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The low energy effective theory of gravity comprises two elements of quantum theory

joined to classical general relativity. The first is the quantum conformal anomaly, which is

responsible for macroscopic correlations on light cones and a stress tensor that can strongly

modify the classical geometry at black hole horizons. The second is the formulation of vac-

uum energy as Λeff ∝ F2 in terms of an exact 4-form abelian gauge field strength F = dA.

When A is identified with the Chern-Simons 3-form of the Euler class, defined in terms of

the spin connection, a J · A interaction is generated by the conformal anomaly of massless

fermions. Due to the extreme blueshifting of local frequencies in the near-horizon region

of a ‘black hole,’ the lightest fermions of the Standard Model can be treated as massless

there, contributing to the anomaly and providing a 3-current source J for the ‘Maxwell’

equation d ∗ F = ∗J. In this phase boundary region, torsion is activated, and F can change

rapidly. The Schwarzschild black hole horizon is thereby replaced by a surface, with a pos-

itive surface tension and R⊗ S2 worldtube topology, separating regions of differing vacuum

energy. The result is a gravitational vacuum condensate star, a cold, compact, horizonless

object with a pV =−ρV zero entropy, non-singular de Sitter interior and thin quantum phase

boundary layer at the Schwarzschild radius 2GM/c2.
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I. Introduction: The Question of the Final State of Gravitational Collapse

Classical black holes (BHs) are vacuum solutions of Einstein’s eqs., whose characteristic feature

is an event horizon, the mathematical boundary separating the BH exterior from its interior, at which

light hovers indefinitely, unable to escape. If continued through the horizon, BH interior solutions har-

bor spacetime singularities of infinite density that are causally disconected from external observers [1].

The presumption that such a singular end state can result from realistic collapsing matter depends

upon assumptions for the matter stress-energy tensor source T µ
ν, typically expressed by energy con-

ditions. The strong energy condition (ρ + 3p ≥ 0) is needed to prove the convergence of timelike

geodesics in the Hawking-Penrose singularity theorem [1, 2]. A reasonable assumption for classical

matter or radiation, this strong energy condition is violated both by quantum effects [3], and by the

cosmological dark energy assumed responsible for the accelerating expansion of the universe [4, 5].

The crucial property of vacuum dark energy is that it is characterized by negative pressure p = −ρ,

hence ρ + 3p < 0, which leads to the defocusing rather than focusing of timelike geodesics, in which

case gravity acts as a effectively repulsive force, counteracting collapse to a singularity.

The somehat weaker null energy condition ρ + p ≥ 0 leads also to a singularity, if the existence

of a closed trapped surface is assumed [6]. This assumption relies upon an essentially classical view

of matter as uncorrelated pointlike particles, which fall freely through the horizon, with vanishing or

negligibly small stress-energy tensor T µ
ν≈0 there. However Standard Model (SM) matter is described

by quantum field theory (QFT) in which T µ
ν becomes a quantum operator T̂ µ

ν. The renormalized

expectation value
〈
T̂ µ

ν

〉
in QFT not only generally violates both classical energy conditions, but also

exhibits correlation and coherence effects quite different from that of classical point particles.

The presumed existence of a classical BH horizon and trapped surface leads to a number of difficul-

ties in quantum theory. Hawking radiation emerging from the BH at temperature TH = ℏc3/8πkBGM

in a mixed thermal state, together with a trapped surface from which no classical matter, radiation

or information can escape, implies a breakdown of unitary evolution, and a severe BH ‘information

paradox’ [7–19]. The associated BH entropy proportional to the surface area of the horizon AH [20]

SBH = kB
AH

4L2
Pl

= πkB

(
rM

LPl

)2
≃ 1077 kB

(
M
M⊙

)2
(1.1)

involves the square of the ratio of the macroscopic classical Schwarzschild radius rM = 2GM/c2 ≃

3 (M/M⊙) km to the extremely microscopic quantum Planck length LPl =
√
ℏG/c3 ≃ 1.62 × 10−33

cm. At some 19 orders of magnitude larger than the entropy of a stellar progenitor of the mass of
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the sun M⊙, SBH is not only enormous, but also in conflict with entropy estimates from statistical

physics for relativistic stars [21]. Since Boltzmann’s formula S = kB ln W(E) relates the entropy of a

system logarithmically to its total number of microstates W(E) at fixed energy E, (1.1) implies that of

order exp(1019) additional microstates are somehow associated with the horizon. This is difficult to

reconcile with the classical view of a BH horizon as a featureless mathematical boundary only, where

T µ
ν = 0, supposedly possessing no local dynamics or degrees of freedom of its own.

In addition, although the Hawking temperature TH of the radiation far from the BH is very low, the

local temperature Tloc(r), extrapolated back to the horizon r→ rM by the Tolman relation (1.2) [22],

Tloc(r) =
TH√

1 –
rM
r

(1.2)
is arbitrarily high. Large blueshifting of local frequen-

cies and energies ℏωloc = kBTloc as the null horizon is ap-

proached, even becoming transplanckian there, might be

expected to have significant backreaction effects on the near-horizion spacetime geometry. Yet the as-

sumption of a rigidly fixed classical BH background geometry, neglecting both
〈
T µ

ν

〉
and its quantum

fluctuations down to r=rM , is assumed in Hawking’s original treatment of BH radiance [7].

It is important to recognize that the unbounded growth of Tloc(r) in (1.2) and the potentially large

quantum effects near the BH horizon it suggests, holds for BH’s of any size, and does not depend in

any way upon large local curvatures at r = rM . Although a special (Unruh) state exists for which the

renormalized
〈
T̂ µ

ν

〉
remains small on the future horizon of a BH [23], in many, indeed most, other

states
〈
T µ

ν

〉
is arbitrarily large on the horizon for BH’s of any mass [24, 25]. The unbounded growth

of
〈
T̂ µ

ν

〉
as r→ rM in such states can be traced not to the classical curvature becoming large there, but

to the timelike Killing vector K = ∂/∂t becoming null at the horizon, a coordinate invariant (though

non-local) property of a BH horizon, independent of local curvature. As KµKµ→0 the unambiguous

separation of positive and negative energy wave excitations in QFT breaks down, there is no unique

‘vacuum’ state, and a large
〈
T̂ µ

ν

〉
leading to a quantum vacuum phase transition cannot be excluded.

That
〈
T̂ µ

ν

〉
grows large on the null horizon in generic states is a consequence of the conformal

behavior of QFT in the near-horizon limit, and the stress tensor of the conformal anomaly [25–27].

These previous studies show that the effective action of the conformal anomaly is relevant at macro-

scopic distance scales, and particularly on BH horizons [28]. A large
〈
T̂ µ

ν

〉
in the near-horizon region

from QFT anomaly effects would result in significant departure of the geometry from that of a classi-

cal BH, and the possibility that no trapped surface at all is ever formed.

In Refs. [29–31] a non-singular time independent endpoint of gravitational collapse, free of all

BH puzzles and paradoxes was proposed. This gravitational vacuum condensate star (‘gravastar’) is
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a cold, maximally compact object with an interior non-singular de Sitter pV =−ρV condensate phase

and an exterior Schwarzschild geometry (in the non-rotating case), of arbitrary total mass M. These

two phases are separated by a phase boundary with a positive physical surface tension at r = rM where

the de Sitter and BH horizon would be otherwise. The de Sitter interior has no entropy, befitting a

macroscopic quantum state at zero temperature, and there is no large BH entropy (1.1) to be explained.

Remarkably, just such a solution of the classical Einstein eqs. is obtained from Schwarzschild’s

1916 constant density interior solution [32], if taken to its compact limit with radius rstar→ rM [33].

In this limit the Schwarzschild star with a constant pV =−ρV < 0 interior is the prototype of a ultra-

compact regular ‘BH’ solution. With a non-singular interior and no trapped surface, it is a concrete

counterexample evading the classical singularity theorems, with a physical surface at r=rM precluding

any analytic continuation through a classical horizon. This classical solution with its phase boundary

at r = rM instead of a BH horizon demonstrates that a surface and non-singular ‘BH’ interior does

not require any violation of the Equivalence Principle, as nothing prevents Einstein’s elevator from

coming to an abrupt end of its free fall either on earth or at a surface at r = rM , if a surface exists there.

The classical Schwarzschild star reviewed in Sec. II has a positive surface tension at r=rM [33], but

does not provide a microscopic origin for this surface tension. For that, a consistent EFT taking the

stress tensor of quantum matter and the quantum vacuum phase boundary into account is necessary.

The crucial feature of the conformal anomaly of quantum matter is that it implies the existence of

light cone singularities, which may be seen as 1/k2 massless poles in momentum space correlation

functions, even in flat space [34–36]. These light cone correlations, absent in the classical theory, are

relevant at all scales and particularly on null horizons, and are incorporated in the effective action and

stress tensor of the conformal anomaly, reviewed in Sec. III. The scaling behavior of this effective

action indicates independently that it is a necessary and relevant addition to the classical Einstein-

Hilbert action at macroscopic scales [37, 38].

The second, related essential element of the low energy EFT of gravity is a satisfactory formulation

of vacuum energy and the gravitational vacuum. The cosmological constant Λ has long been associ-

ated with vacuum energy, suggesting its relation to quantum zero point energy [39], while its value

implied by the accelerating expansion of the universe [4, 5] is said to be ‘unnaturally’ small. This co-

nundrum is removed if the rigidly fixedΛ of classical general relativity is replaced byΛeff∝FαβγλFαβγλ

in terms of an abelian 4-form gauge field strength F. Under this replacement there is no fine tuning

problem, since the value of F and gravitational effects of vacuum energy depend upon macroscopic

boundary conditions, not zero point energies of QFT in flat space at extremely short distances [28].
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The importance of this replacement for BH’s is that although the field F is a constant in the ab-

sence of sources in empty flat space, (Sec. IV), it can change if there are sources of the ‘Maxwell’

equation d ∗ F = ∗J. Just such a 3−current source for F arises in the near-horizon region if F = dA is

identified with the exact 4-form field of the Euler class, with A the Chern-Simons 3-form, defined in

terms of the spin connection ωa
b, and there are massless fermion fields minimally coupled to ωa

b [40].

SS2

↑
tρ

v

FIG. 1: Worldtube with topology R ⊗ S2

of the thin boundary layer at r≃rM where
the 3-current J of (5.12) is large, and
the vacuum energy changes rapidly from
ρV > 0 in the de Sitter interior (blue
shaded) region to ρV = 0 Schwarzschild
exterior of a gravastar.

Treating ωa
b and hence A as independent of the metric

is equivalent to admitting torsion in the general description

of geometry in Einstein-Cartan theory [41, 42]. Since local

frequencies are blueshifted near the horizon according to

(1.2), when ℏωloc>mνc2, exceeding the mass of the lightest

fermions, such as neutrinos, these fermions can be treated

as massless in the near-horizon region and hence contribute

to the conformal anomaly. This generates a 3-current Jαβγ

on the 3-dimensional worldtube of the r ≃ rM surface with

topology R × S2, where F and hence Λeff change rapidly

in a boundary layer separating the Λeff > 0 interior from

the Λeff = 0 exterior: cf. Fig. 1. The activation of torsion

and the topological susceptibility that results in this region

is described in detail in Secs. V-VI.

With these essential quantum elements the EFT of low

energy gravity provides a first principles basis for gravita-

tional condensate stars [31], realizing the quantum phase

transition hypothesis of [29, 30, 43], in a mean field de-

scription. The effective action in the near-horizon region incorporating these elements is given in

Sec. VII. After a rescaling of variables in Sec. VIII appropriate for a thin boundary layer, a varia-

tional ansatz and boundary conditions for the fields are given in Sec. IX, indicating that a solution

for the phase boundary layer of a non-rotating gravitational vacuum condensate star exists in the

EFT, the classical limit and prototype of which was inherent already in the 1916 constant density

Schwarzschild star at its maximum compactness limit rstar→rM [33].

A summary of the results of the paper is given in Sec. X. There are three appendices collecting

various detailed derivations and useful formulae referred to in the main text.
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II. The Schwarzschild Star: Classical Limit of a Gravastar

The general static, spherically symmetric geometry is expressed by the line element

ds2 = − f (r) dt2 +
dr2

h(r)
+ r2 (

dθ2 + sin2θ dϕ2) (2.1)

in terms of two functions of the radius r, namely f (r) and h(r). The static Killing field K = ∂/∂t has

the coordinate invariant scalar norm −KµKµ = f (r) in the coordinates (2.1) adapted to the symmetries.

As shown in [33], the constant density interior solution originally found by Schwarzschild [32],

but with its radius rstar taken to its compact limit rstar → rM is of the form (2.1) with the piecewise

continuous functions f and h given by

f (r) =


1
4

(
1 − r2

r2
M

)
, 0 ≤ r ≤ rM

1 −
rM

r , r ≥ rM

(2.2a)

h(r) =


1 − r2

r2
M

, 0 ≤ r ≤ rM

1 −
rM

r r ≥ rM

with rM =
2GM

c2 . (2.2b)

The line element (2.1) with (2.2) thus describes an interior static patch of de Sitter space with

ρV = −pV =
3

8πGr2
M

, for r < rM (2.3)

corresponding to a cosmological term of Λeff =3H2=3/r2
M

, joined to a Schwarzschild exterior with

ρ = p = 0 for r > rM (2.4)

at their mutual null horizon boundaries at r= rM = rH =1/H where f =h=0. Since f (r) = −KµKµ, the

radius r = rM where f (r) = 0 is a coordinate invariant singular surface of the spherically symmetric,

static geometry. Unlike a BH, the de Sitter interior is not an analytic continuation from the exterior.

The ratio of piecewise continuous functions√
f
h
=


1 , 0 ≤ r < rM

1
2
, r > rM

(2.5)

is discontinuous at the horizon surface, and the surface gravity

κH(r) =
1
2

√
h
f

d f
dr
= −

r
2r2

M

Θ(rM − r) +
rM

2r2 Θ(r − rM )→


κH− = −

1
2rM

, r → r−
M

κH+ = +
1

2rM

, r → r+
M

(2.6)
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tends to equal and oposite values as r → r∓
M

from below or above respectively.

The discontinuity in κH arising from the combined discontinuity in (2.5), and that in the first

derivative of f illustrated in Fig. 2, gives rise to a Dirac δ-function

dκH

dr
= −

√
f
h

Rtr
tr = [κH] δ(r − rM ) −

1
2r2

M

Θ(rM − r) −
rM

r3 Θ(r − rM ) (2.7)

in the Rtr
tr curvature component, cf. (A11), since the derivative of the Heaviside step function, Θ is

the Dirac δ-function distribution, where [κH]=κH+−κH−=1/rM is the discontinuous change in κH.

1 2 3 4 5

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

FIG. 2: The metric functions f (x) and h(x) of (2.1)-(2.2) for the classical Schwarzschild star,
prototype of a non-rotating gravastar, showing the discontinuity of their first derivatives at r = rM .

From the classical Einstein eqs.,
Gt

t = −8πGρ

Gr
r = 8πGp

Gθ
θ = Gϕ

ϕ = 8πGp⊥

(2.8)

one obtains, cf. (A15)
d
dr

(
h
f

)
=

r
f

(
Gt

t −Gr
r

)
= −8πG

r
f
(
ρ + p

)
(2.9)

showing that the ratio f /h is strictly constant if and only if ρ+ p=0 and f ,0, as it is in either de Sitter

or Schwarzschild geometry, but both conditions fail for (2.2) at r = rM , where f = h= 0 and the ratio

f /h changes discontinuously. In that case the curvature component Rtr
tr (and only this component)

becomes singular, and a Dirac δ-function (2.7) appears in
√

f /h Rtr
tr at r = rM .

From (A15), this same curvature component appears also in the Einstein tensor densities
√

f
h Gθ

θ =√
f
h Gϕ

ϕ, and therefore corresponds to a surface stress tensor (Σ)T A
B

(Σ)T A
B

√
f
h
= SA

B δ(r − rM ) , SA
B =

[κH]
8πG

δA
B (2.10)

for the angular components A, B = θ, ϕ [33]. The surface stress tensor (Σ)T A
B defined by (2.10) is a

7



well-defined distribution when integrated with the 3-volume invariant measure d3Σt at constant t,

d3Σt = dr dθ dϕ
√
−g = dr dθ dϕ

√
f
h

r2 sin θ (2.11)

in the coordinates of (2.1). The stress tensor (2.10) with the proper volume integration measure

thus follows directly from the Einstein eqs. for the piecewise continuous metric (2.2) [44]. The δ-

function singularity of (2.7) is a perfectly integrable and rigorously defined distributional source when

integrated
∫

dr, which can then be recognized as the positive physical surface tension [33]

τs =
[κH]
8πG

=
c4

8πGrM

=
Mc2

AH
=

c6

16πG2M
> 0 (2.12)

of an infinitesimally thin boundary layer at the Schwarzschild radius r = rM = 2GM/c2.

This compact limit of Schwarzschild’s 1916 constant density interior solution [32], a Schwarzschild

‘star,’ may be viewed as the universal classical limit of the gravitational condensate star model pro-

posed in [29, 30], in the sense that when the thickness of the intervening surface layer localized on the

horizon is taken to zero, the resulting solution is independent of any assumptions about the interven-

ing layer equation of state. The surface stress tensor (2.10) and surface tension (2.12) are completely

determined by the matching of the interior and exterior spacetimes on their respective horizons, after

appropriate generalization of the Lanczos-Israel junction conditions to a null hypersurface [44].

It is noteworthy that the surface gravities (2.6) so determined are equal and opposite in sign, which

is the condition of the balancing of the inward and outward gravitational accelerations and forces

applied to the surface, and that the surface tension τs is positive, necessary for the stability of the

surface membrane to perturbations increasing the surface area since dEs = τs dAH > 0.

Just as a Schwarzschild BH can have any mass, the ultracompact Schwarzschild star (2.2) is defined

for any M, provided that the de Sitter interior dark energy density is adjustable to M by (2.3). Like the

arbitrarily thin shell gravastar model of [29–31], this compact limit of a Schwazschild star is a cold,

zero entropy solution, as determined by the Gibbs relation p + ρ = sT + µN = 0, with no conserved

charge (hence no chemical potential: µ = 0). There is thus no enormous entropy of (1.1) to be

accounted for in such a compact object, and no conflict with statistical thermodynamics.

Since f (r) ≥ 0 in (2.2) everywhere, only touching zero with a cusp at r = rM where its derivative

is discontinuous, Fig. 2, the interior is not an analytic continuation from the exterior, and there is no

true trapped surface, so that the condition needed for the Penrose singularity theorem [6] is also not

met, and the de Sitter interior is non-singular. As a result of the existence of a static Killing time t

throughout, there is no conflict with unitary quantum evolution and no information paradox [19].
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The significant question unanswered to this point is what underlying physics may be responsible

for the surface stress tensor (2.10), allowing the vacuum energy Λeff to change abruptly at r = rM in

order to adjust to the value (2.3) determined by the mass M. The discontinuity in κH and resulting

δ-function in (2.7) is also certainly an idealization of the classical theory, similar to the discontinuity

of electric field across an infinitely thin conducting surface. Just as in that case, one would expect the

infinitely thin surface of the classical Schwarzschild star to be replaced by a finite thickness boundary

layer depending upon a more adequate mesoscopic description of quantum matter in the layer.

An abrupt change of vacuum energy at r = rM requires a quantum phase transition at the horizon

scale, independently of M and the smallness of local curvature there. That just such a phase transi-

tion and change of vacuum energy density at r ≃ rM arises from the conformal anomaly of quantum

fermionic matter coupling to the 4-form field F that determines vacuum energy through Λeff ∝ F2, as

proposed in [28], will be shown in the following sections of this paper.

III. Macroscopic Effects of the Quantum Conformal Anomaly

EFT methods rely upon the decoupling of heavy degrees of freedom from low energy physics [45–

48]. However quantum anomalies due to the effects of light or massless fields, do not decouple

and affect the symmetries of a QFT through anomalous Ward Identities at all energy scales. This is

expressed by the principle of anomaly matching from UV to low energy EFT [49]. In QCD the axial

anomaly and anomalous chiral Ward Identity require a specific Wess-Zumino (WZ) addition to the

low energy EFT of mesons [50–52], which is not decoupled or suppressed by any high energy scale,

but on the contrary is responsible for the measured low energy pion decay rate π0→2γ [53, 54].

One way to see that anomalous Ward identities can have significant effects at energies far below

the Planck scale is that they imply 1/k2 massless poles in momentum space correlation functions [34,

35, 55]. The conformal anomaly in the trace of the stress-energy tensor and resulting anomalous Ward

identity has been shown to be responsible for the 1/k2 pole in
〈
T̂αβT̂ γλT̂ µν〉 [36]. This 1/k2 anomaly

pole describe correlations on light cones over macroscopic distances, and signals the existence of a

massless scalar excitation that is not present in classical GR, nor in any expansion in higher order

local curvature invariants. Such light cone correlations are particularly relevant on null horizons,

where the anomaly has also been shown to be responsible for large
〈
T̂ µ

ν

〉
in generic states on both BH

and cosmological horizons [25–27], as well as in a 2D model of gravitational collapse [56].

The conformal anomaly in the presence of background curvature or gauge fields appears first in

the non-zero expectation value of the trace of the renormalized energy-momentum tensor [57–60]
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〈
T̂ µ

µ

〉
= a

(
E − 2

3 R
)
+ b C2 +

∑
i
βiLi ≡

A
√
−g

(3.1)

when the underlying classical theory is scale and conformally invariant, and one might have expected

this trace to vanish. In (3.1),A =
√
−g

〈
T̂ µ

µ

〉
is the anomaly density, and

E = RαβγλRαβγλ − 4RαβRαβ + R2 , C2= CαβγλCαβγλ= RαβγλRαβγλ − 2RαβRαβ +
1
3

R2 (3.2)

are the Euler class invariant and the square of the Weyl conformal tensor respectively. The Li are

dimension-four invariants of gauge fields, such as LF = FαβFαβ for coupling to electromagnetism or

LG= tr {GαβGαβ} for coupling to the gluonic gauge fields of QCD, each with coefficients determined by

the β-function of the corresponding gauge coupling. The a, b, βi coefficients in (3.1) are dimensionless

numbers in units of ℏ:

a = −
ℏ

(4π)2

1
360

(
NS + 11NF + 62NV

)
, b =

ℏ

(4π)2

1
120

(
NS + 6NF + 12NV

)
, (3.3)

where (NS ,NF ,NV) are the number of massless conformal scalar, Dirac fermion, and gauge vector

fields respectively [59, 60].1 The anomaly coefficients (3.3) do not involve the ultrashort Planck scale

LPl, and cannot be changed or removed by any local renormalization counterterm, since they depend

upon the number of massless (or effectively massless) fields of each spin, which is a property of the

low energy matter/radiation content of the SM fields, minimally coupled to curved spacetime by the

Equivalence Principle. In (3.1)-(3.3) the spacetime metric itself is treated as a classical field.

As a corollary to the absence of any local counteterm that can remove the a and b terms of the

anomaly, it is intrinsically a non-local quantum effect, corresponding to a non-trivial cocycle of the

local Weyl group [37]. An independent R term has been omitted from (3.1) since it can be altered

by a local R2 counterterm in the effective action, corresponding to a trivial Weyl cocycle, subject to

UV renormalization, and therefore is not a true anomaly. However, the linear combination

√
−g

(
E − 2

3 R
)
→
√
−g

(
E − 2

3 R
)
+ 4
√
−g∆4 σ (3.4)

inA transforms simply under the local conformal transformation of the metric gµν→e2σgµν, where

∆4 ≡ ∇µ

(
∇µ∇ν + 2Rµν − 2

3Rgµν
)
∇ν =

2 + 2Rµν∇µ∇ν −
2
3R + 1

3 (∇µR)∇ν (3.5)

is the (unique) fourth order scalar differential operator that is conformally covariant [61, 62], whose

characteristic surfaces are light cones. The other terms in the anomaly density A are invariant under

a local conformal transformation of the metric. Thus, grouping a part of the trivial R term with
1 There seems to be no universally accepted standard notation for the anomaly coefficients a and b. Here the conventions

of [28, 38] are utilized, except b′→a in recognition of the unique and primary role the topological Euler class plays.
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E with the specific −2/3 coefficient in (3.4) exhibits the properties of the anomalous terms in (3.1)

under conformal transformations most clearly and simply.

The minimal non-local form of the anomaly effective action is [37, 62–65]

S NL
A [g] =

1
4

∫
d4x
√
−gx

(
E − 2

3 R
)
x

∫
d4y

√
−gy G4(x, y)

{a
2

(
E − 2

3 R
)
+ b C2 +

∑
i
βiLi

}
y

(3.6)

where G4(x, y) is the Green’s function inverse of the fourth order differential operator (3.5) between

the spacetime points x and y, satisfying

∆4 G4(x, y) = δ4
g(x, y) ≡

1
√
−g

δ̄4(x, y) ,
∫

d4y
√
−gy ∆4 G4(x, y)Φ(y) = Φ(x) (3.7)

where δ̄4(x, y) is the scalar density defined by the properties δ̄4(x, y) = 0 for x , y, and
∫

d4y δ̄4(x, y) =

1, with (3.7) holding for any continuous scalar function Φ(x). The Green’s function G4 is singular on

the light cone which is the source of its significance for near-horizon physics of BH’s. It is defined up

to freedom to add homogeneous solutions of ∆4φ = 0 that must fixed by suitable boundary conditions.

Although a non-local quantum effect, necessitating the non-local effective action (3.6) in terms of

solely the original spacetime metric variables, the effective action of the anomaly can nevertheless be

rendered in the fully invariant local form [28, 38]:

SA[g;φ] = −
a
2

∫
d4x
√
−g

{(
φ
)2
− 2

(
Rµν− 1

3Rgµν
)

(∂µφ) (∂νφ)
}
+

1
2

∫
d4xAφ

≡ S(2)
A

[g;φ] + S(1)
A

[g;φ]
(3.8)

by the introduction of a single new local field φ, where S(2)
A

and S(1)
A

denote the terms in SA[g;φ]

quadratic and linear in φ respectively. This scalar field can be termed a conformalon field since it

relates geometries in the same conformal equivalency class by local conformal transformations and

the WZ consistency condition satisfied by SA [37, 38, 50, 64]:

SA[e−2σg;φ] = SA[g;φ + 2σ] − SA[g; 2σ] . (3.9)

Variation of SA with respect to φ yields the linear eq.

∆4 φ =
1

2a
A
√
−g
=

1
2

E −
1
3

R +
b

2a
C2 +

1
2a

∑
i
βiLi (3.10)

which when solved for φ in terms of the Green’s function G4(x, y) of ∆4, and substituted back into

(3.8) returns the non-local form of the effective action [37, 62–65], up to a Weyl invariant term.

The stress-energy tensor

T µν
A
≡

2
√
−g

δ

δgµν
SA[g;φ] (3.11)
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following from (3.8) is covariantly conserved and its trace gµνT
µν
A

[g;φ] =
〈
T̂ µ

µ

〉
is (3.1), so that the

non-local effects of the quantum conformal anomaly are taken into account by the local scalar φ

treated classically in (3.11). The explicit general form of T µν
A

[g;φ] is given in Appendix C.

To see the relevance of the anomaly stress tensor (3.11) at BH horizons one can solve the linear

eq. (3.10) for φ = φ(r) in the classical Schwarzschild geometry (with βi = 0), resulting in [25]

φS (r) = cS ln
(
1 −

rM

r

)
+ c∞ +

(
1 + b

a

)
φinh

(
r
rM

)
(3.12)

where cS and c∞ are integration constants of the homogeoneous solutions of (3.10), while

φinh(r̄) = −1
3

{
r̄ +

(
r̄2 + 2r̄ − 3 − 2 ln r̄

)
ln

(
1 − 1

r̄

)
+ 4 Li2

(
1
r̄

)
+ 2 Li2

(
1 − 1

r̄

)
− 1 − 2π2

3

}
(3.13)

when multiplied by (1 + b/a), provides a particular inhomogenous solution of (3.10) in the exterior

Schwarzschild geometry. In (3.13) r̄ ≡ r/rM is a dimensionless radial variable, and

Li2(z) = −
∫ z

0

du
u

ln
(
1 − u

)
=

∞∑
n=1

zn

n2 , |z| ≤ 1 (3.14)

is the dilogarithm (Spence) function. The particular solution (3.13) has been chosen to vanish at r=rM

and be finite as r→∞. Two additional solutions of the fourth order homogeneous eq. (3.10), namely

φ2(r) = r̄2 + 2r̄ + 2 ln r̄ (3.15a)
and

φ1(r) = 2r̄ + 6 ln r̄ −
(
r̄2 + 2r̄ − 3 − 4 ln r̄

)
ln

(
1 − 1

r̄

)
− 4 Li2

(
1
r̄

)
(3.15b)

that diverge as r2 and r respectively as r → ∞ have been excluded from (3.12) by the requirement of

bounded total energy and asymptotic flatness. These solutions are relevant for cosmological or other

spacetimes which are not asymptotically flat.

The derivative of (3.12) is expressible in terms of elementary functions,

dφS

dr
=

cS rM

r(r − rM )
−

(
1 +

b
a

) {
2

3rM

(
r
rM

+ 1 +
rM

r

)
ln

(
1 −

rM

r

)
+

2
3rM

+
1
r

}
(3.16)

while the asymptotic forms of (3.12) are

φS (r)→



cS ln
(

r
rM

− 1
)
+ c∞

−

(
r
rM

− 1
) {

cS +

(
1 + b

a

) [
2 ln

(
r
rM

− 1
)
−

1
3

]
+ . . .

}
, r → rM

c∞ +
1
3

(
1 + b

a

) {
7
2
+
π2

3
−

11
3

rM

r −
13
12

(rM

r

)2
+ . . .

}
− cS

rM

r

{
1 +

rM

2r
+ . . .

}
, r → ∞

(3.17)
at the horizon and infinity respectively. The leading divergence at r = rM depends upon the state
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dependent integration constant cS , which is generically non-zero, while (3.16) shows that φ′S contains

a subleading logarithmic divergence from φinh that is independent of cS . This subleading divergence

cannot be removed, except at the price of involving one or both of the solutions (3.15) which diverge

as r → ∞, or introducing time dependence in φ [25], excluded here by restriction to a static solution.

If the general spherically symmetric static solution (3.12) for r > rM in the Schwarzschild back-

ground, regular at infinity, is substituted into the expression for the anomaly stress tensor (3.11),

(C1)-(C3), one finds [25, 27]

(
T µ

ν

)
A
→

c2
S

2r2
M

a
(r − rM )2



−1 0 0 0

0 1
3

0 0

0 0 1
3

0

0 0 0 1
3


→ ∞ as r → rM (3.18)

which is proportional to the scalar invariant (−KµKµ)−2 = f −2 and quadratically divergent on the

Schwarzshild BH horizon for any cS , 0, and for a BH of any size and mass M.

The behavior (3.18) and its derivation from the conformal anomaly effective action is a conse-

quence of the extreme blueshifting of local frequencies and energies (1.2), which renders all finite

mass scales irrelevant as r→ rM [27], and results in conformal scaling behavior of the near horizon

geometry [66]. Since the stress tensor is a dimension four, conformal weight four operator, it behaves

generically as the fourth power of (1.2) in (3.18), i.e. ω4
loc ∝ f −2. Noting that φ is a scalar, as is the

norm of the static Killing field K = ∂t, and
√
−KµKµ =

√
f (r), the divergence of (3.18) depending on

the inverse fourth power of this norm as f → 0 on the horizon is also a coordinate invariant scalar,

independent of the curvature or the Planck scale. Even if cS is tuned to be zero identically, the sub-

dominant term in (3.17) leads to (r − rM )−1, ln2(r − rM ) and ln(r − rM ) growing terms at the horizon.

There is no static, spherically symmetric solution φ = φ(r) of (3.10) with a finite stress tensor at r = rM

that also falls off faster than 1/r2 as r → ∞, and hence possesses finite total energy.

From (3.3) since a < 0 for all SM quantum fields, (3.18) is a negative local energy density and

pressure at the horizon, which violates all classical energy conditions. Since (3.18) becomes arbitrar-

ily large and negative as r→rM , it signals a vacuum instability, with significant effects on the classical

geometry sufficiently close to the horizon but before the horizon and any actual divergence in T µ
ν is

reached. In fact since the classical terms in Einstein’s eqs. are of order 1/r2
M

, the anomaly stress tensor

(3.18) 8πG (T µ
ν)A ∝ L2

Pl/r
4
M

f 2 becomes comparable to the classical terms when

f =
(
1 −

rM

r

)
≲ ϵ ≡

LPl

rM

≃ 5.47 × 10−39 M⊙
M
≪ 1 (3.19)

is satisfied. This extreme near-horizon region defined by r∈ (rM−LPl, rM+LPl) of radial coordinate width
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∆r≃LPl of the Planck length has a physical thickness in the Schwarzschild metric of

ℓ =

∫ rM+LPl

rM

dr
(
1 −

rM

r

)− 1
2
≃ 2

√
rM LPl ≃ 4.37 × 10−14

√
M
M⊙

cm ≫ LPl . (3.20)

Thus although ℓ ≪ rM is very small on the macroscopic astrophysical scale of rM , it is still very

much greater than the Planck scale LPl, where a fully quantum treatment of gravity would be needed.

The low energy EFT of gravity and a semi-classical mean field treatment of the gravitational metric

field, taking the stress tensor of the conformal anomaly into account, should remain valid within the

boundary layer of physical width ℓ ≫ LPl near the horizon.

Similar and analogous considerations apply to the static de Sitter patch interior (2.2) of a gravastar.

In this case the general solution of (3.10) for φ = φ(r) is

φdS (r) = 2 ln
(
1 + Hr

2

)
+ c0 + cq

(
1 −

1
Hr

)
ln

(
1 − Hr
1 + Hr

)
+

cH

Hr
ln

(
1 − Hr
1 + Hr

)
, r < rH =

1
H (3.21)

where the first term is a particular solution of the inhomogeneous eq. (3.10) chosen to be finite and

regular at both r = 0 and r = rM , and the three constants of integration (c0, cq, cH ) multiply three

linearly independent solutions of the corresponding homogeneous equation that are finite and regular

at the origin. The fourth linearly independent solution of the homogeneous differential eq. (3.10),

i.e. φ−1(r) = 1/Hr has been excluded from (3.21) because it is singular and leads to a singular stress

tensor at r = 0. The last term in (3.21) with cH , 0 is the leading divergence on the de Sitter static

horizon r=1/H, again proportional to ln f (r) for f (r)→ 0

The solution (3.21) has the limits

φdS (r)→


c0 − 2

(
cq + cH + ln 2

)
+ 2

(
1 − cq

)
Hr + . . . , r → 0

cH ln
(

1 − Hr
2

)
+ c0 +

(
cH − cq

)(
1 − Hr

)
ln

(
1 − Hr

2

)
+ . . . , r → rH =

1
H

(3.22a)

1
H

dφdS

dr
→ −

cH

1 − Hr
+

(
cq − cH

)
ln (1 − Hr) + . . . , r → rH =

1
H (3.22b)

which is regular at the origin, but with a logarithmic behavior at the horizon, analogous to (3.17).

Substituting (3.21) in the anomaly stress tensor (3.11), one finds [25, 27]

(
T µ

ν

)
A
→ 2 c2

H
H4 a

(1 − Hr)2



−1 0 0 0

0 1
3

0 0

0 0 1
3

0

0 0 0 1
3


→ ∞ as r → rH =

1
H (3.23)

which also diverges quadratically on the de Sitter static horizon. If one makes use of (2.2) and (2.6),
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and notes that in each case (3.12) and (3.21) the divergent solution for φ behaves as cS ln f or cH ln f

on their respective horizons, the factor multiplying the stress tensor matrices in (3.18) and (3.23) is

4 c2
±κ

4
H±a/ f 2, where the plus (+) sign refers to the exterior Schwarzschild values of cS , and surface

gravity κH+ = 1/2rM while the minus (−) sign refers to the corresponding interior de Sitter values of

cH , κH− = H/2 = 1/2rM of the classical gravastar, joined at their mutual horizons rH = H−1 = rM .

Both (3.18) and (3.23) illustrate that the stress-energy tensor of the conformal anomaly can be-

come arbitrarily large in the vicinity of a BH or de Sitter static event horizon, even dominating the

classical terms, irrespective of how small the local curvature is there. On general grounds of its scal-

ing behavior, the WZ action (3.8) of the conformal anomaly is a relevant addition to the classical

Einstein-Hilbert action for the low energy EFT of gravity, just as the WZ action of the axial anomaly

is relevant to the low energy EFT of mesons [28, 37, 38]. Since these non-local effects are the result

of light cone singularities associated with the anomaly, they become particularly pronounced on event

horizons where QFT becomes conformal, and the static Killing vector ∂/∂t becomes null.

IV. The 4-Form Vacuum Energy Condensate

The second necessary element of the low energy EFT of gravity is a consistent characterization of

vacuum energy, independent of ultrashort distance physics. It has been noted [67–71] that a positive

cosmological term of classical GR is equivalent to a 4-form abelian gauge field strength

F = 1
4!

Fαβγλ dxα ∧ dxβ ∧ dxγ ∧ dxλ (4.1)

provided that F is exact, i.e. the curl of a totally anti-symmetric 3-form gauge potential,

F = dA , A = 1
3!

Aαβγ dxα ∧ dxβ ∧ dxγ

Fαβγλ = 4 ∂[αAβγλ] = 4∇[αAβγλ] = ∇αAβγλ − ∇βAαγλ + ∇γAαβλ − ∇λAαβγ , (4.2)

and provided that F is supplied with the ‘Maxwell’ action

SF[g, A] = − 1
2κ4

∫
F ∧ ∗F = − 1

2 × 4! κ4

∫
d4x
√
−g FαβγλFαβγλ = +

1
2 κ4

∫
d4x
√
−g F̃2 (4.3)

of 3-form electrodynamics, in generalization of electrodynamics of the 1-form vector potential Aµ.

In (4.3) ∗F ≡ F̃ is the Hodge dual of F.

∗F ≡ F̃ =
1
4!
εαβγλ Fαβγλ so that Fαβγλ = −εαβγλ F̃ (4.4)

where εαβγλ is the Levi-Civita tensor in curved space, defined by (A3)-(A4). The negative sign in the

second relation of (4.4) results from the Lorentzian signature metric (−+++), so that εαβγλεαβγλ = −24.

15



The equivalence of (4.1)-(4.3) to a cosmological term follows from two special properties of a

D-form F matched to the number of D=4 spacetime dimensions, namely, in the absence of sources,

(i) F is constrained to be a constant, with no propagating degrees of freedom, and

(ii) its stress tensor is proportional to the metric gµν, hence equivalent to a vacuum energy.

The simplest example of this is in D = 2, where the anti-symmetric 2-form Faraday-Maxwell field

strength has but one non-vanishing component, F10=−F01=E, namely the electric field in one spatial

dimension. Since E satisfies the Gauss Law constraint ∂xE = 0 and the Maxwell eq. ∂tE = 0 in the

absence of any sources, it is a non-propagating field, and a spacetime constant. The Maxwell stress

tensor in D = 2 is −gµνE2/2e2, and thus equivalent to a positive cosmological term Λ > 0 for any

E , 0. The absolute ground state energy is attained if and only if E = 0 in flat space.

Likewise in D = 4 the first property (i) follows from the ‘Maxwell’ eq.

∇λFαβγλ = 0 or ∂µF̃ = 0 for Jαβγ = 0 (4.5)

obtained by varying the free action SF with respect to Aαβγ in the absence of any sources, while the

second property (ii) follows from the energy-momentum-stress tensor

T µν
F =

2
√
−g

δSF

δgµν
= −

1
4! κ4

(
1
2

gµνFαβγλFαβγλ − 4FµαβγFν
αβγ

)
= −

1
2κ4 gµν F̃ 2 (4.6)

obtained by varying SF with respect to the metric, and making use of the complete anti-symmetry of

Fαβγλ with respect to all of its indices. Thus F̃ = F0123 together with any anti-symmetric permutation

of indices is the only non-zero component of F, and this ‘electric’ component is a constant in flat

space from (4.5), analogous to E = F01 in D = 2. The parameter κ in (4.3) and (4.6) is a free

parameter with dimensions of mass, like the electric coupling e in D = 2, whose significance as the

topological susceptibility of the gravitational vacuum is analogous to electric charge screening in the

2D Schwinger model [76], and discussed in Sec. V.

It follows from (i)-(ii) or (4.5)-(4.6) that the 4-form field strength with ‘Maxwell’ action (4.3) is

equivalent to a cosmological term in Einstein’s eqs. in D=4, with the identification

Λeff =
4πG
κ4 F̃ 2 ≥ 0 (4.7)

the effective (necessarily non-negative) cosmological constant, for κ and F̃ real constants. In this way

one can freely trade the constantΛ of classical GR for a new fundamental constant κ of the low energy

EFT, together with an integration constant of the constraint ∂µF̃ = 0, obtained from (4.5).

The replacement of the constantΛ of classical GR by a constantΛeff of (4.7) although quite simple,
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has several significant consequences. First, like the 2D example, only strictly non-negative Λeff ≥ 0

and de Sitter-like regions are possible. Second, as a corollary, the absolute minimum of energy Λeff =

0 is attained for zero field strength, if and only if the integration constant F̃ = F0123 = 0. Third,

this zero value of the integration constant F̃ is both allowed and required by consistency with the

sourcefree Einstein’s equations [
Rµν −

R
2

gµν
]

flat
= 0 = −Λeff

∣∣∣∣
flat
ηµν (4.8)

in empty flat spacetime, independently of the value of the Lagrangian parameter κ, as long as it real

and non-zero, and hence without any fine tuning of κ or any other parameters of the Lagrangian.

The lowest energy vacuum solution of zero ‘electric’ field strength F0123 = 0 is automatically

consistent with a flat spacetime solution of Einstein’s eqs. and consistent also with flat spacetime being

the ground state of gravity in the complete absence of sources or boundaries. Thus the recasting of the

cosmological term in terms of a 4-form field strength as opposed to treating Λ as a fixed parameter

of the classical theory not only admits a flat space solution of Einstein’s eqs. for any value of the

still arbitrary parameter κ, without any fine tuning, but it also requires the otherwise free integration

constant F̃ = 0 to vanish in empty flat space. This removes one oft-stated obstacle to the solution of

the ‘cosmological constant’ problem [39], and provides a definite stable ground state of energy for

the gravitational vacuum in flat space, against which any excitation can be measured.

As a classical field strength, the condition (4.8) of F0123 = 0 in flat empty space is not sensitive

to or renormalized by extreme UV or Planck-scale physics, any more than a measurable classical

background electric field is in electromagnetism. The macroscopic boundary condition (4.8) remains

valid in the low energy EFT of gravity, when all quantum matter effects are included. On the other

hand the coupling parameter κ becomes a scale dependent running coupling analogous to e2
eff(k

2) in

D = 2, 4 dimensions when quantum effects are included, c.f. [76] and Sec. V.

V. The Chern-Simons 3-Form and Massless Fermion Coupling to Torsion

The general differential geometry of four dimensional spacetime provides a natural candidate for

the 4-form field strength of Sec. IV, namely the 4-form of the Euler class in D = 4,

F ≡ ϵabcd Rab ∧ Rcd =
1
4
ϵabcd Rab

αβ Rcd
γλ dxα ∧ dxβ ∧ dxγ ∧ dxλ (5.1)

which is defined in terms of the curvature 2-form

Rab = dωab + ωac ∧ ω b
c ≡

1
2

Rab
µν dxµ ∧ dxν (5.2)
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in which
ωab = −ωba = ωab

µ dxµ (5.3)

is the affine spin connection 1-form that specifies the law of parallel transport of orthonormal frames

in tangent space [72]. In (5.1)-(5.3) the Latin letters a, b, . . . denote tangent space indices while the

Greek letters α, β, . . . denote spacetime manifold coordinate indices.

The Euler class 4-form (5.1) is exact, i.e. F = dA, where A is the SO(3, 1) Lorentz frame dependent

Chern-Simons 3-form, defined in terms of ωab by [73]

A = ϵabcd

(
ωab ∧ dωcd +

2
3
ωab ∧ ωce ∧ ω f d ηe f

)
. (5.4)

Correspondingly the Hodge ∗ dual of F is the scalar

∗F = ∗dA = − 1
3!
∇µ

(
εαβγµAαβγ

) Rie
= −E (5.5)

which is a total divergence, cf. Appendix A. It follows by Stokes’ theorem that the 4-volume integral∫
F = −

∫
d4x
√
−g E is a pure 3-boundary term, and therefore invariant under all local variations of the

bulk 4-geometry that maintain the 3-boundary fixed. Hence it is natural that F should play a role in the

low energy EFT of gravity at macroscopic distance scales, independently of short distance physics.

The last equality in (5.5) expressing ∗F in terms of the curvature invariant E in (3.2) applies

in Riemannian geometry in which the affine connection (5.3) is the Levi-Civita connection. In a

coordinate basis that connection becomes the familiar Christoffel symbol, expressible entirely in terms

of the metric and its derivatives, which is symmetric on its last two indices Γµαβ = Γ
µ
βα.

On the other hand the Chern-Simons 3-form (5.4) is defined a priori in terms of the affine spin con-

nection ωab independently of the metric, and is not in general the Levi-Civita/Christoffel connection,

in particular if the geometry admits non-vanishing torsion. The torsion 2-form [41, 42]

Ta ≡ dea + ωa
b ∧ eb =

1
2

T a
bc eb ∧ ec =

1
2

T a
µν dxµ ∧ dxν (5.6)

is defined in terms of 1-form vielbein or tetrad frame field ea, also called a soldering form. If Ta , 0,

as it is in a general Einstein-Cartan geometry, the affine connection ωab contains an anti-symmetric

Γ
µ
αβ − Γ

µ
βα , 0 torsional part, and the Chern-Simons 3-form A = AR + AT in (5.4) also contains

a torsion dependent contribution AT over and above its Riemannian part AR. In that case of non-

vanishing torsion (5.5) is modified to

∗F = ∗dA = ∗d
(
AR + AT

)
= −E + ∗dAT (5.7)

where E = −(∗dAR) depends on the metric and Christoffel connection in the absence of torsion and is
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given by (3.2), while the additional torsion dependent term in (5.7) is independent of the metric.

This distinction between −E and the full ∗F is significant for the effective action of the conformal

anomaly, since fermionsΨminimally couple to geometry through the covariant derivative [40, 42, 60]

∇µΨ =

(
∂µ +

1
8
ωab µ

[
γa, γb])Ψ (5.8)

intrinsically dependent upon the spin connection ωab, rather than the Levi-Civita/Christoffel connec-

tion or the metric. In the general setting of Einstein-Cartan geometry allowing for non-zero torsion

both ωab and torsion (5.6) are defined independently of the metric. Hence the torsion dependent part

AT of A, or the full A itself, generically defined by (5.4) in terms of the spin connection, should be

treated as an dynamical variable of low energy gravity that is a priori independent of the metric.

If the total A of the Chern-Simons 3-form of (5.4) is identified with the 3-form potential A of

Sec. IV, i.e. A = A and F = F, the massless fermion contribution to the Euler term in A of (3.1) is

replaced by −F̃ φ according to (5.7), and becomes〈
T̂ µ

µ

〉
F = (a − aF) E − aF F̃ −

2a
3

R + b C2 +
∑
i
βiLi

→ a′
(
E − 2

3 R
)
− aF F̃ + b C2 +

∑
i
βiLi

= −aF F̃ +
A
√
−g

∣∣∣∣∣
a→a′
≡ −aF F̃ +

A′

√
−g

(5.9)

where in the second line, an additional R term from the trivial (non-anomalous) co-cycle has been

added, and A′ is the Riemannian conformal anomaly density (3.1) with the massless fermion contri-

bution to the Euler term removed by the replacement a→ a′ = a − aF , i.e. A → A′ = A |a→a′ .

By repeating the same steps that lead to the local form of the anomaly effective action (3.8) but for

(5.9) instead of (3.1), one obtains the anomaly effective action

−
a′

2

∫
d4x
√
−g

{(
φ
)2
− 2

(
Rµν− 1

3Rgµν
)

(∂µφ) (∂νφ)
}
+

1
2

∫
d4xA′ φ −

aF

2

∫
d4x
√
−g F̃ φ

= SA′[g;φ] + Sint[A;φ]
(5.10)

where a′ = a − aF is the bosonic contribution to the a anomaly coefficient in (3.1)-(3.3), and

Sint[A;φ] =−
aF

2

∫
d4x
√
−g F̃ φ = −

aF

2
1
3!

∫
d4x
√
−g εαβγµ Aαβγ ∂µφ =

1
3!

∫
d4x
√
−g JαβγAαβγ (5.11)

after making use of the fact that
√
−g F̃ is a total derivative, integrating by parts, and discarding the

surface term. The 3-form current in (5.11) is

Jαβγ = −
aF

2
εαβγµ ∂µφ , aF = −

ℏ

(4π)2

11
360

NF (5.12)

for NF massless Dirac fermions.
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Thus the Chern-Simons 3-form potential A (5.4) with field strength F (5.1), which appears in

the conformal anomaly for massless fermions, provides a
∫

J · A interaction term in the effective

action analogous to that of ordinary electromagnetism. Despite first appearances Sint in (5.11) is in

fact independent of the metric, since
√
−g εαβγµ = −[αβγµ], defined by (A6)-(A7) is a pure number

(0,±1), and both ∂µφ and Aαβγ with all lower indices are independent of gµν with A = A defined by

(5.4) in terms of the general spin connection ωab independently of the metric.

Taking account of the action (4.3), and with the identification F= F = dA, the total variation with

respect to the gauge potential A independently of the metric results in the ‘Maxwell’ eq.

∇λFαβγλ = κ4Jαβγ = −
κ4aF

2
εαβγλ ∂λφ or ∂µF̃ =

κ4aF

2
∂µφ (5.13)

for its dual. As in ordinary electromagnetism, the conservation of the current (5.12) follows from the

identity
d ∗ F = κ4 ∗ J =⇒ d2∗ F = d ∗ J = 0 (5.14)

expressed in the language of differential forms, here equivalent to ∂[µ∂ν] φ = 0. Current conservation

follows from the local gauge invariance enjoyed by (4.3) and (5.11) under the U(1) gauge transforma-

tion A→A+dΥ, where the phase angle Υ=ϵabcd θ
abdωcd is a 2-form abelian projection of the SO(3, 1)

group of Lorentz transformations with the 6 parameters θab=−θba [28].

The 3-form current (5.12) is a conserved current source for (5.13), which replaces the previous

(4.5), when massless fermions are present to contribute to the anomaly. Since the effective vacuum

energy Λeff is given by (4.7) in terms of F̃, the immediate consequence of (5.13) is that Λeff will

change if and when φ does, whenever aF , 0 and massless fermions coupling to torsion are present.

VI. Light Fermions and Topological Susceptibility in the Near-Horizon Region

The relevance of the considerations of the previous two Secs. IV-V to vacuum energy at the BH

horizon is that due to the extreme blueshifting (1.2) in the near horizon region, the masses of the

lightest fermions can be neglected and they can be treated as massless when ℏωloc(r) > mFc2, or when

f −
1
2 =

(
1 −

rM

r

)− 1
2
≳

8πGMmF

ℏc
= 7.52 × 109

(
M
M⊙

) (
mFc2

0.04 eV

)
(6.1)

where the normalization is to the mass scale mF of the lightest fermion, viz. the lightest neutrino [74].

The condition (6.1) is satisfied at the radial coordinate distance from the horizon

|r − rM | ≲ ∆rF =

(
ℏc

8πGMmF

)2

rM =
L2

F

4rM

(6.2)
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corresponding to the physical distance

LF =

∫ rM+∆rF

rM

dr
(
1 −

rM

r

)− 1
2
≃ 2

√
rM∆rF =

ℏ

2πmFc
≃ 7.85 × 10−5

(
0.04 eV

mFc2

)
cm (6.3)

of order of the Compton wavelength of the lightest fermion, independently of G and M.

At distances closer to the horizon than (6.3) the aF anomaly coefficient and the current (5.12)

become non-zero. By the ‘Maxwell’ eq. (5.13) a non-vanishing 3-current Jtθϕ source allows–and

requires–the previously rigidly constrained 4-form field, and hence the effective vacuum energy Λeff

of (4.7) to change where φ(r) does. The vacuum energy Λeff changes within this boundary layer

separating the interior de Sitter region with ρV > 0 from the Schwarzschild exterior with ρV = 0,

resulting in the R ⊗ S2 worldtube topology illustrated in Fig. 1, in which the edge of the cylindrical

region has a physical width of order (6.3).

A second consequence of the activation of torsion near the horizon is that the constant κ becomes

a scale dependent running coupling which characterizes the topological or torsional susceptibility of

the gravitational vacuum. This is analgous to the behavior of the electric coupling e2 in QED2 and the

topological susceptibility in QCD [75, 76].

In the present case the topological susceptibility and running coupling κ4
eff follows from the inverse

propagator D−1αβγ
µνρ of the 3-form gauge potential Aαβγ. To lowest order this is simply the local

contact term obtained from the second variation of the classical action SF of (4.3), i.e.

D
−1αβγ
0 µνρ(x, x′) ≡ −

δ2SF

δAαβγ(x) δAµνρ(x′)
= −

1
(3!)2

1
κ4 ε

αβγλ εµνρσ ∇λ∇
′σ δ4

g(x, x′) (6.4)

where κ4 is a fixed constant.

When aF , 0, the J · A interaction (5.11) results in the additional polarization tensor

Παβγµνρ(x, x′) =
− i
(3!)2

〈
T Jαβγ(x)Jµνρ(x′)

〉
(6.5)

where the 3-form current Jαβγ is given in terms of φ by (5.12), and T denotes the time-ordered product.

Making use of (5.12), (6.5) can be expressed in terms of the tree-level scalar conformalon propagator

i
〈
Tφ(x)φ(x′)

〉
= −

1
a′

G4(x, x′) (6.6)

following from SA′ , where G4(x, x′) is the propagator function for the differential operator ∆4, satisfy-

ing (3.7). Hence (6.5) becomes

Παβγµνρ(x, x′) =
1

(3!)2

a2
F

4a′
εαβγλ εµνρσ ∇λ∇

′σG4(x, x′) , (6.7)

and the total inverse 3-form propagator including this vacuum polarization is
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D−1αβγ
µνρ(x, x′) = D−1αβγ

0 µνρ(x, x′) + Παβγµνρ(x, x′)

= −
1

(3!)2ε
αβγλ εµνρσ ∇λ∇

′σ

δ4
g(x, x′)

κ4 −
a2

F

4a′
G4(x, x′)

 (6.8)

so that the effective non-local or scale dependent κ−4 is

κ−4
eff (x, x′) ≡

1
κ4 δ

4
g(x, x′) +

a2
F

4|a′|
G4(x, x′) (6.9)

where the fact that a′ = −|a′| < 0 has been used.

Since the G4(x, x′) propagator grows logarithmically large∼ ln(x− x′)2 at large distances [77], (6.9)

shows that the topological susceptibity
〈
F̃(x) F̃(x′)

〉
∝ κ4

eff(x, x′)→ 0 in this limit, i.e. the bare or UV

susceptibility κ4 is screened at distance scales much larger than 1/κ if aF , 0. This is analogous to

the complete screening of the electric coupling e2 in QED2 or the topological susceptibity in QCD at

large distances in the presence of light dynamical fermions [76].

The effect of the running coupling κ−4
eff is to replace the classical local action SF (4.3) for the 4-form

field F by the non-local effective action

SF →
1
2

∫
d4x
√
−g

∫
d4x′

√
−g′ F̃(x) κ−4

eff (x, x′) F̃(x′)

= SF +
a2

F

8|a′|

∫
d4x
√
−g

∫
d4x′

√
−g′ F̃(x) G4(x, x′) F̃(x′) (6.10)

when aF ,0. Since
√
−g F̃ is independent of the metric, including conformal rescalings, the addition

of the conformally invariant non-local term in (6.10) does not contribute to the anomaly (5.9).

As in the case of the non-local anomaly action (3.6), the non-locality of (6.10) can be removed

by the introduction of an additional scalar field ψ, similar to φ. With the addition of Sint in (5.10),

a non-local term of the same form as that in (6.10) is already generated, but with the opposite sign.

Thus if
a′

∫
d4x
√
−g

{(
ψ
)2
− 2

(
Rµν− 1

3Rgµν
)

(∂µψ) (∂νψ)
}
− aF

∫
d4x
√
−g F̃ ψ

= −2 S(2)
A′

[g;ψ] + 2 Sint[A;ψ]
(6.11)

is added to the effective action of (5.10), the total non-local
∫

x

∫
x′

F̃(x) G4(x, x′) F̃(x′) term of (6.10)

is reproduced with the correct sign and coefficient. The net result is that when there are massless

fermions present, the quantum anomaly and scale dependent topological susceptibility of the gravita-

tional vacuum (6.9) are taken into account by the effective action

SF[g; A] + SA′[g;φ] − 2 S(2)
A′

[g;ψ] + Sint[A;φ + 2ψ] (6.12)

where S(2)
A′

[g;ψ] is the part of SA′[g;ψ] that is quadratic in ψ, as in (6.11).
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VII. Effective Action and Variational Equations in the Near-Horizon Region

Collecting the results of the previous sections, the effective action for gravity requires distinguish-

ing two different cases depending upon whether or not there are fermions that are sufficiently light to

be treated as massless and hence contributing to the conformal anomaly. Far outside the near horizon

region, assuming no strictly massless fermions in the SM, aF = 0 and the effective action is

S (I)
eff [g, A;φ] = SEH[g] + SF[g; A] + SA[g;φ] , Case (I) : aF = 0 (7.1)

at least at energy scales much less than the mass of the lightest fermions of the SM. In (7.1) SEH[g] =

(1/16πG)
∫

d4x
√
−g R is the Einstein-Hilbert action of classical GR, SA[g, φ] is the anomaly effective

action (3.8) and SF[A] is the free ‘Maxwell’ action (4.3) of the 4-form gauge field F = dA.

In this Case (I) with aF = 0 and Jαβγ = 0, which applies in both the de Sitter interior and

Schwarzschild exterior regions, (4.5) implies that F̃ is constant, equivalent to a cosmological con-

stant term. However, since these interior and exterior regions are separated by a thin boundary layer

where Jαβγ , 0 and the value of F̃ and Λeff changes according to (5.13) and (4.7), the effective cos-

mological ‘constant’– more properly the local vacuum energy density – is different in each region. In

the de Sitter interior region r < rM and rM − r > ∆rF

Λeff, dS = 3H2 =
3
r2

M

, F̃dS =

(
3

4π

)1
2 κ2MPl

rM

(7.2)

according to (4.7). On the other hand

Λeff,S = 0 , F̃S = 0 (7.3)

in the Schwarzschild exterior region r > rM and r − rM > ∆rF . In each of these regions well removed

from the horizon at r = rM = H−1, F̃ is constant and the stress tensor Tµν
A

following from the anomaly

action SA[g;φ] is of order 1/(r4
M

f 2) with f ∼1, parametrically smaller by (LPl/rM )2=ϵ2∼10−77 than the

classical terms, and hence quite negligible. Thus the geometry well outside the horizon region is very

well approximated by the classical interior de Sitter and exterior Schwarzschild solutions of (2.2).

On the other hand in the near-horizon region defined by (6.2)-(6.3), aF , 0, so that taking account

of the replacements (5.10) and (6.12) which apply in this region, the gravitational effective action is

S (II)
eff [g, A;φ, ψ] = SEH[g] + SF[g; A] + SA′[g;φ] − 2 S(2)

A′
[g;ψ] + Sint[A;φ + 2ψ]

Case (II) : aF , 0
(7.4)

instead of (7.1).

The switching from (7.1) to (7.4) when ℏωloc(r) = mFc2 is certainly a overly simplified approx-
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imation to the actual behavior, as this is a threshold effect where local energies gradually approach

and then exceed the fixed energy scale mFc2, so that aF grows from zero to the finite value (5.12)

continuously as |r − rM | → 0. As in other EFT’s, it is neverheless a reasonable first approximation

to treat the threshold effects of one of more mass scales satisfying ℏωloc(r) = mFc2 as discontinuous

steps with appropriate matching conditions, to guarantee a continuous matching of the EFT’s below

and above the new mass scale. This simplified approach will be adopted here, with the matching con-

ditions required imposed by boundary conditions on the φ and ψ fields so that the geometries across

the interfaces between (7.1) and (7.4) at r = rM ± ∆rF are matched as smoothly as possible, with no

discontinuity in the surface gravities (2.6) there. This procedure would have to be repeated at each

energy scale at which additional light fermion species can be regarded as massless and contributing to

the anomaly, changing aF . For simplicity only one such fermion scale will be treated here explicitly,

with the generalization to including additional fermions straightforward.

The Euler-Lagrange variational eqs. that follow from the effective action (7.4) in Case (II) are:

(1) The ‘Maxwell’ eq., d ∗ F = ∗J obtained by variation with respect to Aαβγ, the dual of which is

∂µF̃ =
aF κ

4

2
∂µ

(
φ + 2ψ

)
; (7.5)

(2) The linear eqs. for φ and ψ,

∆4φ =
E
2
−

R
3
−

aF

2a′
F̃ +

1
2a′

(
b C2 +

∑
i
βiLi

)
∆4ψ = +

aF

2a′
F̃

(7.6)

obtained by variation with respect to φ and ψ respectively;

(3) The semi-classical Einstein eqs.,

Rµν −
1
2

Rgµν + Λeffgµν = 8πG
(
Tµν
A′

[g;φ] − 2 T(2) µν
A′

[g;ψ]
)

(7.7)

in which Λeff is given by (4.7) and the tensors Tµν
A′
,T(2) µν
A′

obtained by variation of the two SA′ terms in

(7.4) which are given in Appendix C. Since Sint[A;φ] is independent of the metric by (A7), it makes

no contribution to the Einstein eqs. (7.7).

When aF =0, eqs. (7.5)-(7.7) reduce to those from variation of the effective action (7.1) of Case (I),

solved by (7.2) and (7.3) together with (3.21) and (3.12) in the classical de Sitter and Schwarzschild

regions respectively, and the anomaly stress tensor terms are negligibly small. See however [38].

For the SF and Sint terms in the effective action involving A, upon noting the gauge freedom A →

A + dΥ where Υ is a co-exact 2-form, there is in fact only one gauge invariant field variable in the 4
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independent components of Aαβγ. This can be chosen to be the component Atθϕ which can be expressed

Atθϕ = W(r) sin θ (7.8)

in the coordinates (2.1), so that both W and

F̃ =
1
√
−g

∂Atθϕ

∂r
=

1
r2

√
h
f

dW
dr

(7.9)

are functions only of r. The potential function W(r) is determined in terms of F̃ by (7.9) up to a gauge

dependent constant. In view of (2.2), (7.2) and (7.9) one may take

WdS (r) =
r3

6
F̃dS + const. =

r3

√
3π

κ2 MPl

4 rM

+ const. (7.10)

in the de Sitter region, where the integration constant is gauge dependent and of no importance.

VIII. Boundary Layer Theory and the Rescaled Effective Action in the Layer

The essential idea of boundary layer theory [78] is to exploit the existence of the small parameter

ϵ≪1 multiplying higher derivative terms in differential eqs., by dividing the domain of the indepen-

dent variable (r here) into distinct regions. There are the two regions outside the boundary layer where

the higher order terms in ϵ∝
√
ℏ are negligibly small, and the classical solution of Sec. II is known for

r < rM and r > rM . These are separated by a very thin boundary layer around r ≃ rM where the higher

derivative quantum terms cannot be neglected, but where both the r coordinate is rescaled

r = rM (1 + ϵ x) , dr = ϵ rM (8.1)

together with the metric functions
f (r) = ϵ f (x)

h(r) = ϵ h (x)
(8.2)

which tend to zero at r = rM in the classical solution (2.2). This would produce a singular metric, if

not for the higher derivative quantum terms in the boundary layer around x = 0. There in the effective

action and variational Euler-Lagrange eqs. in x that result from it, only the leading order terms in

ϵ ≪ 1 are retained, with f and h treated as order ϵ0, which allows for some simplification. When

these eqs. in x are solved, the asymptotic form of the resulting solution for

|x| ≫ 1 but ϵ |x| =
∣∣∣∣ r
rM

− 1
∣∣∣∣ ≪ 1 (8.3)

is matched to that of the classical de Sitter and Schwarzschild solutions as r → rM on either side of

the near-horizon boundary layer.
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This matching of the asymptotic behavior of the boundary layer solution to the classical de Sitter

and Schwarzschild solutions is possible in the overlap region where each of the inequalities in (8.3)

can be satisfied, for example when |x| ∼ 1/
√
ϵ for ϵ ≪ 1. The result is a global solution to the matching

of interior to exterior classical solutions through the thin quantum boundary layer that is valid to

leading order in ϵ as ϵ → 0. This is expected to be an excellent approximation for macroscopically

large compact objects, given the extreme smallness of ϵ = LPl/rM in (3.19).

For the classical Einstein-Hilbert term, in the metric of (2.1), we have from (A19),

SEH →

[
4π

∫
dt

]
16πG

∫
dr

√
f
h

(
1 − h − r

dh
dr

)
→

[
4πrMϵ

∫
dt

]
8πG

∫
dx

√
f
h

(
1 −

dh
dx

)
(8.4)

after substituting (8.1)-(8.2), integrating over angles, and neglecting terms higher order in ϵ. The

overall factor
[
4πrMϵ

∫
dt

]
/8πG can be extracted from each of the succeeding terms in the effective

action (7.4) in order to compare them to (8.4).

For the SF and Sint terms in (7.4) involving A, F̃dS of (7.2) sets the scale for F̃ and therefore W in

the boundary layer, necessitating W ∼ κ2 MPl r2
M
ϵ. Defining the precise rescaling of W and F̃ by

W(r) =

√
3

16πG
κ2r2

M
ϵ w(x) , F̃ →

√
3

16πG
κ2

rM

√
h
f

dw
dx

(8.5)

gives
SF[g; A]→

[
4πrMϵ

∫
dt

]
8πG

3
4

∫
dx

√
h
f

(
dw
dx

)2

Sint[A;φ]→

[
4πrMϵ

∫
dt

]
8πG

γ

∫
dx

dw
dx

φ .

(8.6)

where

γ ≡ −
√

3πG aF κ
2rM =

√
3π
4
|aF | (κℓ)2 =

√
3π

(4π)2

11
1440

NF (κℓ)2 (8.7)

is a dimensionless parameter depending on κ, and ℓ = 2
√

LPlrM is defined in (3.20).

Referring to Appendices A and B, the term in the anomaly effective action (7.4) quadratic in φ is

S(2)
A′

[g;φ] =
a′

2

∫
d4x
√
−g

{
−

(
φ
)2
+ 2

(
Rµν− 1

3Rgµν
)

(∂µφ) (∂νφ)
}

→

[
4πrMϵ

∫
dt

]
8πG

(
−4πGa′

ϵ2r2
M

) ∫
dx

√
f
h

(∆2φ)2 −
hR
3

(
dφ

dx

)2
 (8.8)

to leading order in ϵ, where

∆2Φ ≡

√
h
f

d
dx

(√
hf dΦ

dx

)
= h d2Φ

dx2 +
1
2

(
dh
dx
+

h
f

df
dx

)
dΦ
dx

(8.9)
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is the rescaled dimensionless d’Alembert operator of the 2D geometry of (2.1) restricted to the (t, r)

hyperplane, operating on scalar functions Φ(r)→ Φ(x) only, and

R ≡ −

√
h
f

d
dx


√

h
f

df
dx

 = −∆2 ln f (8.10)

is the rescaled dimensionless scalar curvature of the 2D geometry of (2.1). The rescaled S(2)
A′

[g;φ, ψ]

is obtained from (8.8) by substituting ψ for φ and multiplying by an overall factor of −2.

Making use of (B6), the Weyl squared b term in (7.4) linear in φ is

b
2

∫
d4x
√
−g C2 φ→

[
4πrMϵ

∫
dt

]
8πG

(
4πGb
3ϵ2r2

M

) ∫
dx

√
f
h
R2 φ (8.11)

to leading order in ϵ. Similarly utilizing (B10), the Rφ term in (7.4) becomes

a′

2

∫
d4x
√
−g

(
−

2
3

Rφ
)
→

[
4πrMϵ

∫
dt

]
8πG

(
−8πGa′

3ϵ2r2
M

) ∫
dx

√
f
h
R∆2φ (8.12)

to leading order in ϵ in the boundary layer, after integration by parts and discarding of surface terms.

In contrast to the C2 and R integrands which are each of order 1/ϵ2, from (B6) E is of order 1/ϵ

and hence the Riemannian Euler term in (8.14) is suppressed by a factor of ϵ relative to (8.11) and

(8.12), and can be dropped to leading order in ϵ ≪ 1. This insensitivity to E in (5.9) shows that the

effective action in the boundary layer is independent of whether one identifies only the torsional part

of the Chern-Simons potential AT with the 3-form potential A of Sec. IV or the full A = AR +AT = A.

The
∑

i βiLi terms in the anomaly effective action can also be neglected to leading order in ϵ,

provided that Li contain only up to second derivatives of the matter fields, as in the SM, and there are

no other rescalings of the gauge or matter fields to be accounted for in the boundary layer.

Using the results (8.4), (8.6), (8.8), and (8.11)-(8.12), the rescaled effective action for the functions

(f , h , φ, ψ,w) to be extremized in the near-horizon region becomes

S[f , h ;φ, ψ,w] =
∫

dx

√
f
h

(
1 −

dh
dx

)
+

3
4

∫
dx

√
h
f

(
dw
dx

)2

+ γ

∫
dx

dw
dx

(
φ + 2ψ

)
+ α

∫
dx

√
f
h

(∆2φ
)2
−

hR
3

(
dφ

dx

)2

+
2
3
R∆2φ

 + β
∫

dx

√
f
h
R2 φ (8.13)

− 2α
∫

dx

√
f
h

(∆2ψ
)2
−

hR
3

(
dψ
dx

)2
 (8.14)
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after removing an overall factor of
[
4πrMϵ

∫
dt

]
/8πG, and defining the dimensionless coefficients

α ≡ −
4πGa′

ϵ2r2
M

=
4π |a′|
ℏ

(
LPl

ϵrM

)2

=
1

4π
1

360

(
NS + 62NV

)
(8.15)

β ≡
4πGb
3ϵ2r2

M

=
4πb
3ℏ

(
LPl

ϵrM

)2

=
1

4π
1

360

(
NS + 6NF + 12NV

)
. (8.16)

  

→ ←

de Sitter
 Λeff > 0

Schwarzschild
     Λeff = 0

rM-ΔrF rM +ΔrF

FIG. 3: Expanded view of the boundary
layer at r ≃ rM , showing the central region
of ∆r≃LPl (red, denoted with arrows), en-
closed by the wider layer with ∆rF of (6.2)
(blue violet), where the lightest fermion
can be treated as massless and Λeff varies.

The 1/ϵ2 scaling of the α and β higher derivative

terms in (8.14)-(8.16) allows them to compensate for

their very small coefficient ℏG/r2
M
= (LPl/rM )2. Since

α and β are of order 1, the anomaly stress tensor sig-

nificantly affects the classical geometry in the boundary

layer region where x is of order 1 and |r − rM | is of order

LPl, corresponding to the physical thickness of the layer

ℓ = 2
√

LPlrM of (3.20), and consistent with the behavior

of (3.18) and (3.23). This central region of ∆r ≃ LPl is il-

lustrated as the narrow red colored strip in the expanded

view of the boundary layer in Fig. 3.

On the other hand the parameter γ (8.7) depends upon

κ which introduces a scale independent of the Planck

scale. Since γ becomes non-zero when the lightest

fermion(s) of the SM can be treated as massless, at ∆rF = L2
F/4rM , which is much greater than LPl

for typical BH or gravastar masses, (6.2) defines a wider boundary layer, illustrated as the light blue

violet shaded region in Fig. 3. In this wider but still small range of physical distances from rM , F̃ and

Λeff vacuum energy vary according to (7.5), or

d
dx


√

h
f

dw
dx

 = −2γ
3

d
dx

(
φ + 2ψ

)
(8.17)

in terms of the rescaled variables, while φ and ψ satisfy(
∆2

2 +
R

3
∆2 +

h
3

dR
dx

d
dx

)
φ = −

1
3
∆2R −

β

2α
R2 −

γ

2α

√
h
f

dw
dx

(8.18)

(
∆2

2 +
R

3
∆2 +

h
3

dR
dx

d
dx

)
ψ = +

γ

2α

√
h
f

dw
dx

(8.19)

which are eqs. (7.6) to leading order in ϵ in the rescaled variables.
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The Einstein eqs. (7.7) for the rescaled metric functions f , h , following from (8.14) are

1 −
dh
dx
−

3h
4f

(
dw
dx

)2

= α
(
ϱE[φ] − 2ϱ(2)

E [ψ]
)
+ βϱC[φ] (8.20)

h
f

df
dx
− 1 +

3h
4f

(
dw
dx

)2

= α
(
PE[φ] − 2 P (2)

E [ψ]
)
+ βPC[φ] (8.21)

to leading orderO(e0) in ϵ in the boundary layer, where the rescaled energy density and pressure terms

in (8.21) are given explicitly by (C6)-(C10) of Appendix C.

The two eqs. (8.21) are the µ = ν = t and µ = ν = r components of the rescaled semi-classical

Einstein eqs., which determine the equal µ=ν=θ and µ=ν=ϕ transverse pressure components by the

covariant conservation eq. ∇µT
µ
r = 0 in the case of spherical symmetry.

IX. Boundary Conditions and a Variational Ansatz for the Boundary Layer

At the inner and outer edges of the boundary layer r = rM ∓ ∆rF , the solutions for φ, ψ, F̃ and

the metric functions f and h within the layer are required to match those outside of the layer, where

aF = 0, and the effective action (7.4) reverts to (7.1) of Case (I). In the rescaled radial coordinate x

defined by (8.1) these edges of boundary layer occur at ϵx± = ±∆rF/rM = ±(LF/2rM )2 which is of

order 10−20 for typical values of the parameters. One may therefore make use of the small |r− rM | limit

of the solutions in the classical de Sitter and Schwarzschild regions, neglecting higher order terms.

For the rescaled metric function f , this yields the boundary conditions

f (x−) =
|x−|
2
= −

x−
2
, f (x+) = x+

df
dx

(x−) = −
1
2
,

df
dx

(x+) = 1
(9.1)

while for h

h (x−) = 2 |x−| = −2 x− , h (x+) = x+ (9.2)

reflecting the different linear slopes of the functions f and h in their approach r → rM illustrated in

Fig. 2. There is no condition a priori on dh/dx in (9.2) since eqs. (8.21) are no higher than third order

in derivatives of h , whereas they are generally fourth order in f (if β , 0).

Since F̃ = F̃dS takes on the de Sitter value (7.2) at r = rM − ∆rF but F̃ = 0 at r = rM + ∆rF , in the

rescaled variables (8.5) it satisfies the boundary conditions√
h
f

dw
dx

∣∣∣∣∣
x−
= 2 ,

√
h
f

dw
dx

∣∣∣∣∣
x+
= 0 (9.3)

at x = x∓ respectively. Since
√

f /h = 2 at x = x− from (9.1)-(9.2), the first condition of (9.3) is
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equivalent to dw/dx = 1 at x = x−.

The effective action (7.4) must revert to (7.1) in the classical de Sitter and Schwarzshild regions.

In order for S(2)
A′

[g;ψ] to vanish there, ψ is required to be constant and ψ′ = 0 in each classical region.

This requires the boundary conditions

ψ(x−) = ψ0 , ψ(x+) = ψ∞
dψ
dx

(x−) = 0 ,
dψ
dx

(x+) = 0
(9.4)

on the ψ field where ψ0 and ψ∞ are constants, in order for the solution within the boundry layer to join

smoothly to the classical regions on each side.

The values of φ and φ′ may take on arbitrary values at x = x± in order to match to the solutions

(3.12), (3.21), and their small |r − rM | values (3.17), (3.22) at the edges of the boundary layer region.

This gives the boundary conditions

φ(x−) = c0 + cH ln
(
ϵ|x−|

2

)
, φ(x+) = c∞ + cS ln (ϵ |x+|)

dφ

dx
(x−) =

cH

x−
,

dφ

dx
(x+) =

cS

x+

(9.5)

for the conformalon φ field in terms of the four constants c0, cH , c∞, cS in the classical regions.

A numerical solution of the boundary layer eqs. (8.17)-(8.21) satisfying these boundary conditions

is necessary in the case of general and realistic values of γ (8.7), which controls the coupling of the

φ, ψ fields to Λeff and hence the metric functions f , h in the layer. When γ → 0, F̃ and Λeff become

constant and the effective action (7.4) in the boundary layer reverts to (7.1) in the classical regions.

Thus in the case of small γ, F̃ and Λeff vary slowly, and the solution of the EFT eqs. (8.17)-(8.21)

can be approximated by the classical solution in most of the boundary region excluding the innermost

strip of ∆r ∼ LPl of Fig. 3, where the quantum effects become signficant. This suggests the trial ansatz

f (x; η, λ) =
1
2

√
x2 + η2 Θ−(λx) +

√
x2 + η2 Θ+(λx)

h (x; η, λ) = 2
√

x2 + η2 Θ−(λx) +
√

x2 + η2 Θ+(λx)
(9.6)

for the rescaled metric functions f , h , where

Θ±(λx) ≡ 1
2

[
1 ± tanh(λx)

]
(9.7)

which in the limit λ → ∞ become the Heaviside step functions Θ(x) and 1 − Θ(x) respectively, but

otherwise allow for a smooth interpolation between the x < 0 and x > 0 portions of the boundary

layer, matching to the de Sitter and Schwarzschild metrics. The parameter η > 0 regularizes the
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classical metric cusp singularity of Fig. 2 at x = 0, r = rM , so that if η→ 0 and λ→ ∞, (9.6) coincides

with the rescaled values of the classical Schwarzschild star metric functions (2.2), by use of (8.1)-

(8.2), to leading order in ϵ ≪ 1. Otherwise η and λ can be treated as parameters to be freely varied,

to search for an approximate solution to the boundary layer equations.

For η ≪ 1, λ ≫ 1, (9.6) leads also to R = 0 for the rescaled curvature (8.10), so that eqs. (8.18)-

(8.19) become (
∆2

)2φ ≃ 4
d
dx

[
x

d2

dx2

(
x

dφ

dx

)]
≃ −

γ

2α

√
h
f

dw
dx

(
∆2

)2
ψ ≃ 4

d
dx

[
x

d2

dx2

(
x

dψ
dx

)]
≃ +

γ

2α

√
h
f

dw
dx

(9.8)

when the definition of ∆2, (8.9) for f ≃ −x/2, h ≃ −2x in the classical approximation for x < 0 are

used as well. When γ is sufficiently small, the right sides may also be neglected, and one may assume

as a lowest order approximation that φ and ψ are solutions to the homogeneous versions of (9.8).

At the same time (8.17) can be integrated immediately to give√
h
f

dw
dx
= −

2γ
3

(
φ + 2ψ + cF

)
(9.9)

where cF is another constant, so that a particular homogeneous solution of (9.8) for the linear combi-

nation φ + 2ψ and this rescaled F̃ is√
h
f

dw
dx
=


2x
x−
, x− ≤ x ≤ 0

0 , 0 ≤ x ≤ x+
(9.10)

which satisfies the boundary conditions (9.3), and is monotonically decreasing for x < 0, with no

logarithms, and with a small slope for |x−| ≫ 1. The general homogeneous solutions of the (9.8) that

satisfy the boundary conditions (9.4)-(9.5) and (9.10) in the boundary layer are easily found, and 2

φ(x) =


−2ζ ln

(
x
x−

)
+

(
2ζ −

3
γ

) (
x
x−
− 1

)
+ φ(x−) , x < 0

−2ζ ln
(

x
x+

)
+ 2ζ

(
x
x+
− 1

)
+ φ(x+) , x > 0

(9.11)

with

ψ(x) =


ζ ln

(
x
x−

)
− ζ

(
x
x−
− 1

)
+ ψ(x−) , x < 0

ζ ln
(

x
x+

)
− ζ

(
x
x+
− 1

)
+ ψ(x+) , x > 0

(9.12)

2 A second linearly independent solution x ln x of the homogeneous eqs. (9.8) has been omitted from (9.11)-(9.12) since
it produces large logarithmic terms in the effective action (8.14), near the endpoints x = x± of the boundary layer,
violating the assumption that this region should be quasi-classical if γ and the variation of F̃ is small. In contrast, the ζ
terms in (9.11)-(9.12) give significant contributions to the action and stress tensor only in the very narrow central region
of the boundary layer where large quantum effects, as required.
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may be taken as a trial ansatz for φ and ψ, for any value of the free parameter ζ, provided

dφ

dx
(x−) = −

3
γx−

⇒ cH = −
3
γ
,

dφ

dx
(x+) = 0 ⇒ cS = 0 (9.13)

in order to satisfy (9.9)-(9.10), and (9.5), and provided that

φ(x−) + 2ψ(x−) + cF = 0 =
3
γ
+ φ(x+) + 2ψ(x+) + cF (9.14)

are also satisfied. With (9.13) fixing cH and cS , the remaining two (c0, c∞) of the four integration

constants of (9.5) in the classical region remain free, and (9.14) may be viewed as fixing ψ(x±).

Regulating all the logarithmic terms in (9.11)-(9.12) by the replacement |x| →
√

x2 + η2, and

providing a smooth transition from the x < 0 to x > 0 regions by use of the functions Θ± of (9.7), we

finally arrive at the trial ansatz

φ(x; η, λ) =
[
−ζ ln

(
x2 + η2

x2
− + η

2

)
+

(
2ζ −

3
γ

) (
x
x−
− 1

)
+ φ(x−)

]
Θ−(λx)

+

[
−ζ ln

(
x2 + η2

x2
+ + η

2

)
+ 2ζ

(
x
x+
− 1

)
+ φ(x+)

]
Θ+(λx)

ψ(x; η, λ) =
[
ζ

2
ln

(
x2 + η2

x2
+ + η

2

)
− ζ

(
x
x−
− 1

)
+ ψ(x−)

]
Θ−(λx)

+

[
ζ

2
ln

(
x2 + η2

x2
+ + η

2

)
− ζ

(
x
x+
− 1

)
+ ψ(x+)

]
Θ+(λx)

(9.15)

for φ and ψ in the boundary layer, together with (9.10), also made smooth by√
h
f

dw
dx

(x; λ) =
2x
x−
Θ−(λx) (9.16)

consistent with (9.9). If (9.6) for the metric functions f , h together with (9.15)-(9.16) is substituted

into (8.14) for the effective action of the boundary layer, η, λ may be treated as variational param-

eters. Their values at the extremum of the (8.14) then provides a simple two parameter variational

approximation to the solution of (8.17-(8.21) satisfying the specified boundary conditions. The free

parameter ζ may also be treated as a variational parameter, but in the following ζ = 1 is fixed.

The result of this extremization for α = 1, β = 0, ζ = 1, ϵ = 10−4, |x±| = 102, and two values of γ is

illustrated in Fig. 4, showing that a minimum of the effective action (8.14) for the variational ansatz

(9.6), (9.15)-(9.16) exists with finite values of (η, λ) of order one, for both γ = 0.1 and γ = 1.

That a well-defined action minimum exists may be understood by comparing the behavior of the

classical Einstein-Hilbert termSEH and sum of quantum anomaly termsSA′[φ]−2SA′[ψ], as functions

of η and λ. Fig. 5 shows that the classical EH action increases with increasing η favoring η → 0 of
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(a) Minimum of S for γ = 0.1 at
(η = 2.55737, λ = 0.231628).

(b) Minimum of S for γ = 1 at
(η = 2.96653, λ = 0.678154).

FIG. 4: The effective action S of (8.14) for the variational ansatz (9.6), (9.15)-(9.16), for α = 1, β = 0
as a function of (η, λ) for two values of γ, showing a minimum in the deep red region in each case.
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(a) Classical Einstein-Hilbert Action SEH as
function of η for fixed λ.
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(b) Sum of Quantum Anomaly Actions as
function of η for fixed λ.

FIG. 5: Contrasting behaviors of the classical action and quantum anomaly actions in (8.14) as
functions of η for the variational ansatz (9.6), (9.15)-(9.16), γ = 0.1 and fixed η = 2.96653.

the classical solution (2.2), while SA′[φ] − 2SA′[ψ] increases in this limit, due to the large higher

derivative terms for a narrower central region, hence favoring larger η instead. The result of this

competition of classical and quantum terms is a balance and minimum of the total effective action

at a finite η. Likewise Fig. 6 shows that the classical action favors large λ → ∞, corresponding to

the sharp Heaviside step function of the the classical solution (2.2), while this behavior is disfavored

by the quantum terms, again due to the higher derivative terms becoming large as the central region

around x = 0, r = rM becomes sharper and narrower. Again the result is a minimum of the total action

at a finite λ. The SF and Sint terms are independent of η and only weakly dependent upon λ, and do

not do not greatly influence the balance of classical and quantum terms.
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function of λ for fixed η.
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FIG. 6: Contrasting behaviors of the classical action and quantum anomaly actions in (8.14) as
functions of λ for the variational ansatz (9.6), (9.15)-(9.16), γ = 0.1 and fixed λ = 0.231628.

The competition and balancing of the classical and higher derivative quantum terms is generic, as

the existence of a minimum in Fig. 4b for γ = 1 shows, even where the variational ansatz (9.6), (9.15)-

(9.16) based on a small γ approximation, cannot be expected to yield an accurate approximation.
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FIG. 7: The rescaled metric functions f (x) and h(x) of (9.6) at the minimum of S found in Fig. 4a for
γ = 0.1, showing that the sharp cusp of the classical solution (2.2) illustrated in Fig. 2 is replaced by
continuous behavior of the metric at r = rM , x = 0, due to the effect of the quantum anomaly terms.

Fig. 7 shows the rescaled metric functions f , h for (9.6) at the values (η = 2.55737, λ = 0.231628).

of the variational parameters at the minimum of the effective action of the boundary layer illustrated

in Fig. 4a for γ = 0.1, due to the balance of classical and quantum anomaly terms. Since both f

and h attain minima at x ≈ 0 in the central region of the boundary layer, but remain strictly positive

throughout, the line element (2.1) with (8.2) describes an horizonless, static and non-singular compact

object, a gravastar, rather than a black hole. Since the Killing norm −KµKµ = f > 0, there is no

trapped surface and the Schwarzschild time t is a globally defined timelike coordinate throughout.

The regularization of the geometry at r = rM removes the discontinuous step function behavior of

the surface gravity of the classical Schwarschild star of (2.6), and the corresponding Dirac δ-function
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(a) κH in units of 1/rM at the minimum of S.
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FIG. 8: The surface gravity κH of (2.6) and its derivative related to the curvature component Rtr
tr by

(2.7), in the vicinity of r = rM , x = 0, for the minimum of S found in Fig. 4a for γ = 0.1.

singularity of the Riemann curvature component Rtr
tr of the classical solution in (2.7). Fig. 8a shows

that the surface gravity transitions continuously from its interior de Sitter value of −0.5/rM to its

exterior Schwarzschild value of +0.5/rM through the central region of the boundary layer, described

by the minimizing the effective action (8.14) at a finite value of (η, λ). Correspondingly, since dr =

ϵrM dx = (ℓ/2) dx by (3.19)-(3.20), Fig. 8b shows that its derivative and −
√

f
h Rtr

tr reach a finite

maximal value of approximately 0.8/ℓ2, in this central region of the boundary layer, giving rise to

a large transverse pressure from (A16), which integrates to the surface tension (2.12). Although

relatively large compared to the surrounding classical regions, this surface tension and curvature is

still far below the Planck scale, so that a semi-classical mean field treatment of the layer is admissible.

X. Summary

In this paper a non-singular solution for the final state of gravitational collapse consistent with

quantum theory has been proposed within the framework of the EFT of low energy gravity [28]. The

principal elements of this EFT and application to gravitational vacuum condensate stars are:

(1) The effective action of the conformal anomaly (3.8), whose non-local macroscopic quantum

correlations at lightlike separations are expressed by a long range, scalar conformalon field φ,

providing a relevant addition to the classical Einstein-Hilbert action of general relativity, and

giving rise to large stress tensors on BH null horizons, cf. (3.18), (3.23);

(2) The replacement of the rigidly fixed cosmological constant Λ of classical general relativity by

the action (4.3) of an exact 4-form abelian gauge field F = dA, whose value and vacuum energy

Λeff (4.7) is dependent upon macroscopic boundary conditions rather than extreme UV scales;

(3) The identification of A with the Chern-Simons 3-form of the Euler class defined in terms of the
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SO(3, 1) spin connectionωab (5.4)-(5.5), which is a priori independent of the metric and Riemann

curvature in a general Einstein-Cartan spacetime admitting torsion (5.2);

(4) The extreme blueshifting of local energies (1.2) in the near-horizon region allowing the lightest

fermions of the SM, minimally coupled to the spin connection ωab, to be treated as massless,

contributing to the conformal anomaly, and a J ·A interaction (5.10)-(5.11) to the effective action;

(5) The 3-current source (5.12) for the ‘Maxwell’ eq. (5.13) for F, allowing F and Λeff to change

rapidly where φ does, in a thin boundary layer of skin depth of order the Compton wavelength

(6.3) of the lightest fermion of the SM, i.e. ∼ 10−4 to 10−5 cm;

(6) Activation of torsion (5.6) and topological susceptibility
〈
F̃(x)F̃(x′)

〉
∝ κ4

eff(x, x′) cf. (6.9) in this

near-horizon region, producing a quantum vacuum phase boundary between regions of different

vacuum energy, and realizing the quantum phase transition hypothesis of [29, 30, 43];

(7) A mean field solution of the metric, F and the scalars φ, ψ accounting for quantum correlations

in this boundary layer, by solving eqs. (7.5)-(7.7) resulting from the EFT action (7.4);

(8) The existence of the very small parameter ϵ = LPl/rM ∼ 10−38 of (3.19), characterizing the ratio of

quantum to classical terms in the effective action (7.4), making the method of matched asymptotic

solutions of boundary layer theory [78] applicable;

(9) A rescaled effective action (8.14) and eqs. (8.17)-(8.21) derived by rescaling of r and the metric

functions (8.1)-(8.2) in the boundary layer, retaining only the leading order in ϵ ≪ 1.

(10) The variational ansatz introduced in Sec. IX indicating that a solution balancing the classical and

quantum terms in the action (8.14) exists, in which the discontinuity [κH] in the surface gravity

(2.6) and resulting δ-function in the curvature (2.7) is replaced by a non-singular boundary layer

with the same macroscopic surface tension, with worldtube topology R × S2, as in Fig. 1.

The finite skin depth boundary layer replaces both the classical BH horizon at r=rM and regularizes

the infinitely sharp boundary of the classical constant density Schwarzschild star solution, which may

be regarded as the classical limit of a gravastar, already inherent in classical general relativity from

its inception. The accurate numerical solution of the Euler-Lagrange eqs. following from (8.14) will

be presented in a forthcoming paper. This solution, derived from the low energy EFT of gravity

incorporating the the relevant macroscopic quantum effects in general relativity, will enable systematic

study of the main properties of gravitational vacuum condensate stars, including their stability and

normal modes of excitation, needed for predictions of observable gravitational wave signatures that

could distinuish gravastars from classical BH’s in present and future gravitational wave detectors.
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A. Curvature Components in Static, Spherically Symmetric Geometry

The most rapid way to calculate all the curvature dependent quantities is by using the exterior

calculus of differential forms. Defineing first the tetrad or orthonormal vierbein frame fields ea
µ in the

cotangent space by the components of the one-forms

ea = ea
µ dxµ such that ea

µ eb
ν ηab = gµν (A1)

where Greek indices are spacetime indices while Latin indices are tangent space indices, η = diag

(-+++) is the flat Minkowski metric, and d here and below denotes the exterior derivative operator.

From (2.1) we may take e0 =
√

f dt , e0
t =

√
f

e1 =
dr
√

h
, e1

r =
1
√

h
e2 = r dθ , e2

θ = r

e3 = r sin θ dϕ , e3
ϕ = r sin θ

(A2a)

with all other components that are not listed vanishing. The volume 4-form is the wedge product

e0 ∧ e1 ∧ e2 ∧ e3 =
1
4!
εαβγλ dxα ∧ dxβ ∧ dxγ ∧ dxλ

=
√
−g dt ∧ dr ∧ dθ ∧ dϕ =

√
f
h

r2 sin θ dt ∧ dr ∧ dθ ∧ dϕ (A3)

where the spacetime Levi-Civita tensor is defined by

εαβγλ = ϵabcd ea
α eb

β ec
γ ed

λ (A4)

with ϵabcd the totally anti-symmetic symbol in tangent space and ϵ0123 = +1. Hence

εtrθϕ = e0
t e1

r e2
θ e3

ϕ =
√
−g =

√
f
h

r2 sin θ (A5)

in the coordinates (2.1). It is useful also to introduce the fully antisymmetric tensor density

[αβγλ] ≡
1
√
−g

εαβγλ =


+1 if αβγλ is an even permutation of trθϕ

−1 if αβγλ is an odd permutation of trθϕ

0 if any two of the indices αβγλ are the same

(A6)
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which takes on constant numerical values independent of the metric. Likewise

εtrθϕ = gttgrrgθθgϕϕ
√
−g = −

1
√
−g

(A7)

so that
√
−g εαβγλ and hence (5.11) are also independent of the metric.

By definition the integral over the volume 4-form (A3) multiplied by any scalar function Φ(x) is∫
Φ e0 ∧ e1 ∧ e2 ∧ e3 =

∫
d4x
√
−g Φ(x) =

∫
dt dr dθ dϕ

√
f
h

r2 sin θ Φ . (A8)

For spherically symmetric functions Φ(r) of r only, the integral over the θ, ϕ angular variables gives

the total solid angle 4π, and with no time dependence, an overall factor of
[
4π

∫
dt

]
can be eliminated

from the integration measure and all terms in the effective action.

Referring to the definition of the torsion 2-form (5.2), and requiring it to vanish in Riemannian

geometry gives the spin connection 1-form ωab = −ωba with the components

ω01 =
1

2 f
d f
dr

√
h e0 =

1
2

d f
dr

√
h
f

dt

ω02 = ω03 = 0

ω12 = −

√
h

r
e2 = −

√
h dθ

ω13 = −

√
h

r
e3 = −

√
h sin θ dϕ

ω23 = −
cot θ

r
e3 = − cos θ dϕ

(A9)

in terms of the metric functions in the coordinates of (2.1). From this the curvature 2-form Rab = −Rba,

defined by (5.2) may be computed, yielding the non-vanishing components

R01 = −
h

4 f 2

2 f
d2 f
dr2 −

(
d f
dr

)2

+
f
h

(
d f
dr

) (
dh
dr

) e0 ∧ e1

R02 = −
h

2r f
d f
dr

e0 ∧ e2

R03 = −
h

2r f
d f
dr

e0 ∧ e3 (A10)

R12 = −
1
2r

dh
dr

e1 ∧ e2

R13 = −
1
2r

dh
dr

e1 ∧ e3

R23 =
1 − h

r2 e2 ∧ e3
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so that there are just four independent non-vanishing components of the Riemann curvature tensor:

A ≡ R01
01 = Rtr

tr = −
h
4

2
f

d2f
dr2 −

1
f 2

(
d f
dr

)2

+
1
f h

(
d f
dr

) (
dh
dr

)
= −

1
2

√
h
f

d
dr

(√
h
f

d f
dr

)
= −

√
h
f

dκH

dr

(A11)

and
B ≡ R02

02 = R03
03 = Rtθ

tθ = Rtϕ
tϕ = −

h
2r f

d f
dr

C ≡ R12
12 = R13

13 = Rrθ
rθ = Rrϕ

rϕ = −
1
2r

dh
dr

D ≡ R23
23 = Rθϕ

θϕ =
1 − h

r2

(A12)

with all other components not listed or not related by symmetry vanishing identically. The A = Rtr
tr

component is the only one involving two derivatives of either of the metric functions f or h, and the

first form of (A11) shows that it is generally singular at f = −KµKν = 0. The second form of (A11)

shows that a singularity appears in
√

f /h Rtr
tr if the surface gravity κH defined by (2.6) is discontinuous

at f = 0, as occurs in the constant density Schwarzschild star solution discussed in [33] and Sec. II.

From (A11) and (A12) the non-vanishing components of the Ricci tensor

Rt
t = A + 2B

Rr
r = A + 2C

Rθ
θ = Rϕ

ϕ = B + C +D

(A13)

are obtained, as well as the Ricci scalar

R = 2
(
A + 2B + 2C +D

)
(A14)

and the Einstein tensor Gµ
ν = Rµ

ν − R δµν/2 ,

Gt
t = −(2C +D) =

1
r

dh
dr
−

(1 − h)
r2

Gr
r = −(2B +D) =

h
r f

d f
dr
−

(1 − h)
r2

(A15)

Gθ
θ = Gϕ

ϕ = −(A +B + C) =
1
2

√
h
f

d
dr

(√
h
f

d f
dr

)
+

h
2r f

d f
dr
+

1
2r

dh
dr

(A16)

with all off-diagonal components vanishing. From (A15) one can check that the only non-trivial

Bianchi identity
∇µGµ

r =
d
dr

Gr
r +

1
2 f

d f
dr

(
Gr

r −Gt
t

)
+

2
r

(
Gr

r −Gθ
θ

)
= 0 (A17)

is satisfied identically. The angular Gθ
θ =Gϕ

ϕ components are determined by symmetry and (A17) in

terms of the Gt
t and Gr

r components, which are the only two independent components needed.
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Since from (A14),

r2

√
f
h

R = −
d
dr

(
r2

√
h
f

d f
dr

)
+ 2

√
f
h

(
1 − h − r

dh
dr

)
(A18)

the classical Einstein-Hilbert action is

SEH =
1

16πG

∫
d4x
√
−g R =

[
4π

∫
dt

]
16πG

∫
dr r2

√
f
h

R =

[
4π

∫
dt

]
8πG

∫
dr

√
f
h

(
1 − h − r

dh
dr

)
(A19)

after discarding of the surface term, or equivalently, adding the York boundary value term [79] to SEH.

Since the local variation

δ

∫
dr

√
f
h

r2R = 2 δ
∫

dr

√
f
h

(
1 − h − r

dh
dr

)
= −

√
f
h

r2 Gµν δgµν (A20)

the two independent components of the Einstein tensor Gt
t and Gr

r in (A15), are generated by variation

of the action (A19) with respect to f (r) and h(r) respectively. In general,

δ

∫
dr

√
f
h

r2L =
1
2

√
f
h

r2 T µνδgµν =
1
2

√
f
h

r2
(
T t

t
δ f
f
− T r

r
δh
h

)
(A21)

for any scalar Lagrangian L containing only functions of r in coordinates (2.1).

The Weyl conformal tensor

Cαβ
γλ = Rαβ

γλ −
1
2

(
δαγR

β
λ − δ

α
λR

β
γ + δ

β
λR

α
γ − δ

β
γR

α
λ

)
+

1
6

(
δαγδ

β
λ − δ

α
λδ

β
γ

)
R (A22)

has the independent non-vanishing components

Ctr
tr = Rtr

tr −
1
2
(
Rt

t + Rr
r
)
+

1
6

R = 1
3
(
A −B − C −D

)
Ctθ

tθ = Ctϕ
tϕ = Rtθ

tθ −
1
2
(
Rt

t + Rθ
θ

)
+

1
6

R = −1
6
(
A −B − C −D

)
Crθ

rθ = Crϕ
rϕ = Rrθ

rθ −
1
2
(
Rr

r + Rθ
θ

)
+

1
6

R = −1
6
(
A −B − C −D

)
Cθϕ

θϕ = Rθϕ
θϕ − Rθ

θ +
1
6

R = 1
3
(
A −B − C −D

)
(A23)

all proportional to the same combination of A −B − C +D. Hence the Weyl tensor squared is

CαβγλCαβγλ = RαβγλRαβγλ − 2RαβRαβ +
1
3

R2 =
4
3
(
A −B − C +D

)2

=
1
3

[
−

√
h
f

d
dr

(√
h
f

d f
dr

)
+

h
r f

d f
dr
+

1
r

dh
dr
+

2 (1 − h)
r2

]2

(A24)

in the static, spherically symmetric geometry.
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The 4-form of the Euler class of (5.1) has the Hodge dual scalar

∗F = 1
4
εµνρσϵabcd Rabµν Rcdρσ =

1
4
εµνρσϵαβγλ Rαβµν Rγλρσ

Rie
= −

{
RαβγλRαβγλ − 4RαβRαβ + R2

}
= −E

where the the notation Rie
= denotes that the equality holds in a Riemannian geometry with zero torsion,

and E is Riemannian Euler class invariant

E = 8
(
AD + 2BC

)
=

4
r2

[
h
f

d f
dr

dh
dr
− (1 − h)

√
h
f

d
dr

(√
h
f

d f
dr

)]
(A25)

in the coordinates of (2.1). This is a total covariant derivative, since

r2

√
f
h

E = −4
d
dr

[
(1 − h)

√
h
f

d f
dr

]
(A26)

is a total derivative and hence its integral is a topological quantity left invariant by any local variations

that leave its boundary conditions unchanged. This can be verified also from the fact that F = dA is

exact, with the A the Chern-Simons 3-form (5.4), given explicitly by

A = 4ω01 ∧ dω23 + 4ω23 ∧ dω01 − 8ω01 ∧ ω12 ∧ ω13

= 2
d
dr

(√
h
f

d f
dr

)
cos θ dt ∧ dr ∧ dϕ + 2 (1 − 2h)

√
h
f

d f
dr

sin θ dt ∧ dθ ∧ dϕ (A27)

in the coordinates (2.1), so that

F = dA = 4
[√

h
f

d f
dr

dh
dr
− (1 − h)

d
dr

(√
h
f

d f
dr

)]
sin θ dt ∧ dr ∧ dθ ∧ dϕ

=
4
r2

[
h
f

d f
dr

dh
dr
− (1 − h)

√
h
f

d
dr

(√
h
f

d f
dr

)]
e0 ∧ e1 ∧ e2 ∧ e3 (A28)

which recovers (A25)-(A26).

B. Rescaling of Curvatures and Differential Operators in the Boundary Layer

Substituting the definitions (8.1)-(8.2) of the rescaled radial variable and metric functions in the

boundary layer into the curvature terms of (A11)-(A12), one finds

A = −
1

2ϵr2
M

√
h
f

d
dx


√

h
f

df
dx

 (B1)

is of order 1/ϵ and generically grows large in the near-horizon boundary layer if f and h are smooth

differentiable functions approaching zero as r → rM according to (8.1)-(8.2). On the other hand

B = −
1

2r2
M

h
f

df
dx
+ O(ϵ) , C = −

1
2r2

M

dh
dx
+ O(ϵ) , D =

1
r2

M

+ O(ϵ) (B2)
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are of order ϵ0, and remain finite as ϵ → 0. Thus |B|, |C|, |D| ≪ |A| and B.C,D may be neglected

relative to A in the boundary layer.

This singular behavior as ϵ → 0 of (B1) is a regularized form of the Dirac δ-function (2.7), which

appears if the metric functions f and h are only piecewise continuous, but fail to have continuous first

derivatives at r = rM , in the sense that the integral over a small interval around r = rM

−

∫ rM+δr

rM−δr
dr

√
f
h

Rtr
tr → −ϵrM

∫
dx

√
f
h
A =

1
2rM


√

h
f

df
dx

 = [κH] =
1
rM

(B3)

reproduces the discontinuity in the surface gravity κH (2.7) of the classical Schwarzschild star (2.2).

This finite difference of surface gravities [κH] follows from the boundary conditions (9.1)-(9.2) for

|x| ≫ 1 (but ϵ |x| ≪ 1) in the rescaled boundary layer radial coordinate x. From (A16) and (B1)-(B2)

this same finite [κH] appears in
√

f /h Gθ
θ to leading order in 1/ϵ, and hence Fig. 8b implies that the

transverse pressureattains a large but finite maximum value p⊥ ≃ 0.8/(8πGℓ2) in the boundary layer.

Retaining only the leading behaviors as ϵ → 0 of (A13)-(A14), and (B8) gives

Rt
t → Rr

r → A

Rθ
θ = Rϕ

ϕ = B + C +D = O(ϵ0)

R→ Rt
t + Rr

r → 2A =
1
ϵr2

M

R = −
1
ϵr2

M

√
h
f

d
dx


√

h
f

df
dx


(B4)

where the last term 2A is the scalar curvature of (2.1) with (8.1)-(8.2), and dt = rM dt̄, namely

ds2 = ϵr2
M

(
−f (x) dt̄ 2 +

dx2

h(x)

)
+ r2 dΩ2 → ϵr2

M

(
−f (x) dt̄ 2 +

dx2

h(x)

)
= ϵr2

M

(
ds̄2

2
)

(B5)

which reduces to the scalar curvature of the latter 2D metric to leading order in ϵ. Hence the geometry

becomes effectively two dimensional in the ϵ → 0 limit, and R is the dimensionless scalar curvature

of the rescaled 2D line element ds̄2
2 of (B5) in dimensionless (t̄, x) coordinates near r ≃ rM . In this

limit the boundary layer at fixed (t, θ, ϕ) becomes planar, and may be represented as in Fig. 3.

From (A23)-(A24) and (A26) we have also

Ctr
tr →

1
3
A =

1
ϵr2

M

R

6

CαβγλCαβγλ →
4
3
A2 =

1
ϵ2r4

M

R2

3

E → 8AD = O(1/ϵ) (B6)

so that E is of order 1/ϵ and can be neglected in comparison to C2 to leading order in ϵ.

A similar dimensional reduction to 2D occurs for differential operators operating on functions only
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of r in the boundary layer. In the full 4D theory:

(∇Φ)2 ≡ (∇αΦ)(∇αΦ) = h
(
dΦ
dr

)2

∇t∇
tΦ =

h
2 f

d f
dr

dΦ
dr

∇r∇
rΦ = h

d2Φ

dr2 +
1
2

dh
dr

dΦ
dr

∇θ∇
θΦ = ∇ϕ∇

ϕΦ =
h
r

dΦ
dr

(B7)

so that
Φ =

(
∇t∇

t + ∇r∇
r + ∇θ∇

θ + ∇ϕ∇
ϕ
)
Φ = h

d2Φ

dr2 +

(
1
2

dh
dr
+

h
2 f

d f
dr
+

2h
r

)
dΦ
dr

=
1
r2

√
h
f

d
dr

(
r2

√
f h

dΦ
dr

) (B8)

operating on any scalar function Φ = Φ(r) in the static, spherically symmetric geometry of (2.1).

Substituting the definitions (8.1)-(8.2) of the rescaled radial variable and metric functions into (B7)

shows that the ∇t∇
t and ∇r∇

r terms are of order 1/ϵ while the ∇θ∇θ,∇ϕ∇ϕ terms are of order ϵ0 and

hence may be neglected in the boundary layer when ϵ ≪ 1. Thus

Φ→
(
∇t∇

t + ∇r∇
r)Φ = √

h
f

d
dr

(√
f h

dΦ
dr

)
=

1
ϵr2

M

√
h
f

d
dx

(√
f h dΦ

dx

)
=

1
ϵr2

M

∆2Φ (B9)

where ∆2, given by (8.9) is the wave operator in the dimensionless 2D metric ds2
2 of (B5) after rescal-

ing by ϵr2
M

. If the general Φ is replaced the scalar curvature R, we have also from (B4)

R→
1
ϵ2r4

M

∆2R (B10)

to leading 1/ϵ2 order in ϵ for ϵ ≪ 1 in the boundary layer.

Making use of (B4) and (B7)-(B10), the operator ∆4 of (3.5) becomes

∆4Φ→
1
ϵ2r4

M

(
∆2

2 +
R

3
∆2 +

h
3

dR
dx

d
dx

)
Φ ≡

1
ϵ2r4

M

∆̄4Φ (B11)

in terms of rescaled 2D scalar curvature R and wave operator ∆2, to leading order 1/ϵ2 order in ϵ for

ϵ ≪ 1 in the boundary layer, for φ = φ(r)→ φ(x).

C. The Anomaly Stress Tensor

The effective action of the conformal anomaly (3.8) SA = S (2)
A
+ S (1)
A

contains terms both quadratic

and linear in φ, denoted by superscripts (2) and (1) respectively, and gives rise to the stress-energy tensor
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Tµν
A′

[φ] ≡
2

√
−g

δ

δgµν
SA′[g;φ] = a′ Eµν[φ] + b Cµν[φ] +

∑
i

βi T (i) µν[φ] (C1)

where Eµν[φ] is the metric variation of all terms proportional to a in SA of (3.8), viz. [38]

Eµν[φ] = −2 (∇(µφ)(∇ν) φ) + 2∇α
[
(∇αφ)(∇µ∇νφ)

]
− 2

3 ∇
µ∇ν

[
(∇αφ)(∇αφ)

]
+2

3 Rµν (∇αφ)(∇αφ) − 4 Rα(µ
[
(∇ν)φ)(∇αφ)

]
+ 2

3 R (∇(µφ)(∇ν)φ)

+1
6 gµν

{
−3 ( φ)2 +

[
(∇αφ)(∇αφ)

]
+ 2

(
3Rαβ − Rgαβ

)
(∇αφ)(∇βφ)

}
−2

3 ∇
µ∇ν φ − 4 Cµανβ ∇α∇βφ − 4 Rα(µ∇ν)∇αφ +

8
3Rµν φ + 4

3 R∇µ∇νφ − 2
3

(
∇(µR

)
(∇ν)φ)

+1
3 gµν

{
2 2φ + 6 Rαβ ∇α∇βφ − 4R φ + (∇αR)(∇αφ)

}
= E(2) µν[φ] + E(1) µν[φ] (C2)

containing terms both quadratic E(2) µν[φ] and linear E(1) µν[φ] in φ, while

Cµν[φ] ≡
1
√
−g

δ

δgµν

{∫
d4x
√
−g C2 φ

}
= −4∇α∇β

(
Cα(µ ν)

β
φ
)
− 2 Cαµ ν

β R β
α
φ (C3a)

T (i) µν[φ] ≡
1
√
−g

δ

δgµν

{∫
d4x
√

gLi φ

}
(C3b)

are the metric variations of the last two b and βi terms in (3.8) that are linear in φ [28, 38]. The stress

tensor appearing in (7.7) resulting from the term quadratic in ψ is

T(2) µν
A′

[ψ] =
2

√
−g

δ

δgµν

{
−2 S(2)

A′
[g;ψ]

}
= −2 a′ E(2) µν[φ] (C4)

i.e. minus twice the quadratic term of (C2), with ψ substituted for φ.

The rescaled stress tensor components obtained from (C2) defined by

−Et (2)
t [φ]→

1
ϵ2r4

M

ϱ(2)
E [φ] , −Et (1)

t [φ]→
1
ϵ2r4

M

ϱ(1)
E [φ]

Er (2)
r [φ]→

1
ϵ2r4

M

P (2)
E [φ] , Er (1)

r [φ]→
1
ϵ2r4

M

P (1)
E [φ]

(C5)

are
ϱ(2)

E [φ] = (∆2φ)2 + 2h dφ

dx

(
d
dx
∆2φ

)
−

1
3

(
2h d2

dx2 +
dh
dx

d
dx

) (
h dφ

dx
dφ

dx

)

ϱ(1)
E [φ] =

2
3

{
R∆2φ + h dφ

dx
dR
dx
+

(
2h d2

dx2 +
dh
dx

d
dx

)
(∆2φ)

} (C6)

for the rescaled energy density terms, and

P (2)
E [φ] = −(∆2φ)2 + 2h dφ

dx

(
d
dx
∆2φ

)
+

1
3

(
2R +

h
f

df
dx

d
dx

) (
h dφ

dx
dφ

dx

)
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P (1)
E [φ] =

2
3

{
−R∆2φ + h dφ

dx
dR
dx
−

h
f

df
dx

(
d
dx
∆2φ

)}
(C7)

for the corresponding rescaled pressure terms, appearing in the semi-classical Einstein eqs. (7.7) in

the boundary layer.

For the anomaly stress tensor (C2), the quadratic and linear terms may be combined to define

ϱE[φ] ≡ ϱ(2)
E [φ] + ϱ(1)

E [φ]

PE[φ] ≡ P (2)
E [φ] + P (1)

E [φ]
(C8)

for the total rescaled energy density and pressure resulting from Eµν in (C2) appearing in the rescaled

semi-classical Einstein eqs. (8.21) in the boundary layer.

The rescaled energy density and pressure arising from Cµν in (C3) which is linear in φ, are defined

similarly by
−Ct

t[φ]→
1
ϵ2r2

M

ϱC[φ] , −Cr
r[φ]→

1
ϵ2r2

M

PC[φ] (C9)

with
ϱC[φ] = R2 φ + 2

(
2h d2

dx2 +
dh
dx

d
dx

)
(Rφ)

PC[φ] = −R2 φ − 2
h
f

df
dx

d
dx

(Rφ) .

(C10)
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