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Abstract

In the framework of AdS/CFT duality, we consider the semiclassical problem in gen-
eral quadratic theory of gravity. We construct asymptotically global AdS and hyper-
bolic (topological) AdS black hole solutions with non-trivial quantum hair in 4 and 5-
dimensions by perturbing the maximally symmetric AdS solutions to the holographic
semiclassical equations. We find that under certain conditions, our semiclassical solution
of hyperbolic AdS black holes can be dynamically unstable against linear perturbations.
In this holographic semiclassical context, we also study the thermodynamic instability
of the hairy solutions in the 5-dimensional Gauss-Bonnet theory by computing the free
energy and show that depending on the parameter of the Gauss-Bonnet theory, the free
energy can be smaller than that of the background maximally symmetric AdS solution in
both the global AdS and hyperbolic AdS black hole cases.
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1 Introduction

The semiclassical approximation to quantum gravity is a tractable approach to incorporating
quantum effects into gravity. In this approach, gravity is treated classically while matter field
quantum mechanically through the semiclassical Einstein equations with the source terms given
by the vacuum expectation value of the stress-energy tensor for quantum fields. It was shown
that within the semiclassical approximation, the Minkowski spacetime is unstable against a
certain type of quantum fluctuation [1, 2, 3]. One may ask whether such instability is a generic
feature of the solutions to the semiclassical Einstein equations. To address this problem, it is
desirable to investigate more general curved spacetime cases. However, it is technically difficult
to carry out the calculation of the vacuum expectation value of the stress-energy tensor for a
quantum field in curved spacetime, while keeping hold the semiclassical Einstein equations (for
some exceptional cases, see e.g. [4, 5]).

The AdS/CFT duality [6] provides an efficient method to compute the vacuum expectation
value of a strongly coupled quantum field in curved spacetime by using the corresponding
dual theory of classical gravity. As first proposed in [7], the semiclassical equations on a
d-dimensional boundary spacetime can be converted into a boundary condition on a (d +
1)-dimensional asymptotically AdS bulk spacetime by promoting the boundary metric to a
dynamical field. In other words, a mixed boundary condition on the AdS boundary represents
the semiclassical equations on the boundary spacetime. There have been several works along
this line [8, 9, 10]. Recently, the holographic semiclassical problem was explicitly formulated
and analytically solved in an asymptotically AdS3 spacetime [11]. It was shown that the
maximally symmetric AdS3 spacetime (or the covering space of the BTZ black hole) is unstable
against semiclassical perturbations and also that some new asymptotically AdS3 solutions with
quantum hair are thermodynamically unstable [12].

In this paper, we extend the work [12] to the cases of 4 and 5-dimensional asymptotically
AdS spacetime and investigate instabilities of the maximally symmetric AdS spacetime. In
general d-dimensional curved spacetime with d > 3, there are higher derivative corrections in
the effective action. So, we solve semiclassical equations in the framework of general quadratic
theory of gravity coupled with a strongly interacting quantum field with a gravity dual. We
first show that the semiclassical equations admit the maximally symmetric AdS spacetime in
a certain range of a given negative cosmological constant. This is because, as we will see, the
vacuum expectation value of the stress-energy tensor and the other curvature corrections always
appear in the semiclassical equations in the form of an effective cosmological constant.

We next construct semiclassical solutions of asymptotically AdS static spacetime with a
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non-trivial quantum hair by perturbing the maximally symmetric AdS spacetime. Our hairy
asymptotic AdS solutions are classified into two types: (i) asymptotically global AdS solutions
obtained from the perturbation of the global AdS spacetime, (ii) asymptotically hyperbolic AdS
black hole solutions obtained from the perturbation of the hyperbolic (zero mass) AdS black
hole solution with a Killing horizon. The existence of the solutions depends on the parameters
αi (i = 1, 2, 3) characterizing the quadratic theory of gravity. In particular, the Einstein gravity
with αi = 0 admits some hairy solutions in d = 5 when the gravitational constant G5 is larger
than a critical value, while it does not in d = 4 for any value of the gravitational constant G4.
We also show that the 4 and 5-dimensional hyperbolic (zero mass) AdS black hole solutions are
always dynamically unstable when a hairy asymptotic AdS black hole solution exists. This new
instability, which is similar to the lower dimensional case [12], is quite different from the well-
known semiclassical linear instability [1, 2, 3, 13, 14], originating in the higher order derivative
terms.

Finally, we calculate the free energy of the hairy solutions in the 5-dimensional Gauss-Bonnet
gravity theory, which is a particular class of the quadratic gravity theory. In the case of both
asymptotically global AdS and hyperbolic AdS black hole hairy solutions, we find that there
is a parameter region in which the free energy of the hairy solution is smaller than that of
the background maximally symmetric AdS solution, suggesting that a phase transition occurs
between the hairy solutions and the background ones. In particular, the free energy of the
hyperbolic hairy AdS black hole solution is smaller than that of the background solution in the
Einstein gravity with αi = 0.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we show that the 4 and 5-dimensional max-
imally symmetric AdS spacetimes are the solution of the semiclassical equations. In section 3,
we clarify the parameter range in which the hairy static solutions exist, and analytically derive
the hairy solutions. In section 4, we first provide a general argument of the stability problem
against linear perturbations and then show that the 4 and 5-dimensional hyperbolic (zero mass)
AdS black hole solutions are dynamically unstable. In section 5, we calculate the free energy of
the hairy AdS solutions. Section 6 is devoted to summary and discussions. The notation and
conventions essentially follow our previous work [11].

2 The background solution

In this section, we show that the semiclassical Einstein equations admit d (= 4, 5)-dimensional
maximally symmetric AdS spacetime with curvature length ℓ as the background semiclassical
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solution. In general, there are higher derivative corrections in the effective action for d >
3 [15]. In this paper, we consider the quadratic gravity to incorporate the effect. As shown
below, the curvature corrections appear as an effective cosmological constant in the semiclassical
Einstein equations, and hence the curvature length ℓ is different from that of the (bare) negative
cosmological constant Λd.

2.1 The set up

According to the AdS/CFT duality [6], the vacuum expectation value of the stress-energy tensor
〈 Tµν 〉 is derived from the d+1-dimensional bulk gravity action. We start with the bulk metric

ds2d+1 = GMNdX
MdXN

= Ω−2(z)dz2 + gµν(z, x)dx
µdxν

= Ω−2(z)(dz2 + g̃µν(z, x)dx
µdxν), Ω(z) :=

ℓ

L
sin

z

ℓ
, (2.1)

where XM = (z, xµ) and L (ℓ) is the bulk (boundary) AdS length. The conformal boundary
metric Gµν is defined by

Gµν(x) := lim
z→0

Ω2(z)Gµν(z, x) = lim
z→0

g̃(z, x). (2.2)

Here, we assume that the AdSd+1 bulk spacetime is foliated by a family of the z = const.
hypersurface and the limit hypersurface Σ0 := limz→0Σz approaches a portion of the conformal
boundary ∂M , as shown in Fig. 1. We consider the d-dimensional spacetime with the conformal
boundary metric Gµν satisfying the semiclassical Einstein equations. Following [11], we shall
impose the Dirichlet boundary condition at the other part of the conformal boundary ΣD :=
∂M\{Σ0 ∪ ∂Σ0} (see Fig. 1).

The d + 1-dimensional bulk action consists of the d + 1-dimensional Einstein-Hilbert action
SEH, the d-dimensional Gibbons-Hawking term SGH and the counter term S

(d)
ct as

Sbulk = SEH + SGH + Sct

=

∫

dd+1X
√
−G

16πGd+1

(

R(G) +
d(d− 1)

L2

)

+

∫

ddx
√−g

8πGd+1

K
∣

∣

∣

z=0
+S

(d)
ct . (2.3)
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Figure 1: A time-slice of the (conformally compactified) AdS bulk spacetime foliated by z = const.

hypersurfaces Σz, each of Σz (denoted by the dotted curve) itself is an AdS spacetime one dimensional

lower than the bulk AdS. The conformal boundary of the bulk AdS is divided into the left-part ΣD and

the right-part Σ0, and these two are matched at the corner ∂Σ0. On the-right part Σ0, the boundary

metric is supposed to satisfy the holographic semiclassical Einstein equations, or in other words the

mixed boundary condition is imposed on the bulk metric. For definiteness, we assume that on the

left-part ΣD, the Dirichlet boundary conditions are imposed on the bulk metric. When Σ0 includes a

d-dimensional boundary black hole, the bulk spacetime also includes a d + 1-dimensional black hole

with a horizon inside the bulk. The two hyperbolic curves denote one of the possible bulk horizons.
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In d = 4, 5 cases, S
(d)
ct is explicitly written by the Ricci curvature Rµν(g) of the metric gµν as

S
(4)
ct = −

∫

d4x
√−g

16πG5

(

6

L
+

L

2
R(g)− L3

8

{

Rµν(g)R
µν(g)− 1

3
R2(g)

}

ln
z2

4ℓ2

)

, (2.4a)

S
(5)
ct = −

∫

d5x
√−g

16πG6

(

8

L
+

L

3
R(g) +

L3

9

{

Rµν(g)R
µν(g)− 5

16
R2(g)

})

. (2.4b)

The expectation value of the stress-energy tensor 〈 Tµν 〉 is derived from the variation of the
bulk on-shell action [16, 17]. As shown in Ref. [11], it is written in terms of the extrinsic
curvature K̃µν with respect to the metric g̃µν as

〈 Tµν 〉 = − 2√
−G

δSbulk

δGµν

= lim
z→0

1

8πGd+1L

[

L2

(d− 2)Ωd−2

{

K̃K̃µν −
g̃µν
2
(K̃αβK̃αβ + K̃2)

}

− Lg̃νρ

(

LΩ

d− 2

∂

∂z
+ 1

)

K̃ρ
µ − δµ

ρK̃

Ωd−1
− (d− 1)g̃µν

2Ωd
(1− LΩ′)2

]

+ τ (d)µν , (2.5)

where the prime “ ′ ” denotes the z-derivative,

K̃µν = −1

2
∂z g̃µν (2.6)

and τ
(d)
µν is given by

τ (4)µν = − L3

64πG5

{

(

D̃2 − 2

3
R̃

)

R̃µν −
1

3
D̃µD̃νR̃ + 2R̃αµβνR̃

αβ

− g̃µν
2

(

R̃αβR̃
αβ +

1

3
D̃2R̃− 1

3
R̃2

)

}

ln
z2

4ℓ2
, (2.7a)

τ (5)µν =
L3

72πG6Ω

{

(

D̃2 − 5

8
R̃

)

R̃µν −
3

8
D̃µD̃νR̃ + 2R̃αµβνR̃

αβ

− g̃µν
2

(

R̃αβR̃
αβ +

1

4
D̃2R̃− 5

16
R̃2

)

}

. (2.7b)
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Here, R̃µν is the Ricci tensor of the conformal metric g̃µν and the on-shell condition

RMN − 1

2
GMNR− d(d− 1)

2L2
GMN = 0 (2.8)

is imposed to derive (2.5).

In the d-dimensional boundary theory, we consider the following gravity action with the
quadratic curvature corrections,

S = Sbd + SGH + Sct + Sbulk, (2.9a)

Sbd =

∫

ddx
√
−G

16πGd
(R+ α1R2 + α2RµνRµν + α3 Rαβ

µν Rµν
αβ − 2Λd), (2.9b)

where SGH, Sct, Rρσ
µν := Rµν

ρσ = Rρσ
µν , and Rµν are the (d − 1)-dimensional (generalized)

Gibbons-Hawking surface term, the counter term, the Riemann tensor, and the Ricci tensor
of the conformal metric Gµν , respectively, and where Λd is the (bare) cosmological constant,
αi (i = 1, 2, 3) are free parameters of the quadratic gravity theory.

By taking variation with respect to Gµν of the action (2.9a), one obtains the semiclassical
Einstein equations

Eµν = 8 πGd 〈 Tµν 〉 , (2.10a)

Eµν := Rµν −
R
2
Gµν + Λd Gµν + α1H(1)

µν + α2H(2)
µν + α3H(3)

µν , (2.10b)

where H(i)
µν (i = 1, 2, 3) are given by

H(1)
µν = 2(Rµν −DµDν)R− Gµν

(

1

2
R2 − 2D2R

)

, (2.11a)

H(2)
µν = 2RµρνσRρσ +D2Rµν −DµDνR− 1

2
Gµν(RσρRσρ −D2R), (2.11b)

H(3)
µν = 2RµρστRν

ρστ − Gµν

2
Rρσ

αβ Rαβ
ρσ + 4RµρνσRρσ − 4RµρRρ

ν − 2DµDνR+ 4D2Rµν . (2.11c)

2.2 d = 4 background solution

For the background semiclassical solution of Eqs. (2.10a), we consider the maximally symmetric
spacetime with the conformal boundary metric Gµν satisfying

Rµναβ = − 1

ℓ2
(GµαGνβ − GµβGνα). (2.12)
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In d = 4 case, 〈 Tµν 〉 in Eq. (2.5) takes a nonzero value

〈 Tµν 〉 = − 3L3Gµν

64πG5ℓ4
, (2.13)

due to the existence of the Weyl anomaly. Since H(i)
µν (i = 1, 2, 3) = 0 for the metric Gµν

satisfying Eq. (2.12), the semiclassical Eqs. (2.10a) reduce to

Λ4 = − 3

ℓ2

(

1 +
πγ4
8

)

, (2.14)

where γd is the dimensionless parameter [11]

γd :=
GdL

πGd+1

(

L

ℓ

)d−2

, (2.15)

which determines the magnitude of the backreaction of 〈 Tµν 〉 on the geometry through the
semiclassical Eqs. (2.10a). By Eq. (2.14) the bare cosmological constant Λ4 is smaller than the
effective cosmological constant −3/ℓ2, and the solution always exists for an arbitrary negative
value Λ4 by choosing a suitable length ℓ.

2.3 d = 5 background solution

In 5-dimensional case, 〈 Tµν 〉 in Eq. (2.5) is zero, as the Weyl anomaly vanishes. So, substi-
tuting

H(1)
µν = −40

ℓ4
Gµν , H(2)

µν = − 8

ℓ4
Gµν , H(3)

µν = − 4

ℓ4
Gµν (2.16)

into the semiclassical Eqs. (2.10a), we can determine the AdS5 length ℓ by the bare negative
cosmological constant Λ5 as

Λ5 =
1

ℓ2

(

−6 +
κ

ℓ2

)

, κ := 40α1 + 8α2 + 4α3. (2.17)

When κ < 0, there is a semiclassical solution for an arbitrary negative value of Λ5 by choosing
a suitable length ℓ. On the other hand, when κ > 0, Λ5 and κ must satisfy

κ|Λ5| < 9 . (2.18)

In the Einstein gravity limit, αi = 0 (κ = 0), it reduces to the classical negative cosmological
constant, −6/ℓ2.
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3 The perturbed semiclassical static solutions

In this section, we investigate whether or not there are perturbed static semiclassical solutions
of Eqs. (2.10a) with a nonzero vacuum expectation value of the stress-energy tensor 〈 Tµν 〉.
Let us expand the conformal metric g̃µν as

g̃µν(z, x) = Gµν(x) + ǫhµν(z, x) +O(ǫ2). (3.1)

We assume that the metric perturbations hµν satisfy

hµ
µ = hµνG

µν
= 0 , Dνhµν = 0 , (3.2)

where Dµ is the covariant derivative with respect to the unperturbed boundary metric Gµν .

Substituting the ansatz hµν(z, x) = ξ(z)Hµν(x) into the perturbation of the bulk equa-
tion (2.8), one obtains the following two decoupled equations,

ξ′′ +m2ξ − (d− 1)Ω′

Ω
ξ′ = 0, (3.3)

D̄2Hµν +
2

ℓ2
Hµν = m2Hµν . (3.4)

From the Dirichlet boundary condition at the portion of the AdS boundary ΣD (see Fig. 1),
the solution of (3.3) is analytically obtained as

ξ(y) = C(1− y)
d
2F

(

1

2
− p,

1

2
+ p, 1 +

d

2
; 1− y

)

, y :=
1− cos z

ℓ

2
, (3.5)

where p is defined by

p =

√

(d− 1)2

4
+ m̂2 (3.6)

with m̂2 := m2ℓ2 .

As shown in the subsection 3.3, the regular static asymptotically AdS solution of Eq. (3.4)
exists only when m̂2 < 0. So, from Eq. (3.6), m̂2 must satisfy the inequality

−(d − 1)2

4
< m̂2 < 0 (3.7)

to have such a semiclassical solution.
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3.1 d=4 semiclassical solution

In d = 4 case, the solution (3.5) can be expanded near the AdS boundary, z = 0 (y = 0) as 1

ξ = 1 +
m̂2

4

(z

ℓ

)2

+
3d1(m̂

2)− m̂2

48

(z

ℓ

)4

+
d2(m̂

2)

16

(z

ℓ

)4

ln

(

z2

4ℓ2

)

+O(z5),

d1(m̂
2) =

1

4

[

−12− 2m̂2 + 3m̂4 − 2m̂2(2 + m̂2)

{

H

(

3

2
− p

)

+H

(

3

2
+ p

)}]

,

d2(m̂
2) = −m̂2

(

m̂2

2
+ 1

)

, (3.8)

where H(k) is a harmonic number represented by the integral

H(k) =

∫ 1

0

1− xk

1− x
dx. (3.9)

By using the formula (A.1), the perturbation of τ
(4)
µν (2.7a) becomes

δτ (4)µν =
L3

64πG5 ℓ4

(

m̂4

2
+ m̂2

)

ǫHµν × ln
z2

4ℓ2
. (3.10)

Substituting Eqs. (3.8) and (3.10) into the perturbation of the stress-energy tensor (2.5), the
logarithmic divergence vanishes and then, we obtain a finite value as

δ
(

〈 Tµ
ν 〉

)

= − 1

16 π,G4

γ4w4(m̂
2)

ℓ2
ǫHµ

ν , (3.11a)

w4(m̂
2) :=

π

8

[{

H

(

3

2
+ p

)

+H

(

3

2
− p

)}

m̂2
(

m̂2 + 2
)

+ 2m̂2 + 6

]

, (3.11b)

On the other hand, first order perturbations of Eµν (2.10b) are given, with the help of
Eq. (A.3), by

δ
(

Eµν
)

= − m̂2

2 ℓ2
{

1− 6 (4 α̂1 + α̂2) + (α̂2 + 4 α̂3) m̂
2
}

ǫHµ
ν , (3.12)

where α̂i := αi/ℓ
2 (i = 1, 2, 3). the perturbed semiclassical Eqs. (2.10a) reduce to an algebraic

equation,

γ4 =
m̂2 {1− 6 (4 α̂1 + α̂2) + (α̂2 + 4 α̂3) m̂

2}
w4(m̂2)

=: G4(m̂
2), (3.13)

1C is normalized so that ξ(0) = 1.

9



−2.5 −2 −1.5 −1 −0.5 0
−4

−2

0

2

4

α̂1 = 0

α̂1 = 0.02

α̂1 = 0.04

α̂1 = 0.06

α̂1 = 0.08

G
4
(m̂

2
)

m̂
2

Figure 2: The plot of G4(m̂
2) in Eq. (3.13) for α2 = α3 = 0. The blue (solid), orange (dashed),

red (dotted), green (dotdashed), and purple (large dashing) curves are α̂1 = 0, 0.02, 0.04, 0.06, 0.08,

respectively. The vertical line at m̂2 = −9/4 represents the lower bound of the mass m̂2. When

α̂1 > 1/24, there are one or two solutions, depending on the value of γ4 satisfying 0 < γ4 < Gm(α̂1),

where Gm(α̂1) is the maximum of G4 in the range of −9/4 < m̂2 < 0.
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For simplicity, let us first consider the case α̂2 = α̂3 = 0. The plot in Fig. 2 is the function
G4(m̂

2) in Eq. (3.13) for α̂2 = α̂3 = 0. As easily verified, there is no solution for the Einstein
gravity, α̂1 = 0 in the mass range −9/4 < m̂2 < 0 (3.7). When α̂1 is larger than a critical
value 1/24, the function G4(m̂

2) flips over, and there is an upper bound γ4m of γ4 to possess
the solution. The upper bound γ4m is given by the maximum value of G4(m̂

2) in the range
−9/4 < m̂2 < 0, and one or two semiclassical solutions exist, depending on the value of
γ4 < γ4m := G4(m̂

2). This feature is quite different from 3-dimensional case [11] in which there
is a lower bound for γ3 to possess a solution in the range (3.7).

To describe the solution space, instead of the parameters (α̂1, α̂2, α̂3), we introduce new
parameters, η and ρ as

ρ :=
α̂2

2
+ 2α̂3, η :=

1

2
− 12α̂1 − 3α̂2. (3.14)

Since w4(m̂
2) > 0 in the range −9/4 < m̂2 < 0, the condition for the semiclassical solution in

the mass range is summarized as

�

η

=
1

2
η

=
9

4
η �

Figure 3: The region for the semiclassical solution to exist is shown in the shaded region. The small

black circle on the η axis represents the Einstein gravity with α̂i = 0 (i = 1, 2, 3).







η < 0 for ρ < 0

η <
9

4
ρ for ρ > 0

, (3.15)

as shown in Fig. 3.
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3.2 d=5 semiclassical solution

In d = 5 case, the solution (3.5) can be expanded near the AdS boundary, z = 0 as

ξ = 1 +
p2 − 4

6

(z

ℓ

)2

+
16− 16p2 + 3p4

72

(z

ℓ

)4

− p(4− 5p2 + p4) cot(πp)

45

(z

ℓ

)5

+O(z6), (3.16)

where C is normalized as ξ(0) = 1. By using the formula (A.1), the perturbation of τ
(5)
µν is given

by

δτ (5)µν = − L4

72πG6

1

ℓ5

(

m̂4

2
+

9m̂2

4
− 9

)

ǫHµν

sin(z/ℓ)
. (3.17)

AtO(ǫ), the first line in Eq. (2.5) is zero, as the background solution has zero extrinsic curvature.
Substituting Eqs. (3.16) and (3.17) into the second and third lines in Eq. (2.5), one obtains a
finite value

δ(〈 Tµ
ν 〉) = − 1

16 πG5

γ5w5(m̂
2)

ℓ2
ǫHµ

ν , (3.18a)

w5(m̂
2) :=

π

9

p (4− p2) (1− p2)

tan(πp)
:=

π

9

m̂2 (3 + m̂2)
√
4 + m̂2

tan
(

π
√
4 + m̂2

) , (3.18b)

at O(ǫ). From Eq. (A.2), the first order perturbations of H(i)
µν (2.11a) is given by

δH(1)
µν = −20

ℓ4
(

2− m̂2
)

ǫHµν ,

δH(2)
µν = − 1

2ℓ4
(

m̂2 − 4
)2

ǫHµν ,

δH(3)
µν = − 2

ℓ4
(

m̂4 + m̂2 + 2
)

ǫHµν . (3.19)

Also, from Eq. (A.3), the first order perturbations of Eµν (2.10b) are given by

δ
(

Eµν
)

= − m̂2

2 ℓ2
[

1− {10 (4 α̂1 + α̂2)− α̂2}+ (α̂2 + 4 α̂3)
(

m̂2 + 1
) ]

ǫHµ
ν . (3.20)

Combining this with Eq. (3.18a), the first order perturbation of the semiclassical Eqs. (2.10a)
leads to an algebraic equation

γ5 =
m̂2 [ 1− {10 (4 α̂1 + α̂2)− α̂2}+ (α̂2 + 4α̂3) (1 + m̂2) ]

w5(m̂2)
=: G5(m̂

2) (3.21)
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−4 −3 −2 −1 0
−20

−10

0

10

20

α̂1 = 0

α̂1 = 0.2

α̂1 = 0.4

G
5
(m̂

2
)

m̂
2

Figure 4: The r.h.s. of Eq. (3.21) is plotted for the Gauss-Bonnet theory α̂2 = −4α̂1 = −4α̂3. The

blue (solid), green (dashed), red (dotted) curves are α̂1 = 0, 0.2, 0.4 respectively. The vertical line at

m̂2 = −4 corresponds to the lower bound for the negative mass (3.7). There is a lower bound γ5c(α̂1)

for γ5 when α̂1 < 1/4 to possess the semiclassical solution. When α̂1 > 1/4, one solution exists in the

range −7/4 < m̂2 < 0 for any γ5 > 0.
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Let us consider, for example, the Gauss-Bonnet theory, α̂2 = −4α̂1 = −4α̂3. In this case, the
square bracket in the r. h. s. of Eq. (3.21) becomes constant, i. e. , 1−4α̂1. Fig. 4 shows the plot
of the r. h. s. of Eq. (3.21) for several values of α̂1. The blue (solid), green (dashed), red (dotted)
curves are α̂1 = 0, 0.2, 0.4 respectively. When α̂1 < 1/4, there is a lower bound γ5c(α̂1) for γ5 to
possess the semiclassical solution. For any value of γ5 > γ5c, there are two solutions in the range
−15/4 < m̂2 < −7/4. When α̂1 > 1/4, the curve flips over (see, for example, α̂1 = 0.4 curve
in Fig. 4). Thus, one solution always exists in the range −7/4 < m̂2 < 0 for any positive value
of γ5, and there is a possibility that there is another solution in the range −4 < m̂2 < −15/4,
depending on α̂1 and γ5.

3.3 Static hairy AdS solutions

As shown in the previous subsection, the dimensionless parameters γ4 and γ5 must satisfy
Eqs. (3.13) and (3.21) derived from the semiclassical Eqs. (2.10a). In this subsection, we
construct d = 4 and d = 5 dimensional static hairy global AdS and hyperbolic AdS solutions
of Eq. (3.4) under the conditions (3.13) and (3.21). We start with the d-dimensional metric,

ds2d = −f(u)

u
(1 + ǫT (u))dt2 +

ℓ2

4u2f(u)
(1 + ǫU(u))du2 +

ℓ2

u
(1 + ǫR(u))dσ2

K,d−2,

f(u) := 1 +Ku, K = ±1, (3.22)

where dσ2
K,d−2 = γijdz

idzj with zi being angle coordinates is the metric of the (d−2)-dimensional
unit sphere or hyperbolic space, depending on K = ±1. The background solution with ǫ = 0
reduces to the global AdS (K = 1) or the (covering space of) hyperbolic AdS (K = −1) black
hole. From the transverse-traceless condition (3.2), one obtains the following two equations

U + T + (d− 2)R = 0 , (3.23a)

uU ′ − 1

2

(

d− 1 +
1

f

)

U − K

2

u

f
T = 0 . (3.23b)

By Eq. (3.4) combined with Eqs. (3.23a) and (3.23b), one obtains the master equation for U as

4u2fU ′′ − 2{d+ 1 + (d− 3)Ku}uU ′ + (2 + 2d− m̂2)U = 0 (3.24)

for d = 4, 5. Since T and R are determined by U via Eqs. (3.23a) and (3.23b), all metric
functions are determined by the solution of Eq. (3.24). For K = 1, by imposing regularity at
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u = ∞, the solution is uniquely determined as

U = F

(

3 + d

4
+

p

2
,
3 + d

4
− p

2
,
1 + d

2
;−1

u

)

, (3.25)

except the normalization factor, where p is the parameter defined in Eq. (3.6). The asymptotic
expansion of U near the AdS boundary becomes

U ≃ c1u
3+d+2p

4 + c2u
3+d−2p

4

=
Γ
(

1+d
2

)

Γ(−p)

Γ
(

3+d−2p
4

)

Γ
(

d−1−2p
4

)u
3+d+2p

4 +
Γ
(

1+d
2

)

Γ(p)

Γ
(

3+d+2p
4

)

Γ
(

d−1+2p
4

)u
3+d−2p

4 . (3.26)

For K = −1, we shall impose the regularity condition at the horizon u = 1. The solution is
given by

U = u
3+d−2p

4 F

(

3 + d

4
− p

2
,
5− d

4
− p

2
, 2; 1− u

)

. (3.27)

The asymptotic expansion of U near the AdS boundary becomes

U ≃ c1u
3+d+2p

4 + c2u
3+d−2p

4

=
Γ(−p)u

3+d+2p

4

Γ
(

5−d−2p
4

)

Γ
(

3+d−2p
4

) +
Γ(p)u

3+d−2p

4

Γ
(

5−d+2p
4

)

Γ
(

3+d+2p
4

) . (3.28)

Then, from Eqs. (3.23a) and (3.23b), we find that the solutions asymptotically behave as

U = O
(

u
3+d−2p

4

)

, R, T = O
(

u
d−1−2p

4

)

. (3.29)

By imposing the asymptotic boundary condition

lim
u→0

U, R, T = 0, (3.30)

we find that m̂2 must satisfy the inequality (3.7). As shown in the previous subsection, the
condition for the negative mass solutions are given by the semiclassical equations (3.13) and
(3.21).
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4 Dynamical instability

In this section, we study the dynamical instability of the boundary AdS spacetime by using our
perturbed semiclassical Einstein equations (3.4). We first establish our stability criterion and
apply it to the scalar-type perturbation case. Then, we show instability of the boundary AdS
spacetime in K = −1 case by explicitly constructing unstable perturbation solutions to (3.4)
in the 4- and 5-dimensions.

4.1 Stability criterion

Let us consider the stability problem of the boundary AdS spacetimes against linear pertur-
bations from the viewpoint of the energy integral. On the assumption of the time-dependence
of perturbation ∝ e−iωt and the separation of angular variables zi, our boundary perturbation
equations (3.4) can be cast into the following form:

ω̂2Φ = AΦ , (4.1)

where A is the second-order differential operator defined by

AΦ = 2
√
uf

{

− d

du

(

2
√
uf

dΦ

du

)

+W (u)Φ

}

, (4.2)

with f = 1 + Ku appeared in our boundary metric (3.22), and where W (u) is the potential
function depending on the dimensions and the type of perturbations, and Φ(u) a master variable
constructed from Hµν in a certain way. We consider A as an operator on the Hilbert space of
square-integrable functions with respect to the inner product

(Φ1,Φ2) =

∫

du

2
√
uf

Φ∗

1(u)Φ2(u) , (4.3)

and the associated norm ‖Φ‖ =
√

(Φ,Φ). It immediately follows from (4.1) that

ω̂2‖Φ‖2 = (Φ, AΦ) . (4.4)

This implies that if A is a positive self-adjoint operator, then ω̂ is a real number and the
equation (4.1)—hence (3.4)—does not allow mode solutions which exponentially grow in time.

Since AdS spacetime is non-globally hyperbolic, in order to define the dynamics of pertur-
bations in a sensible manner, one has to impose suitable boundary conditions at the AdS
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conformal boundary, as well as at inner boundary if exists. In the present case, we consider
the stability under the Dirichlet boundary conditions both at the conformal infinity and inner
boundary. Then, for our purpose, it suffices to examine the positivity of A by taking C∞

0 (u), a
space of smooth functions of compact support, as the domain of A. With the domain C∞

0 (u), A
is essentially self-adjoint, and then taking its closure makes A self-adjoint with domain defined
by the Dirichlet boundary conditions.

For any Φ ∈ C∞

0 (u), we find that

(Φ, AΦ) = ‖DΦ‖2 +
∫

duW̃ (u)|Φ|2 , (4.5)

where the derivative operator D and the effective potential W̃ (u) are given, with some suitably
chosen function G(u), by [18, 19]

DΦ = 2
√
ufG

d

du

(

Φ

G

)

, W̃ (u) = W (u)− 1

G

d

du

(

2
√
uf

dG

du

)

. (4.6)

The expression (4.5) yields that if W̃ is positive definite for some G, then A must also be
positive definite, implying that (4.1) does not allow exponentially increasing unstable mode
solutions. This is our stability criterion.

Now let us apply the above stability criteiron to linear metric perturbations on the boundary
geometries considered in the previous section. One can in general decompose the metric per-
turbations Hµν on the d-dimensional boundary AdS into three types called the scalar-, vector-,
and tensor-type, according to their tensorial properties on the (d − 2)-dimensional space with
the metric dσ2

K,d−2 = γijdz
idzj (the tensor-type exists only for d − 2 ≥ 3). For the K = 1

case, the stability analysis with more general boundary conditions at conformal infinity has
been studied in detail [19]. For the K = −1 case, besides boundary conditions at conformal
infinity, one also has to take care of inner boundary, which corresponds to the bifurcate surface
of the Killing horizon with respect to ∂/∂t. The master variable Φ, as a function of u, can be
constructed for each type of perturbations [20, 21]. In the following we discuss whether our
stability criterion is satisfied for the scalar-type perturbations. The stability analysis for the
vector-type and tensor-type perturbations are given in Appendix B. More general, thorough
analysis of cases with inner boundaries will be given elsewhere [22].
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4.2 Scalar-type perturbations

On the background, given by the metric (3.22) with ǫ = 0, scalar-type perturbations can be
expanded in terms of scalar harmonics Sk on the (d − 2)-dimensional space (Kd−2, dσ

2
d−2,K),

satisfying
(△̂+ k2

S)S = 0 ,

where kS denotes the mode number along Kd−2. For spherically symmetric case, K = 1,
k2
S = l(l+d−3), l = 0, 1, 2, . . . . If we consider the vacuum Einstein gravity with a cosmological

constant, we find that the homogeneous perturbations, i.e., those with kS = 0, S = const.,
correspond to adding perturbatively a mass term to the background AdS metric, hence are
not dynamical ones. However, in the present case, as a holographic semiclassical problem, we
are dealing with the non-vacuum boundary Einstein equations with CFT source terms, the
homogeneous perturbations can be dynamical. In other words, we are dealing with effectively
the scalar-type perturbations of a massive tensor field with the mass-squared m̂2 on the d-
dimensional AdS background, for which the exceptional mode kS = 0 can be dynamical. As
examined in detail in [23], for massive tensor fields, it does not, in general, appear to be possible
to find a set of decoupled master equations for generic modes of scalar-type perturbations. In
what follows we focus only on the exceptional mode for the scalar-type perturbations.

The scalar-type homogeneous perturbations (kS = 0) in the background of general dimension
d ≥ 4 with f = 1+Ku can be expressed in terms of 4 functions R, S, T, U of u in the following
way:

ds2d = −f

u
(1 + ǫT (u)e−iωt)dt2 +

ℓ2

4u2f
(1 + ǫU(u)e−iωt)du2

+
ǫℓ

2u2f
S(u)e−iωtdtdu+

ℓ2

u
(1 + ǫR(u)e−iωt)dσ2

K,(d−2) . (4.7)

The traceless and transverse conditions (3.23a), (3.23b) are written by

(d− 2)R + T + U = 0, (4.8a)

S ′ − iω̂T − d+ 1

2u
S = 0, (4.8b)

uU ′ − 1

2

(

1

f
+ d− 2

)

U +
T

2f
+

iω̂

4f 2
S +

d− 2

2
R = 0, (4.8c)

where ω̂ = ℓω. Eliminating R by Eq. (4.8a), we also obtain the following constraint equation
from (3.4) as

i(m̂2 − 2ω̂2)S + 2ω̂u(1 + ω̂2)T + {1 + ω̂2u− (d− 1)f}U = 0. (4.9)
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This equation yields two coupled first order differential equations for (U, S) from Eqs. (4.8b)
and (4.8c). Then, defining a new variable Z as

Z = S + 2iω̂fU, (4.10)

we find the equation for the master variable Z as

Z ′′ +

(

f ′

f
− d+ 1

2u

)

Z ′ +
1

4u2f 2
{ω̂2u+ [2(d+ 1)− m̂2]f}Z = 0 . (4.11)

To examine our stability criterion, we introduce the new variable

Z(u) = u(d+2)/4Φ(u) . (4.12)

Then, the equation (4.11) for Z is rewritten as the equation for Φ in the form of (4.1) with

W (u) =
1

2
√
u

{[

p2 − (d+ 3)2

4

]

1

u
− (d+ 2)f ′ +

(d+ 2)(d+ 4)

4

f

u

}

, (4.13)

where the parameter p = (1/2)
√

(d− 1)2 + 4m̂2 is introduced in (3.6).

4.2.1 Global chart K = 1

In this case, u = 0 corresponds to the AdS conformal boundary and u = ∞ to the regular
center of the AdS spacetime. Choosing our G as

G = u(1−2p)/4f−(d+3−2p)/4 (4.14)

we find (4.5) with

W̃ (u) =
1

8
√
uf

(d+ 3− 2p)2 ≥ 0 . (4.15)

Thus, for any Φ ∈ C∞

0 (u) with 0 < u < ∞,

(Φ, AΦ) = ‖DΦ‖2 + 1

4
(d+ 3− 2p)2 ‖Φ‖2 ≥ 0 . (4.16)

Therefore the equation (4.1) does not allow exponentially growing unstable modes for ho-
mogeneous perturbations. We should note that Φ describes only a highly restricted class of
perturbations—(d−2)-dimensional spherically symmetric perturbations, and the above analysis
does not assure, at this stage, the stability of AdS in global chart against linear perturbations.
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4.2.2 Hyperbolic chart K = −1

In this case, u = 0 corresponds to the AdS conformal boundary and u = 1 to the bifurcate
surface of the Killing horizon with respect to the Killing field ∂/∂t, where for the stability
analysis, we impose the Dirichlet boundary condition2.

For K = −1, the choice (4.14) does not work, making W̃ negative definite. Now, by inspec-
tion, we choose our G as

G = u(1+2p)/4 , (4.17)

then

W̃ =
1

2
√
u

{

(p+ 1)2 − (d+ 1)2

4

}

. (4.18)

This effective potential W̃ (u) can only be non-negative when p ≥ (d−1)/2 (i.e., when m̂2 ≥ 0).
This leaves open the possibility of the existence of unstable modes for p < (d − 1)/2, evading
our stability criterion. We will see that this is indeed the case for 4- and 5-dimensions in the
next subsection.

4.3 Unstable solutions

We show that the 4 and 5-dimensional background hyperbolic AdS solutions are unstable
against perturbation satisfying the semiclassical equations (3.13) and (3.21). The general solu-
tion to the master equation (4.11) with K = −1 is given by

Z = (1− u)
−iω̂
2 u

3+d
4

{

a1 u
−

p

2 F

(

−d− 1 + 2p+ 2iω̂

4
,
3 + d− 2p− 2iω̂

4
, 1− p ; u

)

+a2 u
p

2 F

(

−d− 1− 2p+ 2iω̂

4
,
3 + d+ 2p− 2iω̂

4
, 1 + p ; u

)}

. (4.19)

2Note that instead of the Dirichlet boundary condition, one may impose the ingoing boundary conditions at
the horizon u = 1, and discuss the stability in terms of quasi-normal modes, rather than the energy integral (4.5)
employed in this section. (Note that for perturbations Φ satisfying the ingoing boundary conditions, the norm
‖Φ‖ will be divergent.) One may wonder what happens for perturbations which do not satisfy the Dirichlet
conditions at the bifurcate surface. It is shown that if the Schwarzschild wedge of the spacetime is stable under
the Dirichlet boundary conditions at the bifurcate surface, then by using the discrete isometry of the Kruskal
extended spacetime, one can rule out the possibility that initial data which are non-vanishing at the bifurcate
surface could exhibit instability [24]. This argument applies to the present case of hyperbolic AdS (K = −1)
with the bifurcate Killing horizon.
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We impose the Dirichlet boundary condition at the AdS conformal boundary at u = 0. This
corresponds to a1 = 0. As for the inner boundary, since we are now constructing an unstable
solution rather than showing the stability, instead of the Dirichlet conditions according to
[24], we impose the ingoing boundary condition at the Killing horizon, which corresponds to

Z ∼ (1−u)−
iω̂
2 . By the transformation formula (D.1), the solution near the horizon behaves as

Z ≃ Γ(−iω̂)Γ(1 + p)(1− u)iω̂/2

Γ
(

−1
4
(d− 1− 2p+ 2iω̂)

)

Γ
(

1
4
(3 + d+ 2 p− 2iω̂)

)

+
Γ(iω̂)Γ(1 + p)(1− u)−iω̂/2

Γ
(

−1
4
(d− 1− 2p− 2iω̂)

)

Γ
(

1
4
(d+ 3 + 2 p+ 2iω̂)

) . (4.20)

Thus, for an arbitrary non-negative integer n, the ingoing boundary condition requires that

ω̂ = i

(

d− 1

2
− 2n− p

)

or ω̂ = −i

(

d+ 3

2
+ 2n + p

)

. (4.21)

The modes that satisfy the left-side condition above with n = 0 correspond to unstable modes,
since p < (d− 1)/2 for the negative mass (see Eq. (3.6)). This implies that the hyperbolic AdS
solution is unstable against the semiclassical perturbation.

5 The boundary free energy

In this section, we investigate thermodynamical instabilities of the static hairy solutions ob-
tained in Sec. 3 by evaluating the free energy. In general theory of gravity with quadratic
curvature corrections (2.9a), some ambiguity arises for evaluating the free energy since it in-
cludes higher derivatives of the metric functions. This implies that the surface term arising
from the on-shell action (2.9a) includes higher derivatives of the boundary metric, where there
is no natural guiding principle to choose the values of the derivatives. In this paper, we restrict
our attention to the Gauss-Bonnet gravity satisfying the parameter relation

− α̂2

4
= α̂3 = α̂1. (5.1)

In this case, the ambiguity mentioned above does not arise, as the surface term of the ac-
tion (2.9a) does not include the higher derivatives.

In the 4-dimensional case, it is well known that the Gauss-Bonnet theory does not affect the
equations of motion (2.10a), and that it is the same as the one of the Einstein gravity with
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α̂1 = 0. Actually, one can check that the parameters ρ and η in (3.14) reduce to the Einstein
gravity with (ρ, η) = (0, 1/2). As shown in Fig. 3, there is no hairy global AdS (hyperbolic
AdS BH) solution in the Einstein gravity. So, hereafter, we shall calculate the free energy in
the 5-dimensional Gauss-Bonnet gravity.

The generalized Gibbons-Hawking term SGH and the counter term Sct in the Gauss-Bonnet
action (2.9a) with the relation (5.1) are given by

SGH =
1

8πG5

∫

d4x
√
−σ

[

K + 2α1

(

KR(4) − 2Ka
bRb

a +KKa
bKb

a

−2

3
Ka

bKb
cKc

a − 1

3
K3

)

]
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

u=0

,

Sct =
3

16πG5

∫

d4x
√
−σ

(α

ℓ
− βℓR(4)

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

u=0

, (5.2)

where σab := Gab and Kab is the 4-dimensional extrinsic curvature given by

Kab := −
√
guu

2
∂uσab = − u

√
f

ℓ
√
1 + ǫU

∂uGab, (5.3)

and α and β are the free parameters determined below.

The action (2.9a) combined with (5.2) can be expanded as a series in ǫ as

S =
∞
∑

n=0

ǫn δ(n)S. (5.4)

First, let us consider the first order variation of the action (2.9a) with (5.2). Under the trace-
less and transverse condition (3.2), the variation of Sbd + Sbulk is zero under the on-shell
condition (2.10a), and the variations of the other terms are

δ(1)SGH ≃ − c2ℓ
2

16πG5

∫

∂Σ0

dtdVK (4 + p+ 4pα̂1)u
−

p

2 ,

δ(1)Sct ≃
3c2ℓ

2

16πG5

∫

∂Σ0

dtdVK

{

−α

2
+ 2β(1 + p)

}

u−
p

2 , (5.5)

where dVK is the volume element of the 3-dimensional metric dσ2
K,3 in (3.22). We choose the

parameters α and β so that the total divergence of δ(1)SGH + δ(1)Sct vanishes. The condition is

−3α

2
+ 6(1 + p)β = p+ 4 + 4pα̂1. (5.6)
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Substituting the perturbed metric (3.22) into Eq. (C.1), and using Eqs. (3.23a), (3.23b), and
(3.24), we obtain

δ(2)Sbd + δ(2)Sbulk =
c22ℓ

2(1 + p)2

48πG5
u−p

∫

∂Σ0

dtdVK {3p− 4 + 4α̂1(8− 3p− 2p2)}

−c1c2ℓ
2

6πG5

(1− p2)

∫

∂Σ0

dtdVK {1− 2(p2 + 4)α̂1}+O(u1−p), (5.7)

where we used Eqs. (3.23a), (3.23b), (3.24), (3.26), and (3.28). Similarly, expanding the surface
terms (5.2) with respect to ǫ, up to O(ǫ2), we obtain

δ(2)SGH = −c22ℓ
2(1 + p)2

12πG5
u−p

∫

∂Σ0

dtdVK {p− 2(p2 + 2p− 4)α̂1}

+
c1c2ℓ

2

3πG5

∫

∂Σ0

dtdV± (p4 + 3p2 − 4)α̂1 +O(u1−p) ,

δ(2)Sct = − ℓ2α

16πG5

∫

∂Σ0

dtdV±

[

c22(1 + p)2u−p + 2c1c2(1− p2)
]

+O(u1−p). (5.8)

It is easily checked that the total leading divergent terms δ(2)S at O(u−p) vanishes when

−8pα̂1 − 8− 2p− 3α + 12(1 + p)β = 0 (5.9)

is satisfied. By solving Eqs. (5.6) and (5.9), the free parameters α and β are uniquely determined
as

α = −4 + p

3
+

4

3
p α̂1, β =

4 + p+ 12pα̂1

12(1 + p)
. (5.10)

For the Einstein gravity (α̂1 = 0) with m̂2 = 0, the parameter reduces to α = −2 and β = 1/6,
which is the same as the counter term in the 5-dimensional AdS bulk gravity theory [17].

When p > 1 one cannot obtain a finite value in the second variation δ(2)S, although the leading
divergent term cancels each other because the subleading terms also diverge at O(u1−p), as seen
in Eqs. (5.7) and (5.8). So, we shall pay attention to the case p < 1 where the subleading term
converges to zero. In this case, the total second order variation yields the following finite term,

δ(2)S = δ(2)Sbd + δ(2)Sbulk + δ(2)SGH + δ(2)Sct

=
ℓ2c1c2 p(1− p2)(1− 4α̂1)

24πG5

∫

∂Σ0

dtdV±. (5.11)
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For the asymptotically global AdS case, K = 1, by Eq. (3.26), one obtains

c1c2 = − 32 tan
(

pπ
2

)

πp3(4− p2)
< 0, for 0 < p < 1, (5.12)

and for the hyperbolic AdS BH case, K = −1, by Eq. (3.28), one obtains

c1c2 =
2 tan

(

pπ
2

)

πp(4− p2)
> 0, for 0 < p < 1. (5.13)

The deviation ∆F of the free energy of our static semiclassical solutions constructed in
section 3 from that of the corresponding (either global AdS or hyperbolic AdS BH) background
is related to the total effective action by

∆F = −(SOS − S̄OS)
/

∫

dt

= − ǫ2

24πG5
ℓ2c1c2 p(1− p2)(1− 4α̂1)

∫

dV± +O(ǫ3). (5.14)

By Eqs. (5.12) and (5.13), the hairy hyperbolic AdS black hole solution (3.27) is thermodynam-
ically stable when α1 < 1/4. On the other hand, for α1 > 1/4, another hairy solution appears
in the range 0 < p < 1 (−4 < m̂2 < −3) when γ5 is larger than a critical value, as shown in
Fig. 4. In this case, the hairy global AdS solution (3.25) becomes thermodynamically stable.

6 Summary and discussions

We have investigated 4 and 5-dimensional semiclassical asymptotically AdS solutions in the
quadratic theory of gravity in the context of the AdS/CFT duality. The solutions are pertur-
batively constructed from the maximally symmetric AdS background solutions. One type of
the solutions is an asymptotically global AdS solution with no horizon, and the other is the
asymptotically hyperbolic AdS black hole solution with a Killing horizon.

The presence of such a solution is determined by the parameters α̂i := αi/ℓ
2 (i = 1, 2, 3) in

the quadratic gravity action (2.9a), where ℓ is the boundary AdS length. In the 4-dimensional
case, the solutions with non-trivial quantum hair exist only in the parameter region (3.15)
where the Einstein gravity with α̂i = 0 is excluded. In the 5-dimensional case, the parameter
space for the existence of such a solution is complicated. In the Gauss-Bonnet theory, for
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example, there is a lower bound for the gravitational constant G5 to possess such a hairy
solution when α̂1 < 1/4 (including the Einstein gravity), while the solution always exists
when α̂1 > 1/4 (not including the Einstein gravity), as shown in Sec. 3. In both the 4 and
5-dimensional hyperbolic AdS black hole cases, the background maximally symmetric (zero
mass) hyperbolic AdS solutions are dynamically unstable when the corresponding hairy AdS
black hole solutions exist, as shown in Sec. 4.

When the parameters α̂i are small enough, i.e., |α̂i| ≪ 1, the existence of such a solution
crucially depends on the dimension d of the boundary spacetime. Let us consider a null vector
lµ = l̄µ + δlµ satisfying Gµν l

µlν = 0, where l̄µ is the null vector on the background metric Gµν

and δlµ is the first order deviation. Contracting the semiclassical Eqs. (2.10a) with the null
vector lµ and taking the first order perturbation of it by using Eq.(A.1), we obtain

2 δ
(

Rµν l
µ lν

)

= −m2 δGµν l̄
µ l̄ν

≃ 16 πGd δ
(

〈 Tµν 〉 lµ lν
)

= −γdwd

ℓ2
δGµν l̄

µ l̄ν , (6.1)

and thus

m̂2 ≃ γdwd , (6.2)

where wd is defined as

δ
(

〈 Tµ
ν 〉

)

= δ
(

〈 Tµα 〉
)

Gαν − 〈 Tµα 〉 δGαν

=: − 1

16 πGd

γdwd

ℓ2
δGµ

ν , (6.3)

and in the equality of the second line in Eq. (6.1), we used the fact that 〈 Tµν 〉 is proportional
to Gµν if it takes a non-zero value (2.13).

For the cases of d = 4, 5, the coefficient wd is given respectively by Eqs. (3.11b) and (3.18b).
As shown in Sec. 3, the mass m2 should be negative to possess an asymptotically AdS static
solution, implying that the coefficient wd must be negative. It is easily checked that w4 is
always positive in the whole region −9/4 < m̂2 < 0 in Eq. (3.7), while w5 can be negative
in the range −15/4 < m̂2 < −7/4 in the region satisfying (3.7). So, there is no semiclassical
solution in d = 4 case, while there are two solutions in the same parameter range in d = 5 case
when the parameters α̂i are small enough. Since the change of sign in w5 is similar to the d = 3
case [11], we expect that it is a peculiar property of the odd dimension.

From the perspective of the linear response theory, wd is nothing but the response function of
the metric perturbation Gµν and it depends on the state of the boundary field theory. According
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to the AdS/CFT dictionary, the boundary state is determined by the bulk structure such as
a bulk black hole representing a thermal state or AdS bubble representing a confining phase.
In our case, wd would depend on the boundary condition at another AdS boundary ΣD via
Eq. (3.3). So, it would be interesting to explore the case of different boundary conditions apart
from the Dirichlet boundary condition or to extend our analysis into the framework of the
AdS/BCFT duality [26] by inserting some end of the world branes in the bulk.

In section 5, we have shown in the 5-dimensional Gauss-Bonnet theory that the free energy of
the asymptotically hyperbolic AdS BH solution is smaller than that of the maximally symmetric
hyperbolic AdS BH solution, provided that α̂1 < 1/4. Since the solution has a bifurcate (non-
degenerate) Killing horizon, the boundary state corresponds to a thermal state, implying that
the hairy solution is thermodynamically more favorable than that of the maximally symmetric
hyperbolic AdS BH solution. It would be straightforward to extend our analysis to the 4 and
5-dimensional Schwarzschild AdS black holes or Kerr-AdS black holes. Since asymptotically
AdS spacetime acts like a confining box, one expects that there are semiclassical AdS black
hole solutions with quantum hair, representing the Hartle-Hawking-like equilibrium states.
However, the present analysis seems to exclude the existence of such a semiclassical AdS black
hole solution in the 4 dimensional case (at least in the Einstein gravity limit), since w4 is always
positive, unless the semiclassical solution with m2 > 0 does not exist. The complete analysis
would appear in the near future.

Acknowledgments

We wish to thank Masahiro Hotta and Makoto Natsuume for useful discussions. We are grateful
to the long term workshop YITP-T-23-01 held at YITP, Kyoto University, where a part of this
work was done. This work is supported in part by JSPS KAKENHI Grant No. 15K05092,
20K03938 (A.I.), 20K03975 (K.M.) and also supported by MEXT KAKENHI Grant-in-Aid
for Transformative Research Areas A Extreme Universe No.21H05186 (A.I. and K.M.) and
21H05182.

A Variation formulas

When linear metric perturbations δGµν =: ǫHµν of the d-dimensional AdS background satisfy
the transverse-traceless conditions (GµνHµν = DνHµ

ν = 0), and also Eq. (3.4), the first order
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perturbations of the curvature tensor and its derivatives are given as follows:

δ
(

Rµν
ρσ

)

= ǫ

(

−2D[µD[ρH
ν]
σ] +

2

ℓ2
δ
[µ
[ρ H

ν]
σ]

)

, (A.1a)

δ
(

Rν
µ

)

= −m2

2
ǫHν

µ , δR = 0 , (A.1b)

and,

δ
(

DρRν
µ

)

= −ǫ
m2

2
DρH

ν
µ , δ

(

D2Rν
µ

)

= −ǫ
m2

2
D2

Hν
µ , (A.1c)

δ (DµDνR) = 0 , δ
(

D2R
)

= 0 . (A.1d)

From the above formulas, we have

δ
(

H(1)
µ

ν
)

=
d (d− 1)

ℓ2
m2 ǫHν

µ , (A.2a)

δ
(

H(2)
µ

ν
)

= −m2

2

(

m2 − 2
d− 1

ℓ2

)

ǫHν
µ , (A.2b)

δ
(

H(3)
µ

ν
)

= −2m2

(

m2 +
d− 4

ℓ2

)

ǫHν
µ . (A.2c)

Then we obtain the first order perturbations of Eµν (2.10b) as

δ
(

Eν
µ

)

= −m2

2

{

1− 2 (d− 1) (d× α1 + α2)− 4 (d− 4)α3

ℓ2
+ (α2 + 4α3)m

2

}

ǫHµ
ν . (A.3)

B Stability with respect to the vector- and tensro-type

perturbations

We discuss the stability against the vector and tensor-type perturbations. In the following, zi

with indices i, j, k, . . . denotes angular coordinates in (d− 2)-dimensional space Kd−2, the unit
sphere K = 1 or hyperbolic space K = −1, and the coordinates ya = (t, u) with indices a, b, . . .
denotes the 2-dimensional part of gµν .
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B.1 Vector-type perturbations

The vector-type perturbations can be given by

Hab = 0 , Hai =
ℓ√
u
faVi , Hij = 2

ℓ2

u
HTVij , (B.1)

where Vi is the transverse vector harmonics on the space Kd−2, satifying

(△̂+ k2
V)Vi = 0 , D̂i

Vi = 0 , (B.2)

with D̂i the derivative operator compatible with γij and △̂ = γijD̂iD̂j . Here,

Vij = − 1

2kV
(D̂iVj + D̂jVi) , (B.3)

satisfies

2 kV D̂j
Vij =

{

k2
V − (d− 3)K

}

Vi . (B.4)

For massive tensor fields, it does not appear to be possible to find a single master variable
for the vector-type perturbations for generic modes kV [23]. For this reason, here we focus on
the exceptional mode,

k2
V − (d− 3)K = 0 , with K = 1 . (B.5)

This corresponds to the homogeneous perturbations, perturbatively adding an angular momen-
tum. In fact, for this exceptional mode, Vij vanishes, implying that Vi is a Killing vector field
on Kd−2. In what follows, we restrict our attention to the case of K = 1 and the homogeneous
perturbation of this exceptional mode, for the same reason as the scalar type perturbation case.

For the exceptional mode, HT = 0 identically and the (i, j)-components of (3.4) do not exist.
The transverse condition becomes

Dc
(

u−(d−1)/2fc
)

= 0 , (B.6)

where Da is the derivative operator compatible with the metric gab of the 2-dimensional AdS
spacetime spanned by ya = (t, u) (see, the 2-dimensional part of the metric (3.22) with ǫ = 0).
This implies that there exists a potential Z such that

fa = u(d−1)/2ǫabD
bZ , (B.7)
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where ǫab = ℓu−3/2(dt)[a(du)b] is the volume element for the 2-dimensional spacetime spanned
by ya = (t, u).

From the (a, i)-components of (3.4), we have

Db
{

u−d/2D[au
1/2fb]

}

+
m̂2

ℓ2
u−(d−1)/2fa = 0 . (B.8)

Substituting the expression of fa in terms of the potential Z to the above equation, we have

ǫabD
b

{

u−d/2Dc
(

ud/2DcZ
)

− m̂2

ℓ2
Z

}

= 0 , (B.9)

which implies that the inside the curly brackets is a constant. We can set such a constant to
zero by using the freedom of adding an arbitrary constant to Z: Z → Z+const., and eventually
obtain

∂2
uZ +

(

f ′

f
+

d+ 1

2u

)

∂uZ +
1

4u2f 2

[

ω̂2u− m̂2f
]

Z = 0 . (B.10)

In terms of Φ, defined by

Z = u−d/4Φ , (B.11)

we can rewrite the above equation (B.10) in the form of (4.1) and (4.2) with

W (u) =
1

2
√
uf

{(

p2 − 1

4

)

f

u
+

d(d+ 2)

4
ff ′

}

, (B.12)

where p =
√

m̂2 + (d− 1)2/4. Then, choosing

G(u) = u(1+2p)/4 × f−(d+3+2p)/4 , (B.13)

we find

W̃ (u) =
1

8
√
uf

(d+ 3 + 2p)2 . (B.14)

This is positive definite, hence A is positive. Therefore, the exceptional mode in the K = 1
case does not show instability of exponential growth.
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B.2 Tensor-type perturbations

The tensor-type perturbations can be given by a single scalar Φ, as

Hab = 0 , Hai = 0 , Hij = (u/ℓ2)(d−6)/4ΦTij (B.15)

where Tij is the traceless-transverse tensor fields on Kd−2, satisfying

(△̂+ k2
T)Tij = 0 , D̂i

Tij = 0 , T
i
i = 0 . (B.16)

Note that the tensor type perturbations exist only for d ≥ 5. It can be shown that k2
T = 0

only for K = 0 [20], and we assume that k2
T > 0. For K = 1, k2

T is related to the eigenvalue
k2
S = l(l+d−3), l = 0, 1, 2, . . . of the scalar harmonics S as k2

T = k2
S−2. So, including K = −1

case, we denote k2
T = k2

S − 2K = k2
S − 2f ′ > 0. Then, from the (i, j)-components of (3.4), we

obtain the equation for Φ in the form of (4.1) and (4.2) with

W (u) =
1

2
√
uf

[{

d(d− 2)

4
+ m̂2

}

f

u
+

(d− 2)(d− 4)

4
ff ′ + k2

Sf

]

. (B.17)

B.2.1 Global chart K = 1

Choosing G as

G = u(1+2p)/4 × f−(d−1+2p)/4 , (B.18)

we find that

W̃ =
1

2
√
uf

{

k2
Sf +

1

4
(d− 1 + 2p)2

}

. (B.19)

This is positive definite and thus the AdS in the global chart is stable against all modes of the
tensor-type perturbations.

B.2.2 Hyperbolic chart K = −1

We choose

G = u−(d−2)/4 , (B.20)
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we find that

W̃ =
1

2
√
uf

{

k2
Sf +

(

p2 − (d− 1)2

4

)

f

u

}

. (B.21)

In the present context, p2 − (d− 1)2/4 < 0 as m̂2 < 0, and therefore W̃ can always be negative
near the AdS boundary u → 0 for any k2

S.

C The second variation of the Sbd + Sbulk

In the 5-dimensional Gauss-Bonnet theory, the second variation of the boundary action Sbd +
Sbulk is given by

δ(2)Sbd + δ(2)Sbulk =
ǫ2

32πG5

∫

∂Σ0

d4x
√
−σ̄n̄µV

µ,

V µ :=
3

2
HαβDµHαβ −HαβDβH

µ
α − 24α1

ℓ2
HαβDµHαβ +

18α1

ℓ2
HαβDβH

µ
α

+2α1D 2Hνσ(DσH
µ
ν −DµHνσ)

−4α1

[

(DµD[ρHα]ν)DαHρν + (DνD[αH
µ
β])DαHβ

ν

]

, (C.1)

where n̄µ is the unit outward normal vector defined by

n̄µ := − ℓ

2u
√
f
(du)µ. (C.2)

D Transformation of hypergeometric function

F (α, β, γ; z) =
Γ(α + β − γ)Γ(γ)

Γ(α)Γ(β)
(1− z)γ−α−βF (γ − α, γ − β, γ − α− β + 1; 1− z)

+
Γ(γ)Γ(γ − α− β)

Γ(γ − α)Γ(γ − β)
F (α, β, α+ β − γ + 1; 1− z),

F (α, β, γ; z) =
Γ(γ)Γ(β − α)

Γ(β)Γ(γ − α)
(−z)−αF

(

α, α− γ + 1, α− β + 1;
1

z

)

+
Γ(γ)Γ(α− β)

Γ(α)Γ(γ − β)
(−z)−βF

(

β, β − γ + 1, β − α + 1;
1

z

)

. (D.1)
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