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The gravitational Cheshire effect refers to the possibility of turning off the gravitational field while
still leaving an imprint of the nonminimal coupling of matter to gravity. This allows nontrivial so-
lutions in flat spacetime for which no backreaction is possible. The effect was originally shown to
manifest itself for standard nonminimal couplings, such as those allowing conventional conformally
invariant scalar fields. Recently, the most general scalar field action yielding a conformally invariant
second-order equation was constructed, and entails a more involved nonminimal coupling explicitly
breaking the conformal invariance of the action without spoiling it in the equation. We have suc-
ceeded in fully describing the spherically symmetric stealth solutions on flat spacetime supporting
the Cheshire effect within this general non-Noetherian conformal theory. The allowed configurations
are divided into two branches: The first one essentially corresponds to an extension of the solutions
already known for the standard Noetherian conformal theory. The second branch is only possible
due to the non-Noetherian conformal contribution of the action. The complete characterization of
this branch is expressed by a nonlinear first-order partial differential equation. We have found the
general solution of this equation using both seemingly new and well-established mathematical tools.

I. INTRODUCTION

It is evident that nonminimal couplings to gravity, aris-
ing due to the explicit presence of curvature in matter La-
grangians, vanish in the flat spacetime limit. However,
it is less expected that after taking such a limit some
nonminimal contributions to the variation persist, leav-
ing an imprint on the energy-momentum tensor. This
phenomenon has been dubbed the gravitational Cheshire
effect [1], making a reference to the Cheshire cat in Lewis
Carroll’s Alice’s Adventures in Wonderland, which dis-
appears leaving behind only its grin. The effect is mani-
fested through the existence of nontrivial solutions where
the nonminimal and minimal contributions cancel each
other, leading to a vanishing energy-momentum tensor
in flat spacetime. In fact, these are examples of grav-
itational stealth configurations whose definition extends
beyond flat spacetime, being genuine nontrivial solutions
to Einstein’s equations by simultaneously canceling both
their gravitational and matter contributions [2].

The Cheshire effect has been exhibited in particular
for standard conformal scalar fields [3] whose action is

Ss[Φ, g] = −1

2

∫

d
4
x
√
−g

(

∇µΦ∇µΦ +
1

6
RΦ2 + 2λΦ4

)

, (1a)

yielding the scalar field equation

�Φ− 1

6
RΦ− 4λΦ3 = 0, (1b)
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and energy-momentum tensor

T s
µν = ∇µΦ∇νΦ−

(

1

2
∇αΦ∇αΦ + λΦ4

)

gµν

+
1

6
(gµν�−∇µ∇ν +Gµν)Φ

2. (1c)

Here, λ is the coupling constant of the conformal self-
interaction and the symbols �, R, and Gµν stand for the
d’Alembertian operator, the scalar curvature, and the
Einstein tensor, respectively. The peculiarity of this sys-
tem is that action (1a) is invariant under the conformal
transformations

gµν 7→ Ω2(x)gµν , Φ 7→ Ω−1(x)Φ. (2)

In general, satisfying such property in the action will im-
ply that the energy-momentum tensor is traceless mod-
ulo the equation of motion. To connect with our previ-
ous discussion, the last terms related to Φ2 in (1c) are
due to the nonminimal coupling in the action, and it is
clear that in the flat limit gµν → ηµν these terms do not
vanish. In fact, they compensate with the previous min-
imal contributions in order to allow the existence of flat
spacetime stealths that are the direct manifestation of
the conformal Cheshire effect, as shown in [1].
To make our terminology clear, the stealths are defined

as the nontrivial extrema of any matter action not only
with respect to the matter content but also with respect
to the gravitational background. The first such example
was shown to arise on the static BTZ black hole in three
dimensions for a scalar field with the simplest nonmin-
imal coupling to gravity, which contains the conformal
coupling (1) as a particular case [2]. It was later on gen-
eralized for the same theory on (A)dS spacetimes of ar-
bitrary dimension [4] or even on more exotic spacetimes,
but likewise holographically relevant at non-relativistic
limits [5]. Applications of stealth configurations in the
context of cosmology were also reported in Refs. [6–9].
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Scalar-tensor theories, particularly those within the
Horndeski class [10], have proven to be an excellent lab-
oratory for exhibiting stealth configurations. These ex-
amples are not limited to zero mass gravitational states
but also include configurations defined on black holes,
such as the Schwarzschild metric [11], relying on having
a constant kinetic term, see also Refs. [12, 13]. More re-
cently, it has been shown that in so-called beyond Horn-
deski theories [14], there exist stealth solutions with a
non-constant kinetic term [15]; for a detailed discussion
on stealth solutions in the context of such theories, see
[16]. The existence of such black hole stealths, which vi-
olate certain assumptions of the standard “no-hair” the-
orems valid in General Relativity, could prove to be of
great use to distinguish such theory from scalar-tensor
ones by means of future observations. In this perspec-
tive, a stealth on the top of the Kerr black hole was
constructed in [17], and it turns out that its disformal
extension leads to another rotating black hole solution
with different physical properties from those characteriz-
ing the unique prediction of General Relativity [18].

In this article, we extend the known conformal real-
izations of the gravitational Cheshire effect provided in
[1] by considering the most general action principle for a
scalar field whose equation of motion is of second order
and conformally invariant. This theory was identified in
[19], inspired by seminal results of [20]. The most innova-
tive contribution to the conformally invariant equation is
a nonminimal coupling, initially identified in [20], whose
inclusion breaks the conformal symmetry of the action
but not of the equation; such symmetry was dubbed non-
Noetherian conformal symmetry in [19]. Furthermore, it
stands out that this new contribution makes the scalar
field equation of motion fully non-linear, in contrast with
the quasilinear standard conformal equation (1b).

To begin our exploration, it is natural to ask whether
the standard conformal stealth configurations on flat
spacetime [1], retain its stealth behavior after introduc-
ing non-Noetherian conformal contributions. This task is
straightforward even without imposing any symmetry on
the scalar field because these Noetherian conformal con-
figurations obey specific separability properties, as shown
in [1], which are also effective for the full theory. Con-
versely, examining the broader stealth spectrum of the
full conformal theory beyond this separability presents
a major challenge. The new stealth constraints are en-
tirely nonlinear, making the quasilinearity of the stan-
dard case exploited in [1] inapplicable. To advance in
this new study of the conformal gravitational Cheshire
effect, we are focusing on spherically symmetric configu-
rations that are still time-dependent. Unexpectedly, this
simple assumption leads to the mutual cancellation of
all second-order nonlinear contributions in the relevant
independent constraints. This opens the door to a new
branch of the gravitational Cheshire effect beyond sep-
arability, encoded in a single nonlinear first-order PDE.
Remarkably, this branch exists only for a family of nonva-
nishing values of the non-Noetherian conformal coupling

constant.

The full characterization of the new branch demands
the use of sophisticated PDE tools. Indeed, finding the
general solution of a fully nonlinear first-order PDE is
not as straightforward as it is for its linear and quasi-
linear counterparts, where the method of characteristics
is enough. The standard approach in the fully nonlin-
ear case, originally formulated by Lagrange (see [21] and
references therein), involves finding the envelope of a so-
called complete integral, subject to the condition that one
of its parameters is a general function of the others. This
results in an implicit representation of the general solu-
tion even in the simplest nonlinear examples.

In contrast to the sophistication of Lagrange’s method-
ology, we introduce a seemingly novel elementary strat-
egy here, leveraging the fact that the involved nonlinear
first-order PDE can be cast into a standard Hamilton-
Jacobi equation. Despite being a well-known equation
in mechanics, finding its general solution is not common
since a complete solution suffices to obtain the general
integral of the equations of motion of the mechanical
system [22]. In this work, we address this by exploit-
ing the quadratic dependence on the derivatives in the
obtained Hamilton-Jacobi equation, allowing its identifi-
cation with the definition of an hyperbola. Imposing in-
tegrability conditions on the hyperbola parameterization
gives rise to a quasilinear first-order PDE for the local
parameter. Naturally, this equation can be integrated
using the more conventional method of characteristics.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we briefly
present the most general conformally invariant second-
order equation arising from an action principle and the
related theory. In Sec. III, we continue by reviewing
the previously known separable stealth solutions defined
on flat spacetime for the standard conformal case (1).
Then, we analyze how these solutions prevail when the
most general non-Noetherian conformal theory is con-
sidered. In Sec. IV, we will show that turning on the
non-Noetherian conformal coupling opens the possibility
of obtaining radically new spherically symmetric confor-
mal stealths beyond separability. We manage to prove
that this new branch only exists for a precise family of
nonvanishing values of the related coupling constant, and
is exclusively determined by a single nonlinear first-order
PDE. The general solution of the latter will be found us-
ing both the seemingly new and also the well-established
PDE methods outlined above. Hence, we will provide
several representations that can be useful for different
applications and limits. Concretely, using the aforemen-
tioned quasilinearization we found three different repre-
sentations for the general solution in Subsec. IVA, two of
them are implicit as expected. Notably, coordinate free-
dom also provides an explicit representation in a special
system adapted to the problem, which is unfortunately
awkward for expressing the Minkowski metric. We also
apply the standard PDE approach relying on the La-
grange technique. When used on the complete integral
derived from the so-called Lagrange-Charpit method, one
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of the representations obtained by quasilinearization is
recovered in Subsec. IVB. Since separable solutions are
also a source of complete integrals we address them in
Subsec. IVC. There, we also get the unexpected result
that the previously mentioned extension of the separable
Noetherian conformal stealths of [1] can be also used as
seed in the Lagrange approach to derive the most gen-
eral non-Noetherian conformal stealths. Supplementary
to this, in Subsec. IVD, we also present the so-called
singular solution not contained in the general one, and
show how several particular cases emerge from the gen-
eral solution. The last section is devoted to a discussion
concerning our results. To be as instructive as possible,
we briefly review in App. A all the PDE definitions and
methods in which the main results are founded. Explicit
expressions for relevant conformally invariant scalars are
provided in App. B.

II. NON-NOETHERIAN CONFORMAL

SCALAR FIELDS

The most general second-order scalar field equation in-
variant upon a conformal transformation (2) and arising
from an action principle in four dimensions can be com-
pactly written as [19]

�Φ− 1

6
RΦ−Φ3

(

4λ+
α

2
G̃ − g̃αβ

∂f

∂g̃αβ
+ 2f

)

= 0. (3)

Here, we denote by

g̃µν = Φ2gµν , (4)

an auxiliary metric which is conformally invariant by con-
struction (2). Furthermore, α is a coupling constant me-
diating a new nonminimal coupling to gravity expressed
through G̃ = R̃2 − 4R̃αβR̃

αβ + R̃αβµνR̃
αβµν , which is

nothing but the Gauss-Bonnet scalar built from the aux-
iliary metric (4), and whose explicit expression is given in

Eq. (B2). Additionally, f = f(g̃µν , C̃
α
βµν) is an arbitrary

function of the auxiliary Weyl tensor, only subject to the
condition

f(g̃, 0) = 0. (5)

Since the new ingredients in Eq. (3) are all constructed
from the auxiliary metric g̃µν , it is clear that this equa-
tion is again conformally invariant. We remark that (3)

is a fully nonlinear equation since G̃ is quadratic on the
second-order highest derivatives of Φ, see (B2), and only
for α = 0 this equation becomes quasilinear by involving
exclusively linear contributions of the derivatives of Φ.
As was also shown in [19], the action yielding to (3)

reads

S[Φ, g] = Ss[Φ, g] + SnN[Φ, g]

− 1

2

∫

d
4
x
√
−gΦ4

f(Φ2
gµν , C

α
βµν), (6a)

where Ss[Φ, g] was given in (1a) and [20]

SnN[Φ, g] = − α

2

∫

d
4
x
√
−g

(

ln(Φ)G − 4

Φ2
G

µν∇µΦ∇νΦ

− 4

Φ3
(∇µΦ∇µΦ)�Φ +

2

Φ4
(∇µΦ∇µΦ)2

)

. (6b)

Here, Cα
βµν and G refer to the components of the Weyl

tensor and the Gauss-Bonnet scalar of the background
metric gµν , respectively. Notice that the full action is
parity invariant in the scalar field, Φ 7→ −Φ. For α = 0
and f = 0, the action reduces to the standard conformal
action (1a). Interestingly, not only this term is confor-
mally invariant but also the last one defining the Weyl
coupling in the full action. In fact, both can be rewrit-
ten only in terms of the auxiliary metric up to boundary
terms

−1

2

∫

d4x
√

−g̃

(

1

6
R̃ + 2λ+ f(g̃µν , C̃

α
βµν)

)

+ b.t., (7)

where R̃ is the scalar curvature of the auxiliary metric
g̃µν , see Eq. (B1) for its explicit expression. This is com-
patible with the result proved in [19] (see their Eq. (9)
and the related discussion) that any conformally invari-
ant scalar density built from the scalar field and the met-
ric must exclusively be expressed in terms of the auxil-
iary metric. However, this is no longer the case for the α-
extension described by action (6b), which when expressed
in terms of the auxiliary metric keeps a dependence on
the scalar field

SnN[Φ, g] = −SnN[Φ
−1, g̃] + b.t., (8)

and hence, explicitly breaks the conformal invariance
of the action. This was first carefully stressed by Fer-
nandes [20] using an infinitesimal argument. In sum-
mary, the conformal symmetry of Eq. (3) does not have
a Noetherian origin, hence, such equation describes non-
Noetherian conformal scalar fields [19].1

The variation of action (6) with respect to the metric
gives the energy-momentum tensor whose full expression
is reported in Refs. [19, 20]. It is more compactly ex-
pressed if the scalar field is redefined according to its
conformal weight

σ =
1

Φ
, (9)

and in this work we only need its expression evaluated
on flat spacetime that reads

Tµν = T
s,flat
µν − α

{

4
σµασ

α
ν

σ2
− 2

[

2
σµν

σ
− ηµν

(

�σ

σ
− σασ

α

σ2

)]

×
(

�σ

σ
− σβσ

β

σ2

)

+ηµν

(

(σασ
α)2

σ4
− 2

σαβσ
αβ

σ2

)}

, (10)

1 See Refs. [23, 24] for the two-dimensional non-Noetherian analog.
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where the indexes of σ denote partial differentiation, and
T s,flat
µν corresponds to (1c) with gµν = ηµν . Importantly,

we remark that there is no contribution from the Weyl
coupling, a conclusion that can be extrapolated to any
conformally flat spacetime.
Finally, it is relevant to stress that the full action (6)

retains a global scaling symmetry when Ω = const. in
(2). Although the class of second-order theories allow-
ing such property is much broader, see [25] and more
recently [26]. An additional effective conformal symme-
try appears for spacetimes with vanishing Gauss-Bonnet
scalar, since the energy-momentum tensor again becomes
traceless modulo the scalar equation of motion [20].

III. NOETHERIAN CONFORMAL STEALTHS

The Cheshire effect for the standard conformal scalar
field (1) was first shown to exist in Ref. [1]. The re-
lated nonminimal conformal grin manifests through a flat
spacetime stealth parameterized as

Φ(xµ) =
1

axµxµ + bµxµ − c
, (11)

where xµ = (t, xi) are the Cartesian coordinates of
Minkowski spacetime and the integration constants a, bµ,
and c are tied in terms of the coupling constant of the
conformal potential as

λ = 2ac+
1

2
bµb

µ. (12)

As proved in [1], this is the general solution to the stan-
dard stealth constraints T s,flat

µν = 0, defining a Noethe-
rian conformal stealth. The above integration constants
are determined up to isometries so they can be restricted
further. Indeed, for non-vanishing a one can fix bµ = 0
without any loss of generality by choosing an appropri-
ate translation. In the same way, one can set c = 0 via a
translation for vanishing a, while simultaneously aligning
the vector bµ through a rotation so that it has a single
independent component.
Remarkably, the parameterization (11) is also effective

for the full non-Noetherian conformal action (6). This
can be readily seen using the redefinition (9). The fact
that the scalar field (11) prevails as flat spacetime stealth
even when α 6= 0, relies in that the specific sum-separable
form implied for σ is characterized by having a Hessian
proportional to the metric, σµν = (�σ/4)ηµν . This in
turn forces the energy-momentum tensor (10) to be also
proportional to the metric, Tµν = (tr(T )/4)ηµν , while
the condition tr(T ) = 0 amounts to the constraint

d∓ ≡ 1∓
√
1− 48αλ

24α
= 2ac+

1

2
bµb

µ. (13)

For vanishing α only the upper-sign root is well defined
giving the finite limit d− = λ, recovering the known stan-
dard constraint (12). The last configurations solve then

the non-Noetherian conformally invariant equation (3).
Since they observe the same local dependence than those
of the case with conformally invariant action, and only
the constraint obeyed by the integration constants is gen-
eralized, we shall refer to them as Noetherian-like confor-
mal stealths.

As we will show in the next section, the Noetherian-
like conformal configurations above do not exhaust all
the stealths allowed by the general action (6). Unfortu-
nately, the goal of finding the general solution, as done
in [1] for the α = 0 case, turns out to be a formidable
task given that the stealth constraints that follow from
(10) are no longer quasilinear. Hence, in what follows we
will restrict ourselves to the spherically symmetric con-
figurations, Φ = Φ(t, r), defined in flat spacetime

ds2 = −dt2 + dr2 + r2dΩ2. (14)

For the Noetherian-like conformal configurations (11)
this entails that bi = 0, allowing only two different cases
up to isometries, depending on whether a is vanishing or
not. For the former, one has the spatially homogeneous
solutions

Φ(t, r) =
1

√

−2d∓ t
. (15)

While the latter gives rise to the Lorentz-invariant family

Φ(t, r) =
1

a (−t2 + r2)− d∓/(2a)
, (16)

depending on the single integration constant a, which
is a consequence of the scaling invariance of action (6)
discussed at the end of Sec. II. For the special value
of the non-Noetherian conformal coupling constant α =
1/(48λ), the two roots (13) degenerate to d∓ = 2λ and
one recovers the particular solutions first found in [27],
cf. their Eqs. (A8) and (A9). In fact, it was through
these particular examples that they were the first to rec-
ognize that Noetherian conformal configurations can re-
main stealth in the presence of non-Noetherian conformal
contributions. It is noteworthy that the non-Noetherian
conformally supported flat universe reported in [20] is
just a conformal transformation of the stealth (15). How-
ever, the transformed configuration is no longer free of
backreaction like the original, due to the lack of confor-
mal symmetry in the action.

The Noetherian and Noetherian-like conformal solu-
tions studied in this section rely in the sum-separability
of the inverse of the scalar field σ (9). Fortunately, when
such separability is not attainable it is not the end of the
story, at least for spherically symmetric configurations.
In the next section, we show the existence of a new possi-
bility, only valid in the non-Noetherian conformal regime
α 6= 0.
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IV. NON-NOETHERIAN CONFORMAL

STEALTHS

In this section, we will show that spherically symmet-
ric generalized conformal stealths are necessarily divided
into two branches. One corresponds to the separable sec-
tor already characterized in the previous section. Hence,
we will concentrate in this section on the study of the
new branch, which is radically different and its exis-
tence is only ensured for α 6= 0. Concretely, assuming
spherical symmetry on conformal stealths gives a single
off-diagonal component for the energy-momentum tensor
(10)

T r
t =

Sσtr

3σ3
= 0, (17)

where

S ≡ 1 + 12α

(

σ2
t − σ2

r +
2

r
σσr

)

. (18)

It is then evident that Noetherian conformal stealths,
given by α = 0, must be necessarily sum separable since
the unique option is σtr = 0. Interestingly, for α 6= 0
the vanishing of the quantity S opens a new possibil-
ity that we will now explore. The remaining nontrivial
stealth constraints can be conveniently rewritten from
the energy-momentum tensor (10) as

T t
t =

1− 48αλ+ 16ασ
r

(σr − rσrr)S − S2

48ασ4
= 0, (19a)

T r
r =

1− 48αλ+ 16ασ
r

(σr + rσtt)S − S2

48ασ4
= 0, (19b)

T θ
θ = T φ

φ =
(r2σT r

r )r + r2[σrT
t
t − σ(T r

t )t]

2r(σ − rσr)
= 0. (19c)

The last expression is a consequence of the conservation
of the energy-momentum tensor (10) and the fact that
it is traceless in flat spacetime, since both conditions are
satisfied via the scalar equation (3). In other words, it
is a by-product of two symmetries of action (6): general
covariance and the already discussed effective conformal
symmetry on flat spacetime.
One can then conclude from the previous equations

that there are in fact new possibilities beyond the sum
separability of the Noetherian-like conformal stealths de-
termined by the conditions

S = 0, αλ =
1

48
. (20)

This is clearly a net departure from the standard stealths
behavior, and an obvious manifestation of a Cheshire ef-
fect due to the non-Noetherian conformal contribution,
since necessarily α 6= 0. We shall denote the result-
ing configurations as non-Noetherian conformal stealths.
From definition (18) it follows that conditions (20) give
rise to a nonlinear first-order PDE. In what follows we

will show how to obtain its general solution using dif-
ferent but equivalent approaches. We start with an el-
ementary and straightforward method to quasilinearize
Hamilton-Jacobi equations that does not seem to have
been considered in the PDE literature.

A. Non-Noetherian from Hamilton-Jacobi

quasilinearization

If one rewrites the inverse scalar field (9) as

σ = 2
√

|λ| ru, (21)

equations (20) with definition (18) yield

ǫS

r2
= u2

t − u2
r +

u2 + ǫ

r2
= 0, (22)

where ǫ = ±1 is the sign of the non-Noetherian confor-
mal coupling constant α = ǫ|α|. Redefining again the
involved function u as

u =

{

sinhΘ, α > 0,

coshΘ, α < 0,
(23)

we obtain in both cases the following Hamilton-Jacobi
equation

Θ2
r −Θ2

t =
1

r2
. (24)

This equation defines a hyperbola that can be locally
parameterized by a function H = H(t, r) as

Θr =
coshH

r
, Θt =

sinhH

r
. (25)

Such parameterization must be subject to the integrabil-
ity condition ∂tΘr = ∂rΘt, that implies the function H
obeys the following inhomogeneous quasilinear first-order
PDE

X(H) =
sinhH

r
, X ≡ − sinhH∂t + coshH∂r. (26)

In other words, we have managed to transform the origi-
nal fully nonlinear problem defined by Eq. (22) to a quasi-
linear first-order PDE. The general solution to the latter
can be found by integrating its characteristic system, see
Eq. (A9), which is

−dt

sinhH
=

dr

coshH
=

rdH

sinhH
. (27)

The equation corresponding to the second equality is sep-
arable

dr

r
=

d sinhH

sinhH
, (28)
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which implies that the following function is a first integral
of the system, namely

Ω =
sinhH

r
, X(Ω) = 0. (29)

As is custom in the treatment of quasilinear PDE, it is
advantageous to use this integral as new coordinate

(t, r) 7→
(

t,Ω =
sinhH(t, r)

r

)

. (30)

Using these coordinates, the vector field becomes

X = X(t)∂t +X(Ω)∂Ω = − sinhH∂t, (31)

and the PDE given in (26) takes the simple form

∂t(coshH) = −Ω. (32)

This allows its straightforward integration

coshH(t,Ω) = −Ωt+Ωh′(Ω), (33)

depending on an arbitrary function of the invariant Ω,
appropriately chosen for later convenience. In terms of
the original coordinates, this means that the most general
function H(t, r) satisfying the inhomogeneous quasilinear
first-order PDE (26) is implicitly given in terms of an
arbitrary function by

t+ r cothH = h′

(

sinhH

r

)

. (34)

Equivalently, the most general function Ω(t, r) satisfying
the homogeneous quasilinear first-order PDE involved in
(29) is given by the arbitrary implicit dependence

t+
1

Ω

√

1 + Ω2r2 = h′(Ω). (35)

Summarizing, the starting system (25) is only inte-
grable for the found dependence of the local hyperbolic
parameter H , expressed either in terms of the original or
the adapted coordinates. This can be corroborated by
writing the differential of the function Θ in terms of the
new coordinates (30)

dΘ =
sinhH

r
dt+

coshH

r
dr

= Ωdt+
ΩcoshH

sinhH
d

(

sinhH

Ω

)

, (36)

or

dΘ− cosh2 H

sinhH
dH = Ωdt− coshH

Ω
dΩ. (37)

Using now the found dependence (33) in the right-hand
side yields

d

(

Θ− coshH − ln
sinhH

coshH + 1
− Ωt+ h

)

= 0. (38)

We are now in a position to enunciate the main result
of this subsection: the general solution to the Hamilton-

Jacobi equation (24) is given by

Θ(t, r) =
t

r
sinhH + coshH − arcsinh

(

1

sinhH

)

− h

(

sinhH

r

)

, (39a)

0 = t+ r cothH − h′

(

sinhH

r

)

, (39b)

where h is an arbitrary single-argument function in terms

of which the hyperbolic parameter determining the solu-
tion is implicitly defined as a local function H(t, r) from

the condition (39b). Notice that the integration con-
stant appearing in (38) can be absorbed into the func-
tion h, which is defined modulo a constant in (33). An
equivalent second statement is: the general solution to

the Hamilton-Jacobi equation (24) can be also expressed
as

Θ(t, r) = Ωt+
√

1 + Ω2r2 − arcsinh

(

1

Ωr

)

− h(Ω), (40a)

0 = t+

√
1 + Ω2r2

Ω
− h′(Ω), (40b)

where the solution is now determined by the function

Ω(t, r), which is defined by the arbitrary implicit depen-
dence implied from condition (40b). This last expression
for the general solution turns out to be just the one re-
sulting from applying the procedure devised by Lagrange
to the complete integral obtained from the Lagrange-
Charpit method, as we will show in the next section.

Moreover, there exists a third possibility allowing an
explicit expression for the general solution by using the
integral Ω as a coordinate adapted to the problem. Con-
cretely, using (29), (33) and (35), the general solution to

the Hamilton-Jacobi equation (24) also allows the explicit
expression

Θ(t,Ω) = arcsinh

(

1

Ω[h′(Ω)− t]

)

+Ωh′(Ω)−h(Ω), (41a)

after changing the radial coordinate according to

r =

√

Ω2[h′(Ω)− t]2 − 1

Ω
. (41b)

The drawback of this explicit expression for the general
solution is that in such coordinates the flat spacetime
metric (14) acquires a very unsuitable form.

Finally, the previous results allow to conclude that
a non-Noetherian conformal Cheshire effect is possible
thanks to the existence of a new α-grin whose most gen-
eral time-dependent spherically symmetric stealth is de-
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termined by

Φ =























1

2
√

|λ|r sinhΘ
, λ > 0,

1

2
√

|λ|r coshΘ
, λ < 0,

(42a)

α =
1

48λ
, (42b)

where the function Θ allows either of the two implicit
representations (39) and (40), or even the explicit repre-
sentation (41).

B. Non-Noetherian from Lagrange-Charpit

It is also possible to tackle the full characterization
of the spherically symmetric non-Noetherian conformal
Cheshire effect by directly dealing with the PDE (20).
However, since this equation is no longer quasilinear as
the obtained for H in the previous subsection, the in-
tegration process leading to the general solution is less
straightforward. It is then needed to appeal to the La-
grange approach reviewed in App. A 3, where the general
solution is constructed starting from a complete integral.
Here we will apply such procedure to the complete inte-
gral for u obtained using the Lagrange-Charpit method
summarized in App. A 1.
We concretely use the version (21-22) of the nonlinear

first-order PDE that can be written as

F (t, r, u, p, q) ≡ p2 − q2 +
u2 + ǫ

r2
= 0, (43)

where we have defined p = ut and q = ur. From
Eq. (A2), the associated Lagrange-Charpit characteris-
tic system reads

dt

2p
=

−dr

2q
=

du

2(p2 − q2)
=

−r2dp

2up
=

−r3dq

2(ruq − u2 − ǫ)
. (44)

Using the original Eq. (43) in the third equality, we ob-
tain the separable equation

udu

u2 + ǫ
=

dp

p
, (45)

whose straightforward integration yields

H(t, r, u, p, q) ≡ p√
u2 + ǫ

= c1 = const. (46)

Isolating the first derivatives from (43) and (46), we ob-
tain

p = c1
√

u2 + ǫ, q =

√

(u2 + ǫ)(1 + c12r2)

r
, (47)

which allows to write du = pdt+ qdr as

du√
u2 + ǫ

= c1dt+
√

1 + c12r2
dr

r
. (48)

The above Pfaff equation is integrable for the following
potential

d

[

ln

(
√
1 + c12r2 + 1

c1r

(

u+
√

u2 + ǫ
)

)

− c1t−
√

1 + c12r2
]

= 0,

(49)
from where the complete integral can be finally isolated
using the redefinitions (23) with

Θ(t, r; c1, c2) = c1t+
√

1 + c12r2 − arcsinh

(

1

c1r

)

− c2. (50)

We now apply the Lagrange procedure to derive the
general solution, starting from the above complete inte-
gral obtained via the Lagrange-Charpit method. Follow-
ing App. A 3, the first step is to impose in the complete
integral (23) with (50), that is c2 = h(c1). Differentiating
the result with respect to the remaining parameter, the
next envelope condition is obtained

ũ1 =
√

u2 + ǫ

(

t+

√
1 + c12r2

c1
− h′(c1)

)

= 0. (51)

The above condition can be explicitly solved for the pa-
rameter only for precise elections of the function h, defin-
ing its coordinate dependence c1 = c1(t, r). On the con-
trary, for an arbitrary function such dependence can only
be defined implicitly. Consequently, according to the La-
grange procedure the general solution to the nonlinear
first-order PDE (43), characterizing the spherically sym-
metric non-Noetherian conformal Cheshire effect, allows
the following parametric representation in (23)

Θ(t, r) = c1t+
√

1 + c12r2 − arcsinh

(

1

c1r

)

− h(c1), (52a)

0 = t+

√
1 + c12r2

c1
− h

′(c1), (52b)

where c1(t, r) is a function implicitly determined by the
second condition. This is precisely the representation
(40) obtained in the previous subsection following the
quasilinearization procedure and parameterized by the
function Ω, which is just the local dependence of c1 in
the present context. Consistently, both approaches give
rise to the same representation of the general spherically
symmetric non-Noetherian stealth configuration (42).

C. Non-Noetherian from Noetherian

As shown at the beginning of the section, confor-
mal stealths with spherical symmetry in flat spacetime
are divided into two branches: the Noetherian-like and
the non-Noetherian ones. Surprisingly enough, it hap-
pens that the two classes of solutions intersect when
αλ = 1/48. Indeed, it is known that other source of
complete integrals for nonlinear first-order PDE are the
separable solutions; in the case of (20) its most general
sum-separable solution is

σ(t, r; a, τ) = a
[

−(t− τ)2 + r2
]

− λ

a
, (53)
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which is nothing other than the Noetherian-like confor-
mal stealth (16) at α = 1/(48λ), before performing the
time translation to make b0 vanish in (11). In other
words, the Noetherian-like conformal stealths also pro-
vide a complete integral for the nonlinear first-order PDE
(20) describing non-Noetherian conformal stealths!
With the different complete integral (53), we can ap-

ply the Lagrange procedure again to obtain another pa-
rameterization of the general solution to the PDE (20).
Making that the original parameter arbitrarily depends
on the reinstalled time-translation one, a = a(τ), and
following App. A 3 again, it is obtained that the general
solution can be also represented as

σ(t, r) = a(τ)
[

−(t− τ)2 + r2
]

− λ

a(τ)
, (54a)

a′(τ) = − 2(t− τ)a3(τ)

λ+ [−(t− τ)2 + r2]a2(τ)
, (54b)

where the function τ(t, r) is implicitly defined by the last
condition.
The above representation of the general solution is

linked to the one given in terms of Θ in (40) in the fol-
lowing way. First, consider a Legendre transform of the
arbitrary function of the representation (40)

Z(z) = Ωz − h(Ω), z = h′(Ω), (55)

where, as usual, the last relation is used to solve for Ω =
Ω(z). Then the arbitrary function of the representation
(54) and its argument are defined by the following map

(z, Z) 7→
(

τ = z − tanh(Z)

Ω(z)
, a =

√
λΩ(z) cosh(Z)

)

, (56)

when λ > 0. For λ < 0, the same map holds if λ is
replaced by its absolute value as well as sinh and cosh
are interchanged in every occurrence.

D. Singular and particular solutions

For λ < 0, there exists a solution, not contained in the
general one, and called singular solution, cf. App. A 2.
Solving conditions (A14) for the equation (20), using ei-
ther its version (18) or (22), one obtains that the singular
solution is given by

σ(r) = ±2
√
−λ r. (57)

The singular solution is not only spherically symmetric
but also static, properties that are incompatible for the
Noetherian-like stealths considered in Sec. III.2

2 It may seem like a linear radial dependence as (57) could cause a
bad behavior on the angular stealth constraints (19c). But this
is not the case; it is merely an artifact of how those components
are expressed in terms of the others.

Let us now turn our attention to those solutions
which do arise as particular cases of the general solu-
tion for spherically symmetric non-Noetherian conformal
stealths. The first question to answer is if there are more
static solutions. In fact, choosing a(τ) = A = const. in
(54) gives τ = t and the solution becomes

σ(r) = Ar2 − λ

A
. (58)

This is another one-parameter class of static solutions,
which in contrast to the singular one is defined for any
sign of λ, as long as it is related to α through (20). Re-
markably, the previous static stealths can be also ob-
tained as the flat spacetime limit of the second branch
of static and spherically symmetric non-Noetherian con-
formally dressed black holes found by Fernandes in [20]
precisely for αλ = 1/48. These configurations were orig-
inally derived in [27] following such approach, cf. their
Eq. (A4). In contrast, the first branch of black holes
given in [20], which exists for the different couplings rela-
tion αλ = 1/144, does not have a well-defined flat space-
time limit. That sheds some light on the relevance of the
couplings special tuning (20) for the manifestation of a
non-Noetherian conformal Cheshire effect. The previous
two static solutions turn out to be the only ones within
the spherically symmetric stealths giving rise to the con-
formal Cheshire effect. In fact, if one considers σ = σ(r),
the PDE (20) becomes a quadratic first-order ordinary
equation whose two roots straightforwardly yield (57)
and (58).
Another interesting particular solution is obtained if

one chooses a(τ) = B/τ , for which (54) yields

σ(t, r) = 2
(

Bt±
√

(B2 + λ)(t2 − r2)
)

. (59)

Spatially homogeneous stealths can be obtained from the
previous one by setting B = ±

√
−λ for λ < 0. They

coincide with the spatially-homogeneous Noetherian-like
conformal stealths (15) when αλ = 1/48, first obtained
in [27]. It is straightforward to check from PDE (20)
that these are the only allowed spatially homogeneous
configurations. On the other hand, taking B = 0 a new
Lorentz-invariant solution different from the Noetherian-
like conformal stealth (16) is obtained

σ(t, r) = ±2
√

λ (t2 − r2), (60)

valid inside or outside the light cone for positive or nega-
tive λ, respectively. By similar arguments to those used
in the static case, the above solutions and (16) are the
only Lorentz-invariant stealths with spherical symmetry
related to the conformal Cheshire effect.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have explicitly shown the existence
of a non-Noetherian conformal Cheshire effect for scalar
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fields obeying the most general second-order conformally
invariant equation derived from an action principle.

We started by showing that the configurations sup-
porting the original conformal Cheshire effect [1], char-
acterized by a sum separable inverse of the scalar field,
are also stealth solutions for the full theory. The orig-
inal restriction of the separability constants in terms of
the self-interaction coupling constant λ was generalized
to involve also the non-Noetherian coupling constant α.
Being the latter coupling the only one responsible for
breaking the conformal invariance of the action, while
preserving that of the scalar equation, we have dubbed
such configurations Noetherian-like conformal stealths.

Furthermore, we have shown that the presence of
the α-coupling is responsible for the manifestation of
a new conformal Cheshire effect, which is strictly non-
Noetherian in the sense that it only arises for α 6= 0.
We arrived to that conclusion by thoroughly studying
the spherically symmetric stealths of the whole theory
in flat spacetime. It results that the introduction of the
α−terms allow a new branch of stealth solutions beyond
the separability of the Noetherian-like conformal config-
urations. We managed to prove that this new sector is
ruled by a single nonlinear first-order PDE. Addition-
ally, it only occurs for the tuning αλ = 1/48 between the
couplings, which in particular requires both to be non-
vanishing. We have called the resulting configurations
non-Noetherian conformal stealths. We fully character-
ized these latter using different but equivalent methods,
with results related at most by a combination of Legendre
and point transformations.

When a coordinate system conventionally adapted to
the flat spacetime metric was used, implicit representa-
tions of the general solution were obtained as it is com-
mon in the study of nonlinear first-order PDE. Unex-
pectedly, an explicit representation was also obtained in
a coordinate system adapted to the problem, but caus-
ing the flat metric to be represented in an unconventional
manner

Another interesting result is that the generic
Noetherian-like solutions are just the sum-separable sec-
tor of the nonlinear first-order PDE. An outstanding
lesson is that, by avoiding a premature use of isome-
tries, these solutions have enough integration constants
to serve as a seed for generating the general solution de-
scribing the full non-Noetherian sector.

We explicitly show how to recover special solutions
from the general picture, including the static ones, those
that are spatially homogeneous, and finally the Lorentz-
invariant examples. In particular, it results that there
are only two static cases, and the remaining infinite fam-
ily of new conformal stealths indeed overfly Minkowski
spacetime without causing even the slightest backreac-
tion.

It was pointed out that one of the particular non-
Noetherian static stealths coincides with the one ob-
tained in [27] also for αλ = 1/48, as the flat spacetime
limit of the static and spherically symmetric conformally

dressed black hole found in [20] for Einstein gravity cou-
pled to the theory (6) without Weyl coupling, i.e. f = 0.
The exhaustive analysis of this work unveils that this was
just the tip of the iceberg, and that an infinite class of
configurations exists for the same couplings restriction.
Hence, the emergence of the same couplings relation

both for the non-Noetherian conformal Cheshire effect
and for non-Noetherian conformally dressed black hole
solutions should not be considered as a mere accident,
but rather due to some deeper physical reasons that
deserve future exploration. For the moment, we have
provided further evidence that specific nontrivial non-
Noetherian conformal couplings are favored by allowing
new interesting physical configurations that are incon-
ceivable in the Noetherian conformal case we are used
to.
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Appendix A: Nonlinear first-order PDE

In order to make this work self-contained, in this ap-
pendix we will briefly summarize general methods to
solve nonlinear first-order PDE heavily used in the main
text. They can be found in the PDE literature [28–30],
see also [21] and references therein for some historical
remarks.
We consider a general nonlinear first-order PDE

F (t, r, u, p, q) = 0, (A1)

where p = ut and q = ur. There are different types of
solutions, or integrals, allowed by the PDE. A general

solution is the one given in terms of an arbitrary single-
argument function. Additionally, a complete integral is
a solution involving two arbitrary constants which can-
not be combined into a single one.3 On the contrary, a
solution that involves neither an arbitrary function nor
arbitrary constants is called a particular solution if it is
contained as a particular case of a general or complete
solution, and a singular solution otherwise. The general

3 The previous definitions are generalized to the case of n inde-
pendent variables in the following way: a general solution is one
given in terms of an arbitrary function with n−1 arguments and
a complete integral is one involving n arbitrary constants and no
less.
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and singular integrals can be obtained from a complete
integral using envelopes ; an approach to eliminate con-
stants and obtain other solutions. The standard proce-
dure to find the general solution of a nonlinear first-order
PDE is due to Lagrange, see [21], and consists in con-
structing the envelope resulting from assuming that one
of the integration constants of a previously found com-
plete integral is an arbitrary function of the other con-
stants. This is why complete integrals are relevant in the
context of nonlinear first-order PDE, and an established
way to build them is the Lagrange-Charpit method. In
the following sub-appendices we will review these meth-
ods to obtain complete, general, and singular solutions.

1. The Lagrange-Charpit method

The Lagrange-Charpit method is a systematic ap-
proach to determining complete integrals. The method
to find the general solution of a quasilinear first-order
PDE was originally given by Lagrange and rests in the
integration of the associated characteristic ordinary sys-
tem, see (A9) below. Charpit introduced a generalized
characteristic system for fully nonlinear first-order PDE,
providing a method to find a complete integral. Such
characteristic system is defined by

dt

Fp

=
dr

Fq

=
du

pFp + qFq

=
−dp

pFu + Ft

=
−dq

qFu + Fr

. (A2)

From this system, one needs to find a first integral inde-
pendent of (A1), let us say

H(t, r, u, p, q) = c1 = const. (A3)

Then, isolating the first derivatives from both equations
(A1) and (A3) should give the explicit expressions

p = p(t, r, u; c1), q = q(t, r, u; c1). (A4)

The characteristic system (A2) warrants that the one-
form

du − p(t, r, u; c1)dt− q(t, r, u; c1)dr = 0, (A5)

satisfies its integrability conditions, then it is possible
to straightforwardly integrate the first-order quasilinear
PDE system

ut = p(t, r, u; c1), ur = q(t, r, u; c1), (A6)

to obtain the desired complete integral

u = u(t, r; c1, c2). (A7)

In the particular case in which the original PDE (A1)
is quasilinear, namely given by

a1(t, r, u)p+ a2(t, r, u)q = a0(t, r, u), (A8)

it is enough to consider only the first two equations of
the characteristic system (A2), since they become the
following subsystem for t, r, and u

dt

a1
=

dr

a2
=

du

a0
. (A9)

Correspondingly, the previous two equations allow for
two first integrals G(t, r, u) and H(t, r, u), but the two-
dimensional nature of (A8) implies that they are not in-
dependent. Hence, the general solution u = u(t, r) is
determined from

G = h(H), (A10)

where h is an arbitrary single-argument function. This
is precisely the method used in Subsec. IVA to find
the general solution for the spherically symmetric non-
Noetherian conformal stealths after quasilinearizing the
involved Hamilton-Jacobi equation.

2. Envelopes and singular solutions

Let us now consider a solution involving one or more
parameters

u = u(xµ; ci), (A11)

and construct the following system by differentiating
with respect to the parameters

ui ≡ ∂ciu(x
µ; ci) = 0. (A12)

Provided the above algebraic system can be solved for
the parameters as functions of the independent variables,
ci = ci(x

µ), the envelope of the multiparametric solution
is defined as the function

v(xµ) = u(xµ; ci(x
µ)), (A13)

and is also a solution by the conditions (A12).
It turns out that the envelope of a complete integral

precisely yields a singular solution, when it exists. Alter-
natively, the singular solution can be obtained without
appealing to a complete integral by eliminating p and q
from the following system

F = 0, Fp = 0, Fq = 0. (A14)

These procedures are followed in Subsec. IVD to identify
the singular solution involved in the problem. Envelopes
are also essential in the Lagrange approach to find the
general solution.

3. Lagrange approach to general solutions

Lagrange conceived the following approach in order to
build the general solution of a nonlinear first-order PDE.
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Starting from a complete integral, u = u(t, r; c1, c2), con-
sider that one of its parameters is an arbitrary function of
the other, let say c2 = h(c1). Then the general solution
is the envelope, as defined in the previous sub-appendix,
of the function

û(t, r; c1) ≡ u(t, r; c1, h(c1)). (A15)

In terms of the resulting local dependence of the param-
eter, c1 = c1(t, r), the general solution is formally ex-
pressed as

ugs = u(t, r; c1(t, r), h(c1(t, r))), (A16)

where is manifest the dependence on an arbitrary single-
argument function. However, since the function h is ar-
bitrary, such envelope cannot be explicitly found in gen-
eral. Hence, the solution is parameterized in terms of
the function c1(t, r) which is determined implicitly by
the envelope condition

u = u(t, r; c1, h(c1)), (A17a)

0 = u1(t, r; c1, h(c1)) + u2(t, r; c1, h(c1))h
′. (A17b)

This is the approach we follow in Subsecs. IVB and IVC
to reach others parameterizations of the general spheri-
cally symmetric non-Noetherian conformal stealths.

Appendix B: Second-order conformally invariant

scalars

For completeness, we report here conformally invari-
ant scalars built from the auxiliary metric (4), explicitly

expressed in terms of the scalar field, Φ, and the back-
ground metric, gµν . The first corresponds to the auxiliary
scalar curvature

R̃ =
1

Φ3
(R − 6�)Φ, (B1)

and the second to the auxiliary Gauss-Bonnet scalar,
which is compactly expressed as

G̃ =
1

Φ4
(G +∇µJ

µ) , (B2a)

where

1

8
Jµ =

1

Φ
Gµν∇νΦ +

1

Φ2
(∇µΦ)�Φ− 1

Φ2
(∇νΦ)∇µ∇νΦ

1

Φ3
(∇µΦ)∇νΦ∇νΦ. (B2b)

Here R and G are the analogous quantities defined from
the metric gµν , being Gµν the Einstein tensor of the lat-
ter. Notice that compact expression (B2a) is compatible
with the topological nature of the Gauss-Bonnet terms.
However, it has the inconvenience that seems to incorpo-
rate third-order contributions, but these actually cancel
out when considering Bianchi and Ricci identities.
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