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The Kalb-Ramond (KR) gravity theory, a modified gravity theory that nonminimally couples a KR field with
a nonzero vacuum expectation value for the gravitational field, can spontaneously break the Lorentz symmetry
of gravity. In a recent work, Yang et al. [Phys. Rev. D 108, 124004 (2023)] successfully derived Schwarzschild-
like black hole solutions both with and without a nonzero cosmological constant within the framework of KR
gravity. However, their analysis did not address the more general case of static, neutral, spherically symmetric
black holes. In this paper, we fill this gap by resolving the field equations to construct more general static,
neutral, spherically symmetric black hole solutions both with and without a nonzero cosmological constant.
Our black hole solutions are shown to obey the first law and the Bekenstein-Smarr mass formulas of black hole
thermodynamics. Moreover, we demonstrate that our static neutral spherically symmetric AdS black hole does
not always satisfy the reverse isoperimetric inequality (RII), as the isoperimetric ratio can be larger or smaller
than unity depending on the placement of the solution parameters within the parameter space. This behavior
contrasts with the above-mentioned Schwarzschild-like AdS black hole in the KR gravity theory, which always
obeys the RII. Significantly, the present more general static, neutral, spherically symmetric AdS black hole is
the first example of a static AdS black hole that can violate the RII.

I. INTRODUCTION

The search for quantum gravity effects has attracted at-
tention over the last decades. On the experimental side, we
have witnessed remarkable advancements, such as gravita-
tional wave detections produced by LIGO and Virgo [1–4],
as well as high-energy particle collisions at the LHC [5–
7]. On the theoretical side, the study of Lorentz symme-
try breaking (LSB) is important for understanding quantum
gravity processes in fundamental physics [8–15]. By investi-
gating the low-energy contributions from Lorentz symmetry
breaking, especially its impact on spacetime, and analyzing
high-precision experimental data, we can explore the possi-
bility of Lorentz symmetry breaking in spacetimes compared
to general relativity (GR). This analysis also allows us to as-
sess whether these implications are consistent with a quantum
gravity model, providing an accurate description of the ob-
served phenomena within that framework.

A notable example of a Lorentz violation model is the Bum-
blebee gravity theory, which includes a nonminimally coupled
vector field Ba, known as the bumblebee field [16]. When
this field acquires a nonzero vacuum expectation value (VEV)
under an appropriate potential, it induces spontaneous LSB.
Delineating a privileged direction within spacetime, the Bum-
blebee field implies the generation of an anisotropic energy-
momentum tensor. This process extends the standard general
relativity formalism by introducing new interactions, which
modifies gravitational theory. The first exact bumblebee so-
lution was introduced by Casana et al. [17]. Subsequently,
various spherically symmetric solutions in bumblebee grav-
ity were found [18–22], while the first exact rotating bumble-
bee solution was derived by Poulis et al. [23]. Building on
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these solutions, LSB has become an active area in black hole
physics [24–34].

Another significant Lorentz violation model is the Kalb-
Ramond (KR) gravity theory, which incorporates a nonmin-
imally coupled tensor field Bab, known as the KR field. This
field is a tensorial field arising from the bosonic spectrum
of string theory [35, 36]. It is an antisymmetric 2-tensor,
denoted as B[ab], and can be conveniently decomposed as
Bab = Ẽ[avb] + ϵabcdvcB̃d, where va is a timelike 4-vector.
The pseudofields Ẽa and B̃a are spacelike, satisfying Ẽava =

B̃ava = 0. Analogous to Maxwell electrodynamics, these
fields can be interpreted as the pseudoelectric and pseudo-
magnetic fields, respectively. Therefore, the KR VEV yields
two background vectors, in contrast to the single vector pro-
duced by the bumblebee VEV. In this framework, consider-
able research has been conducted on finding exact solutions
in the Einstein-Kalb-Ramond field equations [37–40]. No-
tably, the pioneering work by Yang et al. [39] first correctly
derived the Schwarzschild-like solution in this theory, and the
Schwarzschild-(A)dS-like solution was also obtained by re-
laxing the vacuum conditions. Subsequently, the study of
spacetime properties surrounding these black hole solutions
has garnered significant attention in the past year, including
research on black hole quasi-normal mode (QNM) frequen-
cies [41, 42], photon spheres and shadows [43, 44], gravita-
tional lensing [45, 46], geodesic motion [47], etc [48, 49].
However, these solutions were limited to the specific spher-
ically symmetric scenario (−gtt = g−1

rr ) and did not extend to
the more general spherically symmetric black hole scenario
(−gtt , g−1

rr ). To achieve this goal, it is essential to obtain
a comprehensive understanding of solutions for static neutral
spherically symmetric black holes solutions in KR gravity the-
ory.

In this paper, we revisit the field equations in KR gravity
and propose new static neutral black hole solutions, which
differ from the solution in Ref. [39] by exhibiting a more
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general spherically symmetric form. Afterwards, we calcu-
late the relevant thermodynamic quantities and find that the
new solutions satisfy the first law of thermodynamics and the
Bekenstein-Smarr relation simultaneously. We also investi-
gate the reverse isoperimetric inequality (RII) of the solu-
tions and find that our new AdS black hole solution exhibits
violations of the RII. Remarkably, this is the first instance
where a static AdS black hole can violate RII. In contrast,
the Schwarzschild-like AdS black hole solution given in Ref.
[39] always obeys the RII.

The remaining part of this paper is organized as follows. In
Sec. II, we provide a concise overview of the Kalb-Ramond
gravity theory. We solve the equations of the theory to obtain
black hole exact solutions for two types of static neutral space-
times (the cases where −gtt = g−1

rr and −gtt , g−1
rr ), considering

both with and without the cosmological constant. In Sec. III,
some basic thermodynamic properties of the obtained Kalb-
Ramond black holes are analyzed. In Sec. IV, we explore
the dynamical evolution of the scalar field for both types of
spacetimes. Both types of solutions decay rapidly with an in-
crease in the Lorentz-violating parameter, with the latter type
being more sensitive. Finally, our conclusions and outlooks
are given in Sec. V.

II. KR BLACK HOLE SOLUTIONS

Inspired by the gravitational sector of the Standard-Model
Extension (SME), one considers a self-interacting potential
for the KR field, which has a non-vanishing VEV, i.e., ⟨Bab⟩ =

βab [50]. To this end, it is assumed a potential V of the form

V = V(BabBab ± b2).

The sign ± is chosen to ensure that b2 is a positive con-
stant. Consequently, the VEV is determined by the constant
norm condition βabβab = ∓b2. This assumption leads to the
spontaneous breaking of Lorentz symmetry due to the self-
interaction of the KR field [51]. Furthermore, the gauge in-
variance Bab → Bab + ∂[aΓb] of the KR field is spontaneously
broken [39].

Let us consider the Einstein-Hilbert action nonminimally
coupled to a self-interacting KR field [50], as

S =
1
2κ̂

∫
d4x
√
−g

[
R − 2Λ −

1
6

HabcHabc − V(BabBab)

+ ξ2BcaBb
aRcb + ξ3BabBabR

]
+

∫
d4x
√
−gLM,

(1)

where κ̂ = 8πGN is the gravitational coupling constant. Here,
Λ is the cosmological constant and ξ2 and ξ3 are the real cou-
pling constants which control the nonminimal gravity inter-
action with the KR field. Habc is the totally antisymmetric
field-strength tensor, defined by

Habc ≡ ∂aBbc + ∂bBca + ∂cBab.

The potential V , chosen to ensure a nonzero VEV for the
KR field and to be zero at its minimum, triggers spontaneous

Lorentz symmetry breaking. It is worth noting that the term
ξ3BabBabR in the action (1) transforms to ∓ξ3b2R in the vac-
uum. This transformation allows the term to be absorbed into
the Einstein-Hilbert action through a redefinition of variables.

By varying the action (1) with respect to the metric gab, we
obtain the following gravitational field equations:

Rab −
1
2

gabR + Λgab = T KR
ab + T M

ab, (2)

where T M
ab is the energy-momentum tensor of matter fields,

and

T KR
ab =

1
2

HacdHb
cd −

1
12

gabHcdeHcde + 2V ′(X)BcaBc
b

− gabV(X) + ξ2

[1
2

gabBceBd
eRcd − Bc

aBd
bRcd

− BcdBbdRac − BcdBadRbc +
1
2
∇c∇a(BcdBbd)

+
1
2
∇c∇b(BcdBad) −

1
2
∇c∇c(Ba

dBbd)

−
1
2

gab∇c∇d(BceBd
e)
]
,

(3)

which can be considered as the energy-momentum tensor of
the KR field. The prime indicates the derivative with respect
to the variable of the corresponding functions. On the other
hand, by varying the action (1) with respect to the KR field
Bab, we can obtain the equation of motion for the KR field,
which is given by Πab = 0, where

Πab = ∇
cHabc + 3ξ2RcaBc

b − 3ξ2RcbBc
a − 6V ′Bab. (4)

Under the VEV configuration, i.e., BabBab = βabβ
ab, we can

consider the differential form [51]

β2 = −Ẽ(r)dt ∧ dr.

The only nonvanishing terms are βrt = −βtr = Ẽ(r) in the
VEV. Equivalently, in terms of matrix forms:

βab =


0 −Ẽ(r) 0 0

Ẽ(r) 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

 ,
it follows that the vacuum field exhibits a pseudoelectric con-
figuration. Therefore, this configuration automatically causes
the KR field strength to vanish, i.e., Habc = 0 or H3 = dβ2 = 0
[39]. Regarding the potential V , a prime example that meets
these conditions is a smooth quadratic function, similar to the
one proposed by Casana et al. [17], given by:

V = V(X) =
1
2
λX2, (5)

where λ is a constant and X represents a generic potential ar-
gument. Consequently, the VEV, βab, arises as a solution of
V = V ′ = 0. However, this assumption is only applicable in
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the special case where the cosmological constant is not con-
sidered. To obtain asymptotically (A)dS spacetime in this the-
ory, that is, when a nonzero cosmological constant exists, con-
sider relaxing the vacuum conditions. Similar to the potential
given by Maluf et al. [20], another simple choice is a linear
function defined as:

V = V(λ, X) = λX. (6)

Here, λ is interpreted as a Lagrange-multiplier field [52]. Its
equation of motion ensures the vacuum condition X = 0, lead-
ing to V = 0 for any field λ on-shell. Notably, this form of po-
tential manifests itself as a cosmological constant. Thus, the
potential and its first-order derivative satisfy

V(βabβab + b2) = λ(βabβab + b2) = 0, (7)

V ′(βabβab + b2) = λ, (8)

where V ′(X) = dV(X)/dX. Then, we can define the efficient
gravitational field equation, satisfying Gab = 0, as follows:

Gab = Rab − Λgab − ξ2Bab − λ(2βacβb
c + b2gab), (9)

with

Bab =gabβ
ceβd

eRcd − β
c

aβ
d

bRcd − β
cdβadRbc

− βcdβbdRac +
1
2
∇c∇a(βcdβbd)

+
1
2
∇c∇b(βcdβad) −

1
2
∇c∇c(βa

dβbd).

(10)

The details of the covariant derivative, as presented in Ap-
pendix A, are provided.

In this work, we assume the metric corresponds to a gen-
eral spherical symmetry solution and adopt the following line
element:

ds2 = − A(r)dt2 + B(r)dr2 + r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdφ2. (11)

The form corresponding to the above metric for the pseudo-
electric field Ẽ(r) is given by:

Ẽ(r) = |b|

√
A(r)B(r)

2
, (12)

so that the constant norm condition βabβab = −b2 is satisfied.
Then, the nonzero components of the efficient gravitational
field equations, associated with the metric, are

Gtt =
(1 − ℓ)A

4rB
(
4A′/A − rΥ

)
+ Λ A, (13)

Grr =
(1 − ℓ)

4r
(
4B′/B + rΥ

)
− Λ B, (14)

Gθθ =
1

2B

[
ℓr2Υ − r(1 + ℓ)(A′/A − B′/B) + 2ℓ − 2

]
+ 1 − r2b2λ − r2Λ,

(15)

andGφφ = Gθθ sin2 θ, where Υ ≡ (A′/A)2−2A′′/A+A′B′/(AB)
and ℓ ≡ ξ2b2/2. The nonzero components of the equations of
motion for the KR field are give by

Πtr = 6λẼ(r) +
3ξ2Ẽ(r)

rB
[
A′/A − B′/B − rΥ/2

]
, (16)

and Πrt = −Πtr. Given Πab = 0, we can thus find that the spe-
cific form of the pseudoelectric field Ẽ(r) does not affect the
equations of motion for the KR field. It is worth noting that if
we consider the Casana condition (5) withΛ = 0, the non-zero
components of the KR field equations can be obtained from
the combinations of the effective gravitational field equations,
as shown below:

Πtr =
3ξ2Ẽ(r)

1 − ℓ
(Gtt/A − Grr/B) . (17)

Even considering the Maluf condition (7) with Λ , 0, the
equation (17) still holds when Λ = (1 − ℓ)λ/ξ2, which is a
necessary condition for this theory to handle asymptotically
(A)dS cases [39]. Therefore, in the following discussion, we
can focus solely on the gravitational field equations.

A. Asymptotically flat spacetime

We first consider asymptotically flat spacetimes, which do
not include a cosmological constant, and aim to construct two
different types of static neutral spherically symmetric black
hole solutions within KR gravity. In this case, we need to as-
sume both the cosmological constantΛ = 0 and the Lagrange-
multiplier field λ = 0. Then, using Eqs. (13) and (14), we can
obtain a simple relation:

Gtt +
A
B
Grr =

1 − ℓ
rB2 ∂r(AB) = 0. (18)

In other words,

AB = C1 ⇒ B(r) =
C1

A(r)
, (19)

where C1 is an arbitrary constant. At this point, the relation
Gθθ = 0 gives the following equation involving only the metric
function A(r):(

ℓ∂2
r +

1 + ℓ
r

∂r +
1 − ℓ

r2

)
A(r) −

C1

r2 = 0, (20)

The solution of the above equation is:

A(r) =
C1

1 − ℓ
+
C2

r
+
C3

rℓ−1−1
, (21)

whereC2 andC3 are integration constants. To satisfy the equa-
tions Gtt = Grr = 0 without fixing the Lorentz violation pa-
rameter ℓ, we must set C3 = 0. The constant C2 can be in-
terpreted as the black hole mass parameter by C2 = −2M. In
order to ensure that our solution reduces to the Schwarzschild
solution when ℓ = 0, there are two different choices for the
constant C1.

Case A: We consider a general spherically symmetric
structure. By setting C1 = 1 − ℓ, we can rewrite Eq. (21)
as follows:

A(r) = 1 −
2M

r
, (22)
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which is the same as the Schwarzschild black hole case. How-
ever, the metric function B(r) = (1 − ℓ)A(r)−1 ensures that the
spacetime structure is different from that of the Schwarzschild
black hole case. Therefore, the general static neutral spheri-
cally symmetric black hole solution can be obtained as:

ds2
A = −

(
1 −

2M
r

)
dt2 +

1 − ℓ(
1 − 2M

r

)dr2

+ r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdφ2.

(23)

It is straightforward to verify that the above solution (23) sat-
isfies all field equations (9) when Λ = λ = 0. The dimension-
less parameter ℓ represents the impact of Lorentz violation on
spacetime, which is caused by the VEV of the KR field. Note
that because the Riemann tensor is given by

Rµν = diag
{

0, 0,
ℓ

ℓ − 1
,

ℓ

ℓ − 1
sin2 θ

}
, (24)

as r → ∞, the spacetime is not asymptotically Minkowski.
Furthermore, we computed the Kretschmann scalar

RabcdRabcd =
4
(
12M2 − 4Mrℓ + r2ℓ2

)
r6(1 − ℓ)2 , (25)

which differs clearly from the Schwarzschild Kretschmann in-
variant when ℓ is nonzero. This implies that Lorentz-violating
effects cannot be eliminated by coordinate transformations.
At r = 2M, the Kretschmann invariant remains finite, sug-
gesting that this singularity can be eliminated through a suit-
able coordinate transformation. In contrast, the Kretschmann
invariant at r = 0 is infinite, indicating the intrinsic singular-
ity that cannot be removed. Thus, the fundamental nature of
the singularities at r = 0 and r = 2M (the event horizon) is
preserved.

Case B: We consider a special spherically symmetric struc-
ture. By setting C1 = 1, we can rewrite Eq. (21) as follows:

A(r) =
1

1 − ℓ
−

2M
r
. (26)

Using the relation in Eq. (19), we can obtain the special static
neutral spherically symmetric black hole solution as

ds2
B = −

(
1

1 − ℓ
−

2M
r

)
dt2 +

1
1

1−ℓ −
2M

r

dr2

+ r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdφ2.

(27)

This metric was already given in Ref. [39] and also character-
izes the effect of the Lorentz-violating parameter ℓ on space-
time, but its properties are distinctly different from those of
Case A. They have different black hole event horizon and dif-
ferent Kretschmann scalar. The event horizon for the metric of
Case B is given by rh = 2(1 − ℓ)M, which results in a smaller
horizon radius compared to Case A if the Lorentz-violating
parameter ℓ > 0.

B. Asymptotically (A)dS spacetime

If we are to consider the effects of the cosmological con-
stant, we must also consider a non-vanishing Lagrange-
multiplier field. In this cases, it is evident that the relation
given by Eq. (19) still holds. By setting the metric function
B(r) = C1A(r)−1, the equation induced by the relation Gθθ = 0
is rewritten as(
ℓ∂2

r +
1 + ℓ

r
∂r +

1 − ℓ
r2

)
A(r) −

C1

r2 (1 − r2b2λ − r2Λ) = 0.

(28)

For Case A, i.e., C1 = 1 − ℓ, the metric function A(r) is given
by

A(r) = 1 −
2M

r
−

(1 − ℓ)(b2λ + Λ)
3(1 + ℓ)

r2. (29)

To ensure Gtt = Grr = 0, the cosmological constant Λ and
the Lagrange-multiplier field λ need satisfy the following re-
lation:

2ℓΛ − (1 − ℓ)b2λ = 0. (30)

We can define an effective cosmological constant Λe = λ/ξ2,
thus Eq. (30) can be rewritten as:

Λ = (1 − ℓ)Λe. (31)

The constraint (31) is a necessary condition to generate the
exact solution with a cosmological constant from the efficient
gravitational field equation (9) and the potential (8).

Then, the corresponding (A)dS extension for Case A is

ds2 = −

[
1 −

2M
r
−

(1 − ℓ)Λe

3
r2

]
dt2

+
(1 − ℓ)dr2

1 − 2M
r −

(1−ℓ)Λe
3 r2

+ r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdφ2.

(32)

The general spherically symmetric solution (32) can be veri-
fied to satisfy field equation (9) when Λ = (1 − ℓ)Λe. When
Λe = 0, this solution reduces to the case given in Eq. (23) in
the last subsection. Similarly, by setting the Lorentz-violating
parameter ℓ = 0, the solution recovers the Schwarzschild-
(A)dS black hole cases.

On the other hand, for Case B (C1 = 1), the solution for
differential equation (28) is given by

A(r) =
1

1 − ℓ
−

2M
r
−

(b2λ + Λ)
3(1 + ℓ)

r2. (33)

Applying the same constraint (31), we obtain the asymptoti-
cally (A)dS solutions for Case B, yielding

ds2 = −

[
1

1 − ℓ
−

2M
r
−
Λe

3
r2

]
dt2

+
1

1
1−ℓ −

2M
r −

Λe
3 r2

dr2 + r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdφ2 ,

(34)
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Non-black holes

Black holes 
for Case B

Black holes for Cases A and B

FIG. 1. The parameter space (ℓ,M2Λe) for black hole solutions,
where the region in green represents the parameter space for Case
A, while the region in blue (including green) represents that for Case
B.

which is consistent with the solution given in Eq. (17) in Ref.
[39].

In asymptotically (A)dS spacetimes, the two Cases have
different Ricci tensors at infinity, which contrasts with those
of the asymptotically flat solutions. However, the additional
effect of the cosmological constant on the Kretschmann scalar
is the same in both Cases, and it has the following form:

R(A)dS
ab − Rflat

ab =
8
3

[
Λ2

e −
Λeℓ

r2(1 − ℓ)

]
, (35)

and the Ricci tensors remain finite at their event horizons, re-
spectively. The function A(r) can be expressed in terms of the
dS black hole horizons as follows:

A(r) = (1 − ℓ)(s−1)2 Λe

3

(
1 −

rh

r

)
(rc − r) (r + rh + rc) , (36)

where s = 0 for Case A, s = 1 for Case B, rh and rc rep-
resent the event horizon and cosmological horizon, respec-
tively. When the effective cosmological constant is negative
(Λe < 0), an event horizon forms regardless of the parameter
values. Therefore, both Case A and Case B metrics invariably
support black hole solutions under this condition. However,
as shown in Fig. 1, when the effective cosmological constant
is positive, i.e., Λe > 0, the black hole solutions exist only for
the parameters ℓ and M2Λe satisfying: 9(1 − ℓ)M2Λe ≥ 1 for
Case A and 9(1−ℓ)3M2Λe ≥ 1 for Case B, respectively, where
the equality indicates the event horizon and the cosmological
horizon coincide.

III. THERMODYNAMICS

A. Thermodynamical quantities

We now proceed to investigate some thermodynamic prop-
erties of the static neutral AdS black hole in KR gravity. In
this subsection, we will primarily focus on Case A. For de-
tailed discussions related to Case B, please refer to the Ref.
[39].

The Bekenstein-Hawking entropy is characterized by one
quarter of its horizon area:

S =
A

4
= πr2

h, (37)

where rh is the location of the event horizon. The Hawk-
ing temperature is proportional to the surface gravity κ on the
event horizon

T =
κ

2π
=

1 − Λer2
h + Λeℓr2

h

4πrh
√

1 − ℓ
. (38)

To compute the mass M, the Abbott-Deser (AD) method
[53] or the conformal completion method [54] is commonly
utilized. Here, we adopt the former approach. According
to the AD procedure [53], the asymptotically AdS spacetime
metric gµν is separated into a perturbative form:

gab = ḡab + hab, (39)

where the background metric ḡab represents the pure AdS4
spacetime, and hab is the perturbation part. The pure AdS
metric is easily obtained by setting M = 0 in equation (32) as
follows:

ds̄2
AdS = −

[
1 −

1
3

(1 − ℓ)Λer2
]

dt2 +
1 − ℓ

1 − 1
3 (1 − ℓ)Λer2

dr2

+ r2(dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdϕ2), (40)

with the determinant being
√
−ḡ =

√
1 − ℓr2 sin θ.

After background subtraction, each component of the per-
turbation metric tensor hab can be obtained, and its main
asymptotic behavior at infinity is not difficult to obtain
through the series expansion

htt ≃
2M

r
+ O(r−2), hθθ = 0, hφφ = 0,

hrr ≃ −
(1 − ℓ)M[(1 − ℓ)Λer2 − 3]−1

(1 − ℓ)Λer3 − 3r + 6M
+ O(r−6),

(41)

from which one can conclude that they are well-behaved at
infinity.

Defining two symmetric tensors as did in [53]

Kabcd = ḡacHbd + ḡbdHac − ḡadHbc − ḡbcHad, (42)

Hab = hab −
1
2

ḡabhc
c,
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and the conserved charges Q[χ] associated with the Killing
vector χ can be calculated by

Q[χ] =
1

16π

∫ 2π

0
dφ

∫ π

0
dθ

√
−ḡ

(
χc∇dK

trcd

+K tcdr∇dχc
)
|r→∞,

(43)

one can straightforwardly compute the conserved mass as:

M = Q[∂t] =
M
√

1 − ℓ
. (44)

It is not difficult to demonstrate that the above thermodynam-
ical quantities completely satisfy both the differential first law
of black hole thermodynamics and the Bekenstein-Smarr for-
mula

dM =TdS + VdP, (45)
M =2TS − 2VP, (46)

with the thermodynamic volume

V =
4
3
πr3

h

√
1 − ℓ, (47)

which is conjugate to the pressure P = −Λe/(8π). When
the effective cosmological constant Λe vanishes, all the above
thermodynamic formulas can consistently reduce to the static
neutral black hole case in KR gravity.

B. RII

Almost fourteen years ago, it is conjectured [55] that the
AdS black hole satisfies the following reverse isoperimetric
inequality (RII):

R =

[
(D − 1)V
AD−2

]1/(D−1) (
AD−2

A

)1/(D−2)

≥ 1. (48)

Here, V is the thermodynamic volume, A = 4S is the hori-
zon area, and AD−2 = 2π[(D−1)/2]/Γ[(D − 1)/2]. Equality is
achieved for the Schwarzschild-AdS black hole, signifying
that it possesses the maximum entropy. Alternatively, for a
given entropy, the Schwarzschild-AdS black hole exhibits the
smallest volume, endowing it with the highest efficiency in
information storage.

1. Case A

It is straightforward to check whether the static neutral AdS
black hole of Case A in KR gravity satisfies this RII or not.
It is readily known that the area of the unit two-dimensional
sphere is A2 = 4π. Substituting the thermodynamic volume:
V = 4S (

√
1 − ℓrh)/3 and the horizon area: A = 4S = 4πr2

h
into the above isoperimetric ratio (48), we now get

R = (1 − ℓ)
1
6 . (49)

Obviously, the value range of R is uncertain. If ℓ > 0 (namely,
ξ2 > 0), then R < 1. In this case, the static neutral AdS
black hole in KR gravity violates the RII and is superentropic.
Otherwise, if ℓ ≤ 0, one then has R ≥ 1. In this situation,
the static neutral AdS black hole in KR gravity obeys the RII
and is subentropic. Therefore, the static neutral AdS black
hole in KR gravity can obey or violate the RII, and it is either
subentropic or superentropic, depending upon the range of the
coupling constant ξ2. This character is very similar to that of
the ultraspinning (dyonic) Kerr-Sen-AdS4 black holes [56, 57]
and the six-dimensional ultraspinning Chow’s black holes in
gauged supergravity [58].

2. Case B

For the static neutral AdS black hole of Case B in KR grav-
ity, the thermodynamical volume and horizon area are [39]

V =
4
3

rhS =
4π
3

r3
h , A = 4S = 4πr2

h . (50)

It is easy to obtain the isoperimetric ratio (48) as

R = 1 . (51)

Hence we have shown that the static neutral AdS black hole
of Case B in KR gravity always satisfy the RII. As far as this
point is concerned, the above two types of static neutral AdS
black holes in KR gravity exhibit different properties. This
constitutes one of the main results presented in this paper.

IV. DYNAMICAL EVOLUTION

In this section, we focus on the dynamical evolution of the
scalar fields in the two Cases and compare their corresponding
physical properties, respectively. The scalar fields in curved
spacetime is governed by the Klein-Gordon equation, as

∇a∇
aΨ =

1
√
−g

∂a

(
gab √−g∂bΨ

)
= 0, (52)

we can express the scalar fields Ψ as:

Ψ(t, r, θ, φ) = ψ(t, r)YLm(θ, φ), (53)

and the YLm(θ, φ) denotes the scalar spherical harmonics.
By decoupling the angular section, the purely radial Klein-
Gordon equation is

(
A∂2

r − B∂2
t

)
ψ −

(
rA′ + 4A

2r
−

AB′

2B

)
∂rψ −

AB(L2 + L)
r2 ψ = 0,

(54)

where L is the azimuthal quantum number, acting as the sep-
aration constant. It turns out that, by coordinate and function
transformations, the equation of motion for the scalar field Ψ
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FIG. 2. The dynamical evolution of the wave functions Z(t) corre-
sponds to the scalar fields in the L = 1, n = 0 mode.

can be uniformly written as a Schrödinger-like wave equation.
To achieve this, we set ψ(t, r) = r−1Z(t, r), then(

∂2
r∗ − ∂

2
t

)
Z = VZ, (55)

where r∗ is the standard tortoise coordinate, satisfying ∂r∗r =√
A/B, andV is the effective potential, given by

V =
A′

2rB
−

AB′

2rB2 +
A(L2 + L)

r2 . (56)

For the convenience of numerical calculations, using the light-
cone coordinates u = t − r∗ and v = t + r∗ [59], the wave
equation (55) can be rewritten as

(4∂u∂v −V) Z = 0. (57)

It can be effectively solved by employing numerical tech-
niques such as the finite difference method [60–62]. The ini-
tial distribution Z(u, v) is given by imposing the following ini-
tial conditions:

Z(u, 0) = 0, Z(0, v) = Exp
(
−

(v − vc)2

2σ2

)
, (58)

where Z(0, v) denotes a Gaussian wave packet, localized
around vc with a σ width. For both asymptotically flat metrics
of Case A (23) and Case B (27), we have uniform conditions
that the Gaussian wave packet is located at vc = 10M in the
Boyer-Lindquist coordinates, and its width is σ = 1M. To
simplify the computation without loss of generality, we set
the black hole parameters to M = 1 and neglect the effects
of the cosmological constant. We then obtain the dynamical
evolution waveforms by numerically solving the partial dif-
ferential equation (58). The results of the scalar fields in both
Cases are shown in Fig. 2, which corresponds to the azimuthal

TABLE I. Contrasting the QNM frequencys for values of M = 1 in
the L = 1, n = 0 mode.

ℓ Mω of CFM Mω of Fitting

Case A

0.1 0.295174-0.103087i 0.293307-0.103813i

0.2 0.297945-0.109519i 0.295901-0.110013i

0.3 0.301476-0.117314i 0.299378-0.116572i

Case B

0.1 0.345711-0.120737i 0.346227-0.120361i

0.2 0.416391-0.153058i 0.416379-0.152833i

0.3 0.514761-0.200311i 0.522667-0.206675i

index L = 1. It is worth to note that for nonzero Lorentz
violation parameters, there is a significant inconsistency be-
tween the Case A and Case B evolution waveforms. As the
Lorentz-violating parameter ℓ increases, both types of scalar
fields decay faster and transition from the ringdown phase to
the power-law tail phase sooner. Case B is more sensitive to
the Lorentz-violating parameter than Case A. Generally, the
scalar field in Case A will have a longer lifetime.

An important aspect to consider is verifying the accuracy of
the numerical method. This verification is achieved by fitting
Z(t, r∗) with a QNM frequency that includes a finite number
of exponentially damped sinusoids. For simplicity, we focus
solely on the fundamental modes and omit the indices n and
m. We employ a modified exponentially decaying function,

Q(t) = eωI tAl sin(ωRt + Bl), t ∈ (t0, tend), (59)

with a fitting range from t0 = 45M to tend = 70M. Here,
the imaginary and real parts of the decay frequency of the
waveform are represented by ωI and ωR, respectively, with
ω = ωR + ωI referred to as the QNM frequency [63]. Fi-
nally, we compare the fitted results with those calculated by
the continued fraction method (CFM) 1, as presented in Table
I, where the upper and lower parts correspond to Case A and
Case B, respectively. Despite the inherent errors that can arise
during numerical computations and the limitations imposed
by the finite number of parameters in the fitting process, we
are confident in the accuracy of the results. This confidence is
evidenced by our CFM results.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOKS

The KR gravity is an important theory that involves non-
minimal coupling with an antisymmetric tensor field, resulting
in spontaneous Lorentz symmetry breaking. Our comprehen-
sive analysis of static spherical vacuum solutions within the
KR gravity model uncovers two types of black hole solutions,

1 We will present the calculations of the eigenfrequencies of the scalar fields
using the CFM in Appendix B, which involves numerically solving a three-
term recurrence relation.
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each exhibiting a diverging grr but finite Kretschmann scalars
at a specific finite radius rh. The first type of black hole so-
lutions, called Case A, possesses a more general spherically
symmetric form (−gtt , g−1

rr ); in this case, the event horizon
of the asymptotically flat black hole coincides with that of the
Schwarzschild black hole, while for the asymptotically (A)dS
black hole, it is affected by Lorentz violation. The second type
of black hole solutions, called Case B, has a specific spheri-
cally symmetric form (−gtt = g−1

rr ); here, the event horizons of
both asymptotically flat and (A)dS black holes are influenced
by Lorentz violation.

In terms of these static neutral black holes, we have inves-
tigated the following properties:
• Thermodynamical quantities: The thermodynamic quan-

tities of the static neutral AdS black hole in Case A in the
KR gravity were calculated and obeyed both the first law
and the Bekenstein-Smarr mass formulas.
• RII: The static neutral AdS black hole of Case A in the KR

gravity, which can violate the RII, marks the first discovery
of a black hole in static AdS spacetime that can be super-
entropic due to Lorentz violation; however, Case B always
obeys the RII.
• Dynamical evolution: The dynamical evolution waveform

of scalar fields in static neutral KR spacetimes decays
faster and has a shorter lifespan compared to Schwarzschild
spacetime, and Case B is more significantly affected.
There are three promising further topics to be pursued in

the future. Although the black hole metrics of Case A in the
KR gravity theory have a form similar to those of the static
black hole in bumblebee gravity theory [17, 20], their gravita-
tional perturbation master equations will be entirely different
because they originate from different field equations. Based
on our previous work on black hole perturbations in bumble-
bee gravity [64], we conclude that the gravitational perturba-
tion isospectrality is broken [24]. However, for the KR grav-
ity theory, this remains an open question. Furthermore, con-
structing rotating black hole solutions is an intriguing aspect
of the KR gravity theory. When black holes have angular mo-
mentum, they exhibit additional properties such as superradi-
ant instability [63] and deformation of the black hole shadow
[65–68]. Nevertheless, solving the gravitational field equa-
tions to obtain an exact rotating solution is very challenging.
One can consider the slow rotation approximation [69, 70],
which greatly reduces the difficulty of the solution while still
accurately reflecting the properties of black holes with angu-
lar momentum. For more details, please see our separate work
[71] about the slow rotation extension of the present paper.
In addition, exploring the horizon geometry [72, 73], topo-
logical classifications [74–80], and phase transition criticality
[81–84] of the static neutral black holes in KR gravity found
in this paper is expected to significantly advance our under-
standing of the intrinsic nature of gravity.
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Appendix A: The covariant derivative of KR fields

In this appendix, we express the covariant derivative terms
of the KR field in Eq. (10) using common derivatives:

∇c∇aβ
cdβbd = Γ

c
adΓ

e
ceβb fβ

d f − Γc
adΓ

d
ceβb fβ

e f

+ Γc
adΓ

d
beβc fβ

e f − Γc
abΓ

d
deβc fβ

e f + Γc
cdβ

de∂aβbe

− Γc
bdβ

de∂aβce + Γ
c

cdβbe∂aβ
de − Γc

bdβce∂aβ
de

− βceβ
cd∂dΓ

e
ab − ∂aβ

cd∂dβbc − ∂aβbc∂dβ
cd

− βcd∂d∂aβbc − βbc∂d∂aβ
cd − βbcβ

cd∂eΓ
e

ad

+ Γc
abβ

de∂eβcd + Γ
c

abβcd∂eβ
de,

(A1)

∇c∇cβ
d

a βbd = Γ
c

beΓ
ed

dβa
fβc f + Γ

c
aeΓ

ed
dβb fβc

f

+ Γc
b

eΓd
ceβa

fβd f + Γ
c

a
eΓd

beβc
fβd f + Γ

c
aeΓ

d
b

eβc
fβd f

+ Γc
a

eΓd
ceβb fβd

f − Γce
eβbd∂cβa

d − Γce
eβa

d∂cβbd

+ βbcβ
c

e∂
dΓe

ad + βa
cβce∂

dΓe
bd − Γ

c
b

eβcd∂eβa
d

− Γc
a

eβc
d∂eβbd − Γ

c
b

eβa
d∂eβcd − Γ

c
a

eβbd∂eβc
d

+ ∂eβbc∂
eβa

c − Γc
beβcd∂

eβa
d + ∂eβa

c∂eβbc

− Γc
aeβc

d∂eβbd − Γ
c

beβa
d∂eβcd − Γ

c
aeβbd∂

eβc
d

+ βbc∂
e∂eβa

c + βa
c∂e∂eβbc.

(A2)

Here, the christoffel symbols are

Γa
bc =

1
2

gad (∂bgcd + ∂cgbd − ∂dgbc) ,

Γab
c =

1
2

gadgbe (∂cged + ∂egcd − ∂dgec) ,

Γa
b

c =
1
2

gadgce (∂bged + ∂egbd − ∂dgbe) .

(A3)

Appendix B: CFM for the scalar fields

To verify the accuracy of the numerical method in Sec. IV,
we will use the CFM to calculate, as reference data, the eigen-
frequencies (i.e., QNMs) of the scalar field equation (55), fol-
lowing the Leaver method [85–88]. We need to transform the
problem from the time domain to the frequency domain by
setting Z(t, r) = e−iωtZ(r). For both Case A (s = 0) and Case
B (s = 1), Eq. (55) can be uniformly rewritten as

∂2
xZs +

[
(1 − ℓ)s+1ω2 −Vs

]
Zs = 0, (B1)
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where x =
∫

F−1
s dr with Fs = 1 − 2M(1 − ℓ)s/r, and the

specific form of the effective potential is:

Vs = Fs

(
(1 − ℓ)L(L + 1)

r2 +
2M(1 − ℓ)s

r3

)
. (B2)

According to the boundary conditions at the horizon and at
infinity based on Eq. (B1), the wave function Zs exhibits the
following asymptotic behaviors:

Zs ∼

e−i
√

(1−ℓ)s+1ωx for r → rh,

ei
√

(1−ℓ)s+1ωx for r → ∞,
(B3)

which indicates a pure-ingoing wave at the event horizon and
an outgoing wave at infinity. The asymptotic form of the fields
as r∗ → ∞ can be rewritten as

ei
√

(1−ℓ)s+1ωx = ei
√

(1−ℓ)s+1ωr(r/rh)i
√

(1−ℓ)s+1ωrh , (B4)

The wave functions Zs that expands at the black hole horizon
can be written in the following form:

Zs = ei
√

(1−ℓ)s+1ωx
(
1 −

rh

r

)−i
√

(1−ℓ)s+1ωrh
∞∑

n=0

an

(
1 −

rh

r

)n
.

(B5)
Combining Eqs. (B1) and (B5), the expansion coefficients are
defined by a three-term recursion relation

α0a1 + β0a0 = 0,
αnan+1 + βnan + γnan−1 = 0, n > 0.

(B6)

The recurrence coefficients αn, βn, and γn are simple functions
of n and black hole parameters. Their explicit forms are given
by:

αn = n
[
n − 2irh

√
(1 − ℓ)s+1ω

]
,

βn = 8r2
h(1 − ℓ)s+1ω2 − 2n2 − L(L + 1)(1 − ℓ)

+ (1 + 2n)
[
4irh

√
(1 − ℓ)s+1ω − 1

]
,

γn =
[
1 + n − 2irh

√
(1 − ℓ)s+1ω

]2
.

(B7)

Note that when ℓ = 0, the recurrence relation (B6) returns to
the Schwarzschild case. The power series in Eq. (B5) con-
verges for r > rh, implying that the eigenfunction satisfies
the QNM boundary condition as defined by Eq. (B3). This
convergence condition implies that we only need to provide
the initial value of a0 and recursively calculate for sufficiently
large values of n, where the following condition holds,

an(ω) − an−1(ω) = 0. (B8)

The eigenfrequencies ω can be readily determined by solving
Eq. (B8), with the initial value a0 = 1 set without loss of
generality.
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