Very
importantly, the original form L‘(D) = D2k ¢S(k) which vyields (5.74) and (5.76)

for L‘(B) and E(D) respectively, does not enable to perform the singular limit. One
must first carry out integration by parts so as to put the Lagrangians under the form
P20 [RK) + O(D — 2k)], see Egs. (5.75) and (5.77), which then permits the sin-
gular limit.

k = 3: conformal coupling to the cubic Lovelock invariant

The conformal Lagrangians EEB) and E%) just enabled, through a singular limit, to
recover already known Lagrangians in two and four-dimensional gravity. Let us now

obtain a new Lagrangian by applying the same reasoning to 5%, the conformal

coupling to the cubic Lovelock invariant R, Again, the first form L‘g) = e(D‘G)‘bS(@)
is quite intricate and there is no point in writing it down, but integrations by parts
yield the following form,

/ dPay/=g L) = / Pz —ge<D—6>¢{R<3>—6(D—5)(D—6) HE g
—8(D — 4)(D — 5)(D — 6)P"*"* ., 0y

— (D =3)(D=4)(D = 5)(D = 6)|R(99)" 4 (96)" [(08)° — 6"] |
+2(D = 3)(D —4)(D = 5)(D — 6)(2D — 9) (99)" O¢

+(D = 3)(D ~4)(D —5)(D = 6)(22 + D(D - 9)) (99)"}. (5.82)

)
(
)
(
where, on the first line, appears

1
Pupuo‘ = Rupua + g,uURpV + gpl/R;ur - g;pra - ngR,uy + =

9 (g;wgpa - guagpu) R. (583)

We already encountered this tensor, which would coincide with the double dual of
the Riemann tensor in four dimensions, when discussing the Paul term of the Fab
Four, see Eq. (2.15). The Paul term is precisely the term P*"?¢,,¢,¢,, which appears
here in the action.

EE?) has been put under a form which enables to consider again the singular
limit, this time D — 6. Having by now got used to this singular limit, note that
it is most easily performed in the following way. First, remove the factor e(P—2%)¢,
Second, multiply R™®) by ¢. Third, evaluate all remaining terms at D = 2k without
taking into account the factors (D — 2k), i.e., setting them equal to one. This yields
a six-dimensional scalar-tensor action,

5= [ doy=g{6RY — 6HZ6" ~ 1P ,6,0,, + 36 (00)' Do
—6|R(99)' = 4(90)" [(00)° = 6,00™]| +24(99)°}. (584
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5.2.3 . Regularization and generalized confor-
mal invariance

Itis not hard to generalize the previous results, and to prove that the Lagrangian
I CE’B) (which is non-trivial only in dimension D > 2k + 1, and is a boundary

term in D — 2k) gives rise to a Lagrangian [,L! (%) g IN dimension D = 2k,
following a singular limit procedure described in the foIIowing proof. First of

all,
/ dPzy/=gL{}) = / dPz\/—gR{}, (5.85)

SO EE’;)) is indeed a boundary term in D = 2k by the Chern theorem. Therefore,
integrating by parts,

/ dPay/=gL{}) = O(D~2k). (5.86)
One can define
k) __ k
U, =S, — R, (5.87)

then, expanding the exponential,
iy, = ePeSs = P20y () 4 R®) 4 (D — 2k)¢R™ + O (D — 2k)?) . (5.88)

However, the Lovelock invariant R*) is a boundary term in 2k dimensions, so
/ dPay/—gRH) = O(D — 2k). (5.89)

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

/d% —gelP=20) ¢u(D) = /d%/_( — 2/<:)W’“> +0((D-2k)?*). (5.90)
So

/ APuy/=gBL) = / dPz\/—g [ﬁmW + B (D — 2k) W) + Br(D — 2/{)@;73(’0}
+ 5 O (D —2k)%) . (5.91)

Then, one defines the singular limit procedure D — 2k exactly as for the particular
cases. First, 5, R*) is a boundary term in 2k dimensions and is thus removed. Then,
introduce a new coupling Bk = Br(D — 2k), and impose Bk to remain constant when
taking D — 2k (so the original coupling 3, becomes infinite). As a result, the last
term in (5.91) is 3, O(D — 2k) and vanishes when D — 2k, leaving as announced a
'regularized action’ in dimension D = 2k,

S(Qlc ),reg — /d%l’v ﬁkﬁ(gk) reg’ EE]; ),reg — QﬁlR +W(2k> (5.92)
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This proof is not particularly illuminating, because only the existence of W%)
proved, 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 find W(('g) and then to evaluate it at D = 2k to
k
get Wé,i).

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 ﬁkﬁg’g), in dimen-
sion D > 2k, is given by the corresponding term of the sum (5.70),

Es = Br(D — 2k)elP9S (). (5.93)

But we have rewritten ﬁk ) as in (5.91), from which the singular limit procedure

is just two steps: 1) dropplng the first term 5, R*), 2) defining j3;, = Br(D — 2k) and
taking D — 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 obtained
from S(ar), reg COMes from the second step applied to &, yielding

5reg¢ = Bks((g) (5.94)

As regards the metric field equations, see (5.70),
Euw = 20T 00 = 281 + 26, (T, — HE) (5.95)

In the last rewriting, we have made explicit 26k7—[fff,), which is nothing but the equa-

tion associated to the variation of 3, R*. So, dropping 3, R* out of the Lagrangian
; (k) ; (k) _
(step 1 above) amounts to dropping 208, H,., from &,,. Thus remains 2516(7'(1))“1,

). But TD)W and () 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(
and Hreg,w such that

D)reg uv

T = (D= 2K) T ) o + O (D = 2k)?)
H) = (D — 26) Hit + O (D~ 2K)?) (5.96)

nv

hence applying the second step of the singular limit D — 2k gives
greg;w = 251@ (ﬁéi))regm/ - Hreg;u/) . (597)

This is not very useful because 7'% reg s @Nd HS'JQW are not constructed explicitly.
However, the trace of (5.96) dlrectly ylelds

® u & (
7ED)regu = _77 7’[regu = T 75 (5-98)
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where we have used (5.72). As a result,

‘ﬁfegp + gregd> = _BkR(k)a (5-99)

Hence, the combination Eleg,, + Ereg s IS @ purely geometric quantity. We have shown
in paragraph 2.4.3 that this is equivalent to the generalized conformal invariance
of the corresponding action, here Sy, eg. IN @ word, just as in four dimensions,
where there exists (in the 4DEGB action) a coupling between the scalar field
and R® = G which is not conformally invariant, but is such that §5/¢ is con-
formally invariant, in any even dimension D = 2k, there exists such a similar
coupling between ¢ and R(¥). We have in fact directly proved the conformal invari-
ance of 4.5 ok, reg/d¢, Since

05
—(252 e \/_8reg¢ - ﬂk\/_s (2k) (5'100)

and, under the local conformal transformation (5.59), 8(2,2) — e‘Q’“’S(k by virtue of

(5.64), while \/—g — /=g e**? in dimension D = 2k. As a conclusmn for arbitrary
dimension D, we have constructed the most general scalar-tensor action with
generalized conformal invariance and with second-order field equations. If
D =2p+ 1isodd,

p
g /d2p+1$ = (am(k) + B, ol2H1=2h) ¢3(§p+1)> (5.101)
k=0

while if D = 2p is even,

p—1
S = /dsz /=g [Z (osz(k) + Bre (2p—2k) d>3(2p) +5p 2p), reg] ) (5.102)
k=0

The terms in oy are the Lovelock terms and are not conformally invariant, the terms
in B, have local conformal invariance, and the term in 3, is not conformally invariant

but its derivative § /§¢ has local conformal invariance. E(”p) is not known explicitly
but must be computed by the procedure described by Eqgs. (5 87), (5.90) and (5.92).
We have given its expression for p = 1,2, 3, respectively (5.81), (5.78), (5.84). We
emphasize that the new contribution of our article [49] concerns all what regards
the regularized term ﬁp ). 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 £E§;), reg’
and focus on the action

[ 2]
g / P/ =g Z (osz(k) 4 B, eD-2k)0 3((113))) (5.103)
k=0
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We recall that a;, and j3; are couplings, R™*) is the Lovelock invariant of order k and
e(D=2k)¢ S((’;) is the conformally-invariant Lagrangian, coupling the scalar field to the
Lovelock invariant of order k, as defined in Egs. (5.63-5.64). We recall the field equa-
tions,

12 1252

Ew =2 (aﬁﬁf) + ﬂk’f(ﬁ’;))w,> C &= B(D—2k)eP0 S (5.104)
k=0

with

(K _ —1 SHHLVL BV : RoiBi T(k)u_ _e(D_%)d)(;lwwl'"uka . Gaibi
H - k41 v ook B H (D) — B H

v Hivi) ok+1 valfragB Hivi®
i=1 i=1

(5.105)

Static scalar field

As is by now usual, we restrict to static and spherically-symmetric spacetimes, with
also a static scalar field,

ds® = —f(r)de® + dr?/ f(r) + r%dSh,_, ., &= (1) (5.106)

where dEQDJﬁ is the metric of a (D — 2)-dimensional Euclidean space of constant
curvature v (D — 2) (D — 3) with vy = 0, +1.

When the «a4-part of the action only contains the Einstein-Hilbert term with (po-
tentially) a cosmological constant, that is, o = 0 for £ > 1, two different analytic
classes 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 ap = —2A and a; = 1, the solutions can be generically given in terms of the
metric functions

) M 2A q®
(2) o~ _ 2
fYr) =~ o (D-1(D=2) + b (5.107)
dressed with a scalar field given by
oW (r) =1In (5) , (5.108)
r
¢ P (r) = In N . (5.109)
ro,y (ci 1l r\/%)

The superscript (i) denotes the first and the second class of solution, and the func-
tion 0., depends on the topology of the base manifold:

01(X) = cosh(X), o0 1(X)=cos(X), oo(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 ¢ appearing in the scalar field, for the
second 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 the
relation

27

kB k=1 _
; N#(D — 2k — 1)@ ~ 0, (5.11)

while the coupling of the conformal potential ﬁoi) is fixed in terms of the other cou-
plings as

L
D(D ( (D—1)+4ek)6w
(— Z =0. (5.112)
(D — £ N2k(D — 2k — 1)
We introduced e,(:) = k2 e,f) 0, Yoy = v and Jpy = v — 5’y0 (where 6, is the

Kronecker symbol). Finally, for both solutions, the constant ¢ appearing in the
metric function (5.107) is fixed in terms of the coupling constants as

(5.13)

D—1
@8 LiJ 5e(D = )13
NP~ (D-2) N2k(D — 2k — 2)'
The first class of solutions with i = 1 has ¢(") # 0 for v # 0 and was already found
in [275]. For the second class of solutions, i = 2, one can verify easily from the above
that ¢ = 0. Consequently, for i = 2, the solution (5.107) can be interpreted as a
stealth solution on the D-dimensional Schwarzschild-(a)dS spacetime, also known
as Schwarzschild-Tangherlini spacetime [288]. Importantly, the two classes of space-
times ¢ = 1, 2 are solutions of distinct theories since Bél) + 562) as shown by (5.112).

In the general Lovelock case, where oy, # 0 for at least one k > 1, similar classes
of solutions exist. The scalar field profiles keep the same form (5.108-5.109) and
must obey the same conditions (5.111) and (5.112). The metric functions % have a
different form, which can be understood from the geometric equation (5.69). They
are now given by a polynomial equation of order |2,

L w0 N MDD D)D)
0 (D — 2k — 1)' ( r?2 ) rD-1 - rD )

S]

B
Il

(5.14)

where M is an arbitrary constant related to the mass, and ¢(*) are given again by (5.113),
meaning in particular that ¢/® = 0. It follows then that the second class of solutions
can be interpreted as stealth BHs of Lovelock theory, see [289, 290]. In the quadratic
case ai = 0 for k > 2, the real roots of this polynomial can be easily written down
and 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 & > 5, except the case
when the polynomial equation (5.114) has a single root. This occurs for the particular
choice of the coupling constants

= (L%J)w

1 CEDI (5.115)

where the first factor is a binomial factor. For this particular choice, one can easily
express the solution in odd dimension as

) 5 ~(i)\ D-1
@) =y+1* - (M _ ) : (5.116)
T
while in even dimension,
| Y O N
FOr)y=v+r° - (7 —~ qﬂ ) : (5.117)

where we have defined M = M (D —1)(D —2) and ¢/ = ¢® (D — 1)(D — 2). For the
second solution, ¢ = 0, the spacetime corresponds to the BH solutions obtained
in [291].

Time dependent scalar field in theories with no shift symmetry

As we already emphasized many times in this manuscript, scalar-tensor theories
with shift symmetry ¢ — ¢ -+ constant may accommodate BH solutions with a scalar
field depending linearily on time. The underlying idea of this feature is that the
field equations only involve derivatives of the scalar field, and hence its explicit time
dependence does not appear at the level of the field equations. Here, the action
(5.103) is not shift-symmetric. Nevertheless, if 5y = g, = 0 in action (5.103), the
stealth metric function f® (r) with ¢ = 0, see Eq. (5.107), can be dressed with a
time-dependent scalar field. It is given by

£V (r) + 2/ fP () — 1

r

o(t,r)=c+(t +/ dr, (5.118)
where c and ( are arbitrary constants. The emergence of such stealth solutions in
spite of the absence of shift symmetry in the theory under consideration can be
understood as follows. The solution is stealth, so the effective energy-momentum
tensor 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,

( k
S ViUV, o 3;
0= B—g—0uln s T (5.119)
=1

where the sum starts at £ = 2 because of the present assumption g, = ; = 0.
The above expression is clearly not shift-symmetric, since it depends on the non-
derivated scalar field via eP~2%)¢, in agreement with the fact that the action is not
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shift-symmetric. However, the tensor 5", , see Eq. (5.63), only depends on the
derivatives of ¢. One can verify that for the stealth configuration described by the
metric function f®(r) and the time-dependent scalar field (5.118), each term

SH VL iV H Sazﬁzlyl (5.120)

vayBrogBr

vanishes independently. Consequently, one gets a solution which is effectively shift-
symmetric in ¢, 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
E(P)

(2p), reg’

p—1

S — /d2paj /_g [ (Osz(k) + B o(2p—2k) ¢S(§p)> + 5}7 reg] . (5.121)

k=0

Remember that, as opposed to the Lagrangians e(?»—2k)¢ 8((51):)' the regularized La-

grangian £ (2p). reg dO€S NOt have conformal invariance, however, it yields a conformally-
invariant contribution to 6.5/d¢.

This action comes from a regularization procedure, described in paragraph 5.2.3.
In particular, the coupling 3, comes from the redefinition of the original coupling
B, as Bp = (D — 2p)p, 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 £ (r) given by (5.114), with i = 1, 2. These
solutions exist provided the integration constant N appearing in the scalar field, the
coupling constants 3, and the constant ¢(*) of the metric, are related by the three
equations (5.111-5.113). Let us write down these relations in dimension D > 2p be-
fore regularization,

p—1
_ kﬁk ~k—1 pﬁp( - 2p) p—1
O_ZN%(D—Zk—l)!’y(i) +m7() ) (5.122)
=1
0 D(D “( (D—1)+46k)ﬁw
CEN ' £« N(D — 2k — 1)
(DD =1)+4) 3D - 2w,
+ N (D = 2p)] : (5.123)
0 _ Z BuD =355 (D = 2p)(D —2p — 1)(D = 3)15¢,
ND — N%(D — 2k — 2)! N?(D — 2p)! '

(5.124)
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We recall that el = k2, ¢” = 0, 51y = v and () = v — 0,0, Where 4 = 0, 41 corre-
sponds to the topology of the horizon.

The BH solutions with static scalar field for tNhe regularized action (5.121) can thus
be read from the above relations, by defining 3, = (D — 2p)3, and making D — 2p.
This leads to the three relations

-1

3

k By ~k—1 p@p ~p—1
0= . e .
LNEQRp k) -1 © T Nwo (5125)
2 —1) | <2p(2p —1) + 4e}’ ) BVl (2p(2p — 1) +4ey ) Bo ¥ty
~ (2p— '50 +}; N2 —k) = 1) "+ e ’
(5.126)
@ Y N B3 B - 3)) (5.127)
N (2p-2) = NEQ(p— k) - 2)! N» '

If these three relations are verified, the regularized action (5.121) admits the static
BH (5.106) with static scalar field (5.108) or (5.109) for respectively i = 1,2. We recall
that, before regularization, the polynomial equation verified by the metric function

fOr) s,

pi (D (v—f@ <r>)’“_ M(D-1)(D-2) ¢?(D-1)(D-2)
k:[) —2k—1)! 72 N rD-1 rD '
(5.128)

This polynomial equation came from the geometric equation (5.69). However, this
equation now gets modified by the regularization procedure, see Eq. (5.99). There-
fore, after the regularization, the polynomial equation verified by the metric function
f@(r) becomes

p—1

> -1 ( P2 - ()

1(2p —2) @©2p —1)(2p — 2
TD)(lp qV(2p TD)(p ). (5.129)

In aword, the regularized action (5.121) admits the static BH (5.106), with metric 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 ¢(Y) # 0 for v # 0, while ¢® = 0.

Importantly, for the case without regularized Lagrangian Bp,/;g; ), reg’ the solution

i = 1 (with v # 0) was not a stealth solution because ¢") # 0, while the solution
1 = 2 was stealth. In other words, the polynomial before regularization, Eq. (5.114),
was the same as for pure Lovelock gravity, because it had ¢ = 0. But now, for
the regularized action, both i« = 1 and ¢ = 2 solutions are not stealth, even though
¢® = 0. This is because the term in Bp in Eq. (5.129) comes from the regularized
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scalar-tensor Lagrangian BPEE’Q’;) g DUt Would not appear if one were only consid-
ering pure Lovelock gravity in dimension D = 2p. The metric function has thus no
equivalent in pure metric gravity and the solution is not a stealth one.

Last but not least, before regularization, there also exists a static BH solution with
time-dependent scalar field (5.118), if 5y = 51 = 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 5, = $; = 0, the regularized action
(5.121) admits the static BH given by (5.129), with ¢ = ¢ = 0, as a solution, dressed
with 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 the
4DEGB action, Egs. (3.85), (3.90) and (3.94). This is not surprising, since the conformally-
invariant Lagrangians and their regularization procedure is just a generalization of
a procedure which, as we demonstrated in paragraph 5.2.2, enables to obtain the
4DEGB action (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],

|25+

S0y, 1oc (9, 0] = / dPey=g Y B Lip, Lip=ePSE. (5130)
k=0

In this action, we recall that S((fj)) is (up to an exponential factor) the Lovelock invari-
ant of the metric g, = *g,.,,

k
Sty = R, = groasts 15, (573

=1
Then, the conformally-coupled scalar field that we have considered is obtained by
breaking the conformal invariance, through the addition of the usual pure geomet-
ric Lovelock Lagrangians. Also, a regularization procedure enables, for every even
dimension D = 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 §/d¢ does.
The BH solutions to this regularized action are easily obtained from the BH solutions

before regularization.

It turns out that the conformally-invariant Lagrangians Eé'g = (P29 S((f))) play
an 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], where many considerations regarding the reg-
ularization of Lovelock gravity into four dimensions, and its possible consequences
as 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 between KK dimensional reduction and the Lagrangians

42). Consider a ©-dimensional spacetime, with metric g 45 (capital Latin indices),
split, in a diagonal way, between a D-dimensional target spacetime g(p) .. (Greek
indices) and an n-dimensional space g, ., (sSmall Latin indices),

g(@)AdeAde = g(pywdatdz” + g(n)abdx“dxb. (5.132)

The n-dimensional metric is then written as the product of a conformal factor e=2¢,
where ¢ is a scalar field depending only on the target spacetime coordinates x*, and
a metric gim)q Of a so-called internal space,

9n)ab = e_2¢§(n)ab- (5133)

Under this decomposition, the Riemann tensor R} ., of the D-dimensional metric
has the following non-vanishing components,

B3 po = B(D) por (5.134)
R 0= RY)  — (06)° 6%, (5.135)
Rigy =0 (8 — ¢'90) (5.136)

where R}, is the Riemann tensor of the target spacetime and E‘(ﬁ;)pg is the Rie-
mann tensor of the metric g, of the internal space. Of course, for the last line with
mixed indices (Greek and Latin), one must take into account the other three compo-
nents related by the symmetries of the Riemann tensor, namely R‘(lg) R’(‘g)by and

R?g) bv*

vb'

One easily computes the non-vanishing components of the Ricci tensor,

?9)5 = RELS) ui + R?’S) af — R?D)B +n (925(5 - ¢a¢ﬁ) ) (5137)
Riny, = Rl + Bidy o = 506 — ny (06)” + € Ri,y. (5.138)

The Ricci scalar is then
Ry = Rpy +2n0¢ —n(n + 1) ((‘3@1))2 + e2¢§(n). (5.139)

Of course, in the above, ﬁ?n)b and Ry, are respectively the Ricci tensor and Ricci
scalar of the internal space, with metric gi,)qs.
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5.3.2 . The simple cases of Ricci and Gauss-Bonnet
scalars: conjecture for the Lagrangians

The Ricci scalar in the KK picture is thus computed, Eg. (5.139). One can also
compute the GB scalar:
Gio) = Rio) = 4R(n)p R4 + Rmion Rig)an: (5.140)
Using (5.134-5.139), a short calculation leads to

Gm) = + (n+ n(n = 1)(n — 2) (9¢)" — 4n(n — 1)0¢ (9¢)*
+ 4n (n—1) [(O¢)* = ¢ "] — 8nGL}) b + 8nR{T by
—2n(n+ 1)R(p) (8¢)2 +8n(n — 1)@ ¢, ¢"
+2Rmye* [R+2(n —2)0¢ — (n — 1)(n —2) (36)°] +€¢'°Gry.  (5141)

The expressions for the conformal Lagrangians 5%, £§3 and E% 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 Egs. (5.73),
(5.74) and (5.76). To be clear, let us recall these expressions here,

£§2> = % (5.142)

£y = (R-2(d-1)0¢ - (d=1) (d - 2) (99)°), (5.143)

L= e<d—4>¢{g +8(d—3)G" @ +4(d—2) (d—3) [(06)° — 6¢™]
~2(d—3)(d—4) R (99)* 8 (d — 3) Ru¢"¢” + 8 (d — 2) (d — 3) ¢’
+4(d=2)(d—3) (96) Do+ (d = 1) (d —2) (d = 3) (d — 4) (99)*}. (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
Lagrangians E (k) were firstintroduced as the Lagrangians such that the d-dimensional

action integral fddx\/ L(d) has local conformal invariance. However, once the ex-

plicit expression of E(d is computed, nothing prevents from considering these La-
grangians in a dimension different from d. We will come back on this point later, in
paragraph 5.3.4, showing explicitly how to consider not only the flrst Lagrangians
EES , E(l and L‘(j;, but also the Lagrangian of arbitrary order &, E (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, Egs.
(5.139) and (5.141), one sees that

R(@) — ont1)e <£8)_n) + ﬁ“(n)ﬁg?)—n» , (5.145)

Gooy = ™% (LG + 2R £ ) + G L5y (5.146)
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What misses in the notation EES? is the dimension of spacetime metric on which

it is evaluated. We decide to make it implicit: it must be understood that the Eéfg’s
above are evaluated for the target spacetime metric g(p),,. This means that, for in-
stance, the Ricci scalar and covariant derivatives appearing in the expression (5.143)
of /L% are the ones of the metric g(p)..

To be clear, for the KK decomposition (5.132-5.133), Egs. (5.145) and (5.146) relate

1. onthe left hand side, the Ricci and GB scalars of the total ®-dimensional space-
time,

2. on the right hand side, Lagrangians £E§§, evaluated for the target spacetime
metric g(p)u.,» and Lovelock invariants of the internal space metric g,)as.

Let usinsist again on the fact that the Lagrangians £E§§ (withd=1—nandd=3—n)
on the right hand side are not conformally-invariant Lagrangians in general for
the metric g(p).,. They would be conformally invariant only if the target spacetime
dimension D were coinciding with d.

Egs. (5.145) and (5.146) are similar in form and lead to the following conjecture:
the Lovelock invariant of order k of the total ©-dimensional spacetime, Rgg)), can be

expressed as a linear combination of Lagrangians ﬁgqun) evaluated on the target

spacetime metric g(py.., with coefficients being the Lovelock invariants ﬁgﬁ)) of the
internal space. Explicitly,

k
? (n k\ 5 -
R £ elrthe § (p) RELGD . (5.147)

p=0

The question mark above the equal sign puts the stress on the fact that this result
has only been shown above for £k = 1 and k = 2 (and is trivial for &£ = 0), but remains
a conjecture for more general k. It will be proved below, in paragraph 5.3.5. Before
moving on to the proof, we may first develop a similar conjecture regarding not the
Lagrangians themselves, but the action integrals.

5.3.3 . The simple cases of Ricci and Gauss-Bonnet
scalars: conjecture for the action inte-

grals

Indeed, Egs. (5.145) and (5.146) are results bearing on the Lagrangians, they do
not require any integration over spacetime nor integration by parts. Let us now
investigate their consequences when, precisely, one integrates over spacetime. If
the internal space is such that its Ricci and GB scalars R, and G, are constant
numbers, 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. This
reads

/dQIE\/—g(@)R(@) = V(n) /dD:E <£El) n) + E(”)‘C’E(l))—n)> , (5.148)

/dgx\/—g(g)g(@) = Vi) /dD:L’\/—ge (ﬁg) n T QE(n)[zg?,n) + Q(n)ﬁégln)) -
(5.149)

Viny = [ d"xy/—9@ is the volume of the internal space. For brevity, in the integral
[ dPz\/=g, we only write \/—g, making implicit that this is the determinant of the
target spacetime metric, \/—g(py. This is consistent with the convention described
above, that the Lagrangians EE'X are understood to be evaluated for the metric
9oy~ In other words, the integrals [ d”z\/=g--- really are scalar-tensor actions
for the metric g(p),, and the scalar field ¢. Thus, the original pure metric Lovelock
gravity in dimension © leads to a scalar-tensor action in dimension D.

It is possible to simplify these expressions further. Indeed, take d an arbitrary
number. Then,

/de —g e¢£8§ = /de —geldthe — /de\/ [, (5.150)
For E% and Lg, one can proceed with integration by parts (denoted again by 'IBP’).
or /581; first, take its expression (5.143). On the one hand,

[@avmgerc) = [aPay=get v (R-2(0- 136 - (@~ 1) (d-2) (00)")

— /d% —geld- 1>¢(R+d( 1) (0¢) ) (5.151)

IBP

and on the other hand,

/dDa:\/—_gﬁg)_H): /de _ge(d—1)¢<R_2dD¢_d<d_1><a¢)2)
= /dD =g (R+d(d-1)(09)"). (5.152)

IBP

Therefore,

/de ged’ﬁ(d) = /de\/ ,C(d+1 (5.153)
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Regarding now L‘ (2 Start from its expression (5.144). On the one hand,

/ dPuy/=ge’L) = / APz =g e<d*3>¢{g +8(d—3)G" ¢ —8(d—3) Ryydt'¢”
+4(d—2)(d—3) [(O6) = 6ud™] —2(d - 3) (d— ) R (06)°
+8(d—2) (d—3) ¢’ +4(d—2) (d—3)* (9¢)* 0o
+(d=1)(d—2) (d—3) (d— 1) (99)"}

- / APz /=g eld=39 [g —4(d—2)(d—3)G" .,
~2(d=1)(d—2) (d—3) (96) D6 — (A~ 1) (d —2)* (d — 3) (99)"]. (5.154)

But, on the other hand,

/ dPzy=g L2, = / dPu ¢{g +8(d—2) G — 8 (d—2) Ryt
+4(d 2) [(09)" - ¢ud™] —2(d —2) (d - 3) R(99)"
+8(d - )( )¢“¢,w¢ +4(d—1)(d—2)* (0¢)" 0o
+d(d—1)(d—2)(d-3) (99)'}

= / AP/ =g e(d 3>¢[g 4(d—2)(d - 3)G™ .,

~2(d—1)(d-2) (d—3)(96)° 06 — (d— 1) (d — 2" (4~ 3) (99)"]. (5:155)

As a consequence,

/ dPzy/=ge’Ly) / dPzy/=gLZ, ). (5.156)
Using Egs. (5.150), (5.153) and (5.156) into (5.148) and (5.149) leads to
/ /=g Rio) = Voo / dPay/—=g (£§2>n +J5L(n>£§2)_n)), (5.157)

/ /=9 90) = Vi / " ay/=g (£ + 2R L)) + G Ll ) - (5158)

From the particular cases k = 0 (which is trivial), K = 1 and & = 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,

/d T\/—9(®) R IBP /dDa:\/_Z( ) /J(];kpn) (5.159)

Of course, this requires the additional assumption that the Lovelock invariants 758?)
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 [dPz\/=g e‘f’ﬁgg = dex\/—gﬁggll), which we proved for k =
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0,1, 2, see Egs. (5.150), (5.153) and (5.156). Similarly, the Lagrangian conjecture (5.147)
immediately implies the action conjecture (5.159) provided the same lemma holds
for all order k,

/ dPx ge% / dPx/—g .c (5.160)

5.3.4 . Lagrangians with 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 £ of the total ©-dimensional space, Rgg):

k
B Lm0 (’f)ﬁ(m () (
=e " 1) 5.161)
Z p) C k-
?
/ P/~ R(z) = Voo / AP/ =g Z( ) DL, (5.162)

and the first conjecture implies the second one provided the following lemma
holds,

/de ge¢£ /de\/ ‘Cd+1 (5.163)

All these have been demonstrated for © = 0, 1,2, but remains to be shown
for arbitrary k. However, for the moment, the explicit meaning of ‘ng remains
unclear in general. Indeed, let us forget for a moment about the KK context, and
simply remember that EESZ was first defined by Egs. (5.63-5.65), in relation to the

k-th Lovelock invariant 7@&’3 of a d-dimensional metric g, = e2¢’gW:

k
2k¢ (k 1 v v ;B
Riay = g0 inons |15 (5.164)
=1

(k) _ _(d—2k)p o(k) (k) _
Lig =e S S =

The tensor 5", is linked to the Riemann tensor R“”po of g,

A/W — 20 quv
R =e 75" .

S, = R, — 4500 + 400 ¢" by — (09)* 0kY.  (5.165)

It thus seems for the moment that /LEZ; is clearly defined only in a d-dimensional

spacetime, whereas the conjectures (5.161-5.163) are writing down 523 ina D-dimensional
spacetime (namely the target spacetime with metric g(p),,, in the KK decomposition).
These conjectures come from the demonstrated results for &£ = 0, 1, 2. In these sim-

ple cases, EES%, E% and E% were defined in the following manner (see the discussion

at the beginning of paragraph 5.3.2):

1. First, compute explicitly E(’;) 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 scalar
field and its covariant derivatives, for instance R, O¢, G*¢,¢., etc.

2. Simply take the previous Lorentz scalar and consider it no more for a d-dimensional
metric, but for a D-dimensional metric where a priori D # d. This means that
R, O, G*" ¢,¢,, etc., are those of a D-dimensional metric and of a scalar field

living in this D-dimensional spacetime. This defines £E§; in dimension D # d,
in which case the subscript d shall be seen as a mere numerical parameter of
a D-dimensional Lorentz scalar.

Importantly, this procedure is very different from taking (5.164-5.165) and di-
rectly computing it for a D-dimensional spacetime, as the Kronecker contrac-
tions would yield different factors. With the above prescription, the Kronecker
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 Egs. (5.142-5.144), and even for order k = 3, see (5.82). One must now find
a way of applying the above prescription for arbitrary order k. We will need the rule
for contractions of Kronecker symbols,

_ _ d+n—p)!
In a space of dimension d, 674" 0,y HE = n!%éiﬁjgﬁgg. (5.166)

With this rule at hand, let us simplify 5225, or equivalently 8((5)), see EqQ. (5.164), keeping
in mind that the subscript (d) means that all Kronecker contractions yield factors
corresponding to d dimensions. The following computation lasts about one page
and the final result is Eq. (5.171). First,

k
® _ L e i [ ] [ 4 p; o
St = geomi T1 (R e — A0 1 sl g, — (99)? 5“1,,1)
=1

1 I RRY AN Y Yo ;B3 (07 ; (677 i
LY N Z > L@ — @6 ] (45[[m 6y — 40076 )

q=0 IC[L,k] i€l il
[I]=q
1 ! - [ [ 48]
K1Vl JgV azﬁz O‘iIBi Qi B’L} i @ i
2k5aiﬂ11~~a2612( )H (R — (99)° i) H (45[Hi¢ Pu 45[#1'%})'
q=0 i=1 1=q+1

(5.167)

The notation |I| = ¢ means the cardinality of the set . Due to the (anti)symmetries
of the Kronecker symbol, the Riemann tensor, and the antisymmetrized bracketed
indices, all different subsets I C [1, k] with given cardinal |I| = ¢ give the same
contribution once contracted with §;; "+, yielding the usual binomial factor ( ).
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This will often happen, for instance in the following line, and we do not detail it
anymore. Using the contraction of Kronecker symbols (5.166),

q

SHAVL Mk H (Raiﬁi _ (3@2 5%&)

a1B1agB Hivi il
=1
! q q—J ! 1
— ViV 2\9~ ;i Bi ;B
- 3 (1) (- @o) (HR ) ( 11 6)
=0 i=1 i=j 41
q —j(4 _ S | . J
. Z 2(1 -7(]) (d 2<k + .] q)) (_ <a¢)2)q—j 5,”’1’/1"'/10' lel/q+1’/q+l“'/l/kyk‘ H Ra’LB’L
o (d _ 2/{5)! 1B Biaq1Be+1akPr wivi | -
Jj=0 i=1
(5.168)
Then,
k
RiViepy Vilq+1Vq+1 " HkVE [oi 8] psles Bl
SR el | | <45[M¢ Pui) — 40y, ‘bui])
i=q+1
. k
_ k- (d B (2j + k— CD)' UAVThj ViVgt1 eV, B; 8;
=4 q(d —2(k—¢q +j))!5&5?--4@65?1---62 H ((b Pu; — (bl/l) ’ (5.169)
1=q+1

where the 474 is because, for each i € [q + 1, k], each of the four terms implied by
the antisymmetrization over («;, 5;) and (u;, v;) contributes the same because of the
symmetries of the Kronecker symbol. All in all,

S (e B

q=0 j=0

j k
HAVL Vi Vg 41V iBi Bi Bi
60(151"'04]]‘5]qu+1"'5’9 (H R® MV"> H (¢ ¢”’i - gb’/z) : (5'170)

i=1 i=q+1

The computation is over, but for further convenience, we perform the following ma-
nipulations on the sums:

1. In the sum over j, make g — j — 7,

. Interchange the sums over ¢ and j, yielding Z?:o E';":j e

N

3. Inthe sum over ¢, make k — ¢ — ¢,

4. Use the identity (’“;q) ")y = ("),

q q J

5. Rename j asiand q as j.
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One finally obtains, for EES? = e(d‘Qk)¢S((5)),

k ki : .
(k) _ . (d—2k)¢ ok i(FY 2y (k=i (d =2k + 20+ j)!
o= 2 ;2 <@)( %07) ;04]( J >( R T ET]

k—i—j J
T TiP1O1 " Ph—i—j Ok—i—j H aqfq H A AAg
6>\1'“Ajalﬁl"'ak—i—jﬁk—i—j R PqOq ¢7'q ¢ (qu ’
q=1 q=1

(5.171)

Note that, in the second line, we have renamed the contracted indices. Also, there
is a factor (—1)’ 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 Raq*e;’,ng and qﬁi; involves the
metric, the scalar field and their derivatives, but not the dimension nor Kronecker
symbols, so the remaining contractions of spacetime indices on the second line do
not 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 that
the Riemann tensor and covariant derivatives are those associated with this latter
metric, and that the remaining Kronecker symbol 47, " /715" =~/ 27 also lives in
this D-dimensional spacetime. To put it simply, this amounts to taking all spacetime

indices of (5.171) to be D-dimensional.

In a nutshell, EE(’X, 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 (g 6] = / dPey/=g L), (5.172)

This scalar-tensor action is locally conformally-invariant if the specific conformal
dimension d of the Lagrangian EE’;; matches the spacetime dimension D, that is,

d = D. In the following, the Lagrangians EE’;)) 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 the first conjecture (conjecture
for the Lagrangians)

Now that the meaning of £EZ§ is clear, it becomes possible to prove the first of
the above conjectures, regarding the exact (without integration by parts) writing of
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R(’“

(o) the k-th Lovelock invariant of the total spacetime,

R 2 n+1¢z( )R@E n

Ontheright hand side, appears a linear combination of the ‘conformal’ Lagrangians,
with coefficients being the Lovelock invariants ﬁ(ﬁ) of the internal space. Note that
Ref. [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 its
conclusions, around Eq. (5.187). The k-th Lovelock invariant of the ©-dimensional

spacetime is
k

k) 1 R1S1-+ Ry S, A;B;
RED) = ok 5041 By Ay By H R %) R,si0 (5.173)
=1
and each of the Ré;f;mi can be of one of the three types (5.134-5.136), which we
recall,

R}(g) po Rl(%) po? (5.174)
R((lfg) cd = 62¢R?72) po (a¢)2 53(11)7 (5175)
Rigy ., = 0 () — /o). (5.176)

Therefore,

2 : 4] —1 57“181 TiSit1-t; 57'1 ©TiP101 Pk—i—j0k—i—j
@ 2]45 a1byr--a;bily- l )\ alﬁl QX —j— ]ﬁk ]
i+5<k

i k—i—j J
(H aqquq3q> ( H Raqﬁéqaq) HR?zq)l)qthq' (5177)
q=1

q=1

Indeed, the binomial coefficient (’f) is for the choice, among the & pairs of down
indices (R;, S;), of ¢ pairs of down Latin indices (r,, s,). Then, among the remaining
k—1i pairs of down (R;, S;), one chooses k —i — j pairs of down Greek indices (p,, 04),
hence the factor (k;’) The remaining pairs (R;, S;) are automatically j mixed ones
and do not give rise to binomial factors, however, one must account for the four
distinct contributions Rig, ., R, Rioys, and K5, hence the factor 47 (these
contributions all come with the same sign since the antisymmetry of the Riemann
tensor is compensated by the antisymmetry of the generalized Kronecker symbol).
In the following, extensive use is made of the contraction rule for Kronecker symbols
(5.166). Using (5.176), one has

J J
7181 TiSit1 " t; Aglq - r131 T3St t Ag
6u1b1"'aibil1"'l]‘ R(’D)thq - a1b1 ‘aibily -l H - ¢7‘q
q:]_ :
J
(n— 22 5
o 1817 S; A
- | a1b1 a’; ; H < ¢ q¢7’q> I (5'178)

(n - j q:l
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On the other hand, (5.175) leads to

i

71817355 agb.
5aibi -a;b; (%)qrqsq
q=1
SrIS1T 51 2 -bp g aqb
= G Zem > (H R<Z>iqsq) (H 5@%3)
IC[1,d],|I|=p \q€I q#l
zziz ’ Memﬁ(ﬁ) (- (a(ﬁ)?)i*p (5.179)
=\ (n — 2i)! (n) ’

where ﬁ( is the p-th Lovelock invariant of the metric g, q, Of the internal space.
Taking all the previous into account, as well as (5.174), glves

e 20 () oy
— v J T1 TjP101 " Pk—i—jOk—i—j fo
R(D) B Z (n—j — 2i)! 5)\1"')‘Jj‘al/gl"'ak—ijjﬁk—ijj H R(f));qaq

i+j<k q=1
(H (62 — o %)> 2 <p) (n—2p)! PR (= (09)) . (5.180)
q=1 p=0

By direct computation, (%) (;)
first place, one gets

(;j) (*~?). Putting in addition the sum over p in the

k kz4jkz)(k p)(n_2p)

k
(k) _ k 2pp 15 (P) i— k l P
Rl =20 ()R L2 o) T ST

p=0
k—i—j J
T TiP101Ph—i—jOk—i—j anq H _ e
5/\1"'Ajalﬁl”‘ak—i—jﬂk—i—j ( H pq0q> ( ¢ (qu) : (5.181)

q=1 q=1

Make i — p — i in the sum over i, and obtain finally,

k kps Z4](]!‘2 P Z)(71—210)!

k—p
k ~ _ i k'—p i
Righ = j(p>e2p¢7z§f;>)2p £ 2 ( Z, )( CONEY
1=0

s g (n—2p 2i — 7)!

k—p—i—j J
T TjP1O1 Pk—p—i—jOk—p—i—j qBq Aq
5)\1"'Ajalﬁl"'Oékfpfifjﬂkfpfifj ( H R(D)Pqﬂq> H <¢ —9 ¢T> (5.182)
q=1

q=1

Comparing this last expression with the expression (5.171) for 583 one immediately
sees that

k
K - k\ 50 k-p)
Rip) = el 3" ( RELET, (5.183)
p=0 P
provided the dimension n of the internal space in the KK decomposition, and the
specific conformal dimension d ofﬁ , are related such that
(n —2p)! (d—2k+2p+2i+7)!

Loy
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where = means that this equality is not yet verified but is a requirement in order to
get (5.183). Yet, the left hand side is

(n . 2p)' 2i+j

—— =[[(n+1-2p—m), (5.185)
(n=2p—20—j5)! 22
while the right hand side is
(d — 2k + 2p + 2i + j)! e
(=1 = (=1 [J(d -2k +2p+ m)
(d — 2k + 2p)! 11
2i+j
= H(Qk—d—Qp—m).
m=1

Consequently, 2k — d = n + 1 in order for (5.184), and thus (5.183), to be verified.
Therefore,

k
R(k’)) — e(n+1)¢ Z ( )R(p)ﬁ ];k Pgl " (5.186)
p=0

which is exactly the first conjecture. To cut a long story short, we have thus
proved that, for a KK diagonal decomposition

g(@)AdeAde (Dywdztdz” + e_2¢(”” ) bdx“dx (5.187)

the Lovelock invariant Rgg writes as in (5.186). The Lagrangians EE’;;’ZL_I) are
scalar-tensor Lagrangians for the metric gp),, and the scalar field ¢. They are
Lagrangians with conformal invariance in another dimension: the 2k —n—1)-

2k—n—1
dimensional scalar-tensor action | d o/—gLE 2k 1) has local conformal

invariance under g,, — ¢*g,,, ¢ — ¢ — o, with o an arbitrary function on
spacetime.

5.3.6 . Considerations on the second conjec-
ture (conjecture for the action integrals)

The first conjecture has been demonstrated. Therefore, if the Lovelock invariants
of the internal space are constant numbers, one has the following result regarding
the KK reduction of the action functional,

/ d®2/=go)Riz) = Vi / dPx ge¢2( ) DL - (5.188)

As a consequence, demonstrating the second conjecture (5.159), namely

/ A2/~ g Rig) IBéP / dPz/—g Z( ) D LT (5.189)
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amounts to demonstrating the lemma (5.160) mentioned above,
D (k) 2 D (k)
/d x —ge¢£(d) |B_P/d NV =9LG ) (5.190)

We were 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 may
wonder why we are interested in getting the form (5.189), whereas we already have
the first form (5.188), which is truly demonstrated. The reason is the following. In the
particular 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-dimensional
scalar-tensor action (coupled to the pure Einstein-Hilbert term) leads to static BH
solutions which do not have the usual asymptotic behaviour: the metric function
behaves as f ~ 1/(n + 1)(1 — 2M/r™™!). BH solutions with proper Schwarzschild
asymptotics 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 have
discussed 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). We
recall that the result (5.189) has been demonstrated for kK = 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

[ e amre)
= Vin) /de —g e_”‘b{ﬁgz))eﬁ‘ﬁ + 3gN(n)e4¢ [R +(n—4)(n—-2>5) (8¢)2}

+3Re* |G~ 4(n = 2) (n = 3) G0, +2 (n = 2) (n — 3) (n — 4) 06 (9)’
—(n—=2) (n=3)" (n— 4) (90)"] + RY —6n (n — 1) HZ"¢"

+8n (0 —1) (0= 2) [3(00)" "6 + ((00)" —3060™ 60 + 20,005 )|
+3(n+1)n(n—1)(n—2) |(99)' R~ 4(00)" (O6)" - due )|

+6n (n (15 — 10n +n®*) — 6) O¢ (99)" + 24n (n — 1) (n — 2) P"*° ¢,,¢, ¢,

—nn—1)(n—2)(124+n(n(6+n)— 13)) (8(b)6}. (5.191)

One immediately sees the identity between the terms in e%?, ¢** and 2%, and re-
spectively Egs. (5.73), (5.75) and (5.77), i.e. EES%, E% and E%, provided d = 6 — n.
Regarding the remaining terms (starting with R(®)), one can check that they corre-
spond up to integration by parts to Eq. (5.82), i.e. E%, provided again d = 6 — n.
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The easiest way of verifying this equality up to integration by parts is to compute
the field equations and remark that they are the same. Consequently,

3
3 _ 3\ 50) (3-1)
‘/dp$V‘g@ﬂQ®M§L%{/dD$V_9§:(§>R£%%s%7 (5192)
p=0
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 £ > 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 for
the 4DEGB gravity. The proper way to do it is as we have always done the previous
regularizations: multiply the action by a coupling constant a, set a new coupling
a = an and make n — 0 while maintaining & constant. Since this procedure is by
now familiar, let us briefly describe the result. For p > 0, the Lovelock invariant of
order p of a space of zero dimension is clearly vanishing, so there exists a Lorentz

scalar ﬁgg; reg SUCh that
5(p) _
Ry =
So for p > 0, the regularization n — 0 of the term ﬁgfl))ﬁg,;f’zl) appearing in (5.189)
simply gives

NRE) og + O (n?) . (5.193)

RE) eLivnl- (5.194)

On the other hand, for p = 0, ﬁgo) = 1, and the term to be regularized is £(2k )"
Fortunately, we have already studied in paragraph 5.2.3 the regularization of the

Lagrangian E('“; to a Lagrangian E(’;k) reg for d — 2k. This is equivalent to sending

n— 0in E(% q)- As aresult, 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

k — k
Stl((K)7 reg [g,UJM ¢] - /dDI‘ |: reg + Z < ) EQk)p) ’ (5195)
where L‘E’;k) g IS defined in (5.92). To be rigorous, the proof of existence of L(';,)ﬂ reg

consisted in a regularization ofdex\/—gﬂkEED)) in the limit D — 2k, and this proof

can indeed be repeated identically but for the step where the term 3, R"* in Eq.
(5.91) is dropped from the action with the reason that "R®) is a boundary term in
D = 2k dimensions'’. Here, in the KK action before regularization (5.189), this step
remains valid only if R®) 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: the
aim 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 action
of order k is not trivial, so there is no reason of making a KK of the k-th Lovelock
invariant if the dimension is not < 2k.

The interpretation of (5.195) as the KK regularized action of the Lovelock
invariant of order & 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 explicitly
demonstrated above in order to convince us of the relevance of the conjecture, can
now be explored in detail. For simplicity, let us consider the KK reduction along a
flat internal space. Its Lovelock invariants are all identically vanishing. Therefore,
in (5.195), all terms in the sum 22:1 vanish, and the corresponding regularized KK
action reduces to

SI(<K reg — /de\/_'C(G) reg
= [ @Pa (6B G 165 0,0,60 + 36 (06)' 00
—6[R(99)" — 4(96)* [(06)° — B0 0™]] +24(00)°}.  (5.196)

The second line comes from the previously computed expression for E(?’ ), regr S€€
(5.84). Importantly, at that time, this was computed only as a formal regularlzatlon in
dimension D = 6, but we have just shown that this is precisely the same Lagrangian
which arises when performing a KK reduction of the cubic Lovelock invariant down
to any dimension D < 6. In particular, in the most usual case of a four-dimensional
spacetime, D = 4, the cubic Lovelock invariant, R®), and the variation of the GB
scalar, 7—[,(3,,) both vanish identically. Moreover, one may add a usual Einstein-Hilbert
action Sgy to the KK action, in order to get a well-defined GR limit. The full four-

dimensional action under consideration then reads

S = Sen — 24S}£?I)<) reg
/ Ay /g{ R~ S (F16PH76,6,0,, + 36 (00) 06
—6[R(90)" = 4(99)* [(C6)" = 4 0™]] +24(99)°) }. (5197)

where a4 is a coupling constant, and the factor —1/24 has been chosen so as to get
simple expressions below, Eqg. (5.198). The Paul term P***?¢,¢,¢,, is a Horndeski
term G5 = 3X, see Eq. (2.20), and it has been known since [90] that it emerges from
KK 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

Gy =81 X3, G3=0601X% Gi=14+u0X? G;=2mX, (5.198)

where X = —¢" ¢,/2 is the kinetic term. Remarkably, this theory has already been
encountered 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. including
functions G5(X) and G5(X)], for a spherically-symmetric and static BH ansatz. For
clarity, let us briefly recall the results, Eq (4.54) and below. The ansatz reads

ds? = —fdt* +dr?/f +r2dQ?, ¢ = ¢(r). (5.199)

If the Horndeski functionals read

(—2X)n+!

Gy =4an(2n — 1) 1
n

, Gz =—4a(2n—1)(-2X)",

(—2X)"!

Gy=1-2a(-2X)", G5=4an
n—1

; (5.200)
then there exists a BH solution, given as the root of an algebraic equation (with M
the ADM mass),

0=(n+1)©2n—1)"r" 1 [(2n —1)(2M — 1) +rF?] — 20 (1 — F)*" (1 + 2nF + F?),
F(r)* = (2n—1)f(r), (5.201)

supported by a scalar field

_ 1—+/(2n— 1)f(r)dr.
ry/(2n — 1) f(r)

The KK of cubic Lovelock, Eq. (5.198), is seen to match the case n = 2 of (5.200), with
a = —ay /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 specifically
on the present case corresponding to the KK of cubic Lovelock, n = 2, it becomes
possible to find a polynomial equation for f itself. Indeed, the integration of the
field equations leads to

¢(r)

(5.202)

0 = 729a7 f® — 437403 f° + (5103af + 174960 7) f*
+ (—248407 — 69984 7" + 349920 Mr?) f?
+ (567ai + 104976r° 4 349920 7" — 1049760 Mr?) f?
+ (—54ai — 209952r° + 419904 M1 + 181440 7" — 349920 M71?) f
+ o2 4 1049767 — 419904 M 1" + 419904 M > — 648a7* + 12960, M 13, (5.203)

This polynomial equation of order 6 is this time valid for any sign of f(r). There is
no 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
to a shift-symmetric Horndeski theory (5.198), which admits a static, spherically-
symmetric BH solution (5.199), with metric function f(r) given implicitly by the
polynomial equation (5.203), and scalar field (5.202) with n = 2, i.e.

o(r) = 1= V37 \/Bfmdr'
r/3f(r)

The scalar field ¢ 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-

Zzon, )
1—/3
X = —%. (5.205)

Onthe other hand, the polynomial equation (5.203) implies the following asymptotic

behaviour when r — oo,
2M 1
fry=1——+4+0 (—) , (5.206)

which is like Schwarzschild at leading order.

(5.204)

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 in
Sec. 4.3 that the shift-symmetric 4DEGB theory, that is, the KK reduction of quadratic
Lovelock along a flat internal space, corresponds to the case n = 1. It is therefore
tempting to assume the following: the KK reduction, along a flat internal space,
of the Lovelock action of order £, corresponds to the Horndeski theory (5.200)
of section 4.3 with n = £ — 1. However, since the form of the regularized KK action
(5.195) itself is already a conjecture for £ > 4, we will not elaborate further on this
point. Before moving on to the conclusions of this Chap. 5, we refer the interested
reader to the article [294], where an attempt to regularize cubic Lovelock gravity in
four 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 has
somehow generalized the 4DEGB action (5.4): starting from an action (5.7) with a
similar form and imposing the existence of a logarithmic scalar field, one can find
compatibility 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 generalized
conformal invariance, but also terms which would have conformal invariance in five
dimensions but do not seem to have any symmetry in four dimensions. The fact that
such scalar-tensor terms with no symmetry allow for closed-form solutions remains
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unprecedented. Beyond the purely mathematical arguments, the appearance of
such 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-tensor
actions. A novel way of understanding the 4DEGB action, from a D — 4 regular-
ization of higher-dimensional conformally-invariant Lagrangians, is presented. This
procedure is extended to arbitrary dimensions, and the static BH solutions of the
corresponding theories are found.

Our interest however lies in four-dimensional results, and it turns out that the
higher-dimensional considerations of Sec. 5.2 greatly simplify the understanding of
Sec. 5.3, which performs a diagonal KK reduction of the Lovelock invariant of order &,
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 to D dimensions, appear
the Lagrangians £EZ§ which are the Lagrangians of Sec. 5.2 with conformal invariance
in dimension d, but without such invariance in dimension D. The KK decomposition
of the Lovelock Lagrangian of order k is conjectured then demonstrated, leading to
the 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 consequences
of 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 the
integration 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 spacetime
dimensions. The approach used in this chapter thus focused on finding relevant the-
ories, potentially motivated from higher-dimensional considerations. This appears
to 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 BH
solutions obtained during this thesis. The next and last chapter will indeed construct
distinct types of solutions in scalar-tensor theories, namely a wormhole, Sec. 6.1and
a 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 and disformal transformations

Paragraph 2.3.3 describes the conformal-disformal transformations of a scalar-
tensor theory,

G = Guw = C(6, X) g + D(¢, X) Py & — & = ¢. (6.1)

Under such a transformation, an initial DHOST action S [g,.,, ¢] is mapped to another
DHOST action S [, @],

S G ¢ = S g 9] (6.2)
If (9., @) is a solution to the variational principle of action .S, and the conformal-
disformal transformation is invertible, then (g,., ¢) is a solution to the variational
principle of action S. 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 disformal
transformation 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 section
describes 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. The
second section studies the pure conformal transformation, i.e. D = 0in (6.1), of a
seed stealth Kerr spacetime. The obtained transformed solution is a non-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 Flamm
in 1916 [295], made more popular by Einstein and Rosen with their Einstein-Rosen
bridge [296]. However, it was only in 1988 that Morris and Thorne proposed 'a new
class of solutions of the Einstein field equations [...] which describe wormholes that,
in principle, could be traversed by human beings’ [297]. However, wormholes are
not vacuum solutions in GR: they must be supported by matter fields whose energy-
momentum tensor violates the standard energy conditions [298] (for a review on
energy conditions, see e.g. [299]).

155
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However, in modified 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-tensor
theories [303, 133]. We refer the interested reader to the review [304] for more
examples, or to the recent article [305] which in addition constructs a stealth Ellis
wormbhole [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 mass M, which is a free
integration constant, and the throat of the wormhole is a function of the mass. The
results 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:

ds® = = f(r)dt* + dr?/f(r) + r2dQ*, ¢ = ¢(r). (6.3)

The equality g;, = —¢'" is also assumed. Then, by direct computation, the disformed
metric

guu = 9w + D<¢7 X)¢,u¢u (64)

has the following line element [133],

dr?
fr)W=1(¢,X)

d3? = —f(r)dt* + + r2dQ?, (6.5)

where
Wi, X)=1-2D(¢,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 space
which is a product of two-spheres. For clarity, the initial action functional is

S:/d4x\/—_g{R— 52€4¢_562¢[R+6(8¢)2}

2a

ta [—qﬁg + 4G §,6, + 406 (96)* + 2 (a¢)4] } 6.7)
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and the scalar-tensor BH solution is of the form (6.3) with

f(r)=1+£<1—\/1+8aM+8a2>, ¢(T)=1H<ﬂ>- (6.8)

73 ré r

The coupling constants « and 8 must have different signs for ¢ to be well-defined.
This BH displays very distinct properties depending on the sign of the coupling con-
stant a. For a < 0 (and hence > 0), the standard kinetic term has the usual sign
in the action’. For convenience, we rewrite the spacetime (6.8) for the choice a < 0
as follows,

r? P(r)
+ )
2lal  2]al

fir)y=1- P(r)=r'—8la| Mr+8|al, (6.9)

and we define the radius r = rp and the values Mys and M, by

la] 3 /3 o 8
P(rp) =0, =—1/Z, =_. (6.10)
= aVe g, 9

It is easy to see that, for 0 < M < Mys, the spacetime admits a naked singular-
ity at r = 0, while if Mys < M < Mpm, the naked singularity is brought forward
to r = rp. Only for larger masses M > My, does the spacetime describe a BH,
with a single event horizon at . = M + /M? — |a|, covering the singularity at
r = rp. Note that, for a < 0, the event horizon has a smaller size as compared to
the standard Schwarzschild radius rsc, = 2M. In particular the minimal horizon size
iS 7y min = V/2|a| = 4Mmin/3. The behavior of the metric function is illustrated in
Fig. 6.1 (left panel), where f (r) is shown for different M/+/]al.

The case « > 0 is more straightforward to analyze: independently of the value
of «, the solution (6.8) describes a BH for any mass M, and with a unique hori-
zonr, = M + VvV M?+ a, covering the singularity » = 0. The horizon is now at
ry > rsen = 2M. The behavior of the function f(r) isillustrated in Fig. 6.1, right panel.

To conclude the discussion, we would like to mention, in the spirit of [247], that
if a Birkhoff-like uniqueness theorem [248] were valid for the solution (6.8), it would
inevitably lead to the constraint @ < 0. Indeed, if the solution (6.8) were unique,
any static and spherically symmetric object of mass M would create an exterior
gravitational field given by (6.8). If & > 0, this object would therefore be a BH with
horizon r,. = M + +/M? + «, unless this event horizon is hidden below the surface
of the object. An atomic nucleus has radius R ~ 101> m, and is not a BH since it can
be experimentally probed, therefore r, < R. This in turn implies

0<a<R(R—2M)~ 107 m? (6.11)

essentially rendering a > 0 irrelevant.

"This can be seen from the scalar field redefinition ® = exp (¢).
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r/M r/M

Figure 6.1: Metric function f(r) for different values of M//|a| for negative « (left
plot) and positive « (right plot). On the left panel, for M < Mys, the upper curves
correspond to the spacetime with a naked singularity atr = 0. For Mys < M < Mmin,
the spacetime has a naked singularity at » = rp, while for M > M, the metric
describes a BH. On the right panel, the spacetime admits a singularity at » = 0,
always covered by the horizon.

6.1.3 . Wormhole construction

From now on, we thus restrict to the case a < 0, which, as seen above, presents
naked singularities, ataradiusr = rg € {0, rp}, for small masses, and a horizon, ata
radius 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 scalar
field and to simplify expressions, we redefine the scalar field as

2c
= _— _(z) —

(0 5 e ¥ =1 e (6.12)
with ¢ of dimension 1. We look for such W (¢, X) = 1 — 2D(¢, X)X that the dis-
formed metric (6.5) describes a wormhole geometry. We have to impose three re-
quirements on W (¢, X):

1. We require that W~! vanishes at a point r = ry such that rq > rg and rq > 7,
if the spacetime admits a naked singularity » = rs or an event horizon r = r,..
This ensures that r = r, corresponds to the wormhole throat, since g™ (o) = 0
while gy (r) > 0 for any r > rg, see e.g. [297].

2. The asymptotic flatness and the absence of solid deficit angle of the disformed
metric is obtained by imposing that W — 1 as r — oc.

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 ¢ {0,00}, 1+2X?Dx keeps a constantsign, > 0or < 0. (6.13)
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More precisely, 1 — 2D X can vanish or become infinite, but only on a sub-
set of spacetime of vanishing measure. Typically, the wormhole throat » = rg
corresponds to co = W = 1 — 2D X according to the first requirement, but
this happens at a unique point of spacetime, so is harmless. The invertibility
requirementis not manifest in the solution itself, but is essential for the worm-
hole to be solution of a well-defined variational principle, as will be made clear
later.

To satisfy these requirements, we choose W (1, X) to have the relatively simple
form,

Wl (1, X) = (1 —1/a)”" 1+ﬂ : (6.14)

A (v//1ad)

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)/ (2r?), so

W, X) = (1-1/a)™" G (6.15)

on shell A <7,/\/W>

Consequently, and taking into account that f(r) — 1 whenr — oo, one mustimpose
A (r — oo) = a in order for condition 2 (asymptotic flatness) to be fulfilled. On the
other hand, the throat » = r( of the wormhole (condition 1) is obtained by solving

W1 = 0. This corresponds to the intersection of f (r) with A (r/\/|oz|>:

flro) = A (%) . (6.16)

As regards now condition 3, the disformal transformation becomes non-invertible
at two points. First at the throat r = ry, due to the infinite determinant of the
transformed metric, the disformed spacetime cannot be mapped to the original
spacetime. This is however a mere coordinate singularity for the resulting worm-
hole spacetime, as will be seen below, in Egs. (6.24-6.25). The second singular point
is given by the equation 1+ 2X?Dx = 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
1 T
f(r)==-A (—*) . (6.17)
2 \/lef

At r = r,, the transformation (6.1) becomes non-invertible since the determinant of
the Jacobian becomes infinite?, i.e. condition 3 above is not satisfied. In order for
the 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 metric
from solving a well-defined variational principle for the beyond Horndeski action obtained via the
transformation (6.1).
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Figure 6.2: The functions A (black curve) and A/2 (grey curve) are shown as functions
of r/+/|a] for two different cases: (6.18) with a = 0.1 (left plot), and A (r/\/|a\> =

r?/ (5]al]) (right plot); while the metric function f is shown for several values of
M/\/m, in color. The throat radius ry (the singular radius r,) is the largest in-
tersection of f with the black (grey) curve. On the left plot, r, is covered by the
wormhole throat and the conditions for the disformal transformation formulated
in the text are satisfied. This is not the case for the right plot. The meaning of
M /+/]a] = 0.8213 will be made clear later in the text.

A should be chosen such that the location » = r, does not appear in the wormhole
spacetime. But the wormhole spacetime corresponds to r > ry. Therefore, r, must
be smaller than the throat location 7, that is . < 7. This allows infinitely many
possibilities for A, but for our purposes, one can easily prove that the simple choice

0 Vel
Al —= | = —-— 6.18
(M) R o

satisfies these requirements for any 0 < a < 1. This is illustrated on the left plot
of Fig. 6.2. Conversely, on the right plot3, the disformal mapping D(v), X)) depends
only on X but not on the scalar field v, that is to say A o 1? [see (6.14)]. As a result,
condition 3 is not satisfied, because the singularity of the disformal transformation
atr = r, is hit before the throat, ry < r.. Note that the crossing point r = r, is not
a singular point of the disformed metric, but the disformed metric ceases to solve
well-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

30f course, the choice of A on the right plot of Fig. 6.2 does not satisfy anyway the requirement
for asymptotic flatness, A(r — oo) = a. The purpose is illustrative: one could not choose a function
A which converges to a as r — oo but behaving for small r like the function A on the right plot.
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o),
d3® = —f(r)dt® +dr?/h(r) + r2dQ?, (6.19)
¢(r) = In <—~—721a//3)7 (6.20)
where
_f) _f)
h(r)_l—l/a 1 a+@ , (6.21)

and f(r) is given in (6.8). The wormhole configuration (6.19-6.21) is a solution of a
beyond Horndeski theory, which is given in the next paragraph 6.1.4 as well as in
appendix E. M is an integration constant of the solution and can be interpreted as
its mass by looking at the asymptotic behaviour. In addition to the parameters «
and § of the original theory (6.7), the new theory is also parameterized by the di-
mensionless parameter a € (0, 1).

The throat radius ry can be computed as a function of the mass M of the worm-
hole, provided the function A is invertible [which is of course the case for (6.18)]. Let
fo be the value of the metric function at the throat,

ﬁsz@:A<T°>:a+¢wi (6.22)

Vel "o

fo quantifies the compactness of the wormhole. Indeed, if fy < 1, then4 the redshift
at the throat is large, and the wormhole behaves very much like a BH horizon for
far away observers, see for example [307].

Eqg. (6.22) enables to get ry and M as functions of f,. Inverting the latter relation
yields fy as a function of M, and a last step then yields r¢ as a function of M. This
procedure enables to show that there exists a value>® ay ~ 0.87396 of the parameter
a, such that for a > ag, rg is a smooth function of M, while for a < ag, there is a
discontinuity in rq at a mass M, (which depends of course on a). Fig. 6.3 illustrates
these 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 < My, (blue curve), the throat is close to the
origin and blueshifted, while for M > M, (yellow curve), the throat is at a bigger
radius and redshifted.

The size of the throat increases with the parameter a. For example, it is easy to
show that the throat radius quickly converges towards ry ~ 2M/ (1 — a) as soon as
M > /]a|. Therefore, for sufficiently large masses, the throat radius is enhanced
by a factor (1 — a)_l with respect to the Schwarzschild radius for the corresponding

4We will see that g — oo for large M, so fy ~ a, therefore fy < 1 happensifa < 1.
5More precisely, ag is the unique root in ]0, 1] of the equation —1127 + 2956a — 2948a> + 1532a> —
120a* — 480a® + 224a® — 324" = 0.
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Figure 6.3: The plot shows the throat radius ry as a function of M /+/|al, fora = 0.9
(left plot, no discontinuity in rg) and a = 0.1 (right plot, discontinuity at Mp). The
discontinuity 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 [, with range [ € (—o0, ), defined by

r? =1+ (6.23)
In this coordinate system, any wormhole metric of the form (6.19), is given by

A3 = —F (1) d¢® + di2/H (1) + (12 + 72) A2, (6.24)

2 2
F(z);f(./zurg), H(l)zh( z2+r§)l ;TO. (6.25)

The function H (I) is regular everywhere. In particular, at the throat ! — 0,

where

H(l) = %h’ (ro) + O (1) . (6.26)

Since h(r >ry) > 0, H(I) > 0 everywhere®. The other metric function, F (), is
regular and non-negative everywhere. In Fig. 6.4, the functions F (/) and H (I) are
plotted for different masses M, when a = 0.1. The masses of the yellow and red
plots are chosen very close to the mass M where occurs the discontinuity in rg:
for the yellow plot, the mass is still sufficiently low so that the throat r is close to
r = 0 and blueshifted (i.e. f > 1), while for the red plot, the throat ry is much larger
and the spacetime is redshifted (f < 1) there. This is not just a sharp evolution of
the behaviour of F' (1) as a function of the mass, but a true discontinuity at M = M.

6H (1) = 0 occurs for I = 0 and h/ (rg) = 0. This corresponds to the particular value of M where a
discontinuity in rg occurs, see Fig. 6.3, right plot.
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Figure 6.4: Functions F'(I) and H (1) of metric (6.24) (with parameter a = 0.1), for
different values of M//|a| given by the legend. The values (M)~ and (M;)" are
as close as possible to the limit mass M, with our numerical precision, namely
(Mp)* = My (14107, illustrating the discontinuity occurring at this mass. For
huge masses, the redshift function F(I) converges to the value a(= 0.1 here) at the
throat.

The corresponding beyond Horndeski theory which admits this wormhole as a
solution is quite intricate, and we give it in the below paragraph and in appendix E
only 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 show
how, 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 seed Horndeski action under the disformal trans-
formation (6.1) is given in appendix B. One thus only needs to apply these formulas
to the seed action (6.7), which has Horndeski functions

2
Gy= — §—e4¢ +128e** X + 8aX?, G5 =8aX,
«
Gy=1-pe* +4aX, G;=4aln|X|. (6.27)
The choice of disformal factor D(¢, X) is such that
(1-2D (¢, X)X) ' =W ($, X) = (1—1/a) " (1 +2B($)X), 0<a<l,

(6.28)
see eq. (6.14), with

_ vy P2 _
B(¢)—A<W\/W>, (0 5 (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 X, one must compute X as a func-
tion of X. The disformed kinetic termis X = X! (¢, X), see Eq. (B.13). This yields
a second-order polynomial in X, and one gets two possible solutions for X, given

by

X = 43_:@ (1:|:E<¢,)~(>>, E<¢X) = \/1+SB(¢) (1—&) X, (6.30)

Depending on which sign is chosen (+ or —), one is led to two distinct disformed
actions, S, and S_ 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 analyze
the situation on shell, where

=(6.X) =l¢ (). () =1-28(5) L as:ln(—V‘Q“/ﬁ). (63

r2 ' r

Egs. (6.30) and (6.31) in turn imply that

—f(r) _ —1

This is seen to be consistent only by choosing the + sign when £ (r) < 0, and the —
signwhen ¢ (r) > 0. As a consequence, the disformed metric solves the equations of
motion of S, (respectively S_) if and only if £ () < 0 (respectively & (r) > 0). In par-
ticular, it is not possible to define an action principle for the disformed theory if the
function £ (r) has a non-constant sign. Note that £ (r) changes sign precisely at the
singular 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 instance
ensured by our choice (6.18), for which £ (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 formulas
of appendix B. For readability, we write coefficients as functions of variables (y, x),
where y stands for ¢ and z for X. For instance, one must understand = = =(y, x)
and B = B(y). Subscripts y and x mean derivation with respect to y and z. The
beyond Horndeski functions are:

2(a — Doy /—ZE (a2 +4(a — 1)zB — 22 + a)

F; - 6.
54, ) 3027Z (a (Z = 1) — 4(a — 1) B) ! (6:33)

_ 9aIn (E41) 8av=—larctan (Y5 ) — 4v2an (54

G5 (y, 1‘) = ( 4B ) -+ < 2 ) ’ (634)
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—~ 1
Gy (y,x) = — {4axBy (a —1)zB|8V2
B/ =25 /%= (8(a — 1)zB + a — aE)
xB a—a= xB =41
- - — 224/ - 1 —V2a(E -1
E+1 ( 122 E+1>n<4B) a(=-1)
B B a(E2+1) 5
- 2/ — 1— — Be® ) . .
=11 }+ E+1< B 56) (6:35)

As regards G,, G5 and Fy, 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 transformation
on a seed stealth Kerr BH, and obtain a non-stationary BH. The following section is
based on the article [51], of which the present author is one of the authors.

6.2 . Generation of a Kerr-FLRW space-
time by conformal transformation

6.2.1 . Motivations and outline of 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,

2

ds? = —dt® + A(t)? ( : ETMQ + rdeQ) : (6.36)

Under this form, the metric is said to be written using cosmological time ¢. The
parameter x has value 1, 0 or —1, corresponding respectively to a universe with
spherical, flat or elliptic spatial sections, i.e. sections of constant ¢. The scale factor
is the function? 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 of
the Kerr metric. Indeed, the aim of the present section is to construct a metric
combining the features of an FLRW spacetime with those of a rotating Kerr BH.
Before moving on to to this construction, let us recall [308] that the FLRW metric can
be written in conformal time 7, defined by the relation

A(T)dr = dt. (6.37)

71t 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

ds? = A(1)? (—dT2 + + r2d92> . (6.38)

1 — kr?
The task of combining the features of a BH and of a Friedmann universe, apart from
being an exciting theoretical challenge, may also present practical interest, to un-
derstand the formation and evolution of primordial BHs [309, 310, 311] in the early
universe, 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 relative
simplicity of this solution, and in particular the existence of coordinates where the
metric is static, can be accounted for by the form of the 'matter’, which is a mere
cosmological constant. Indeed, the cosmological constant has a constant density
during the evolution, and hence does not accrete onto a BH, thus keeping the mass
of 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 was
however later understood that it cannot describe a point-like object, because of a
coordinate singularity inherited in the solution. Likewise, the McVittie metric cannot
describe a BH in the universe, due to presence of the same singularity at the would-
be event horizon®. Besides, the density and pressure of the McVittie fluid source are
not related by an equation of state: for this solution, the pressure is a function of
not only the density, but also the coordinates.

Physically, the problems of the McVittie solution are related to postulating rather
than finding the metric via the Einstein equations. In particular, a zero flow of fluid
onto 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, 3171].

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 with
a Schwarzschild metric, and mutliplying it by a conformal scale factor. Importantly,
the set of coordinates of the initial Schwarzschild metricis paramountin these
constructions. For instance, the Thakurta spacetime is

ds® = A(7)? [—f(r)d7r® + dr?/f(r) + 2dQ?],  f(r)=1—2M/r. (6.39)

It obviously behaves as an FLRW spacetime (with flat spatial sections) when r» —
0o, but there is a singularity at » = 2M. In the Schwarzschild case, this singularity

8This particular problem is alleviated for McVittie spacetimes if late time cosmology is dominated
by a positive cosmological constant [313].
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is illusory, and one can remove it by redefining the time coordinate. But for the
Thakurta metric, such a redefinition does not work, because the metric depends on
the time coordinate via the conformal scale factor A(7). Other attempts are more
promising. We only present the one which will be useful for the rest of this section,
namely, the Culetu spacetime [320]. It reads

2M [2M
- (1 — —) dr? + 24/ =—drdr + &r* + T2d92] . (6.40)
r r

One sees that the metric between brackets is Schwarzschild, but now written in the
Painlevé-Gullstrand 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 Schwarzschild metric
in different coordinates. However, with the A(7), this is no more the case. In par-
ticular, the Culetu metric has no curvature singularity at » = 2M: there are only the
usual BH singularity at » = 0, and the Big Bang singularity at A = 0. As regards field
equations, the Culetu metric is postulated ad hoc as a solution of the Einstein field
equations of GR with matter,

ds? = A(T)2

G =Ty (6.41)

The Einstein tensor G, of metric (6.40) is then computed, leading to the energy-
momentum tensor 7, of the associated matter fields. Ref. [319] proved that this
matter violates the usual energy conditions.

All the approaches mentioned above only attempt to find non-rotating BHs in an
FLRW 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 the
issues related to the construction of spherically symmetric BHs in FLRW, the task
of finding rotating analogs embedded in general Friedmann universe in GR seems
extremely 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 that
there are no matter fields, so the associated FLRW expansion is uniquely driven by
the scalar field ¢.

As a positive outcome, we will for instance retrieve the Culetu spacetime (6.40),
but without violations of the energy conditions, which occur when this metricis seen
as an ad hoc solution of GR field equations with matter. Of course, the construction
remains not completely satisfactory, since there are matter fields in the universe,
and they should obviously contribute to the FLRW expansion. The construction of
the 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 of
expanding BHs. More realistic models, including both the scalar field ¢ and matter
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fields, may be thought about in future works.

The construction is based on the stealth Kerr solution, described in paragraph 3.2.2.
As a reminder, this solution reads

2Mr by sin? 6 AM ar sin® 0
2 [+ _ 2 | &2 2 o aMarsm-b
ds® = (1 5 )dt + Adr + Xd#* + > Tdy = dtdy, (6.42)
2Mr (r? + a?
o=a(t+ [o@ar), =20 (6.43)

The following notations are used,
Y =r’+ad’cos’d, A=r"+a*—2Mr, Y= (r+ad’)S+2Mra’sin®6. (6.44)

The parameter ¢ appearing in the scalar field ¢ is linked to the kinetic term X =
0,0 0"¢, which is constant: X = X, = —¢?. The stealth Kerr is a solution of the
following quadratic DHOST theory with shift and parity symmetry, and speed of GWs
equal to speed of light,

S = / d'oy/=g{ F (X) R+ P (X) + Aq (X) 060" 6,10
AL () #0000, + As (X) (#00") |, (6.45)
provided the following conditions are satisfied,
A5 (Xg) =0, Px(Xo)=0, P(X)=0. (6.46)

Also, as always in DHOST, the theory functions A, and As are determined by the
remaining theory functions in order to ensure degeneracy of the kinetic matrix, see

Egs. (2.47-2.48).

Paragraph 6.2.2 constructs the conformal Kerr solution and the DHOST theory of
which it is an exact solution. The link between this solution and FLRW spacetime is
quite clear when the usual radial coordinate r is large. However, since the conformal
Kerr spacetime is not stationary, highlighting its BH features requires the formalism
of double-null foliations and trapping surfaces. This formalism is presented in
paragraph 6.2.3. The last two paragraphs apply this formalism to the conformal Kerr
spacetime, first in the easier case of spherical symmetry (paragraph 6.2.4), then in
the 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, g, refers to the
Kerr metric. We then perform the following conformal transformation,

Guv g;w =C (¢) Juv- (6.47)
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The new metric g,,, with the unchanged scalar field (6.43), is a solution of a new
DHOST action,

S (G, 0] = /d4x\/—

FR + P + QDQb + A3¢“¢pu¢ym¢ + A4¢“¢ul/¢ p¢p

~ ~ ~ ~\2

+ A5 (00" ]. (6.48)
The new action has the same form as the initial action (6.45), apart from the Qﬂgb
term. In particular, the speed of GWs remains equal to the speed of light (this feature
is not affected by the new term). Itis understood that indices are contracted with the
metric g,,, and ¢, = V V., ¢, etc. The coefficients of the new theory are functions
of the new kinetic term X (b#(b#, and also of ¢, so the new theory is no more shift
symmetric. They read

. P 3X 3C2 X532 x3c? xic?
P_E—FE(CMS—QC)F_ 50 A3—|— 4OA+ A5
— X (Kg + K4 + K5) ) (649)
- 30 X20
Q= ¢G 2¢A3<KﬁJﬁ+Ka, (6.50)
F

F== 6.

i ol (6.51)
Az = CAs3, (6.52)
A, = CA,, (6.53)
Ay = C? A, (6.54)

where the subscript ¢ means derivation with respect to ¢, and the three following
functions are introduced for convenience,

Cy

o, _Ce CCy

- Cy -
dXXA;, K= - / dXX Ay, K= dXX?As. (6.55)
In (6.47), C(¢) is the conformal factor. Moreover, the seed metric g,,, is asymptoti-
cally flat, i.e. g,, — 1., when r — oco. Therefore, when r — oo, the resulting metric
g, is seen to have the form (6.38) of an FLRW spacetime in conformal time (with
x = 0), provided the scalar field ¢ coincides with the conformal time 7 (up to a

factor),
(6.56)

and the conformal factor C'(¢) plays the role of the conformal scale factor A(7),
= A(9/q)* = A(7)".

Using (6.43) and (6.56), one can rewrite the metric (6.42) in terms of the new coordi-
nates (7, 1,6, »), which are an extension of Painlevé-Gullstrand coordinates for the

C () (6.57)
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Kerr metric. Indeed, dr is the proper time interval of a freely falling particle with
vanishing speed at infinity, and vanishing angular momentum. Multiplying the re-
sulting metric by the conformal factor A (1) finally leads to the conformally-related
configuration (g,.., ¢),

43 = A<T>2{ - (1 - 2]‘24) dr? + E — () (1 - ”24)] dr + $a6”

N sin? HngpQ _ 4Mar sin? Hdego N 4Mari (r) sin® Hdrdgo
b by
2M
42 (1 - Er) o (r) der}, (6.58)
¢ =qr. (6.59)

The obtained spacetime (6.58) is axisymmetric but no longer stationary. Expanding
the metric as r — oo gives

452 = AP { = [1+0 ()] dr? + [1+0 ()] dr 402 [1+ O (r72)] de?
+r%sin? 0 [1+ O (r72)] dp* + O (r) drdy + O (r~*?) drdy
+0(r 2 drdr}, (6.60)
which shows that in this limit, the spacetime is as announced a spatially flat FLRW
spacetime written in conformal time 7. Note also that for M = 0, the metric (6.58)
reduces exactly to a flat FLRW universe in conformal time 7, although the spatial part
is written in ellipsoidal coordinates. The apparent singularity of the metric (6.58) at

A = 0isdueto a bad behaviour of coordinates there. It can be removed by a change
of the coordinate ¢, by defining for instance

dp, = dg + %dr. (6.61)

This brings the metric to the following form, explicitly regular at A =0,

2M 1—2Mr/% dr?
d§2:A(T)2{—(1— Er)d72+ 2 r/ Ly
2Mr 2Mr
1 + T’2+(l2 1 + 7"2+(12
in? 6 4Marsin® 0 2Mr /%
+ S ngpi — ﬂde@r —2asin®0 | 1+ —r/ drdey
Y 1 4 2Mr
7ﬂ2_;’_a/2
1—-2Mr/%
Loy L=/ drdr}. (6.62)
1+4/ 35

The above metric has a Big Bang singularity at A(7) = 0, and the usual Kerr singu-
larity at ¥ = 0, which is a ring singularity. However, the various square roots in the
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above expression are not twice differentiable at » = 0, therefore the spacetime has
in fact a curvature singularity at » = 0, which is a disk singularity comprising the ring
singularity ¥ = 0. This is seen on the Ricci scalar,

3| A 32+a2 [2MA
LA P 2 6.6
=% ?a s/meaV v 4| (6.63)

which diverges only at » = 0 and at A (7) = 0. A dot means derivation with respect
to 7. The absence of singularity at A = 0 is not trivial a priori and is made possi-
ble because 7 is a 'good’ time coordinate. For instance, if one were taking the Kerr
metric in usual coordinates (t,7, 0, ¢), Eq. (6.42), and multiplying it by a scale factor
A(t)?, there would be a true curvature singularity at A = 0.

In the following, the calculations will be illustrated with a power-law scale fac-
tor [35, 54, 55],

A(T) = Ao|7|*, (6.64)
where the range of the time coordinateis 7 > 0 for a > 0, and 7 < 0 for a < 0. The
solution mimicks asymptotically (as » — oc) an FLRW universe sourced by a perfect
fluid with equation of state w = (2—a)/(3a). The term'mimicking’is important, since
there is no matter for the conformal Kerr solution, which is a solution of a DHOST
theory in vacuum. The expansion is fully driven by the scalar field. In particular, the
power « appears in the conformal factor, see Eq. (6.57),

C(o) = Adlo/a*™. (6.65)

As a consequence, « is a parameter of the resulting DHOST theory (6.48-6.54). Each
a 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 via
the relation A(7)dr = dt. Depending on «, the latter can be integrated to give

lrlett fora >0and a < —1,
t= _AO ln (-T/Ao) for o = —1, (666)
to — 2x|r[*t,  for—1<a <0.
For « = —1, the constant 1/A, corresponds to the constant Hubble parameter of

ds, Hy = 1/A,. For —1 < «a < 0, the constant ¢, is the time of the so-called Big
Rip [323, 324], where the scale factor of the universe diverges at a finite cosmological
time. The scale factor in terms of the cosmological time ¢ is given by

ot fora > 0and o < —1,
A(t) o< { et/4o fora = —1, (6.67)
(to —t)ar1, for —1 < a < 0.

In particular, « = 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» — oo. It thus remains to characterize this spacetime as a
BH. For such a non-stationary spacetime, this requires the formalism of double-null
foliations 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 to
our current purposes when needed?. 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 some
prescriptions to get rid of some of them.

In the approach of [325], the spacetime manifold M with metric g, is foliated by
space-like 2-surfaces S which are the intersection of two families of null 3-surfaces
Y, and X,. The surfaces ¥, and X, are defined as the surfaces of constant « and v,
where v and v are functions on spacetime. The normal one-forms —du = L = L, dx*
and —dv = N = N,dz* are null, and the dual vectors L*9, and N*9, are future-
directed. As explained in footnote g9, we impose these vectors to be geodesic, that is
to say, ¢*L,V,L, < L, and ¢*”N,V,N, < N,. In a word, we assume that space-
time has a pair of null coordinates « 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 crucial
for identifying the trapping horizons, see the discussion below, after Eq. (6.72). For
later purposes, we thus introduce I = €2L and n = §°N which are just rescalings
of L and N, with e and § functions on spacetime. The scalar product between two
future-directed vectors is negative, thus we write it as

1
g*ln, = ~Fe (6.68)
where [ is also a function of spacetime. The first fundamental form is defined as
usual,
Py = G + F2 (Luny, + 1l - (6.69)
The tensor h,, is the induced metric on S (the spacelike 2-surfaces orthogonal to
both L and N); h,, projects every vector field of M onto S. The seeked for relevant
quantities are then the expansions 6., defined by

1
0L = Eh‘“’ﬁihw. (6.70)

9Ref. [325] does not require null congruences to be geodesics. However most works, including the
pioneering 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?1#9, and F?n*9,
respectively. For the expansions, we use the usual notations of the literature,
and insist that these 6. have nothing to do with the angular coordinate 6. A
more explicit form of (6.70) is easily computed:

0, = F*V*, + F'n"1"V 1, 0_=F*V"n,+ F1"n"V n,. (6.71)

Apart from the expansions (6.71), the other important quantity is the evolution of
one expansion along the other geodesic, thatis, £_6, and £,6_. Indeed one de-
fines a future outer trapping horizon as a 3-surface H on which three properties
hold [325]:

1. ingoing light rays converge, 0_|3 < 0,
2. outgoing light rays are parallel on the surface, 6|3 = 0,

3. in addition, £_0. |3 < 0, which implies that outgoing light rays are diverging
outside 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 horizon #, defined as a 3-surface on which 0 |3, = 0,
is characterized by two properties: future or past; and outer or inner. It is said
to be future, respectively past, if 0_|y < 0, respectively 6_|; > 0. It is outer, re-
spectively inner, if £L_6, |3 < 0, respectively £L_6,|y > 0. For example, in a Reissner-
Nordstrom BH, the outer (event) horizon is a future outer trapping horizon, while the
inner (Cauchy) horizon is a future inner trapping horizon. For a maximally-extended
Schwarzschild BH, the BH horizon is a future outer trapping horizon, while the white
hole horizon is a past outer trapping horizon™. In the above definitions, we have
fixed the vanishing expansion to be 6., but one could obviously rewrite these defi-
nitions symmetrically with this time 6_

n = 0.

The existence and nature of trapping horizons do not depend on the normaliza-
tion of [ and n, unless the normalization is singular. Indeed, if one rescales I — 4?2,
n — B?n with v and 3 functions on spacetime, one can compute from (6.68) and
(6.71),

F? 6 6_ L0 L0
eyt 9+ﬁﬁ—+2, 0 — — £_0+|H—>’}/2—B;_H7 ﬁH
(6.72)

,72
Therefore, the trapping horizons are identified unambiguously under such rescal-
ing, unless one of the functions ~ or 3 diverges or vanishes.

F? - L.0_|g—

"°These results apply when the normalizations of [ and n are chosen appropriately. The discussion
which follows precisely gives counter-examples, which in turn enable to give rules for the proper
normalization.
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An illustrative example: Schwarzschild spacetime in coordinates
of Painlevé-Giillstrand

Let usillustrate this abstract discussion by a concrete example, namely Schwarzschild
spacetime in Painlevé-Gullstrand coordinates,

oM [oM
ds? = — <1 — _) dr? + 24/ =—drdr + dr? + r2dQ2. (6.73)
T T

The spacetime has spherical symmetry, and it is therefore natural to look for a
double-null foliation which respects this symmetry, that is to say, with L = —du
and N = —dv orthogonal to the coordinate vectors d, and d,,. Up to global rescal-
ings, a unique such pair exists,

dr dr
Ldr' =—dr+ ———— Nyda# = —dr — —————
g ‘ 1+ /2M/r

1—+/2M/r
.
\/m—1‘> (6.75)
[r
m+l'. (6.76)

First, if one does not rescale L and N, that is, takes | = L and n = N, one readily
computes F? = (r —2M) / (2r), 0, = (r —2M) /r? and §_ = —0,. Both expansions
vanish at » = 2M, while one expects an expansion to vanish and the other to be
negative.

(6.74)

with associated null coordinates

u=7—1r—2V2Mr —4M In

v=T74+71r+2V2Mr +4M In

In view of (6.72), one can even choose worse normalisations, like [l = (r — 2M) L
andn = (r —2M) N, leading to F? =1/ (2r (r —2M)) and 6, = 1/r* = —6_ which
do not vanish at all. One might argue that in both these cases, ' either diverges or
vanishes at the horizon, which may be the source of the problems.

However, problematic cases can arise even if F? is regular, say F? = 1, by setting
for example | = (r —2M)*/(2r) L and n = N/ (r — 2M). Then 6, = (r — 2M)? /r?
andf_ = =2/ (r(r —2M)): 6, vanishes appropriately at = 2M, but §_ diverges to-
wards +oc if r = (2M)~ and towards —oo if r = (2M)™. In this latest case, although
F? and [ are regular, n is diverging at r = 2M.

If, finally, one requires F? = 1, and [ and n are both regular (apart of course at
the spacetime singularity » = 0), the Schwarzschild horizon is correctly identified as
a future outer trapping horizon. If indeed

1 [2M 1 2M
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then F? = 1, both [ and n are well-defined if r # 0, and one gets

0y = :I:g (1 Fy/ ¥> . (6.78)

This gives §_ < 0 everywhere, so in particular at r = 2M, which is the unique van-
ishing point of 6. In addition, £_6, = — (2M)~? < 0 atr = 2M, so one properly
identifies 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 proper
normalization of [ and n.

First, we fix their scalar product (6.68) to be finite, in particular, without
loss of generality, we impose F? = 1. This normalization ensures that 2 does
not vanish nor diverge, avoiding thus possible unphysical zeros of the expansions
according to (6.71).

Second, we impose [ and » to be well-defined in the whole spacetime (apart
of course from true curvature singularities). Indeed, a rescaling of the form
I — %, n — n/~? although preserving F? = 1, could give unphysical vanishing
or divergence of the expansions at the roots or poles of 42 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 [ and n, proportional re-
spectively to L and N, such that [ and n:

1. have unit scalar product ¢"”,n, = —1,
2. are well-defined everywhere (apart from curvature singularities).
With this convention, the expansions (6.71) are then given by
0, = V', +n"l1"V,l,, 0_=N"rn,+1"n"V mn,. (6.79)

Using (6.79) along with £_60, = n*0,0, and L,0_ = ["0,0_, one can identify appro-
priately the future/past, outer/inner trapping horizons H as defined by [325] and
recalled above. These trapping horizons do not depend on rescalings of [ and n
preserving conditions 1 and 2 above. Indeed, the only possible rescaling preserving
the scalar product is I — %I, n — n/~?% and (6.72) shows that £.60+|3 are invari-
ant, while 0, — ~20, and 6_ — 0_/~+*. Therefore, given a choice of L = —du and
N = —dwv, the requirements 1 and 2 enable to identify trapping horizons without
ambiguity.
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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 « and
v (that is, of L and V), 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 formalism above is applicable to the case of conformal Kerr, where there are two
conformally-related metrics on the same manifold, g, = AQgW, with A a function
on spacetime. In this case, it is easy to relate the 2+2 foliation for g,,, and g, metrics.
Indeed, the exact one-forms L = —du and N = —dv are defined independently of
the metric, while their null norm is preserved by the conformal change. In addition,
the one-forms L = —duand N = —dv are also geodesic in the new metric: since the
Christoffel coefficients are modified as [166, 167]

0 A0 DA 04
A 5p A 5 A g gl/p7

A A
Fup - Pl/p + (6.80)
one computes

. A 9,A_  9,A
g“”L“VVLp:A_Qg‘“’LN{VZ,Lp— Lo — oL+ = ga’\LAng} (6.81)

The second and fourth term compensate, while the third vanishes because L is null.
If L is geodesic for g,,, i.e. ¢**L,V,L, < L, one then has §**L,V,L, o< L,. There-
fore, L is geodesic for g,,, and the same holds for N. Thus, one shall use the same
L and N for both spacetimes.

Then, if l o« L and n < N are the associated normalized one-forms for g,,,, with
g*’l,n, = —1, then the one-forms [ and 7 for § v are | = Al, i = An, so that they

are normalized with respect to the metric g,,, §* ”l,ﬁu = —1.

If the expansions ¢, for the metric g, are known, see (6.79), then the expansions
0. for the conformally related metric read

~ 1 2 . ~ 1 2 .

9+ = Z (0+ + Zgl l’ua,/A) s 0_ = Z (0_ + Agl nua A) . (682)

In the case of present interest, g,, is the stationary, axisymmetric Kerr metric, and

A = A(71) where 7 is a conformal time. The equations 9i|H = 0, defining trapping
horizons H of the conformal metric g,,, yield

A

A

o, A 0

S ——— 6.8
§,.=0 277 Ald_—o 2n7’ (6.83)

where of course I” = ¢g7#l, and n” = g""n,. The signs of §_ when 0, vanishes,
and vice-versa, determine if the trapping horizons are future or past. They
are given by

- 1 ~ l’T‘
05, —0 = 1 (‘9— - l_70+) 0+l —o = 1 <9+ - —9 ) (6.84)
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Assuming a power-law behaviour of the scale factor, A(t) = Ay |7|%, Eq. (6.82) im-
plies that the trapping horizons are given by the equations 7 = 7, (r, ) where
207 2n”
Ty = —0—, T_=—Q

0, 0

(6.85)

—_~—

Finally, for such a scale factor, the Lie derivatives for the conformal spacetime, L0,
whose signs define whether the trapping horizons are inner or outer, are computed
to be

—— 1
LAy 0= 5o

L0 |; o= ———{2a(nl'06_ —0_l'0m™) — "6}, (6.87)

(20 (P00, — 0,nidd7) — n762 ) (6.86)

where [ = ¢**], and n' = g'*n, with index ¢ running over spatial coordinates. Egs.
(6.84-6.87) show that, in order to find the trapping horizons and their nature
for the conformal spacetime j,, = A (7)’ g,., one only needs to compute the
two expansions . and 0_, and the two contravariant vectors /" and n", for the
seed metric g,,.

In the following paragraphs, we apply these results to the case of the conformal
Kerr 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,

2M 2M
ds® = A(T)Q{— (1 - —) dr? 4+ 24/ —drdr 4 dr? + TQdQQ}, (6.88)
T r

This is nothing but the Culetu metric (6.40). It was recently studied in detail in [319],
for positive exponents of the scale factor, « > 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 present
paper, in which the Culetu spacetime is a vacuum solution of a DHOST theory. In
order to be self-contained, we will re-derive the results for the trapping horizons in
the case of Culetu spacetime studied in [319] for « > 0. In the case of positive « our
results fully agree with the findings of [319], while the results for negative a are new.

As presented in the previous paragraph 6.2.3, there is a unique (normalized
and well-defined) double-null foliation preserving the spherical symmetry of the
Schwarzschild spacetime, see Egs. (6.74) and (6.77). The expansions 6. for the
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Figure 6.5: Trapping horizons 7 = 7,.(r) and 7 = 7_(r) for the Culetu spacetime,
where r is the coordinate radius, for o = 1 (radiation, left) and « = —1 (cosmological
constant, right). 7, diverges at r = 2M which is indicated by the dotted line.

Schwarzschild seed spacetime are given by (6.78), while the seed contravariant vec-
tors are readily computed to be

w%:ﬁ%[&+<1_”%¥)&r nww=§gkf—0+wz¥)&l(6%)

Using the above expressions in (6.84) and (6.85), one immediately gets that for A =
Ag|7|% the expansions 6, vanish at 7 = 7. with

—1 —1
2M 2M
T, = —ar (1 — T) , T_=ar (1 + T) . (6.91)

Since the coordinate 7 has by definition the same sign as the exponent o, the trap-
ping horizon 7 = 7, must have r < 2M, while the trapping horizon 7 = 7_ extends
for all r. We plot these trapping horizons in Fig. 6.5 for positive and negative «. The
graph for a« = —1 shows that the radial coordinate r for both trapping horizons is
shrinking to zero at 7 = 0 (future infinity). This happens because r is not a physical
distance but a comoving coordinate, while the physical radius (as measured by a far
away observer) is

Ronys = A (7). (6.92)

We thus present in Fig. 6.6 the trapping horizons in terms of the physical radius
Rynys. Both physical horizons expand for all presented cases. Now, let us examine
the nature of these trapping horizons. Using (6.84),

22
Ar

_ N 2v/2
9*‘7’-&- == <0, 04, = Ar >0, (6.93)
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Figure 6.6: Trapping horizons 7 = 7, (Rpnys) and 7 = 7_ (Rpnys) for the Culetu space-
time, where Rpns = A(7)r is the physical radius, for o = 1 (radiation, left) and
a = —1 (cosmological constant, right). On this last plot, 7_ diverges at Rynys = 1/H,
which is indicated by the dotted line, where H, is the constant cosmological Hubble
rate, taken for the plot to be Hy = 1/ (3M). For the left plot, the factor A, appearing
in A = Ayr® is set to unity.

showing that 7 = 7, is a future trapping horizon, while 7 = 7_ is a past trapping
horizon. Finally, (6.86-6.87) give

_ o
— 1 [2M 3 [2M 2M

- 2:
—— 1 2M 3 [2M 2M

Let us for the moment focus of the case of decelerating universe, « > 0. In this case,
T = 71, exists for r < 2M. Eq (6.94) thus implies that [i@lh < 0, therefore 7 = 7,
is a future outer trapping horizon, and the spacetime is indeed a cosmological
BH. As regards the past trapping horizon 7 = 7_, there are two separate cases de-
pending on whether & > 1 or a < 1. It is easy to show from (6.95) that E/I/HJT_ has
a zero at

8+ a(13a—12) + (4 — a) \/a (250 — 16)

4(a— 1)

M, (6.96)

(A1

if and only if « > 1. Therefore, for 0 < a < 1, the past trapping horizon is outer;
while for a > 1, it is outer for r < r; and inner for » > r;.
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Let us now describe the case of accelerating universe, a < 0. On the one hand,
for a < —2/3 (including asymptotically dS case « = —1), 7 = 7, is a future outer
trapping horizon (BH horizon), while the past trapping horizon 7 = 7_ (cosmological
horizon) is outer for r < r, and inner for » > r, where

84 a(l3a—12) — (4 — ) a(25a—16)M
a 4(a—1)°

(6.97)

T2

On the other hand, for 0 > a > —2/3, 7 = 7_ is a past inner trapping horizon, while
the future trapping horizon 7 = 7, is inner for » < r, and outer for r > r,. In this
case, ry < 2M, so there is indeed a region 2M > r > r, where 7 = 7, is future outer
trapping horizon. Note that in this case the nature of the future trapping horizon
changes with time, being inner at early times and outer later. It is the only range of
« for which this happens. Finally, for « = —2/3, 7 = 7 is future outerand 7 = 7_ is
past inner.

In a word, for all values of ¢, the Culetu spacetime possesses a future outer
trapping horizon and is therefore a cosmological BH. We now turn to the general
case of conformal Kerr spacetime (6.62) with non-zero rotation.

6.2.5 . Conformal Kerr spacetime

Firstand foremost, we identify 2+2 foliations of Kerr spacetime in Boyer-Lindquist
coordinates (¢,7,0, ), and then write them in coordinates (7,r,0, ¢, ) of (6.62). As
seen 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. When
rotation is present, the situation becomes a priori more intricate, but will turn out
to 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 = p,daz* = —du. Carter showed [231] that p is given by the following expres-
sion™
pudat = —Edt + L.dp + ?dr +/04d9, (6.98)
where
2 L 2
R=[E(r*+d°) —al.]" - AK, ©=K —sin®0 (aE — - §€> . (6.99)
Sin

There are three constants of motion: the energy E, the angular momentum L., and
the Carter’s constant K, which guarantees integrability of the geodesic equations.
Note that p respects the symmetries of the Kerr spacetime, that is, p, = p,(r,0).
Very importantly, along each individual geodesic having p* = ¢"”p, as tangent
vector, F, L, and K are constants. Nevertheless, the geodesic congruence as

"Strictly speaking, this result holds true if the integral geodesic curves with tangent vector p* =
g"*p, have affine parameterization, i.e. p*V,p” = 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 F, L, and K which depend on r and ¢ (not however
on ¢ or ¢ 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
L. = aEsin? 0 depends on the angle . L. is still a constant along each geodesic of
the principal null congruence, since each geodesic lies in a plane of constant 6.

Having the double-null construction of paragraph 6.2.3 in mind, p must be an
exact form, dp = 0. Writing this requirement explicitly for each component leads to:

p; = constant, p, = constant, 0,pg = Oppr. (6.100)

Since p; and p,, are constants, £ and L, must be constants throughout the space-
time (note the difference with respect to the principal null congruence). Given the
expression of ©, regularity at the poles § = 0,7 then implies L, = 0. One can also
normalize the affine parameter to have £ = 1, without loss of generality. It will be
useful for the following to introduce an auxiliary function £, related to Carter’s ‘con-
stant’ K as

K(r,0) = k*(r,0) + a*sin? 6. (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 Kerr
spacetime™,

L=—dt+ ?dr +kdo, N=—dt— ?dr — kde, (6.102)
where
R=(r?+a®)* = A (K +a®sin®0) . (6.103)

Moreover, the third condition in Eq. (6.100) amounts to imposing the following
partial differential equation on %(r, 0),

VRO k + kdpk = —a® sin 6 cos 0. (6.104)

The fact that L and N are exact forms, L = —du and N = —dv, can be explicitly
checked. The associated null coordinates « and v are [328]

r / / _ 7]
re(r,0) = / RX(’T%_ 0) dr'+ | k(r,0")de. (6.105)

0

u=t—rg, vV=1+r,,

The PDE (6.104) does not define k = k(r, ) uniquely, since one needs to supply a
boundary condition. An obvious solution of the PDE is k = acos#, giving a Carter's
function K (r,6) which is constant throughout spacetime, K = a?, see (6.101). This
corresponds in fact to a choice of foliation made by Hayward in 2004 [329] (hence
the following subscript 'H’),

NG VRy
A A
"20ne could as well have —kd# in L and +kd6 in N. This amounts to a change ¥k — —k coming

from the fact that & is defined through its square, Eq. (6.101), and from the fact that /0 = =+ |k|.
This choice is of course irrelevant.

Ly =—dt+

dr +acosfdf, Ny=—dt—

dr —acos6db, (6.106)
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where
Ru = (? +a®)” — Ad%. (6.107)

This foliation of Kerr by Hayward is however singular at the poles, as was pointed
out recently by two authors, Argafiaraz and Moreschi [328]. These two authors con-
sidered a different choice [328], with the requirement that the null geodesics be
orthogonal to the two-sphere of radius » when r — oc. This is in fact a natural re-
quirement, since it respects the asymptotic spherical symmetry that the Kerr space-
time possesses when r — oo. Moreover, Argafiaraz and Moreschi proved that their
foliation is regular at the poles # = 0, 7, 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 and N to dy as r — oo is equivalent to the fol-
lowing asymptotic boundary condition on £,

T—00

The PDE (6.104), along with the boundary condition (6.108), imply that & is vanishing
at the poles (and thus the Carter’s function K as well),

kem (r,0 =0) =kem (1,0 =7) =0, Kem(r,0 =0) = Ky (r,7m) =0. (6.109)

The function k., is antisymmetric with respect to the equatorial plane, ke (r, 7 —
0) = —kem(r, 6). To prove this, one notices that the function —k¢m(r, ™ — 6) satisfies
the same PDE (6.104) and boundary condition (6.108) as k.m(r, 8), thus the solutions
must coincide. This immediately leads to an unsurprising symmetry of the Carter’s
function with respect to the equatorial plane, Ky (r,m — ) = Km(r,0). This also
implies that, at the equatorial plane,

kem(r,0 = 7/2) =0, Ken(r,0 =7/2) = a*. (6.110)

The functions k¢ and K, can be found by numerical integration. This enables to
apply 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 carried
out for all (r,0) € [0,4+00) x [0, 7]. We present here our own numerical integration,
with a Runge-Kutta 4 algorithm, in Fig. 6.7. All figures from now on are presented
for a = 0.5M, but of course, all inferences we draw from numerical integration have
been verified for numerous angular momenta a € [0, M]. For instance, we see that
Ko (r,0 # m/2) < a? (right panel of Fig. 6.7). Along with Eq. (6.110), this leads to

Ken(r,0) < a® with equality if and only if = 7/2, (6.111)
which implies that

Y — k2, >1r? with equality if and only if § = 7/2, (6.112)
and that, when A > 0,

Rem > r* +1r%a® +2Mra*  with equality if and only if 6 = 7 /2. (6.113)
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Figure 6.7: Function ke (r,6) and Carter's function Kem(r,0) = k2 (r,0) + a®sin? 6
for a = 0.5M as a result of numerical integration of Eq. (6.104).

These results seem technical, but will be useful for the following.

Having established that the choice of boundary condition (6.108) indeed leads to
a well-defined k(r, #), let us return to the pair of general null one-forms (L, N') which
satisfy (6.102) and (6.104). For the moment, we do not assume k = k¢ (7, 0), rather,
we are going to explain why k = kcy(r, 0) is the only relevant choice, and only after
this will we set k = ke (r, 0).

In coordinates (7,r,0, ¢ ) of (6.62), the pair (L, N) reads

VR + /2M7r (12 + a2

L= —dr+ + AT(T ra )dr+kd¢9, (6.114)
VR — 2Mr (2 + a2

N= —dr— AT(T + %) 4 _ rao. (6.115)

The associated null pair (I,n), with scalar product equal to —1 and well-defined in
the whole Kerr spacetime (apart from the curvature singularity) is

2\ /2
= (Z(Z i >) LA , (6.116)
27 2Mr (r? + a?)
2\ /2
n = (E(Z k )) NA ) (6.117)
27 2Mr (r? + a?)

The well-definedness of I and n follows from the fact that VR — \/2Mr (2 + a?)
vanishes when A does, because of Eq. (6.103) and the fact that A = r? + a? — 2M7.
The expansions in the Kerr spacetime are readily computed to be

fp =+ <\/ﬁ + /2Mr (2 + a2)> 3 (6.118)

N

K an(r, 8)/M 2
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where

1

s VSTRE (T — k2

{47" (r* +a®) +2(M — 1)K — A9, K + 2VR [k cot 0 + Dgk] p.

(6.119)
For vanishing rotation, a« = 0, one has K = 0 = k, and recovers the expansions of

Schwarzschild, Eqg. (6.78). In the case of Schwarzschild, the expansions (6.78) are
diverging only at the curvature singularity » = 0. We thus expect the expansions of
Kerr spacetime to diverge only at the curvature singularity of Kerr, which is at ¥ = 0,
thatis, » = 0 and # = 7 /2. However, because of the term k cot 6 in (6.119), the expan-
sions (6.118) diverge at the poles # = 0, w, unless k (and thus K) vanish at the poles.

In particular, for the null foliations considered by Hayward, Eq. (6.106), the ex-
pansions diverge at the poles, since Ky = a? as we noted above. More generally, as
it was underlined by Argafiaraz 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 of
symmetry of Kerr) of the spacelike surfaces S (see beginning of paragraph 6.2.3) in-
duced by the 2+2 foliation.

Onthe other hand, the expansions 6. are well-defined at the poles for the center-
of-mass foliation of [328], i.e. when k = k., and K = K, thanks to Eq. (6.109).
Moreover, in this case, the denominator of § vanishes if and only if ¥ = 0 (§ has a
double pole there). This can be inferred from the properties (6.112-6.113) and the def-
inition of T, Eq. (6.44). For the center-of-mass foliation, § thus diverges at » = 0 only
for § = 7/2. This ensures that, for the center-of-mass double-null foliation, the
expansions ¢, are finite in all spacetime but the curvature singularity > = 0.

In the rest of the discussion, we therefore focus on the center-of-mass dou-
ble null coordinates, setting from now on (/,n) = (I¢m,7cm). 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 VR — \/2Mr (r2 + a2) in the expression for the
expansions (6.118) has the same sign as A and vanishes if and only if A vanishes™.
Furthermore, one can show numerically that the factor § is positive throughout
spacetime. One therefore concludes from Eq. (6.118) that 6, vanishes at the two
roots of A (i.e. at the outer and inner horizons of Kerr spacetime, r, > r_), and itis
negative for r_ < r < r, and positive for r < r_ orr > r,. On the other hand, 6_ is
negative in the whole spacetime. Therefore, the 2+2 formalism correctly identifies
r =ry and r = r_ as future trapping horizons.

To see if each of the horizon is outer or inner, we compute the Lie derivative of

3The expression vR — \/2Mr (r2 + a2) also vanishes at the curvature singularity 7 = 0 and 6 =
/2. However 0, diverges at the curvature singularity anyway, because § has a double pole there.
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Figure 6.8: Two plots as functions of r /M and for different values of angle 6 indicated
by the colors, for the Kerr metric with a = 0.5M. Left plot: the quantity 06, of Egs.
(6.120-6.121) is seen to be positive at ;. and negative at r_, which are indicated by
dotted lines. Right plot: the function G, of Eq. (6.124) is seen to be positive.

the expansion,
A/ 2M 2 2
L O, =— R+ rrtea >(’)0+ (6.120)
2TS (T — k2)

where for brevity, we introduce the differential operator O,

O = VRO, + kd,. (6.121)

L 60, is seen from (6.120) to have opposite sign to Of,. The plot of Od,, left panel
of Fig. 6.8, shows that 04, is positive at r = r,. and negative at r = r_. This implies
that for Kerr, r = r, is a future outer trapping horizon and r = r_ is a future inner
trapping 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,

B 2Mr (r24+a?) (G

l“@u = 539> (E = ]{;2) {X& + O} + l“’*@w, (6.122)
2Mr (r2+a?) (G-

W= e S o e, 6w

where, for brevity, we used the expression O of Eqg. (6.121), and we have not explicitly
written the components along ¢, since they do not play any role in the following
calculations. In the above expressions, we have also introduced

Gy =AY+ +/2Mr (r? + a?) [\/ﬁ + \/2Mr (r? + a2)] . (6.124)
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Figure 6.9: Trapping horizons 7 = 7, (r,0) and 7 = 7_ (r, #) for different fixed values
of angle ¢ indicated by the colors, for the conformal Kerr spacetime with a = 0.5M,
where r is the coordinate radius. 7, (curves with a minimum) diverges at r = r
and r = r_ which are indicated by the dotted lines. 7_ (cluster of bottom curves)
vanishes only at = 0 and § = 7/2, as is exemplified by the zoom on the curves
6 = w/2, 7/3 and 0 near 7_ = 0. The plot is obtained for an exponent a = 1 in the
scale factor.

Itis not difficult to prove analytically that the ratio G_ /A is well-defined and positive.
Moreover, numerical analysis, see right plot of Fig. 6.8, shows that G, is positive. Us-
ing Eq. (6.85), assuming A = A, |7|®, we find that the expansions .. of the conformal
Kerr spacetime vanish at 7 = 7. with

—a? [\/TQZF 2M7“(r2—|—a2)} G+

T A=) 0.A

We have seen above that 6_ is negative in the whole spacetime. In addition, 7 has
the same sign as « by definition. Consequently, the trapping horizon 7 = 7_ (r, )
exists for all » and #. On the other hand, we have seen that 0, is negative only for
r_ <r < r,.Asaconsequence, the trapping horizon 7 = 7, (r, 0) is located between
r_and r,. Fig 6.9 shows 7, and 7_ in terms of the comoving radius r for « = 1. The
profiles of .. for other values of « differ from the one plotted in Fig. 6.9 by a factor
o, as it is clear from (6.125). As we underlined above, for the seed Kerr metric, 6.
diverge only when ¥ = 0, i.e. » = 0 and § = w/2. Therefore, given Eq. (6.125), 7,
does not vanish, while 7_ vanishes if and only if X = 0.

(6.125)

Note here the difference with the spherically-symmetric case: both Culetu and
conformal Kerr spacetimes have a curvature singularity at » = 0, see Eq. (6.63).
However, for Culetu metric, 7, and 7_ vanish at » = 0, while for conformal Kerr met-
ric, 7, does not vanish and 7_ vanishes only at» = 0 and 6§ = 7/2.
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Figure 6.10: Trapping horizons 7 = 7, (Rpnys, ) and 7 = 7_ (Rpnys, 0) for different
values of angle 0, indicated by the colors (same for both panels), for the conformal
Kerr spacetime with a = 0.5M, where Rynys = A (7) r is the physical radius, fora =1
(radiation, left plot) and o = —1 (cosmological constant, right plot). On the left, 7_
corresponds to the bottom curves and is zoomed on near 7— = 0, and the factor
Ap appearing in A = Ay7® is set to unity. On the right, 7_ corresponds to the right
curves and is zoomed on near 7— = 0, and the Hubble rate is set to H, = 1/ (3M).

This property of the conformal Kerr metric has an important impact on the be-
haviour of the curve 7, close to Rpnys = 0, as demonstrated in Fig 6.10. We recall that
Rphys = A(7)r. For positive « (left plot), both trapping horizons start to exist a finite
amount of time after the Big Bang 7 = 0, except the past trapping (cosmological)
horizon 7 = 7_ at § = /2, which exists at all times. Both horizons expand infinitely:
Rphys — +00 as 7 — +oo0.

In the case of @« = —1 (right plot), the future trapping (BH) horizon 7 = 7, has
an upper bound and it ceases to exist at late times for all angles 6, while the past
(cosmological) horizon collapses to zero size at late times, unless § = /2, for which
it still extends up to Rpnys — +00. Let us determine the nature of these trapping
horizons, that we have already anticipated in the last few sentences. Eq. (6.84) yields

~ 0_ G ~ 0 G
9_|T+ = A (1 + G_+) , 9+|T, = X <1 + G—i—> (6.126)

Theratio G_ /G, hasthe samesignas A, and one can easily prove that |G /G | < 1.
Taking into account the signs of 6., we conclude that §_|,, < 0and 6,|, > 0, that
is, 7 = 7, isafuture trapping horizon and 7 = 7_ is a past trapping horizon, for any a.

Finally, E_\O:L]u and E+/\9/—|T, 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
T = 74, and on the three interesting cases of cosmology, « = 2,1, —1. In spheri-
cal symmetry, these cases led to E@\T+ < 0, that is, the future trapping horizon
was 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 7., see Fig. 6.9, we rather expect to find an
outer part close to r,, and an inner part close to r_. The plots of Fig. 6.11 confirm
that this is indeed the case: there exists a radius r,,(0) such that for r,, < r < rg,

L_ 9+]T+ < 0,whileforr_ <r <mr,, L_ 0+|T+ > (. In other words, the future trapping
horizon 7 = 7, is outer for r,, < r < r, and inner forr_ < r < r,,. The conformal
Kerr spacetime possesses a future outer trapping horizon and is therefore a
cosmological BH.

= 0.5 1.0 15 7y = 0.5 1.0 15 7y - 0.5 1.0 15 oy
r/M r/M r/M

Figure 6.11: E,v9+|7+ for different values of angle ¢ indicated by the colors on the
middle plot, for the conformal Kerr spacetime with a = 0.5M, for « = 2, 1 or —1
from left to right. The plot is restricted between r_ and r, precisely because the
trapping horizon 7 = 7, lies within r_ < r < r,. The magnitudes for § = 7/2, 7/3
and 7/4 are barely distinguishable on the left and middle plots, but analysis of the
values show that they obey the same pattern as all curves: positive from r_ to some
rm(0), then negative from r,,(0) 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 7 = 7, of Fig. 6.9 moves up-
wards, and also the range of r for which it exists decrease, because r_ and r, get
closer. The consequence on the plots of Fig. 6.10 is that, for positive «, the BH hori-
zon starts to exist at later times when « increases; while for o = —1, the BH horizon
disappears earlier when a increases. If a > M, the expansion 6, for the seed Kerr
spacetime, see (6.118), is positive everywhere. Therefore, the time 7, defined by Eq.
(6.125) always has opposite sign to «, so there is no BH horizon.



Conclusions

This thesis presents new advances regarding exact, closed-form BH solutions in
scalar-tensor theories. Scalar-tensor theories are a widely studied modified theory
of gravity. Finding their BH solutions enables to understand the behaviour of these
theories in the strong field regime, and to what extent this behaviour differs from
the one of GR. In particular, the no-hair theorem of GR, stating that the final state
of gravitational collapse in GR (without Maxwell term) is a BH described only by its
mass 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 field
inducing possible deviations from the Kerr metric; or a primary hair: the BHs are
characterized by another quantity, distinct from M and J. On the other hand, one
must investigate if the most striking limitation of BHs in GR, that is, the curvature
singularity existing at their center, can be avoided in the framework of scalar-tensor
theories.

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 possible modifications to GR are constrained by Lovelock’s theorem, which finds
the most general metric theory of gravity in arbitray spacetime dimension and with
second-order field equations. The corresponding action S [g,,] is a sum of Lovelock
curvature 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 for
instance allowing higher-order field equations (f(R) gravity), extra dimensions, or
additional fields. This latter possibility gives rise to scalar-tensor theories S [g,., ¢|,
where a scalar field ¢ is non-minimally coupled to the metric tensor field. The ap-
parent simplicity of scalar-tensor theories does not prevent them to possess direct
links 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, are
presented in their modern generalized Galileon formulation. Scalar-tensor theories
with field equations of order higher than two propagate in general an additional,
unstable degree of freedom. This so-called Ostrogradsky instability can however
be evaded if the kinetic matrix of the system is degenerate, leading to the DHOST
theories. These DHOST theories of course encompass Horndeski theories, and are
related to them by conformal-disformal transformations of the metric field. In par-
ticular, a pure disformal transformation maps Horndeski theories to an interesting
subclass 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 and
the 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 65/d¢ 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 with
the most general action with generalized conformal invariance in four dimensions.

Chap. 3 then moves 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 theories
which 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 hairy
solution, the BBMB BH, for which the scalar field even diverges on the horizon. This
justifies 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 the
metric is as in GR (Schwarzchild or Kerr), but with a non-trivial scalar field, provided
the latter has a constant kinetic term X. Non-stealth, closed-form solutions, for
which the metric differs from GR, are less ubiquitous but also exist. They were first
discovered in shift-symmetric theories. However, such non-stealth solutions could
also be found more recently in theories without shift symmetry, in the context of
the 4DEGB theory. All these spherically-symmetric solutions have a mere secondary
hair, i.e., they are all characterized uniquely by their mass M.

The new results obtained during this thesis are presented in Chaps. 4, 5 and 6.
Chaps. 4 and 5 present new BH solutions, obtained from quite 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, the
intricate 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 physical
interpretation of the scalar-tensor theories allowing such solutions. On the other
hand, 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 conditions
for 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, and
the metric 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 additional
assumption of parity symmetry (under ¢ — —¢) enables to simplify drastically the
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field equations and to integrate them in various situations. This leads notably to the
following solutions: a stealth Schwarzschild with a non-constant scalar kinetic term
X, which may imply a better behaviour of the perturbations as compared to the
usual stealth solutions; non-homogeneous BHs, i.e. with g;; # —¢'"; and BHs with
primary hair.

These latter BHs with primary hair are characterized by two integration con-
stants, not only their mass M, but also the '‘primary scalar hair’ ¢, which has no equiv-
alentin GR and induces a departure from the Schwarzschild geometry. For a partic-
ular relation between M and g, the usual curvature singularity disappears: the cur-
vature invariants of the metric, and their derivatives, become regular in the whole
spacetime. This latest result thus provides two genuine alternative behaviours as
compared 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 solutions
whereas it does not display any of the usual simplifying symmetries, not even the
generalized 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 for
the moment, but is an incentive to study conformal couplings of the scalar field with
Lovelock invariants in higher dimensions. The spherically-symmetric BH solutions
of these theories are fully described.

Then, the diagonal KK compactification of Lovelock theories of arbitrary order
is performed. Indeed, such a compactification turns out to yield scalar-tensor the-
ories in four dimensions, where appear the previously analyzed Lagrangians with
conformal invariance in other dimensions. The calculations are intricate and, while
some results are properly demonstrated for arbitrary order of the Lovelock invari-
ants, other remain at the conjecture stage. Still, the demonstrated results enable
to perform the KK reduction of the cubic Lovelock invariant. Interestingly, the ob-
tained theory is a Horndeski theory, without parity symmetry, which fits into the
compatibility 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 compactification
of Lovelock invariants of increasing order, and, on the other hand, the Horndeski
theories, without parity symmetry, verifying the compatibility conditions presented
in 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 a
transformation on a seed, already existing solution. This principle is illustrated in
Chap. 6 with two examples. In a first time, a non-stealth solution is transformed
through a disformal transformation into a wormhole. While the seed spacetime pos-
sesses curvature singularities, either naked or covered by a horizon, the obtained
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wormbhole is totally regular. Moreover, as opposed to the wormholes of GR, it does
not need to be supported by exotic matter: it is a solution in vacuum of the field
equations 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 spacetime
which displays the features of both a BH and an expanding FLRW universe.

These new results bring about many perspectives for future investigations. First
and foremost, some loose ends mentioned previously deserve precisions. Some of
them regard the scalar-tensor theories themselves. For instance, the fact that La-
grangians which would 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 deeper
physical interpretation beyond the mere mathematical result. Also, a proper proof
of the undemonstrated conjecture (5.189), or equivalently (5.190), would complete
the understanding of higher-order Lovelock theories as Horndeski theories. More-
over, and as emphasized above, the integration of field equations performed in
Chap. 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 could
investigate if the theories permitting BHs with primary scalar hair have any physical
interpretation, e.g. any link with higher-dimensional gravity.

Other loose ends rather concern the new BHs themselves, typically, the BHs with-
out curvature singularity obtained in Sec. 4.8. It would be worth investigating other
characterizations 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 properties
would enable to conclude on the physical relevance of these solutions.

Finally, the most prominent further investigations which should be pursued, based
on the numerous solutions presented in this work, are probably the experimental
characterization and constraining of these new BHs. This is one of the advantage
of studying exact, closed-form solutions: their observational aspects are easier to
study, as compared to numerical or perturbative solutions. There exists as many
directions of research as observational constraints: perihelion precession, gravita-
tional lensing, shadows of the BH, and of course the current area undergoing rapid
progress, 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 implications
of modifications of gravity.



A - Original construction of Horndeski
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 the most general four-dimensional scalar-tensor action S =
[ d*zy/=gL leading to second-order field equations £ and &, with'

_ 2 45 s = 1 98 (A1)
T V909w’ T Vg 0e '
In general, if £ is second-order in derivatives, V, £ should be third-order. How-
ever, as in paragraph 2.1.1, diffeomorphism invariance of S leads to the Bianchiiden-
tity

ng

V,EM = E,VM. (A.2)

Since &, is second-order, then V,£"*” must also be second-order. This places con-
straints on the structure of £*”. Horndeski thus starts by constructing the most
general symmetric tensor of the form A" = A" (g, Guv.ps Guv.prs @5 G.p, @ px), Which
issuch that V, A" is second-order in derivatives. Acomma means spacetime deriva-

tion:
_ 09 10)0)

Juwp = 5 5 Dpr = ISy (A.3)

and so on. As Horndeski writes, the £ we seek will be contained in such an A*”.

A.1. Construction of A#Y

A.1.1. Reformulating the conditions on A

Following Horndeski, one may introduce the condensed notations

A,LLV,C!ﬁ,’Y)\ = aAIuV 9 ’LLV7a6 = 8A'ul/ . (A-4)
agaﬁ,'y)\ a¢,aﬂ
The following symmetries hold,
AW;QB,M — A;W;ﬁow)\ — AW;QB,M’ AW;aﬁ — AW;ﬂa’ (A.5)

and similarly for any tensor depending on g,,, ¢ and their derivatives.

'To stick closer to Horndeski's construction, we define this time the metric field equations £+
with upper indices, while we define them with lower indices in the rest of the manuscript.

193
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First of all, one must establish useful properties (A.14-A.15), first demonstrated
by Rund [335]. Under a change of spacetime coordinates z* — ##, the tensor com-
ponents A" obey the following transformation law:

A(}i—(g[u)a g[u?,,ba gﬂp“ﬁ;\7 ¢a ¢,,5> ¢,ﬁ5\) = Jg‘];—AUT (g,uw g,u14p> gul/7p/\7 ¢7 ¢7p7 ¢,p)x) . (A6)

The inverse Jacobian of the transformation appears,

ozt
—
Ti =55 (A.7)
It also appears in the transformation of the metric,
=TT G, D=0 (A.8)
We introduce the notations
H H
N G T TS - (A9)
&L‘P = 0ipdih oA 93N OFAOTPOTE
etc. One has
ajgﬁA B sy
_ SHS&
8,]‘;% =9 (5u<5p5A (A.10)

J does not appear on the right hand side of (A.6), while it appears on the left hand
S|de only through the argument g, ;5. Using (A.10), one can directly compute

ag;ij\ vea B A vsa B Y
3, I G L 2 (A1)

Taking the derivative of (A.6) with respect to J(’;m then yields

QAT QAT 9AT
_I_

- - ~ =0. (A.12)
opps  99o3pp  Ospan
However, Eq. (A.6) implies that
0A°"
. = ATTVIPA JO T TR TV TP T (A13)
A4, - GUTURTD PN
u,u,p)\

where notations (A.4) are used. Therefore,
ATTVIPN | foTAup | AT ML _ (). (A14)
Repeated use of (A.14) and (A.5) gives
ARVIOTPN — AnvipAoT (A15)

Now that these useful properties (A.14-A.15) are established, we recall that Horndeski
is looking for the most general symmetric A*” such that

A = AW (glwa Guv,ps Guv,ps 03 Cb,p, ¢,p>\) ) (A.16)
V, A" is at most of second-order in the derivatives of both g, and ¢. (A.17)
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Condition (A.16) implies that condition (A.17) is equivalent to

nv nv
OV, A OV A

—_ = (A.18)
69&6,756 a¢,a67

Using the chain rule to expand V, A", these conditions are in turn equivalent to
. a T ATV . a oV
Amivosr Wpmdre - gy gwinr Qpor (A.19)
agaﬂ,v& aqs,aﬁﬁ

This is finally equivalent to

AM"/;pO’,ﬁE+Alt5;pU,GW+A/L€;PU776 =0, (A.20)
AHBY o AmBrve L ApviaB — () (A.21)

In a word, a symmetric tensor A" = A" (g, Guv.ps Guv.pr, @ ©.p, ©.p) is such that
V, A" is at most of second-order in the derivatives of both g,, and ¢ 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

ArviaBod _ pvdabur _ pabiuryd gnd AHviaB — poBinv (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 B> @2 22n-1%2n%2 g said to enjoy property S if it satis-
fies the following three conditions:

* itis symmetricin ag,_jas, forallh =1,--- | p,

* it is symmetric under the exchange of the pair (ajas) with the pair (g, _1aap)
forallh=2,--- p,

* itsatisfies the cyclicidentity involving any three of the four indices (o ) (on—121)
forallh =2,---,p, forinstance for h = 2,

30102030(4"‘@213 + BC‘!3041042044'“CY273 + Ba2a30¢1a4“'012p — O (A 23)

The properties demonstrated in the previous paragraph, namely (A.5,A.14,A.15) and
(A.20-A.22), imply that

ANV;Otl Q22,0304 5 ;04 h —3Q4h— 2,4 h —104h Q4 h+1O4h 425" 0442k —1 C4h 42k (A 24)

satisfies property S, whenever h > 0, £ > 0. Note that pair of indices from «; to ayy,
are separated by an alternation of commas and semicolons, and thus correspond to
derivatives of A" with respect to the second derivatives of the metric [first definition
in (A.4)]; while pair of indices from ayy, 1 t0 ayy o are separated only by semicolons,
and thus correspond to derivatives of A*” with respect to the second derivatives of
the scalar field [second definition in (A.4)].
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It is easy to prove that if B ~®M+2 has property S then it vanishes whenever
three (or more) indices are equal [336]. In particular it vanishes identically in four
spacetime dimensions if M > 2. Consequently,

|fk even and h_‘_ﬁ > 2 Aﬂl’?alc@7043044?“;a4h73a4h—2:a4h—1a4h§a4h+1a4h+2§"‘§a4h+2k71054h+2k — 0
- ) .

(A.25)

A.1.3 . Expressing A*” in terms of tensors sat-
isfying property S and depending only
on g,3, ¢ and ¢,

Horndeski then uses (A.25) to construct A*”. Indeed, (A.25) with h =2and k=0
implies that A" is linear in the second derivatives of the metric:

AR = el s + B (A.26)

where g#e#0 and g* are concomitants of gas, gas ¢ ¢ and ¢ .5 Which enjoy
property S. Now, the Riemann tensor R, 3,5 depends as follows on the second deriva-
tives of the metric:

1
Raﬁyé - 5 (gad,bc + 9ve,ad — Yac,bd — gbd,ac) + - (A27)

where the dots indicate terms without second derivatives of the metric. Using this,
the symmetries of R,z,s and the property S of 5#**#7%, one can rewrite (A.26) as

A = e R s+ B (A.28)

where 3118 and Brv possess the same properties as their counterparts without
hats, but in addition, they are tensors.

Combining (A.25) (with h = 1 and k& = 2) and (A.28) implies that

ﬁpuaﬁ'y&m — BMVQB"/&“? (goz,é’a GaBys ¢’ ¢,O¢)7 (A29)

where the notation with semicolon means the same as in (A.4). Horndeski then uses
a lemma, demonstrated by Du Plessis [337], and stating that if a tensor U (indices
are omitted) is such that U = U(gag, gas~: ¢, ¢.), then in fact, it cannot depend on
the first derivatives of the metric:

U =U(9gap: Gop @ 0a) = U =U(gap, ¢, 0.o) (U tensor, indices omitted). (A.30)

This is demonstrated with similar tools as the ones leading to property (A.14), that
is, by performing a change of spacetime coordinates, writing down the transforma-
tion law for the tensor, and differentiating with respect to derivatives of the Jacobian
matrix.
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With this lemma, Eq. (A.29) becomes

ramsen _ guesisen(g,,. 6,6.) (A3

leading to .
prvaBns — guvaprbeny 4 quvafis, (A.32)

Taking into account the previous results, £#257%<n depends on g.s, ¢ and ¢ ,, while
P10 depends On gag, gas, ¢ and ¢ .. They both satisfy property S. Since 3re819:en
is a tensor? , Hvefroen is also a tensor, but this is not the case for a**%7°, However,
Gen = Plen + Féngzij, where a vertical bar means a covariant derivative. The notation
®en, 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 partial
derivatives ¢ ,. This enables to rewrite (A.32) as

Buuaﬁwé _ éfwaﬂ’ﬂ;&??gb‘en + gw’"‘ﬁ'y‘S, (A.33)

where #9579 is a tensor satisfying property S. In addition, thanks again to lemma
(A.30), 870 depends on gas, ¢ and ¢ .

The structure of the tensor [reB15 has been simplified, and one can perform an
analogous work on g, starting again from (A.25), with this time h = 0 and k = 4,
and exploiting also (A.33). One finds

Buu _ d],ul/oz,b"yéengblaﬁqﬁhaqb'en + szumxﬁ’ﬂsgb‘aﬁgbl’y& + ¢mjaﬁ¢\a,ﬁ + ¢MV’ (A34)
where each v is a tensor satsifying property S and depending on g,z ¢ and ¢,. In
a word, A*” has been expressed as

AW — fwaﬁv&ngﬁ'gn + guvaﬁvé + wuvaﬂ%enqg‘aﬁqgwagélm
P55+ flap + (A.35)

where each ¢ and each ¢ is a tensor satsifying property S and depending on
ga,B: QS and gb,ow

A.1.4 . Expression of A"

The expression of A* can thus be obtained, provided one knows the expres-
sions for the tensors ¢ and ¢ (indices omitted) appearing in (A.35). In other words,
one must construct the most general tensors satsifying property S and depending
on gas, ¢ and ¢ ,, in a four-dimensional spacetime.

Such tensors can be constructed using techniques as the ones used by Lovelock
in the appendices of his article [338]. There is one tensor with two indices, one

*For atensor U = U (gap, Jap,v> GaByss @ P,a, @,ap) (indices omitted), the derivative with respect
to the second derivatives of the metric, U*%7°, and the derivative with respect to the second deriva-
tives of the scalar, U*%, are also tensors [335]. This is because the Riemann tensor R, 0 depends
linearily on g,s,5, and the second covariant derivative ¢|,3 depends linearily on ¢ .5, and depen-
dence of U on gap,45 and ¢ o5 can only come from R, ,- and ¢|,3 respectively.
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with four indices, one with six indices and one with eight indices3. The tensors with
two, four and six indices each depend on two arbitrary functions of ¢ and its kinetic
term X = —(9¢)?/2, while the tensor with eight indices depends on only one such
arbitrary function. Given the structure of (A.35), one sees that A*” will depend on
ten arbitrary functions of ¢ and X. In detail, these tensors read:

ooz — Clga1a2 + 02¢,a1¢,a27 (A36)
90(10(20(30(4 — CS (ga1a3ga2a4 _'_ ga1a4ga2a3 _ 2g0£1042'g(130£4)
+ 04 |:¢,a1 ¢,a3ga2a4 + ¢,a2¢,a4ga1a3 + ¢,O¢1 ¢,a4ga20¢3 + ¢70¢2¢70‘39a1a4
— 2 (M2 gt 4 ¢,a3¢7a4gala2)} , (A.37)
frrrzasuss — (C5¢,u¢,u + CGQuu) (Eala?’%“ea?awﬁ" + errasaeligoaanny
| Maaaspo20306Y | 60410‘40‘6”,50‘20‘30‘51/)7 (A.38)

Q] a2a3a4a50607Q8
0 3 5678_07(6

0410430450476042044046048 + 60110130150186042(14(16a7 + 60410430460476012014045048

a1 3008 245X Q230507 (X1 406X 230508 (X1 (x4 Qx
+€136862457+€2357€1468+62358€1467

+ 60420430460476C¥1044045048 + 602030160!86041&4045517)7 (A39)

where C4,--- ,C; are arbitrary functions of ¢ and X. Eq. (A.35) thus leads, after
lengthy calculations, to the following result: in a four-dimensional spacetime, the
most general symmetric tensor A" = A" (g, Guv.ps Guv,pr: @ G.p, @ px) Which is
such that V, A" is at most of second-order in the derivatives of both g, and
¢, is given by

AR — Kl(ggﬁagzg&uqbZRﬁ’y o Kg(;uaﬁgwRaﬁée + K35#aﬁvgéu¢a¢eRﬁ’y nk

Yyde deNk
+ K05 g G dh e + K504570 " b0 + Kodhe) g ot $hon
+ Kr05 ™ 63 + K059 00’ 0 + Kog" + Kid"¢, (A.40)
where K, - - - | Ko are arbitrary functions of ¢ and its kinetic term X = — (9¢)° /2.

Note that we have reinstated the notation ¢, and ¢,z for the covariant derivatives,
since there is no possible confusion here. From now on, we will be dealing only with
covariant derivatives and no more with partial derivatives, so this notation ¢, and
®ap is also used in what follows.

The task is not over yet: the field equations must satisfy the Bianchi identity

(A.2), V,EF = E4VF¢. Therefore, £ is of the form of A*, Eq. (A.40), but with the
additional restriction that there must exist a Lorentz scalar B such that

VVAIW =B V“gb with B=B (gW, Guv,py uv,pr ¢) ¢7p7 ¢,p>\> : (A.41)

3Remember that, in four spacetime dimensions, a tensor with property S and ten indices (or more)
vanishes identically.
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A.2 . Restrictions on A*” implied by (A.41)

The divergence V, A" can be computed from Eq. (A.40), along with identities
valid in four dimensions,

O By R ™ =0, SUR0 O G500 R, M =0, G 50005 ¢ = 0. (A42)

NEApY NEApY NEApY
One obtains
VA = Q¢ + adlg 0" 0L R, 5 + BOLI 0 GAR, 57 — 1005 0y Pad R, 5
+ 05T & Ry 065 + ndli o’ Ry, " + vohil 6 66065
+ 2wILT S B, + Epp ¢, (A.43)
where appear functions of ¢ and X, related to the K;,--- , Ky, as follows,

CY:2K1¢—2K3+K5—2XK6, B:K3+2XK3X—K1¢—K2X,

3 K
V=Ko~ 2Ksx, €= Ki—Kix, =2+ — XKy, (A.44)
Krx
V:3K6+2XK6)(—3K4¢—K5)(, WZK8+XK8X_K5¢_T

§ = Ko — K7y — Kox.

Finally, @ = Q (9w, Guvps Guvpr: @, @p, @ px) is @ Lorentz scalar, and its precise ex-
pression is not important: one can immediately infer from (A.43) that A*” will sat-
isfy (A.41) if and only if there exists a Lorentz scalar C = C (g, Guv.p» Guvprs D5 Dops Do)
such that

Cot'=V,A" —Q¢" (A.45)
= adle GG R, + BTGB R, 5 — 1045 6,0 b R,
+ e R VR + 10k ¢’ Ry, + vl 4P ¢ o
+ 20055 G D), + Edp . (A.46)

Horndeski then shows that (A.46), as an equation for C', admits a solution if and only
fa=0=v=€e=p=v=w=¢ =0, and this solution is then obviously C'= 0. To
show the vanishing of the functions «, - - - | £, the idea is to differentiate (A.46) with
respect 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 second
derivatives of the metric are the ones with Riemann tensor, that is, «, 3, 7, €, u.
Among these, only the e term is quadratic in the second derivatives of the scalar
field. Therefore, one can isolate e by differentiating once with respect to g,z s and
twice with respect to ¢ 5. By further contracting with metric symbols (the g,zg59ey
in the following equation), one obtains

gaﬂg’wsgenC;aﬁ;’Yé%ﬂ?ﬁ?H ¢H — 4€(¢#gnﬁ + ¢Hgl”l + ¢Wgﬂﬂ)_ (A47)
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Multiplying this last equation by a vector field X* such that ¢ , X" = 0and X, X" # 0
(such a vector field exists locally around each point of the manifold), one gets ¢ = 0.
Similarly, one shows the vanishing of all eight functions a, - - - ,£. This corresponds
to eight partial differential equations on the K, --- , Kjy. Only six of these partial
differential equations are independent, because

V=26 —ax =V, —lx — 0y —2X7 — 2By = w. (A.48)

The remaining six equations imply the following relations between the K, -- - | Kiq:
Ky = %le, K5 = 2K3 — 2K14 + 4X Ksy, Kg=2Ksx, K,= %F

K7 =2XKs — 2F,, Kijg = 2XKsy + Kox — 2F}4. (A.49)

K, K3, Kg and Ky are arbitrary functions of ¢ and X, while F'is the following func-
tion of ¢ and X,

F=2 / (K3 + 2X K3x — K1) dX, (A.50)

defined up to the addition of an arbitrary function of ¢. Combining this with (A.40)
thus leads to the following result: in a four-dimensional spacetime, the most gen-
eral symmetric tensor A" = A" (g, Guv.ps Guv.pr, O, .o, ¢ 1) Verifying that there
exists a Lorentz scalar B = B (g, Guv.p> Guvpr, @, 0,ps & p2)» SUCh that V, A" =
BVH#g¢, is:

v « vV € K 1 (e v € Q v € nKk
AP = K552 g™ ¢ Ry ™ + §F5555g7 R, + K305 g™ ¢ad Ry, "

2 (67 vV € K Q v €
+ S Kix 0500 g™ ¢ 9l + 2 (K — Kig + 2X Kax) 8457 97 00,65

3 Y€
+ 2K3x el % bod @t + 2 (X Ks — Fy) 64797 61, + Ks0k92 g7 600’ 6
+ Kgg‘“’ + (QXKgqs + KQX — 2F¢¢) ¢“¢V. (A51)

K, K3, Kg and Ky are arbitrary functions of ¢ and X, and F' is given by (A.50).

The proof of Horndeski is now almost complete: such an A*” is the most general
tensor satisfying the same kind of identity (A.2) as the field equations £, namely
V.EH = E,VH¢, therefore, £ must be of the form of A*¥, Eq. (A.51). Still, it remains
to be shown that such an A*” indeed arises as the Euler-Lagrange equations of an
action functional.

A.3 . Action functional associated to A"

For this last step of his proof, the intuition of Horndeski is to look for a Lagrangian
which resembles the trace g,, A" of the candidate field equations A*. This can be
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presented as follows: consider a 'calligraphic version’ of Eq. (A.51),

v o vV L€ K 1 164 14 € « 14 € K
A = 10520 g™ 65 Ry, ™ + 5?555597 R,5" + K347 g% $a Ry, "

2 « vV € K 07 v c
+ g Kix s g G BRen + 2 (ICs — Kag + 2X Kax) 0457 97" 80,65

Yo e

+ 2KCsx 0500 0% G SR + 2 (XKs — ) 052 g™ 67 + Ks0kl g7 0t 6

+ Kog" + (2X sy + Kox — 2Fy4) ¢"'0", (A.52)

where all functions K, K3, Kg, K9 and F' are now written Ky, K3, Ks, K9 and F, thus
defining a tensor A" distinct from the candidate field equations A" of Eq. (A.51).
Also, Fis given in terms of K; and K5 as F'is given in terms of K; and K3, EQ. (A.50).
Consider now the following action functional,

S [g;w: ¢] = /d4SL’\/ —4g g,uu-A'Lw
Q € 2 Q € 167 €
= /d4xv—g{lC16ﬁ:5§¢ZRaB5 +§K1X555f¢l¢i¢g+K35555¢u¢73a55

+ 23050 3,07 9005 + FOLOR,, T + 4 (K5 — Kag + 2XKsx) 0420001

By~ o g

+ 2Ks007 0,0 0, + 6 (XKs — Fp) O + 4K
42X (2F 4y — 2X Ky — /ch)}. (A.53)

It is only a matter of laborious calculations to compute the functional derivative of
such an action. One finds

2 55 o UV L€ K (6] v €
V=000 2XKax 500" R, + T8 07 R
fe} v € K 4 167 v € R
 2XKax 859" dad Ry, " + 5 (XKix)x 4o g™ 65,66
+4X (2XKaxx + 3Kax — Kixs) 85797 6365

+ 4 (XKsx) x 050 9% Gad Ohef + 4 (X Ksx — Tp) 0559™ 61
+2X Ksx 057 g7 9ad’ 0 + 2 (X Kox — 2KCo) g™

vyde
+ 2 (XKoxx — Kox + 2X*Ksxo — 2Tps) ¢"¢", (A.54)
where
Comparison of (A.54) with (A.51) shows that
2 68
—_— = A" (A.56)
vV —9 5g/w
provided
_ [ _ [ Bs _ [ Bs _ x2 / Ko
Ki= 2XdX, ]Cg— 2XdX, ]Cg— 2XdX, ng—X 2X3dX, (A.57)

F =2 / (ICg + 2X}C3X — IC1¢) dX. (A58)
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This proves that A*” 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
G = Guv = G + D (6, X) Gudb, ¢ &=, (B.1)
an initial Horndeski action

S [gw,, gb] = /d4x\/—_g{G2 — Gng) + G4R + G4X [(ng)Q — gbluyqb‘uy]

e
+ GGG, — [(ng)?’ — 306" + 2¢W¢W¢g} } (B.2)

gets mapped to a new action,

S (G &1 = S gy, 9] (B.3)

The new action S |G, @] belongs to the beyond Horndeski class,

$lgnd] = [ o/ 5{Ga~ Cuio+ G+ Gig | (B6)” - 607

SN SN U
+ GG 6 — =22 (B6) " = 3000, 0" + 26,070}
A, Gubabuslm + Bt E GG B bas o (BA)

The expression of the new functions G, G3, G4, G5, Fy, F5, was computed in all
generality in our article [47], and is given by

2X2G3Dy

Gy = GyV1+2DX — 2X (Hs + Hy + Hs),, — RTL (B.5)
(1 4 2DX>

— G
G3: —3~—(H3+H4+H5)

V1+2DX

N 1 2XG, ¢
42X HR’¢¢—HD’¢+—~ 2DG4¢—D¢ T aX — Gy ,
V1+2DX 1-2X2Dy
(B.6)
—~ = XGsD
Gy=GyV142DX + X | Hpy — — (B.7)
(1 n 2DX)

—~ G
Gy = —> 4 Hp, (B.8)

V1+2DX
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= _ Ds <2XG4X\/1 +2DX G4 ) X3G ¢ Dy Dy
= o — — | — N N 3/2
1-2X2Dg V1+2DX (1—2X2D5<> (1+2DX>
N US|
2 (1 + 2DX>
32 §HR,¢>X'7 (B.9)
2 (1 + 2DX>

o XG.3Dx (B.10)

6 (1 - 2X2DX> V1+2DX

For conciseness, the following functions were introduced,

XG5D¢ _Gs (D-I—XDX)

HD — - 3/27 R - dX ~ 3/2 )
(1 n 2DX> (1 n 2DX>
_ _—Gj <D + XDX>
Hs = /dX (Hoe — Hrge)» Hs = /dX \N3/2
(1 4 2DX>
X 2XG, <

Hy = /d— D, Gy Gy | —2DGyy| , (B.11)

V1+2DX 1-2X?Dyg

thus following the notations of [116], with the difference that a dependence on the
kinetic term X is now included for the disformal function D (¢, X). The ingredients
used for the computation are the following ones:

D
gtV = g’ — ————pH QY B.12
9 =9" — T (B.12)
) X . 1
X=— o 142DX = B.1
1—2DX’ 1—2DX’ (813)
D - - -
9" ="+ P Vo9=V-gvi+2DX. (B.14)

One must compute the following tensor:
A A A
¢, =1, =T,
Dy INT T Dy zor 2 Dg o7 7 7
= ——— O — 50 Peub) + O P Puy
2(1+20%) 7 1+2DX T '
DDy

ol ToINT T D AT
+—2 (1+2D5(>¢ oo @ ¢“¢”+—1+2DX'¢ P
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Then:
Ry, = Ry, +V,C*,, +C, C" , —=V,.C", - C*,C" . (B.15)

~ov D Jo v » vale ~ ~ vala ~ Y
R = <g + mgb ¢ ) (RUV + VVCM;J,U + CAVUCMM)\ - VNCMVO' - C>\;w ct 1//\> )
(B.16)

¢/Jll = (E,uu + C()\;u/ (Z)/\- (B.17)






C - Field equations

This appendix details the field equations for both beyond Horndeski and quadratic
DHOST theories. As in all this manuscript, we stick to the usual notations for beyond
Horndeski and DHOST theories. In particular, the kinetic term X is

X = —% ¢ 0" ¢ for beyond Horndeski, X = 9,¢ 0"¢ for DHOST. (C.1)

With these notations, the beyond Horndeski action is

S [g,w, gb] = /d4:r\/—_g{G2 — G3D¢ + G4 R + G4X [(D¢)2 — gblw(]ﬁlw]

G .
+G¢www—~%ﬁﬂmwd—mmwwd”+2@mﬁ%ﬂ

Ny Eaﬁwa buBatbystdyy + Fs P B0 BuBatusBp, Cbaé}, (C.2)

with functions G345, Fy 5 Of the scalar field ¢ and its kinetic term X = —% . 0",
while the quadratic DHOST action is

Slgud) = [ Atov=g{F R+ P+ Q06+ 46y + A2 (00 + 406660
A B0, + As (' 0w0’)’}, (C3)

with functions F', P, @), Ay 2345 of the scalar field ¢ and its kinetic term X = 0,,¢ 0" ¢.
The usual abreviations are used, ¢, = 0,0 = V.0, ¢, = V,V,0 = V,V,,0 = ¢,
The field equations are

2 08 1 48
Es = (C.4)

Ep = ———\ = — .
T geg T =g 60

C.1.Beyond Horndeski field equations

This section first focuses on the beyond Horndeski field equations. The metric
field equations can be decomposed between the contributions of the various terms
GQ, G3, G4, G5, F4 and F5 as

E = EC) + E59) + (G0 1 £(09) 1 g0 1 gF5), (C.5)
The various contributions are computed to be:

£G) = —Gyg,, — Goxdudy, (C.6)

pv
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ELG) = 2Cigy | 6uy + Xgy| + Gax D060y + 00000 g — 200000 |, (C7)

ELGY = 2GuG + Cax {40 Ry + 20,00 + |(00)° = 000" = 2Ry0dd" | g,
+ 209" = Roudy — 2006, b + Guxx {4006°6,:60) — 46°6,007,00)
267600 s+ 2| G003 = 066606 | g = | (D0) = 000”7 | 010,
= 2000600} — 2G5 (D00 — D] — 2Gaas [ 8y +2X g,
+ 4G1ox { X [0 — D00 | + 20/ 0yu0) — 00646, = P 0009}, (CB)

£09) = G { S RO60,6, — RS Gy + 2R Gty — R 0o,
20705 RG,00) + [(D0) = 0500 | Gy — 2066 Ryuo) — 206640,
— Rps 67 by + 20707 Ryu0)0 — O Gpo G + 20005
20 R 68 — <030 [ (06 ~30000,00 420,00 ] + D6R 6 g
= 200750, Roypor — D0 Rupno 67 + 2R(u1pj)o @ $56™ + 20707 0, Rupos
— G Borrr 667 } + G { £[(00)° — 3066,00 + 20,0678 94,
0006 Syt + (08 = 00| [L2 g, — 000 ]
= 2P0 Gor D) + OO By | 207,60) = 6" G| + P 000" G0,
0005 [0 0 — 204,00 | + 988 00r [ 026] — D603 b + Goo{ ROy,
— 46" Ryu) = 2X Gy = | (O6) = 6o | g = 200,60
+2[ Roo s = R | 667 + 2060, + Gsso{ D066, — 2X [ 8 — Og ]
= 2676,60) + O 0po " G | + Gsox{ | (00)° = 6,00 | |00 + X gy
— 4066 Gyu6) + 26767 Gy + 2X |60 — O
20767 | (D000 — 63030 ) Gur — Bpoour | + 46 006700 | (C9)
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5,554) = 2XF4{4¢pRp(,u¢V) + |:(D¢)2 + ¢p0¢pa - 2Rpa¢p¢a:| Guv — 2D¢¢w/ - 2¢pvp¢,uu

+ 20,60, } +2F1{ 30,00 =2 (06)" + 06, + Rpod"9" | 6,60
+ 6D¢¢p¢p(u¢u) - 2¢p¢g¢pu¢mj + 2¢p¢pa¢g¢yu - 2¢p¢gvp¢a(u¢u)
= 86007, 00) + G807 [ " Vabp + 30302 — 2000, |

+ 2XF4X{4D¢¢p¢p(u¢V) - 4¢p¢pa¢?ﬂ¢u) + 2¢p¢pa¢a¢uu - 2D¢¢p¢pa¢aglw
- [(D¢)2 - ¢pa¢pg] ¢u¢u} + 2F4X¢p¢pa{2¢g¢)\¢/\(u¢u) - ¢§¢/\¢,u¢u
— 98”3 6xe6" |+ 4X Fig{ 2X [0 — Dogn | — 060, + 2 g,

+ 2¢p¢p(u¢u)}a (C.10)

E) = — 12X B {2R30 0u60) + (00) by — 2006 Ryu) — R 6" by
— 200 [(T6F — 66 8] + DR 0?6 g0 — 26676}, Py
26760 Ruyprr — G Bpors 6667 + 00| 6V pbps = 9600 — 9Ty |
Dy — 207V oGy + Vo™ g} + 12F566,0{ 670" Rauory
— AT007,60) + 26° 6345 + D0650” — 50 B — B 8u6 + 2060
— SO Vab — 5 — o [(O8 ~ 2608, ~ 36200 | g}
+ 38507 { [3(06)° = 5620 — 20700, 0,00 + 206" Vo0
= 2667 Grup | + P00 {600 | Ry 6" + 6016, + 216,007 — 5 (010 |
— 166,007, = 60" 6™ Vo = ORpons 66" b + 65076 2009 16500
+ Voo | ¢ (D09 = b ) + 26(,60)| = 200Vo60u00) = G | Ford’ Gy
+ 20767 b + 3056, 83 | | + BOFS 687 b0y + 2X Fix{ =019,
[(©6)° = 3060, + 20,0078 | +3|(00)° = 000" | [26*0r0401)
— x| + 60 By [0 Ty, + 26765 — 207 Gh0r — 20667, 00)| |
+ 6F55x{ 00007 | 2006 62u00) — 6* 036" 0 + 6 9200” (Syr — D50 )
+ 6 0re (67049 — 207,00 ) | + 679 |0re0 — Do00n| 00, }
+ 6X F5o{ 2|07 0p00” + 2X 06|60 — | (00)° = 600" | [ 810 +2X g0

+ 4D¢¢p¢p(u¢u) - 2¢p¢pu¢a¢au - 4X¢Z¢pl/ - 4¢p¢pa¢?u¢u)
+ 20,0°6" |68} — Dby }. (€.
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On the other hand, taking inspiration from [105], the scalar field equation can be
written in a compact way as

5 5
&=%" (P(Gi) _ V“j,fGi)> +y <’]D(Fi) _ VMJM(FZ‘)> (C.12)
=2 =4
The various'currents’ J* are obtained by introducing an auxiliary vector field y* and
making the replacements V,¢ — x,., V,V,¢ — V,x, in the action, and computing

the functional derivative (,/—g) " 8S/dx*. As a consequence, if the action is shift-
symmetric, the associated Noether current J% . see Eq. (2.59), is immediately given

by
s!;ift — j(Gz)u+j(G3)u+j(G4)#+j(G5)u+j(F4)u+j(F5)u if shift symmetry. (C.13)

The various currents are given by

j(Gz)M = —Gox ", j(Gs)u = Gsx [D¢¢u _ ¢U¢w} + G3¢¢”, (C.14)

T = 2G1x G, + Gaxx {2006, — 26 6,0™ — |(C6) — 607 | 0}
— 26 [D06* — 6,0, (C15)

j(Gs)# _ G5X{§ [nggb“ _ ¢V¢w¢] + Ryp¢u¢p# _ Rl,pgb”pgb“ 4 ¢V¢VPRP# _ nggzﬁyRV“

R, 00"+ Goxoxr{ S [(00) = 3066507 + 26,0067 -

(@0 — 6| 006 + [0667 6100 — 6,600, 07 } — s,
+ g { 5[0 — 6007 0% + 661, — Do, |0}, (C16)

JE = 2B {2X R, — [2(00)" = 30,06/ |0 + Rupd’ o0 + "D
— 46764, — 3066, |6 — 66"V, 4 } + 2Fix { X [2000,6" — 20" 9.,
— (00 = 0000 0*] + 6 bup |07 — 677] }
+ 2F106, |6 000" +2X 6%, (C17)
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g = Fo{ |5 (00)° + 21006, - 106,675 "
+3[3(06)* ~ 50,0077 000" + 6By [D607 — 2076, |
+12X0, [O6R™ — R¢}] +606,[6,6"¢" + Do¢re" — 66,6
— 60060 |07V, 0% + 500" | + 306" G, 007 + 667 6p00" RS,
= 66707 | 2X R, + By 6000 + Ropo™ | |
128 { X[ 2 ((00)° — 30004,6" + 20,65
= (@) = 6000 + (D667 61 — 6,600, )]
= 506600y, |67 = 9776%| } + 6F5 D60, [ 606,01 + 2X6"]. (C18)

The remaining parts P are nothing but the partial derivatives with respect to ¢ of
the respective Lagrangians,

Pl = Goy, P = —GyyDp, P = Gagl + Gag (00)” = 60|, (C19)

P = GG by~ T2 [(O)° — 30660 + 20,0674 (C.20)

P = 2B, { X [(00)° — 6] + 000"y’ — 90,0670, }, (C21)

P = Fop{2X | (06)° = 3000,6" + 200”0} | +3[(06)} ¢ 6,0"
= 2006,8"” 900 — GBS o "+ 20,6" 6,08 00 }. (C22)

C.2. Quadratic DHOST field equations

As regards quadratic DHOST theories, the metric field equations also split as
Ew =EL) +ED + D 180 4 g2 4 glds) 1 glds) 4 gls), (C.23)
The different contributions are given by
ELL) = 2F G+ 2P {20000, + 60007 | = 261400, — 2Ry 67 + R0,
= 20V b} + 8Fxx{ 600 010100 — ¥ 06" G | — 2P| Sy — D5

= 20|66y = X = 8Fox{ 66 pu60) — 600" g0 } (C24)



212 Appendix C Field equations

g;(fz/)) = 2PX¢M¢V - Pg/wa (C25)
ELD = Qo | 20400 — Xguw| +20x |[D06,0 + 000" g = 26|, (C.26)

8/54131) - A1{2D¢¢/a/ - ¢p0¢pagul/ - 4D¢(u¢u) + 2¢pvp¢;w} + 2A1X{2¢p¢pa¢a¢uu
- 4¢p¢pa¢a¢u) + ¢p0¢pg¢u¢u} + 2A1¢{X¢uu - 2¢p¢p(u¢u) }7 (C27)

£ = Ao{46 Ry + [(00)" = 20070 + 2600, | g, — 10010 |
+ 240 { (00 6,0, + 2066650600, — 40667 3,61 |
+ 242,06{ X g1, = 26,6, |- (C28)

E = A{ [Roo 0" — (C0)" = P06, | 646 + 20067 6,60) — 4676067, 00)
= 20767V o) + G0 [0V abs + 2000 | |
+ 24550 906" { G O3e6” — 26" 0011 |
— Aso{ 000 20460 — X | + XO06,0, |, (C29)

EG) = A 20767 o = Do 0™ Orgs — 2|66, + 6,08 | D0 |
= 20767 | Aix@)0ro + Atobpn | Bt (C.30)

E) = A5{66,00" 19" 0200 — 020" guu | — 20797 | D66, + 6* V61
260030 | Gty } = 20°6,00” | Asx 861067 + Aso X | Gy (€31

Just as for beyond Horndeski, the scalar field equation can be written as

5
g, =P _VNJ,EF)+7D(P) _vujM(P)ij(Q) _ijN(Q)—i_Z(P(Ai) _VHJ}EAZ‘))' (C.32)

i=1

The ‘currents’ are

JOr = oFxRer, JW* = 2Py, TOr =20x [D60" — 6,0 - Quo,
(C.33)

T = _9 A\ O¢H + 241 x | §ped? P — 2¢”¢Vp¢p“] — 2A140,0"", (C.34)
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T =24, [R9, — O] +240x06[ 000" — 26,0 — 245,066, (C35)

TN = A Rypt 66" — (O0) " — |26 61, — D0, | 0 — "D
— IV | — 24050 By 900" — Ags| XO6 + 60,0 | 0", (C36)

JWk — o4, [¢,,(,¢ﬂff + ¢”D¢,,] P — 20" [A4x<z>z¢gp + A4¢¢>up] o, (C.37)

T = 2456 6y, 076,07 — D60 ¢ = 267 600" | — 2450" 69"V 10 8"

— 2676, | Asx @ 0ord + X Asy | ¢, (C.38)
and the remaining parts are again the partial derivatives with respect to ¢ of the
respective Lagrangians,

PE = F,R, PY =R, P =Q00, PU = A", (C.39)

PUD = A5y (O9)",  PU) = A0t 30", P = At $0" 0, (C.40)

PU) = Asy (3"’ . (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 w,

¢

Guv — w2gum QS — ; (D1)

The Horndeski theories which are invariant under such a transformation are [162]

Sloun o] = [ doy=g{6%s (V) = dea (V) Do + s (V) o+ 25 [(06)" = 6,0
Y
w6, - 2 [(00) - 300000 + 20007t] }. (02

where ay, a3, a4, as are arbitrary functions of Y, and Y is defined as the combination
Y = X/¢*, invariant under (D.1).

+

The action has the following form,

5= [ 2L (9.09.009,0.00.000). 03)
The Euler-Lagrange equations are
oL oL oL
_ _ - D.
oL oL oL
0= (D.5)

9L 5 9 999
96~ %a(0,0) T " 5(0,0,9)

The fields are collectively denoted as ¢“. If under a transformation ¢* — ¢* + Ap?,
the action S is invariant, then ¢L is a total divergence, 6L = 0,j°. Moreover, one
has:

oL oL oL

0L = Ap* + ————0,A¢p" + ————0,0,Ap"
O 4 0 (apSpa) ad 0 (8/)8090&) g 4
oL oL oL oL
=0, 77— A¢" — 0,0, 57— A¢" + == 0,A¢" + ———F—0,0,A¢"
70 (0,0) v 7770 (9,050 7T (Do) " 7T (0,050%) " i
oL oL 0L
=0 (—A “) +0 (—&,A “—A “80—) . (D.6)
"\0(9,¢%) i "\ 0(0,0-¢) i ) (0,05¢%)
The Noether current 37 . such that 9,32, = 0 is therefore:
oL oL oL
ot = ( 0 )A "t g oA i (D7)
TG T0@0e) T 008 T

215
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For the conformal symmetry, the transformation is g,, = w?g,, and ¢ — ¢/w. Its
infinitesimal form under w = 1 — € is Ag"” = 2¢g" and A¢ = ep. Moreover, the
invariance is exact at the Lagrangian level itself, i.e. j# = 0. Finally, the computation
of 3% ¢ yields a result of the form

comc =&V *7conf? (D8)

where 7% . is a Lorentz vector, covariantly conserved,
VTl = 0. (D.9)

Straightforward computations lead to the following conformal Noether current,

conf - Z ‘-7conf|7 (D.10)

where the contributions of the Gy, G3, G4 and G5 terms are respectively:

tonta = — Gax 9079, (D.11)
Ttz = G30°0 + ¢ [(GSXD¢ + Gi3g) 079 — sz%(bVaV%} (D.12)

dong = — 0Gas0°0 + ¢{2G4x G™0,¢ + 2Gaxy (@LW“V% — D¢aﬂ¢)

+ Gaxx (2D¢au¢va¢ — 201V, V6V V"

~ [(@6) = (6w)"] 96) }. (D13)
[(D¢)2 - Qb;w(b/w} ¢p}

+ 2G5y (66 — d,pH°) + ¢{—£5X¢P —9Gss G, — Gisx [GWXH

N | —

*7conf5 G5X {_4XGPH¢M + D¢¢#¢MP - ¢u¢uy¢up -

+ BP0, — Rt 6" — R0,005] + Gagx [ 2 ((00)° — 6y00")
+06X? — X W} +G5XX[X (O9)* — pue™)
— X, (O — 6™a)] }. (D-14)

The following notation is used, X, = 9,X. Remember that in these expressions,
the Horndeski functions G 3 4 5 must have the form imposed by the invariant action
(D.2), for instance G (¢, X) = ¢*ay(Y).



E - Expression of /—GVQ @vg and E 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 G2 G3 and F4
are too long and we report it here. y stands for the scalar field ¢, x for the disformed

kinetic term X.

1

}_’v( ,x) = aBy|a
Y 2v2\/aBZx | %= ““(8(@—1)Bac+a){

+ dy/aBa(a—1) <( +4)In (Hﬁ;) F2E—2)+ 8)
(a —1)aBy(4(a — 1)Bx + aZ + a — 2E)

- (8(a —1)Bx +a)y/— Eifl (a(2—-1) —4(a —1)Bx)

aln (“4%1) By(8(a — 1)Bx 4 3a= — a)
3/2
Bz >

162(8(a — 1)Bx + a) <_E+1

Bfl (4(a — 1)Bz + aE+a —28) (a(E—1) (Be® — 1) + 8axz(1l — a))

T 4aZ2?(a(E2 — 1) — 4(a — 1)Bx)
aeE+a-B@)Aa-DBr+aS+a) (E)

16(a — 1)aB?Za? /- 2%
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218
aln (E4+1) Byyx? B 4(a — 1)aln (%) B§x3 ax
52 \3/2 5 \5/2
~£2) (-£)
55) By

GS (y7 l’) = _ l;z 3/2 s
= (_E+1) a= ( E+1
a(Za+a+4(a—1)Bz)Bx N 3a(Za+a+4(a—1)Bz)n (
2B%(a+ 8(a — 1)Bx)\/— 2%

+
B
B2(a+ 8(a — 1)Bx)\/— 224
x (Ea+a—-2) ((aZ(E+1) — 4(a — 1)Bz) B, — 2aB?*c*3E)
2=./— Bz ((I — 1)(1B23')
=\ T EH
=2+1
eMp 4 a(BJ“) - 1) By}

_ g 16z (a — 1)?
a(4Bra — Ea 4+ a — 4Bx)

1
{12&%

)

2a(E — 2) + arctan ( =—

+ B
12(a — 1)B2y/— 2%

VoOVE—1+42|B*+ [SB.’L'CK + a(—8Bxa —4(E-1)a+3B (€2yﬂ - 1)

1

a

2-1)\32 _,
1_a1)> E(2+1)2

{64\/§x3a [(—83@3/2 +3(a—1)E+1)In <:4—; ) a3/ — 8a3/% 4+ 8242

+8a%2 — 4(1 — a)Ea®? + 4(1 — a)a®? + 4(a — 1) Bz (4(35 +5)a*?

—4V/a(BE +5) + (a — 1)(52 + 8) In <E4;1> Va+2(6 - 52)(1 — a)\/a>>35
+2B(a + 8(a — 1)Bx) (—Q(E +1)a%? — (a—1)va(E+ 1) (EJ;)
— Hs, (E.2)

a(E-1)

}  2V2a(E - 3)
By T

+2E+1)Va+2(E-1)(1 - a)\/&> By,



1

Bx
—20®BE(ZE — 1)%/—
12(a—1)a2aB4(5—1)5/25{ @’BEE-1)

= aE+1)VE -1
By, <a <—4a( 1) — 8aBx +3B(E - 1) <5e2y — 1)) + 8an>
+ 6B (x/z —1 (—(a —1Da?(E+1)2+ (a—1)5%2B%" + 208B( )eY

Appendix E Expression of F), G and G for the wormhole theory
G (y,7)

(442 — ba + 1)) +4v2a8B| E2

( —1)62yarctan< :/5 >>>
+ aa(E — )5/21/ HBiBZg((f(

=—1
—40(E-1)(E+1)4E+1) — 4Bz
<8a:c +3(E+3) (ﬁe2y — 1>> +B (3(5 ~1DE+1ERE+1) (56% - 1)
— 8a (252 + = - 5) x)) + 4aBzx <2a <252 + 2 - 5) + 16aBz + 3B(Z + 3)
(5e2y - 1)) — 32a32x2> — 6aBB, (x/z —1 ((a —Da’a(Z-1)*E+1)
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Appendix E Expression of G, G5 and Fy for the wormhole theory
The expression for H;(y, x), which appears in G, and Gs, is:
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