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Chern-Simons gravity rotating Kerr-type black hole solutions are revisited from the point of view
of their scalarization, namely examining the back reaction of pseudoscalar axion fields on the rotating
geometry. To lowest order in an angular momentum expansion, and a long range approximation for
both the axion field configuration and its back reaction onto the metric, such solutions had been
discussed for the first time in the context of string theory. In this work, we extend the analysis to
give analytic expressions for slowly rotating black holes outside the horizon, which formally include
an all order expansion in inverse powers of the radial distance from the centre of the black hole,
which allows to approach arbitrarily close the horizon. We also discuss in some detail the way
Chern-Simons gravity violates the energy conditions, which leads to secondary axionic hair of the
rotating black hole solutions. This discussion is extended to studies of wormhole solutions, which
we construct in this article via the thin-shell procedure and we demonstrate that the presence of
the axion field enforces the two black hole solutions to be counter-rotating and for slow rotation,
there is no backreaction of the Cotton tensor on the thin-shell of the wormhole.

I. Introduction

Recently there is a lot of activity studying modified gravity theories which are resulted from high order derivative
corrections inspired from string theory, from the presence of high curvature terms and from scalar fields coupled to
gravity, known as scalar-tensor theories. An important question in all such theories concerns the behaviour of black
hole solutions. This question acquires important physical significance, given the rôle of such black holes in producing
gravitational waves (GW) during non-spherically symmetric coalescence or collapse [1]. The GW, in return, can be
used as sensitive probes of the modified gravity scenarios which the black holes in question constitute solutions to,
given that the features and profile of the GW in general depend on the underlying gravitational theory.

One of the basic feature of these modified gravity theories is the rôle of scalar fields in such black hole solutions. In
most of these theories the scalar field backreacks on the geometry, the so-called process of scalarization, and dresses
the black hole with hair. In the context of string theory [2–6] slowly rotating Kerr-type black holes acquire scalar
hair due to the presence of the so-called string model independent axion field [7], which in the context of the (3+1)-
dimensional effective low energy string inspired gravitational theory, obtained after string compactification, is dual
to the field strength of the spin-one antisymmetric tensor field of the massless gravitational multiplet. On the other
hand, dilaton scalar field secondary hair in non rotating black holes in dilaton-Gauss-Bonnet (GB) string inspired
gravity has been studied in [8]. In both examples, Kerr and non rotating string inspired black holes, the existence of
secondary scalar field hair is allowed as a result of the violation of the weak energy conditions.

Gravity theories that contain higher powers of curvature are the Chern-Simons (CS) theories which are consistent
Lanczos-Lovelock gravity theories in higher than four dimensions. CS black holes are special solutions of these
theories resulting in second order field equations for the metric with well defined AdS asymptotic solutions [9]. The
CS black holes in d-dimensions were studied in [10] and calculating analytically the quasinormal modes of the scalar
perturbations the stability of these solutions was investigated (for a review on CS black holes see [11]).

The action for CS modified gravity is defined by the sum of the Einstein-Hilbert action and a new parity violating,
four-dimensional correction. Interest in the model spiked when it was found that string theory unavoidingly requires
such a correction to remain mathematically consistent. In the perturbative string sector, such a correction is necessary
by the Green-Schwarz anomaly canceling mechanism upon four-dimensional compactification. In general, such a
correction arises in the presence of Ramond-Ramond scalars due to duality symmetries. This parity violating axion
field can dress a slowing rotating black hole with (secondary) scalar hair. One of the first works that evaluated the
axion field hair that dresses a slow rotating black hole, as a result of the coupling of the axion field to a Lorentz CS
term, was presented in [3, 4]. This result suggested that non-minimal gravitational couplings may produce interesting
new effects in black hole backgrounds. This solution was further extended in [6] where it was found that the charges

∗ chatzifotisn@gmail.com
† psdorlis0@gmail.com
‡ lpapa@central.ntua.gr

ar
X

iv
:2

20
2.

03
49

6v
2 

 [
gr

-q
c]

  1
1 

Fe
b 

20
22



2

introduced by the axion hair are determined by the mass, angular momentum and gauge charges of the background
rotating black hole. Allowing the axion field to be dynamical a solution describing a rotating black hole in the small
coupling slow rotation limit was found in [12]. Static and rotating black string solutions in dynamical CS modified
gravity were studied in [13, 14].

In scalar-tensor theories [15] hairy black hole solutions were generated when the scalar field coupled to gravity
backreacts to the background metric. The asymptotic properties of the spacetime is vital for the existence of hairy
black holes. One of the first hairy black hole was discussed in [16] but it was found that it was unstable [17].
Introducing a scale through the presence of a cosmological constant, regular hairy black hole solutions were found
in asymptotically AdS/dS spacetimes [18–25]. If matter interacts with black holes non-trivial scalar field can be
supported in their exterior region. Various hairy black holes were found in the context scalar-tensor Horndeski
theories [26] in which matter is coupled to the Einstein tensor [27–33].

If the scalar field is directly coupled to curvature invariants hairy black holes can also be generated. In this case
the scalar hair is maintained by the interaction with the spacetime curvature. One high curvature correction is the
Gauss-Bonnet (GB) term and to avoid topological invariant behaviour the scalar field has to be coupled to the GB
term in four dimensions [34]. These gravity theories are known as extended scalar-tensor-Gauss-Bonnet (ESTGB)
theories and were studied extensively in the literature [35]-[42] in a attempt to get hairy black hole solutions. For
certain classes of the scalar coupling function it was shown that we have spontaneous scalarization of black holes
[43]-[49]. The scalarization procedure were applied in ESTGB gravity theories with various asymptotic spacetimes. in
asymptotical flat spacetime black hole solutions and compact objects [50]-[56] and also in AdS/dS spacetimes [57–61]
and in a black hole background with different curvature topologies has been studied in [62, 63]. The connections
of asymptotically AdS black holes scalarization with holographic phase transitions in the dual boundary theory was
studied in [64, 65]. Recently the spontaneous scalarization in f(R) gravity theories was discussed in [66].

There is a strong connection of the violation of the energy conditions with the formation of scalar hair outside the
horizon of a black hole. In both CS and GB extended scalar-tensor gravity theories [8] there are negative contribution
of the higher-curvature terms on the effective stress tensor of the theory which leads to the violation of energy
conditions as we will discuss in the following. Such violation of the energy conditions also characterises the CS-axion
string-inspired running-vacuum cosmology [67, 68]. This is a very interesting effect of the scalarization of black holes.
It suggests an interplay between the curvature and matter, the spacetime geometry is deformed around the black hole
because of the presence of matter which interacts with curvature.

In this work in the generic CS gravity we will look for rotating black hole solutions in the presence of axion fields,
which backreact on the geometry and source the anomalous terms. Our aim is to extent previous results [4–6, 69, 70]
in which the existing solutions truncated to long range outside the horizon, in the sense that there was no attempt to
express formally the solution in terms of inverse powers of the radial distance from the centre of the black hole. Our
solutions of the axionic field backreacting to a slow rotating background metric will allow us to go arbitrarily close
to the horizon of the hairy black. In this way we will be able to study the behaviour of axionic matter outside the
horizon of a slow rotating Kerr-type metric and see how this matter distribution violates the energy conditions and
investigate the possibility of the formation of a wormhole.

In particular, we shall discuss in detail the violation of energy conditions that allow for the existence of secondary
axion hair, following the discussion in [8] and motivated by the violation of the energy conditions of our slow rotating
Kerr-type black hole solution with axionic hair, we will investigate if a wormhole solution can be constructed. The
new feature of our solution is the presence of the axionic matter or the associated Cotton tensor, and using the gluing
procedure that connects via a wormhole throat two oppositely slowly rotating Kerr black holes, we will study if the
axionic matter backreacts on the whormhole geometry to the first order in the angular parameter.

The work is organized as follows. In Section II, we review the construction of the CS term and set up the Lagrangian
and equations of motion for the graviton and axion fields in CS gravity, which shall lead to the local rotating black-hole
solutions. We also study the properties of the Cotton tensor which appears in the variation of the CS term, and which
plays a central rôle in our approach. In Section III we discuss local solutions of the Einstein and axion equations of
motion, of rotating Kerr-type black-hole in the slow rotation approximation, that is to lowest order in an expansion in
powers of the angular momentum or spin of the black hole. In Section IV we discuss in detail the energy conditions of
the slow rotating black hole solution and demonstrate the violation of the NEC condition, which leads to the existence
of axionic hair. In Section V we construct wormhole solutions via the thin shell junctioning procedure, and we discuss
possible backreaction on the axionic field on the thin shell. Finally conclusions and outlook are discussed in Section
VI. Some technical aspects of our approach, concerning the black hole solution and the wormhole construction, are
discussed in the Appendices.
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II. Chern-Simons Gravitational Theory

In this Section we will review the Chern-Simons gravitational theory discussing mainly local solution of this theory.
Consider an axion matter field coupled to the gravitational CS topological term known as the Pontryagin density
term [71, 72]. This term, henceforth denoted as RCS , is constructed from the contraction of the Riemann tensor to
the dual Riemann tensor and reads

RCS =
1

2
RµνρσR̃

ν ρσ
µ , (2.1)

where the symbol (̃. . . ) denotes the dual of the Riemann tensor, defined as

R̃αβγδ =
1

2
R ρσ
αβ ερσγδ, (2.2)

with ερσκλ =
√
−g(x) ε̂ρσκλ the covariant Levi-Civita under the convention that the symbol ε̂0123 = 1, etc.

The action that is giving the coupling of the axion field to the RCS term in presence of its kinetic energy is given
by

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g

[
R

2κ2
− 1

2
(∂µb)(∂

µb)−AbRCS
]

=

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R

2κ2
− 1

2
(∂µb)(∂

µb)

]
−
∫
d4xAbR̂CS , (2.3)

where R̂CS is the Chern-Simons term with the flat Levi-Civita tensor ε̂, κ = M−1
Pl is the inverse of the reduced Planck

mass, b is a pseudoscalar denoting the axion matter field and A is the coupling parameter of the axion field to the
Chern-Simons term with dimension of length. Notice that the action (2.3) is shift-symmetric under the transformation
b → b + c, because we have do not introduced any axion b potential or mass term. Such actions are inspired from
microscopic string-theory models. In the case the action (2.3) is derived from the corresponding low-energy string
effective to quadratic order in derivatives [2, 4], after appropriate string compactification, the axion field b is the dual
of the field strength of the spin one antisymmetric tensor field in the bosonic massless gravitational multiplet of the
string, the so-called string-model independent axion [7], and the parameter A is fixed in terms of the string Regge
slope α′ = M−2

s , where Ms denotes the string scale, as follows [6]

A =

√
2

3

α′

48κ
, (2.4)

and is of order O
(
Mp

M2
s

)
. The CS terms are accompanied by the axion field b, which, as we shall discuss below, is in

the weak approximation for slowly-rotating black holes of large mass M compared to the Planck scale,

Mκ� 1 , (2.5)

which we assume throughout. Hence, by selecting appropriately small angular momentum we guarantee the validity
of our slow-rotation approximations in which we keep terms of up to linear order in the black hole angular momentum.

Variation of the action with respect to the metric and the axion field yields the following equations of motion

Gµν = κ2T bµν + 4κ2ACµν , (2.6)

�b = ARCS , (2.7)

where T bµν is the stress energy-momentum tensor associated with the kinetic term of a matter field,

T bµν = ∇µb∇νb−
1

2
gµν(∇b)2 . (2.8)

The quantity Cµν is the Cotton tensor derived from the metric variation of bRCS (see Appendix (A)) and reads [71]

Cµν = −1

2
∇α
[
(∇βb)R̃αµβν + (∇βb)R̃ανβµ

]
. (2.9)

We notice that, unlike the gauge anomaly term, the gravitational CS term is not topological, in the sense of its
variation with respect to the metric contributing to the total stress energy-momentum tensor. The Cotton tensor
satisfies a covariant non-conservation law [71, 72],

∇µCµν = −1

4
(∇νb)RCS . (2.10)
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This result can be straightforwardly recovered using the equations of motion. Indeed, the equations of motion for
the axion (2.7) are simply the Bianchi identity of the gravitational equations. Indeed, under ∇µGµν = 0, where
Gµν ≡ Rµν − 1

2 gµν R is the Einstein tensor, and noting that ∇µTµν = �b∇νb, we can immediately find that

0 = ∇µGµν = κ2∇µT bµν + 4κ2A∇µCµν , (2.11)

from which,

0 = κ2�b∇νb+ 4κ2A∇µ Cµν
(2.7)
=⇒ A RCS∇νb = −4A∇µ Cµν =⇒ ∇µ Cµν = −1

4
(∇νb)RCS . (2.12)

Note that the conservation of the matter stress tensor, T bµν is violated, since ∇µT bµν is non zero, being proportional
to the CS anomalous term (cf. (2.12))

∇µ T bµν = −4A∇µ Cµν = A
1

4
(∇νb)RCS . (2.13)

This implies an exchange of energy between matter (the axion field b) with the gravitational anomaly for spacetime
backgrounds for which the latter is non trivial, such as gravitational wave perturbations [68, 73] or rotating black
holes [4–6], of interest in the current study. There is no issue of the validity of general covariance though, given that
(2.13) has been derived using self-consistently the covariant formalism. Moreover, in the specific context of string
theory, the axion b is itself part of the gravitational multiplet of the string, which the graviton belongs to, and hence
an exchange of energy with the CS anomaly refers to interactions between members of that multiplet.1

III. The search for local solutions: slowly rotating Kerr-type black holes

Since the axion matter field is a pseudoscalar, it imposes an axial symmetry on the underlying spacetime. Naturally,
if we consider a static and spherically symmetric spacetime, the RCS term vanishes identically and the axion dynamics
need to be absent. As such, in a spherically symmetric background, our theory is reduced to GR. However, the presence
of the axion field b imposes axial symmetry and therefore we may search for rotating compact object solutions. To
get an exact rotating black hole solution we will constrain ourselves to slowly rotating spacetimes. We shall perform
our analysis to leading order in the angular momentum parameter a of the slowly-rotating Kerr-type spacetime, and
suppress any contributions of order O(a2).

The metric ansatz we are going to consider is the following

ds2 = −G(r)dt2 + F (r)dr2 − 2r2a sin2 θW (r)dtdφ+ r2dΩ2 . (3.1)

From the axion equation of motion (2.7) we find that the CS term up to first order in a yields

ARCS = −aA cos θW ′
4F 2G2 + rGF ′(rG′ − 2G) + F (−4G2 + r2(G′)2 + 2rG(G′ − rG′′))

F 2G2r2
√
FG

, (3.2)

while the left hand side of the axion equation (2.7) reads

�b =
1

F

[
∂2
r +

(
2

r
− F ′

F
+
G′

2G

)]
b+

1

r2

1

sin θ
∂θ [sin θ∂θb] , (3.3)

where prime denotes differentiation with respect to r. Using a separation of variables and noticing that the right
hand side of the axion equation (3.3) is just the L2 operator of the angular momentum of b, we deduce, on account
of equations (2.7), (3.2) and (3.3), that the axion field b may be written as

b = aAu(r)P1(cos θ) , (3.4)

1 In this respect, we mention that in the cosmological model of [68], the gravitational CS anomalies have been assumed to characterise
only the very early universe, where only fields from the string gravitational multiplet are assumed to exist as external classical fields.
Matter, including radiation and chiral fermion fields, are assumed to be generated in that cosmology at the end of the inflationary
period, which itself is due to a condensation of GW that lead in turn to the formation a CS anomaly condensate, contributing a de
Sitter term in the effective action, which dominates in the early universe and leads to inflation without the need of inflaton fields, simply
being due to gravitational non-linearities. The primordial CS terms (which could be due to both, primordial GW as well as rotating
primordial black holes), though, are cancelled by the gravitational anomalies generated by the chiral fermionic matter at the end of the
inflationary period, and in this sense the post inflationary cosmological evolution does not exhibit the aforementioned axionic energy
exchange with gravity.
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where P1 denotes the Legendre polynomial of the first order, which straightforwardly cancels the angular dependence
on the axionic equation of motion. We note, however, that the axion field is of minimum order O(a). Focusing on
the Einstein equations (2.6), we find that this implies that the tt and rr component of the gravitational equations of
motion are satisfied in vacuum, since the corresponding stress energy tensor components are of order O(a2), which
we ignore in our approximation. This naturally means that

G(r) =
1

F (r)
= 1− 2M

r
, M ≡ GM , (3.5)

with G = 8π κ−2 the Newton’s gravitational constant in (3+1)-dimensional spacetimes.
Therefore, any backreaction on our spacetime will be encoded in the off-diagonal component of the metric. To this

end, we consider the redefinition of

W (r) =
2M

r3
+ w(r) , (3.6)

in order to extract the corrections, w(r), on the recovered slowly rotating Hartle-Thorne spacetime (3.1), which are
enforced by the axionic contribution. Using equations (3.4), (3.5) and (3.6), we consider the tφ component of the
gravitational equations of motion (2.6). In particular, we find that [71]

Gtφ = κ2Ttφ + 4Aκ2Ctφ ,

where the tφ component of the Cotton tensor Ctφ has the form

Ctφ = −3AM(r − 2M)(ru′ − u)

r5
a sin2 θ +O(a2) . (3.7)

These lead to (u
r

)′
= − 1

24A2κ2M
(r4w′)′ .

Integrating the above expression and minimizing the corresponding integration constant, which would otherwise lead
to a divergent axion, we find that

u(r) = − r5w′

24A2κ2M
. (3.8)

Therefore, we have now fixed all the degrees of freedom of our theory except the corrections on the off-diagonal
component w, which can be found via the axionic equation of motion, by virtue of equation (3.8). In particular,
plugging our results on the axion equation (2.7) we find the following differential equation

r11(r − 2M)w′′′ + 2r10(6r − 11M)w′′ + (28r10 − 50Mr9 − 576A2κ2M2r4)w′ + 3456A2κ2M3 = 0 . (3.9)

To solve the above equation we consider a series expansion on the correction function w. In particular, in order
the radial component of the axion field asymptotically to vanish, w′(r) needs to be at least of order O(r−5) and
consequently w(r) to be at least of order O(r−4), which in view of equation (3.6) implies that asymptotically the
leading order of gtφ is that of the Hartle-Thorne spacetime [1], i.e. asymptotically the spacetime coincides with the
slowly rotated Kerr metric (3.1). We define w in a non-closed form as

w(r) =

∞∑
n=4

dnM
n−2

rn
, (3.10)

where Mn−2 is introduced in order to keep the coefficients dn dimensionless. Hence, the problem of finding the
geometric correction w(r) has been reduced to the determination of the coefficients dn. Making use of (3.10), we find
after some algebra that equation (3.9) reads

3456A2κ2M3 − 162M7d9 + 256M7d8 + 8M2d4r
5 +

−1∑
n=−4

Mn+7
[
−(n+ 3)(n+ 6)(n+ 9)dn+9 + 2(n+ 4)2(n+ 8)dn+8

]
rn

+

∞∑
n=1

Mn+7
[
−(n+ 3)(n+ 6)(n+ 9)dn+9 + 2(n+ 4)2(n+ 8)dn+8

]
+ 576A2κ2Mn+3(n+ 3)dn+3

rn
= 0 .

(3.11)
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In order for the left hand site of this equation to be zero for any r all the coefficients of the powers rn have to vanish.
This leads us to the following equations

d4 = 0 ,

256d8 − 162d9 = −3456
A2κ2

M4

− (n+ 3)(n+ 6)(n+ 9)dn+9 + 2(n+ 4)2(n+ 8)dn+8 = 0 , for n = −1,−2,−3,−4

− (n+ 3)(n+ 6)(n+ 9)dn+9 + 2(n+ 4)2(n+ 8)dn+8 + 576
A2κ2

M4
(n+ 3)dn+3 = 0 for n ≥ 1 .

(3.12)

Performing the shift of n→ n− 9, the last equation yields to

dn =
2(n− 5)2(n− 1)

n(n− 6)(n− 3)
dn−1 +

576A2κ2

n(n− 3)M4
dn−6, for n ≥ 10 . (3.13)

The above recursive equation requires d4,5,6,7,8,9 to be known in order to calculate all the other coefficients. From
(3.12) we find the following set of equations

d4 = d5 = 0 ,

−28d7 + 48d6 = 0 ,

−80d8 + 126d7 = 0 ,

256d8 − 162d9 = −3456
A2κ2

M4
.

(3.14)

Thus, we are left with four unknown coefficients, but with three equations. This means that we cannot completely
determine the series coefficients from the differential equation (3.9).

However, we can extract a constraint from the weak field limit, i.e. the case where the metric does not backreact
on the axionic field. This case is valid in the asymptotic region of our spacetime. Then, the metric solution is found
to be the slowly rotated Kerr spacetime in a first order approximation scheme on the angular momentum. Plugging
the slowly rotated Kerr metric to the axionic equation of motion (2.7), we find the differential equation

−2u(r) + 2(r −M)u′(r) + (r2 − 2Mr)u′′(r) =
144M2

r5
, (3.15)

which is solved in the Appendix B to yield

u(r) = − 5

4Mr2
− 5

2r3
− 9M

2r4
. (3.16)

Consequently, the asymptotic behavior determines the first terms of the radial part of the axion. Of course, this
result has to be compatible with (3.8), which under relation (3.10) reads

u(r) =
1

24A2κ2M

[
4d4M

2 +
5d5M

3

r
+

6d6M
4

r2
+

7d7M
5

r3
+

8d8M
6

r4

]
+O(1/r5) . (3.17)

Performing a simple matching of the coefficients between equations (3.17) and (3.16), we may deduce that the first
coefficients of (3.10) read

d4 = d5 = 0 , d6 = −5γ2 , d7 = −60γ2

7
, d8 = −27γ2

2
, d9 = 0, where γ2 =

A2κ2

M4
. (3.18)

We note here that an important consequence of the above result is that the relation (3.10) produces coefficients that
contain higher even orders of γ by virtue of (3.13)

d10 = d11 = 0 , d12, d13, d14 ∼ −γ4 , .... d21 ∼ −γ4 − γ6 ...., (3.19)

where ∼ denotes positive proportionality numerical coefficients, which we omit for brevity, as we only want to indicate
the pertinent order in γ for the various dn coefficients. In Appendix C we demonstrate the convergence of the relevant
series (3.10) for every real value of the constant γ ∈ R. From relations (3.18), (3.19) (and (3.13)) we observe that all
coefficient are non positive, an important result we shall make use in the following.
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Then our scalarized slowly rotating Kerr metric reads [4, 5, 69]

ds2 = −
(

1− 2M

r

)
dt2 +

dr2

1− 2M
r

+ r2 dΩ2 − 2 r2 a sin2 θW (r) dt dφ , (3.20)

where the off-diagonal correction term reads

W (r) =
2M

r3
− A2κ2(189M2 + 120Mr + 70r2)

14r8
+O(A2n), with n = positive integer ≥ 2 , (3.21)

where the higher order terms O(A2n) can be found by using (3.13). We remark at this point that such terms can
become small perturbations of the explicitly written expressions if we assume, in a self-consistent manner with our
slow rotation approximation, black hole solutions with sufficiently large mass M . Even in the case of [67, 68] which is
characterised by large Aκ2 � 1, the terms of O(A2n) in (3.21) will be suppressed by inverse powers of M (cf. (3.13)),
and hence can be tuned to be small by appropriately arranging M .

We stress that, although in this work we concentrated to lowest-order in an angular-momentum expansion a for the
black hole solution, our solution goes beyond the truncation considered in [69] as far as the incorporation of terms
inversely proportional to powers of the radial distance from the centre is concerned. We include arbitrary order of
such terms in an analytic fashion, as follows from the above considerations, and thus we can approach the horizon of
the black hole from the exterior region arbitrarily close.2

The corresponding axionic contribution can now be found by using (3.4) and (3.8) in the same order of A as

b = aA cos θ

(
− 5

4Mr2
− 5

2r3
− 9M

2r4

)
+O(Am), for m = 2n+ 1, n ∈ Z+, (3.22)

with Z+ the set of positive integers. This also yields the non-zero component of the Cotton tensor (3.7) as

4κ2ACtφ = a
r − 2M

2

∞∑
n=4

n(n− 3)dnM
n−2

rn+1
sin2(θ) , (3.23)

which is negative for all r > 2M , that is outside the horizon, due to the fact that dn ≤ 0 for all n (cf. (3.18) and
(3.19)). Testing the result from the Komar integral [1, 76] associated with the polar isometry denoted by the Killing
vector ξ = ∂φ, we find that

J =

∫
?dξ = aM , (3.24)

which means that the axionic black-hole hair, proportional to Aa, is a secondary charge of the scalarized black hole,
since it is not independent from the defining parameters of the black hole, i.e. the mass and the angular momentum
as it happens in scalarized black hole models.

IV. Violation of energy conditions for rotating black holes in Chern-Simons gravity with axion Hair

In this Section we will discuss the violation of the energy conditions and their connection to the no-hair theorem
for the axionic CS slowly rotating black holes we discussed in the previous Section. According to Bekenstein [74]
minimally as well as non-minimally [75] coupled scalar fields that produce an energy-momentum tensor that obeys
the WEC cannot be candidates for dressing a black hole with scalar hair. In the following, we present the violation
of the NEC in our CS scalar gravity black hole solution (which implies the violation of all energy conditions, see the
discussion in Appendix D), and then present a discussion on what one can conclude from such a violation as far as
the secondary axionic hair is concerned, for the case of slowly rotating black holes (3.20).

Consider the action (2.3), whose equations of motion (2.6), (2.7), have been solved above in the slowly rotating limit,
with the solution to first order in the small angular momentum parameter a given by the slowly rotating Kerr-type
black hole (3.20). From the gravitational equations (2.6), the conserved energy-momentum tensor is

T effµν = κ2Tµν + 4κ2ACµν . (4.1)

2 In the same spirit, the work of [70], which considers O(a2) corrections in the black-hole angular momentum, also uses truncated
expressions, and various other approximations. We plan to extend our analysis to such cases as well, in the near future, going beyond
these approximations.
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Up to first order in the angular momentum, O(a), the only contribution comes by the tφ component, which on account
of (3.23), reads

T efftφ = 4κ2ACtφ = a
r − 2M

2

∞∑
n=4

n(n− 3)dnM
n−2

rn+1
sin2(θ) . (4.2)

As mentioned previously, due to the negative sign of all dn, the contribution of the Ctφ component to the conserved
energy momentum tensor is clearly negative outside the horizon, r > 2M . Moreover, for a stationary observer3 the
energy density is zero up to O(a). Thus, the existence of hair is expected to occur due to the violation of the NEC
(see Eq. (D3) of Appendix D).

To demonstrate the violation of the NEC, let us define the following future directed null vectors

lµ± =

1, 0, 0,− gtφ
gφφ
±

√(
gtφ
gφφ

)2

− gtt
gφφ

 . (4.3)

The contraction with T effµν , gives us

T effµν lµ±l
ν
± = ±a(r − 2M)3/2

2
sin(θ)

∞∑
n=4

n(n− 3)dnM
n−2

rn+5/2
+O(a2) . (4.4)

The above result implies: T effµν lµ+l
ν
+ ≤ 0 and T effµν lµ−l

ν
− ≥ 0, where the equality holds, in both cases, at the horizon

r = 2M . Thus, the NEC is clearly violated in the exterior of the the black hole horizon, except for the poles θ = 0, π
where the contraction vanishes.

This violation is attributed to the coupling of the axion with the Chern-Simons topological term, as this coupling is
responsible for the appearance of the Cotton tensor in the gravitational equations of motion. Moreover, as the coupling
constant takes larger values, the NEC violation intensifies and consequently the deformation of the spacetime becomes
more important. In Fig. 1, we illustrate the precise way by means of which this violation occurs: near the horizon, the
violation takes its maximum value, while far away is negligible. So, the deformation of the Hartle-Thorne geometry
is important near the horizon, while far away from it, is negligible. In addition, the NEC violation becomes stronger
as we increase the value of the dimensionless parameter γ, which is the visualization of the statement that stronger
coupling implies more deformation.

2 3 4 5 6
-0.05

-0.04

-0.03

-0.02

-0.01

0.00

r

Λ
+

NECViolation

γ=0

γ=0.3

γ=0.6

γ=0.9

Figure 1. Behavior of Λ+ = T effµν lµ+l
ν
+/a at the equitorial plane θ = π/2 up to O(A2) with respect to the radial coordinate.

From the above considerations there seems to be a strong relation between the energy conditions and the hair of the
black holes. From the gravitational equations of motion, we know that the matter fields and the underlined geometry

3 We refer here to a stationary observer, while not to a static one as before, due to the fact the spacetime is stationary and not static.
However, the definition of this observer is the same as before, i.e. a four velocity proportional to the timelike Killing vector induced to
the spacetime.
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of the spacetime are coupled, one affects the other. The energy conditions are statements that give insights on this
coupling. Specifically, they shed light between properties of the matter fields and the deformation of the spacetime
geometry due to the matter fields. Thus, if the existence of hair for the black holes is closely related to the violation
of the energy conditions, it is closely related on how the spacetime geometry is deformed around the black holes.

Hairy black hole solutions are examples on how this spacetime deformation can be achieved. As we already discussed
in the case of the CS scalar tensor gravity an axion hair has appeared, due to the coupling of the axion pseudoscalar
field with the CS topological term. Moreover, this coupling is responsible for the violation of the NEC, while the
violation becomes more important as the coupling becomes stronger. In addition, the violation reaches its maximum
near the horizon and then it tends to zero. Thus, we can conclude that the coupling with the curvature term deforms
the geometry arround the black hole in such a way that the axion hair is allowed. However, we should remark at
this point that, since the axion hair appears with a secondary charge that backreacts to the metric, the independent
parameters that describe the black hole are still limited to the mass, angular momentum and gauge charges, and
hence the problem about the loss of information of the collapsed matter hidden inside the black hole is not solved
with solely such a secondary hair.

V. Wormhole solutions in axionic Chern-Simons theories

In this Section we will discuss the possibility of generating a wormhole by the gluing procedure that connects via
a wormhole throat two oppositely slowly rotating Kerr-type black holes we found (3.20) with secondary axion hair.
After a review of the thin shell formalism, we will proceed to construct the wormhole with the aim of examining
whether the presence of the CS term, responsible for the violation of the energy condition, suffices to stabilise the
wormhole.

A. The thin-shell formalism

The gluing procedure [76–79] consists of considering that our spacetime, V, is split by an embedded hypersurface
Σ into two regions, V+ and V−. We denote the metric of V± as g±µν and equip it with coordinates xα±. In a similar

manner, we equip both sides of Σ with coordinates yi, where i = (0, 1, 2). We wish to find the conditions that
must be put on the metrics of each spacetime, V±, to ensure that the union of g+ and g− forms a valid solution
to the gravitational field equations. We assume that the same coordinates yi can be installed on both sides of the
hypersurface and we choose nµ to be the unit normal to Σ pointing from V− to V+. We will also suppose that
a continuous coordinate system xµ, distinct from xµ±, can be introduced on both sides of the hypersurface. These
coordinates overlap with xµ± in an open region of V± that contains Σ.

The xµ coordinate system will be used only qualitatively on the derivation of the junctioning conditions. We
note that the Σ hypersurface is to be pierced by a congruence of geodesics that intersect it orthogonally. We take
λ to denote proper time (or proper distance) and we adjust the parametrization such that the geodesics cross the
hypersurface at λ = 0 and that λ is negative in V− and positive in V+. Therefore, a point p ∈ V± identified by the
coordinates xµ is linked to Σ by a member of the congruence, and λ(xµ) is the proper time (or proper distance) from
Σ to p along this geodesic. As such, a displacement away from the hypersurface along one of the geodesics may be
described by

nµ =
dxµ

dλ
=⇒ nµ = ε∂µλ =⇒ ∂µ = εnµ∂λ , (5.1)

where nµ is normalized to nµn
µ = ε = ±1. In order to perform the match of V+ and V− through the hypersurface Σ,

we need to consider the distribution function formalism. In particular, we denote Θ(λ) as the Heaviside distribution
function for which ∂λΘ(λ) = δ(λ), where δ(λ) is the Dirac distribution function. In general, we will express a quantity
A as

A(x) = A+(x+)Θ(λ) +A−(x−)Θ(−λ) , (5.2)

where the indices ± indicate that the value of A in the region V±. The jump of A across Σ is denoted by

[A] = A(V+)|Σ −A(V−)|Σ . (5.3)

Finally, we also note the relations

[nµ] = [eµi ] = 0 , (5.4)
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where eµi =
∂xµ

∂yi
is the pullback operator performing the mapping V± → Σ. [nµ] = 0 stems from (5.1) and the fact

that xµ was assumed to be continuous across Σ, while [eµi ] = 0 stems from the fact that Σ is equipped with the same
coordinates yi on both sides. Making use of the above we may extract the first junctioning condition. In particular,
we note that the total spacetime metric of V is expressed as

gµν = g+
µνΘ(λ) + g−µνΘ(−λ) , (5.5)

while its derivative reads

∂ρgµν = ∂+
ρ g

+
µνΘ(λ) + ∂−ρ g

−
µνΘ(−λ) + εnρδ(λ)[gµν ] . (5.6)

In the construction of the gravitational tensors we will encounter terms of the form (∂g)2, which will yield terms of
the form δ2(λ), which are ill-defined. This means that, in order for the gluing procedure to work, we need the first
junctioning condition to read

[gµν ] = 0 . (5.7)

We note that the total spacetime metric admits the decomposition gµν = hµν + εnµnν , where hµν is the first funda-
mental form of the hypersurface defined in the xµ coordinate system. As such, the first junctioning condition may be
reexpressed via (5.4) as [gµν ] = [hµν ], which by virtue of the pullback operators hij = hµνe

µ
i e
ν
j reads

[hij ] = 0 . (5.8)

As a general guideline, we note that any quantity A that is expressed in the form of (5.2), will yield a non-trivial [A]
term when differentiated, which needs to be tested for consistency in the construction of the equations of motion. By
virtue of (5.6) and (5.7), the affine connection is easily found to be

Γαβγ = Θ(λ)Γ+α
βγ + Θ(−λ)Γ−αβγ , (5.9)

and its derivative similarly reads

∂δΓ
α
βγ = Θ(λ)∂δΓ

α
+βγ + Θ(−λ)∂δΓ

α
−βγ + εδ(λ)[Γαβγ ]nδ . (5.10)

Therefore, the Riemann tensor reads

Rαβγδ = Θ(λ)Rα+βγδ + Θ(−λ)Rα−βγδ + δ(λ)Rα
βγδ , (5.11)

where

Rα
βγδ = ε

(
[Γαβδ]nγ − [Γαβγ ]nδ

)
. (5.12)

We see that the Riemann tensor is properly defined as a distribution, but the δ function represents a curvature
singularity at Σ. The second junction condition usually seeks to eliminate this term in GR, but we also have the
contribution of the Cotton tensor to consider. We note that a physical interpretation can nevertheless be given to the
singularity. It corresponds to the curvature induced by a thin-shell of matter, which is used to construct the wormhole
by the gluing of the two spacetimes. A second note is that, since R is the difference of connections, it forms a tensor.
As such, it needs to be expressed in a tensorial quantity, which is calculated in Appendix E, and reads

Rα
βγδ = (nβnγ [Kα

δ ]− nβnδ[Kα
γ ]− [Kβδ]n

αnγ + [Kβγ ]nαnδ) . (5.13)

In a similar fashion, following the analysis in Appendix E, we find that

Gµν = G+
µνΘ(λ) +G−µνΘ(−λ) + δ(λ)Gµν , (5.14)

where

Gαβ = −ε([Kαβ ]− [K]gαβ)− [K]nαnβ . (5.15)

We may now move on to the stress-energy tensor components of our theory.
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B. The junctioning conditions of Chern-Simons gravity

We will firstly consider the trivial case of Tµν . We note that the axionic field is to be expressed by virtue of (5.2) as

b = b+Θ(λ) + b−Θ(−λ) . (5.16)

Naturally, in order for Tµν = ∇µb∇νb −
1

2
gµν(∇b)2 to not contain any terms of the form δ(λ)2, we need to impose

that

∂µb = ∂+
µ b

+Θ(λ) + ∂−µ b
−Θ(λ) + εδ(λ)[b] =⇒ [b] = 0 , (5.17)

which means that the jump of the axionic field vanishes identically. Therefore, it is quite easy to deduce that

Tµν = T+
µνΘ(λ) + T−µνΘ(−λ) , (5.18)

which means that the stress-energy tensor of the axion does not contribute to equations of motion of the thin-shell,
i.e. the terms with δ(λ). It is in this sense that in order for the wormhole construction to work in GR, a thin-shell of
matter must be inserted by hand in order for the second junctioning condition, Gαβ = 0, to be violated.

We will now analyse the effects of the Cotton tensor. We firstly note that, by virtue of |g| = −1

4
ε̂µνρσ ε̂αβγδ gµα gνβ gργ gσδ

and the metric (5.5), we find that

|g| =
∣∣g+
∣∣Θ(λ) +

∣∣g−∣∣Θ(−λ) , (5.19)

which yields

εµνρσ = ε+
µνρσΘ(λ) + ε−µνρσΘ(−λ) . (5.20)

To simplify the calculations, we rewrite the Cotton tensor as

Cµν = ∇αDα
µν , (5.21)

where

Dα
µν =

(
−∂

ξb

2
(R̃αµξν + R̃ανξµ)

)
, (5.22)

where by virtue of relations (5.11), (5.12) and (5.20), the dual Riemann reads

R̃αµξν = Θ(λ)R̃α+µξν + Θ(−λ)R̃α−µξν + δ(λ)Rα
µγδε

γδ
ξν . (5.23)

Therefore, the tensorial quantity of (5.22) is decomposed as

Dα
µν = Dα

+µνΘ(λ) +Dα
−µνΘ(−λ) + δ(λ)

(
−∂

ξb

2
Rα

µγδε
γδ
ξν + (µ↔ ν)

)
. (5.24)

Since the Cotton tensor is found by the divergence of Dα
µν , the calculation will yield components of the form ∂λδ(λ),

which are ill-defined. In order to avoid this and make the procedure work, we impose that(
−∂

ξb

2
Rα

µγδε
γδ
ξν + (µ↔ ν)

)
= 0 . (5.25)

Computing now the divergence of Dα
µν to calculate the Cotton tensor, we immediately find that

Cµν = C+
µνΘ(λ) + C−µνΘ(−λ) + εδ(λ)nα[Dα

µν ] = C+
µνΘ(λ) + C−µνΘ(−λ) + δ(λ)Cµν , (5.26)

Let us now compute Cµν . We note that

[Dαµν ] = Dαµν+ |Σ −Dαµν− |Σ

=

(
−∂+

β b
+

2
R̃αµβν+ +

−∂+
β b

+

2
R̃ανβµ+ −

−∂−β b−

2
R̃αµβν− −

−∂−β b−

2
R̃ανβµ−

)
|Σ

= −1

2

[
∂βb R̃

αµβν
]
− 1

2

[
∂βb R̃

ανβµ
]
,
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which by [nα] = 0, yields that

Cµν = −1

2

[
∂βb R̃αµβνnα

]
− 1

2

[
∂βb R̃ανβµnα

]
. (5.27)

We note that in contrast to Gµν , Cµν is not tangent to the hypersurface. In particular,

Cµνn
µ = −1

2

[
∂βb R̃ανβµn

µnα

]
, Cµνn

ν = −1

2

[
∂βb R̃αµβνn

νnα

]
.

By making use of the symmetries of the dual Riemann, the only way that Cµν is tangent to the hypersurface is if
∂βb = f(x)nβ , i.e. the derivative of axion field is normal to the hypersurface. However, by virtue of the fact that the
axionic field of our solution has angular dependence as well, this also can’t be the case. Therefore, we need to insert
a thin-shell with a non-trivial matter stress-tensor on our action in order for the gluing to work, since there is no way
to cancel out the normal components of Cµν .4

Therefore, we deduce that the modified Lanczos equations [79] in CS gravity read

Gµν − 4Aκ2Cµν = κ2Sµν , (5.28)

where Sµν is the surface stress-energy tensor of the thin-shell expressed in the total spacetime coordinates xµ.

C. The gluing of the axionic black holes

We move on to the construction of thin-shell wormholes by slowly rotating axionic black holes. The metrics on each
manifold V± read according to our axionic solution (3.20),

ds2
± = −f±dt2±+

dr2
±

f±
−2r2

± sin2 θ±a±W±dt±dφ±+ r2
±dΩ2

± = −f±dt2±+
dr2
±

f±
+ r2
±dθ

2
±+ r2

± sin2 θ±(dφ±−a±W±dt±)2

where the second equality is derived from the fact that O(a2) is a trivial contribution by virtue of the black hole being
in the slow rotation limit. We can simplify calculations by transforming the metric in a co-rotating frame by

dψ = dφ− aW (R)dt , (5.29)

which yields that

ds2
± = −f±dt2± +

dr2
±

f±
+ r2
±dθ

2
± + r2

± sin2 θ±(dψ± − a±∆W±dt±)2 , (5.30)

where ∆W = W (r) − W (R). Therefore, the total space coordinates, xµ± are (t, r, θ, ψ)±. We consider now the
embedding map t± = T±(τ), r± = R±(τ), where τ is the proper time of an observer comoving with the hypersurface.
Then, each corresponding induced metric reads

ds2
−|Σ = −

[
F (R−)Ṫ 2

− −
Ṙ2
−

F (R−)

]
dτ2 +R2

−(τ)dΩ2 , (5.31)

ds2
+|Σ = −

[
F (R+)Ṫ 2

+ −
Ṙ2

+

F (R+)

]
dτ2 +R2

+(τ)dΩ2 , (5.32)

where F± = 1− 2M/R±(τ) and the dot denotes differentiation with respect to τ . In order to perform the matching
between the two induced metrics, we set that the induced metric hij , reads

ds2
Σ = −dτ2 +R2(τ)dθ2 +R2(τ) sin2 θdψ2 , (5.33)

i.e., the hypersurface coordinates yi, are (τ, θ, ψ) where, naturally θ = θ+ = π−θ−. The matching of the bulk metrics

on the hypersurface implies that R+ = R− = R for the throat radius, while Ṫ± is found to satisfy

F±Ṫ± = β± =
√
Ṙ2
± + F± . (5.34)

4 This means that one needs to consider the full Gauss-Codazzi equations, [76], in order to completely determine the dynamics of the
thin-shell.



13

We consider that the two glued black holes are of the same mass, which yields that F+ = F− =⇒ T+ = T− =⇒
β+ = β−. We note that by virtue of the co-rotating coordinate system, we can not yet have a relation for the rotation
of the two black holes.

We have to derive the pullback operators, eµi and the unit normal one-form, nµ. In particular, the four-velocity of
an observer comoving with the throat of the wormhole reads

eµτ =

(
β

F
, Ṙ, 0, 0

)
. (5.35)

This means that, as expected, the observer comoving with the hypersurface has vanishing ψ-velocity. On the other
hand, the unit normal vector can be readily found to yield

n±µ = ±
(
−Ṙ, β

F
, 0, 0

)
. (5.36)

We note that nµe
µ
τ = 0 and nµn

µ = 1 are indeed verified. Under (5.35) and (5.36), we may find that the extrinsic

curvature of the hypersurface K±ij = −n±α
(
∂2xα

∂yi∂yj
+ Γαβγ

∂xβ

∂yi
∂xγ

∂yj

)
reads

K±ij = ±

 − β̇

Ṙ
0 −a±R

2 sin2 θW ′

2

0 Rβ 0

−a±R
2 sin2 θW ′

2 0 R sin2 θβ

 (5.37)

where prime denotes differentiation with respect to R.
In order to compute the contribution of the Cotton tensor on the hypersurface, we need to compute the terms of

(5.27), −1

2
∂βbR̃αµβνnα + (µ↔ ν), on each spacetime and then calculate their difference, if any, on the hypersurface.

In order to do that, we recall that the axionic solution is of the form

b± = a±Au± cos θ± , (5.38)

where u is the radial component. In order for [b] = 0 to be satisfied, under the constraint that θ+ = π − θ−, we
immediately find that

a+ = −a− , (5.39)

which means that the two black holes need to be counter-rotating. The counter-rotating property has been previously
considered in [80, 81]. Our reasoning here, however, is rather different. The result is enforced a priori, in order for the
axion to not contain any discontinuities on the throat. We note that in a faster rotating paradigm, the axion would
contain higher orders in the angular momentum and Legendre polynomials of higher rank. This could in principle
differentiate the result of [b] =⇒ a+ = −a− to a much more complicated expression with richer physical properties.
Under the constraint that the two black holes are actually counter-rotating, and then we find that the Cotton tensor
contribution on the hypersurface vanishes identically, i.e.

Cµν = 0 . (5.40)

Therefore, by considering the addition of a thin-shell of matter, which enables the construction of the wormhole via
the Lanczos equations, we find that, in the slowly rotating paradigm, the surface stress-energy tensor yields

Sij = − ε

κ2
([Kij ]− [K]hij) , (5.41)

which is the familiar expression of the GR case. Calculating the surface stress-energy tensor yields that

Sij =
−ε
κ2


4 βR 0 0

0 −R2
(

2β
R + 2β̇

Ṙ

)
0

0 0 −R2 sin2 θ
(

2β
R + 2β̇

Ṙ

)
 (5.42)

by virtue of the fact that two black holes are counter-rotating. Any subsequent analysis on this case will not yield
any fruitful results, since (5.42) is the same surface stress-energy tensor as in the Schwarzschild case [1, 82–84]. We
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may conclude that the backreaction of the Cotton tensor on the thin-shell is not giving any new result in the case
of the slowly rotating black hole to first order in the angular parameter O(a), and thus one needs to consider faster
rotating paradigms in order to test for the stability of the resulting thin-shell wormhole.5

VI. Conclusions and Outlook

In this work we studied the scalarization of a slowing rotating black hole in the presence of an axion field coupled
to Chern-Simons term. We found an exact slow rotating Kerr-type black hole solution dressed with axionic hair. Our
solution is expressed in terms of the inverse powers of the radial distance from the centre of the black hole. This
behaviour of the black hole solution allows us to go arbitrarily close to the horizon of the hairy black hole. In this
way we were able to study the properties of the axionic matter distribution outside the slow rotation Kerr-type black
hole.

We discussed in detail the violation of energy conditions that allowed the existence of secondary axion hair of our
slow rotating Kerr-type black hole solution. There is strong relation between the energy conditions and the formation
of the axionic hair distribution outside the horizon of our black hole solution. We found that because of the presence
of the axion coupling to the Chern-Simons term the null energy condition is violated, while the violation becomes
more important as the coupling becomes stronger and the violation reaches its maximum near the horizon and then
it tends to zero. Thus, we can conclude that the coupling with the curvature term deforms the geometry around the
black hole in such a way that the axion hair is allowed.

Motivated by the violation of the null energy condition, we studied the generation of a wormhole, by the gluing
procedure, that connects via a wormhole throat our two slowly rotating Kerr-type black holes with secondary axion
hair. We found that the condition for the axion field to not contain any discontinuities on the throat, enforces the
two black hole solutions to be counter-rotating. For the slowly rotating to first order in the angular parameter O(a)
our black hole solution, we did not find any backreaction of the Cotton tensor on the thin-shell of the wormhole.

It would be interesting to extent our study to higher order O(a) in the angular momentum. We expect to find a
much richer structure of the axionic hairy Kerr-type black hole. Then calculating the energy conditions we will get
a better understanding of the interplay of the axionic matter to curvature outside the black hole horizon. Also we
expect to find that there will be a backreaction of the Chern-Simons term on the throat of the wormhole and then it
will be possible to test the stability of the resulting thin-shell wormhole.
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APPENDICES

A. Mathematical properties of the Chern-Simons action and the Cotton tensor

In our analysis here we follow the Lorentzian signature, where the metric has one negative eigenvalue, (−,+,+,+)
and the Riemann tensor is expressed as

Rρσµν = ∂µΓρσν + ΓρξµΓξσν − . . . . (A1)

The Cotton tensor, in the way defined in [71], follows from the infinitesimal variation with respect to the graviton
field of the gravitational anomaly CS term in the action (2.3) with respect to gµν . Using the definitions and conventions
of the Riemann tensor (A1) and its dual,

R̃αβγδ =
1

2
Rαβρσε

ρσ
γδ ,

5 We mention that the contributions of the variation of the CS term on the hypersurface (i.e. the appropriate surface terms associated
with the Cotton tensor (3.7)), computed in Appendix F, are of order O(a2) in the (small) angular momentum parameter a. As such,
there is no back reaction of the axion field (and hence Cotton tensor) on the wormhole thin shell.



15

where ερσκλ is the covariant Levi-Civita tensor under the convention ε0123 =
√
−g, which implies ε0123 =

−1√
−g

, we

obtain

δ
(
A

∫
d4x
√
−g b(x)Rµνρσ(x) R̃µνρσ(x)

)
≡ 4A

∫
d4x
√
−g Cµν(x) δgµν(x) = −4A

∫
d4x
√
−g Cµν(x) δgµν(x) ,

(A2)

with δgµν denoting the variation of the covariant metric tensor, and we defined the variation δ of the CS terms with
respect to it. The quantity Cµν is the Cotton tensor given by

Cµν = −1

2
∇α
[
(∇βb)R̃αµβν + (∇βb)R̃ανβµ

]
. (A3)

In arriving at (A2) we took into account the infinitesimal gravitational variation of the Riemann tensor (A1), the
Bianchi identity εβαρσ∇αR µν

ρσ = 0, and ignored surface terms at infinity, arising from appropriate integrations by
parts in (A2).

From the form of the Cotton tensor (A3), it is straightforward to derive that it is traceless, gµν Cµν = 0

Cµν = −1

4
∇α
[
(∇βb)(Raµγδε

γδ
βν +Raνγδε

γδ
βµ)
]

=⇒ gµνCµν =
1

2
∇α
[
(∇βb)(Raµγδ)εµγδβ

]
= 0 . (A4)

The last equality stems from the Riemann tensor symmetries. In particular, recall that Rα[µνρ] = 0, where [. . . ]

denotes complete antisymmetrization of the indices, which immediately implies

Rακλξ ε
κλξσ = 0 . (A5)

A second important property is that its covariant derivative satisfies (2.10), which we prove below, for completeness

∇µCµν = −1

2
∇µ∇ρ

[
(∇σb)(R̃ρµσν + R̃ρνσµ)

]
= −1

2
∇µ∇ρ

[
(∇σb)R̃ρµσν

]
− 1

2
∇µ∇ρ

[
(∇σb)R̃ρνσµ

]
= −1

2

(
∇[µ∇ρ]

) [
(∇σb)R̃ρµσν

]
− 1

2
(∇µ∇ρ −∇ρ∇µ)

[
(∇σb)R̃ρνσµ

]
− 1

2
∇ρ∇µ

[
(∇σb)R̃ρνσµ

]
= −1

2
(∇µ∇ρ −∇ρ∇µ)

[
(∇σb)(R̃ρνσµ +

1

2
R̃ρµσν)

]
= −∇σb

2

[
−Rξµ

(
R̃ξνσµ +

R̃ξµσν

2

)
+Rνξµρ

(
R̃ρξσµ +

R̃ρµσξ

2

)
+Rξρ

(
R̃ρνσξ +

R̃ρξσν

2

)]

= −∂σb
2

[
Rνξµρ

(
R̃ρξσµ +

R̃ρµσξ

2

)]
= −∂σb

4

[
R̃ρξσµ(Rνξµρ −Rνρµξ) +RνξµρR̃

ρµσξ
]

= −∂σb
4

[
R̃ρξσµRνµξρ +RνξµρR̃

ρµσξ
]

= −∂σb
2
R̃ρξσµRνµξρ = −∂σb

2
R̃ρ σµ

ξ Rξ ν
ρ µ = −1

4
(∂νb)RCS .

where RCS is defined in (2.1), and in the last line we used the identity

R̃ρ σµ
ξ Rξ ν

ρ µ =
1

4
gσνR̃ρ λµ

ξ Rξρλµ =
1

2
gσνRCS . (A6)

B. Solution of the differential equation (3.15)

In this Appendix, we consider the solution of the differential equation (3.15). Naturally, the first step is to solve
the homogeneous term of the ODE,

−2u(r) + 2(r −M)u′(r) + (r2 − 2Mr)u′′(r) = 0 . (B1)
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We note that a particular solution is u1 = c1

(
r −M
M

)
. We may use this solution to simplify the ODE via u =

u1(r)z(r). Then, our simplified expression reads

1

M

[
2(M2 − 4Mr + 2r2)z′ + r(2M2 − 3Mr + r2)z′′

]
= 0 , (B2)

which implies that

(ln z′) =

∫
8Mr − 2M2 − 4r2

(r − 2M)(r −M)r
dr = − ln[r(r − 2M)(r −M)2] + c2

=⇒ z′ =
c2

r(r − 2M)(r −M)2

z =
c2

(r −M)M2
+

c2
2M3

ln

[
1− 2M

r

]
+ c3 ,

which means that the homogeneous solution to the ODE is

uh = c1u1(r) + c2u2(r) , (B3)

where

u1(r) =

(
r −M
M

)
, u2(r) = 1 +

1

2M
(r −M) ln

[
1− 2M

r

]
. (B4)

In order to find the complete solution, we will make use of the method of variation of parameters. We consider that
the general solution of the differential equation is expressed as

u(r) = C1(r)u1(r) + C2(r)u2(r) . (B5)

Then, C1(r), C2(r) can be solved by the system

C ′1(r)u1(r) + C ′2(r)u2(r) = 0 , (B6)

C ′1(r)u′1(r) + C ′2(r)u′2(r) =
144M2

r5(r2 − 2Mr)
. (B7)

Therefore, [
C ′1
C ′2

]
=

1

W

[
u′2 −u2

−u′1 u1

][
0

144M2

r5(r2−2Mr)

]
, (B8)

where W denotes the Wronskian of our solutions. The system can be easily solved to yield that

C1(r) =
81M

2r4
− 5

r3
− 15

4Mr2
− 15

4M2r
+ ln

(
1− 2M

r

)
6(4r − 3M)

r4
− 15

8M3
ln

(
1− 2M

r

)
+ c1 , (B9)

C2(r) =
36M

r4
− 48

r3
+ c2 . (B10)

Making use of (B5), we find that the complete solution reads

u(r) = −c1 + c2 −
15

4M3
− 9M

2r4
− 5

2r3
− 5

4Mr2
+ c1

r

M
+ ln

(
1− 2M

r

)[
15

8M3
− c2

2

]
+ ln

(
1− 2M

r

)[
c2r

2M
− 15r

8M4

]
.

(B11)

In order to cancel the divergent terms, we fix the integration constants to c1 = 0 and c2 =
15

4M3
and we find that the

asymptotic solution of the axion reads

u(r) = −9M

2r4
− 5

2r3
− 5

4Mr2
. (B12)
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C. Proof of Convergence of the series (3.10)

The relevant series appears in the gtφ element of the metric of our black hole solution (3.1), see (3.6), (3.10):

gtφ = r2

(
−2M

r3
− w(r)

)
a sin2(θ) ≡

(
−2M

r
− w̃(r)

)
a sin2(θ), w̃(r) =

∞∑
n=4

dnM
n−2

rn−2
, (C1)

where dn is determined by the following recurrence relation (3.13):

dn =
2(n− 5)2(n− 1)

n(n− 6)(n− 3)
dn−1 +

576γ2

n(n− 3)
dn−6, for n ≥ 10 , (C2)

and initial conditions (3.18):

d4 = d5 = 0 , d6 = −5γ2 , d7 = −60γ2

7
, d8 = −27γ2

2
, d9 = 0 (C3)

with γ ∈ R. We restrict ourselves in the exterior to horizon region r ≥ 2M .
For notational convenience and brevity we redefine r → r/M , hence

w̃(r) =

∞∑
n=4

dn
rn−2

. (C4)

Below we shall prove the convergence of this sum for all r ≥ 2 for all γ ∈ R.
To this end, we first note that dn ≤ 0 , ∀n. Thus, we define the sequence cn = −dn, for which cn ≥ 0, ∀n. Then,

in terms of cn, we have:

w̃(r) = −
∞∑
n=4

cn
rn−2

(C5)

where

cn = ancn−1 + bncn−6, for n ≥ 10 , (C6)

with

an =
2(n− 5)2(n− 1)

n(n− 6)(n− 3)
bn =

576γ2

n(n− 3)
, (C7)

and initial conditions:

c4 = c5 = 0 , c6 = 5γ2 , c7 =
60γ2

7
, c8 =

27γ2

2
, c9 = 0 (C8)

Let us define the sequence:

Σ̃N =

N∑
n=4

cn
rn−2

As cn/r
n−2 are non-negative, Σ̃N is an increasing sequence, meaning Σ̃N+1 ≥ Σ̃N , ∀N ∈ N.

For increasing sequences, the following theorem exists [85]:

Theorem: An increasing sequence tends either to a finite limit or to +∞.

Hence, a necessary and sufficient condition for the convergence of Σ̃ is the demonstration that it is bounded, i.e.
that there exists a finite, positive number N , such that:

Σ̃ =

∞∑
n=4

cn
rn−2

≤ N

Statement 1: If
∑∞
n=4

cn
2n−2 converges, then

∑∞
n=4

cn
rn−2 converges ∀r ≥ 2.
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Proof. Suppose that
∑∞
n=4

cn
2n−2 ≤ K, where K finite. For r > 2 → 1/rn−2 < 1/2n−2 → cn/r

n−2 ≤ cn/2
n−2 ∀n ≥ 4,

where the equality holds in the case of cn = 0. Thus,

∞∑
n=4

cn
rn−2

≤
∞∑
n=4

cn
2n−2

⇒
∞∑
n=4

cn
rn−2

≤ K

which means that
∑∞
n=4

cn
rn−2 converges ∀r > 2.

Hence, according to the above statement 1, we should establish the convergence of the infinite series

Σ =

∞∑
n=4

cn
2n−2

For an and bn, we have:

1) an → 2, as n→ +∞
2) bn → 0, as n→ +∞

i.e. an and bn both converge.
Below, we use the mathematical result that a sequence, say sn, is convergent, i.e. tends to a finite limit s as n→∞,

implies that sn is bounded [85].
This implies that, since an, bn are convergent, in view of the above result, they are bounded, meaning that there

exist k1, k2, such that

|an| ≤ k1 and |bn| ≤ k2 ∀n ∈ N (C9)

Statement 2: The sequence cn is bounded by induction.

Proof. Suppose that there exists a subsequence cN−6, ...cN−1, for some N , that is bounded, i.e. there exists N ′, such
that

|cN−6| , |cN−5| , ..., |cN−1| ≤ N ′

.
Then, using the triangle inequality

|cN | ≤ |aN | |cN−1|+ |bN | |cN−6| ⇒ |cN | ≤ (k1 + k2)N ′ ⇒|cN | ≤ M̃ ,

where M̃ = (k1 + k2)N ′ finite.

Thus, as the corresponding subsequence exists for N = 10, as c4, ..., c9 are finite, by induction, there exists finite
D, such that

|cn| ≤ D, ∀n ≥ 10

concluding that cn is bounded ∀n ≥ 4.

Thus, as cn is bounded and non-negative, there exists D > 0, such that:

0 ≤ cn ≤ D ,∀ n ≥ 4

Thence,

Σ =

∞∑
n=4

cn
2n−2

≤ D
∞∑
n=4

(
1

2

)n−2

or

Σ ≤ D
∞∑
n=2

(
1

2

)n
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For the geometric series, we know that

∞∑
n=0

xn =
1

1− x
, for − 1 < x < 1

Thus, for x = 1/2, it is easy to show that:

∞∑
n=2

(
1

2

)n
=

1

2

which implies

Σ =

∞∑
n=4

cn
2n−2

≤ D
2
,

i.e., the infinite series Σ is bounded.
This proves the required result, that the sum w̃(r), and thus w(r) ((3.10)), converges ∀r ≥ 2 and ∀γ ∈ R.

D. The energy conditions for Einstein spaces

Here we review the various energy conditions that characterise gravitational theories in Einstein spacetimes. Suppose
that Tµν refers to the conserved energy-momentum, obeying the Einstein gravitational equations of motion

Rµν = κ2

(
Tµν −

1

2
gµνT

)
. (D1)

Notice that if one considers higher-curvature modified gravities, such as scalar-Gauss-Bonnet or axion-Chern-Simons
gravities, the contributions of the modifications are absorbed in the definition of Tµν , viewed as an effective stress
tensor. With this understanding, we review the following energy conditions.

• Weak Energy Condition (WEC) : The energy density as measured by any observer with a timelike four-velocity
tµ, is non-negative, which formally can be expressed as

Tµνt
µtν ≥ 0 , ∀ t : tµtµ < 0 . (D2)

• Null Energy Condition (NEC): expresses the requirement that the geometry has a focusing (attractive) effect
on null geodesics,

Tµν l
µlν ≥ 0 , ∀ l : lµlµ = 0 , (D3)

where lµ is any null four-vector.

We can understand the condition by noting that the Raychadhuri equation describing the focusing of null
geodesics is

d

dτ
θl = −Rµν lµlν + ...

where the parameter θ in Raychadhuri equation has the interpretation of the rate of change of the congruences’
cross sectional volume. Thus, for a focusing effect on the null geodesics: Rµν l

µlν ≥ 0. Hence, the gravitational
equations of motion yield the same condition for the conserved energy-momentum tensor.

• Strong Energy Condition (SEC): expresses the requirement that the geometry has a focusing (attractive) effect
on timelike geodesics.

Tµνt
µtν ≥ 1

2
T gµν t

µtν , ∀ t : tµtµ < 0 , (D4)

where T is the gravitational trace of the stress tensor T ≡ gµν Tµν . The condition is understood again by noting
that the Raychadhuri equation describing the focusing of timelike geodesics is

d

dτ
θt = −Rµνtµtν + ...

Thus, for a focusing effect on the timelike geodesics: Rµνt
µtν ≥ 0. Hence, the gravitational equations of motion

(D1) yield (D4) for the conserved energy-momentum tensor.
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• Dominant Energy Condition (DEC): This energy condition refers to the current density: Pα = −Tαβtβ , i.e. the
energy-momentum current as seen by an observer with 4-velocity tµ. It is essentially the statement that the
speed of the flow of energy should not exceed that of light, i.e. Pα should be causal and future directed for all
timelike and future directed tα. Since tα is timelike and future directed, the above conditions are mathematically
expressed as follows

Pαt
α ≤ 0 and PαP

α ≤ 0 ,

which yields the DEC as a set of the two requirements

Tµνt
µtν ≥ 0 and TµνT

µ
αt
νtα ≤ 0 ∀ t : tµt

µ < 0 . (D5)

We note that the first of the above is just Tαβt
αtβ ≥ 0, that is, the WEC.

One can show the relations between the various energy conditions, as a “hierarchy of the validity” between them

(DEC) =⇒ (WEC) =⇒ (NEC)

(SEC) =⇒ (NEC)

(NEC) violation implies (DEC), (SEC), (WEC) violation

(D6)

where the arrow notation =⇒ implies the validity of a condition.
Thus, the NEC (D3) is the weakest energy condition, because if this condition is satisfied, then it is implied that

the rest are saitisfied. However, if we look the relations according to their violation, the NEC is the strongest one,
because if this condition is violated all of the other conditions are violated, too. This is the case for the Kerr black-hole
solution (3.20) of our SC-axion gravitational theory (2.3) [71, 72], implying the existence of axionic hair [4–6, 69, 70].

E. Computation of the extrinsic-curvature junctioning quantities Rα
βγδ in the wormhole

The fact that the metric is continuous across Σ in the coordinates xµ implies that its tangential derivatives also
must be continuous. This means that if ∂γgαβ is to be discontinuous, the discontinuity must be directed along the
normal vector nα. As such, there exists a tensor field qαβ such that

[∂γgαβ ] = nγqαβ =⇒ qαβ = ε[∂γgαβ ]nγ . (E1)

Making use of (E1) under the first junctioning condition which yields [gαβ ] = 0, we may find that

[Γαβγ ] =
1

2
(qαβnγ + qαγnβ − qβγnα) . (E2)

This means that

Rα
βγδ =

ε

2
(qαδnβnγ − qαγnβnδ − qβδnαnγ + qβγn

αnδ) . (E3)

Now that we have a tensorial quantity for R, we may immediately note that the Einstein tensor reads

Gαβ = G+
αβΘ(λ) +G−αβΘ(−λ) + δ(λ)Gαβ , (E4)

where

Gαβ =
ε

2
(qµαn

µnβ + qµβn
µnα − qnαnβ − εqαβ − (qµνn

µnν − εq)gαβ) . (E5)

From the form of Gαβ , we note that it is symmetric, as expected, and that it is also tangent to the hypersurface, since
Gαβn

α = 0. Therefore, it admits the decomposition of

Gαβ = Gijeαi e
β
j . (E6)

Evaluating the decomposition we find

Gij = Gαβe
α
i e
β
j

=
ε

2
(−εqαβeai e

β
j + εqµν(gµν − εnµnν)hij)

=
1

2
(−qαβeai e

β
j + qµνh

µνhij) .
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We now note that qαβe
α
i e
β
j is just the jump of the extrinsic curvature across the hypersurface. Indeed, calculating

[Kij ] = [(∇αnβ)eαi e
β
j ]

(5.4)
= [(∇αnβ)]eαi e

β
j

= −
(

[Γγαβ ]nγ

)
eαi e

β
j

(E2)
= −

(
1

2
(qγβnα + qγαnβ − qαβnγ)

)
nγe

α
i e
β
j

=
ε

2
qαβe

α
i e
β
j ,

we find that

[Kij ] =
ε

2
qαβe

α
i e
β
j , [K] =

ε

2
hmn(qαβe

α
me

β
n) . (E7)

Therefore, since Kµνn
µ = 0, i.e. the extrinsic curvature of the hypersurface is tangent to the hypersurface, as is well

known, we find by the decomposition Kij = Kµνe
µ
i e
µ
j that

qαβ =
2

ε
[Kαβ ] , (E8)

which yields that

Rα
βγδ = (nβnγ [Kα

δ ]− nβnδ[Kα
γ ]− [Kβδ]n

αnγ + [Kβγ ]nαnδ) , (E9)

which was used in the text.

F. Chern-Simons (surface) contributions on the Wormhole thin shell

We consider the CS term of the action (2.3)

ICS =

∫
d4x
√
−g bRR̃ . (F1)

Upon taking the variation of the bRR̃ term we find that

δICS ∼ 2

∫
d4x
√
−g bRαβκλεκλρσ(∇ρδΓβασ) , (F2)

whose surface term is ∫
dΣρbR

α
βκλε

κλρσ(δΓβασ) . (F3)

Recalling that δΓ reads under gµν → gµν + δgµν ,

δΓβασ = −1

2

[
gµσ∇α(δgµβ) + gµα∇σ(δgµβ)− gανgσµ∇β(δgµν)

]
, (F4)

we have that∫
dΣρbR

α
βκλε

κλρσ(δΓβασ) = −
∫
dΣρbR̃

α ρσ
β gµσ∇α(δgµβ)−

∫
dΣρbR̃

α ρσ
β gµα∇σ(δgµβ) +

∫
dΣρbR̃

α ρσ
β gαµgσν∇β(δgµν)

= −
∫
dΣρbR̃

α ρ
β µ∇α(δgµβ)−

∫
dΣρbR̃

ρα
µβ ∇α(δgµβ) +

∫
dΣρbR̃

αρ
µ β∇α(δgµβ)

=

∫
dΣρb(R̃

αρ
µ ν − R̃α ρ

ν µ)∇α(δgµν)

=

∫
d3x
√
hnρb(R̃µβρν + R̃νβρµ)gαβ∇α(δgµν) .
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Since δgµν is zero on Σ, ∇αδgµν = ∂αδg
µν . Also, by the decomposition of gαβ = hαβ+εnαnβ , the tangential derivative

of the variation of the metric also vanishes on Σ. Therefore,∫
dΣρbR

α
βκλε

κλρσ(δΓβασ) =

∫
d3x
√
hnρb(R̃µβρν + R̃νβρµ)εnβnα∂α(δgµν) .

Computing the interior of the integral for our case, it is found that it is of order O(a)2 or higher, without even using
the constraint to calculate it on the hypersurface.
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[67] S. Basilakos, N. E. Mavromatos and J. Solà Peracaula, Phys. Rev. D 101, no.4, 045001 (2020) [arXiv:1907.04890 [hep-ph]].
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