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We apply a recently developed 24141 decomposition of spacetime, based on a nonorthogonal
double foliation for the study of spherically symmetric, static black hole solutions of Horndeski
scalar-tensor theory. Our discussion proceeds in an effective field theory (EFT) of modified gravity
approach, with the action depending on metric and embedding scalars adapted to the nonorthogonal
2+1+1 decomposition. We prove that the most generic class of Horndeski Lagrangians compatible
with observations can be expressed in this EFT form. By studying the first order perturbation of
the EFT action we derive three equations of motion, which reduce to those derived earlier in an
orthogonal 2+1+1 decomposition, and a fourth equation for the metric parameter A related to
the nonorthogonality of the foliation. For the Horndeski class of theories with vanishing Gs and
G, but generic functions G2 (¢, X) (k-essence) and G4 (¢) (nonminimal coupling to the metric)
we prove the unicity theorem that no action beyond Einstein—Hilbert allows for the Schwarzschild
solution. Next we integrate the EFT field equations for the case with only one independent metric
function and we obtain new solutions characterized by a parameter, which in the simplest cases has
the interpretation of mass or tidal charge, the cosmological constant and a third parameter. These
solutions represent naked singularities, black holes with scalar hair or have the double horizon
structure of the Schwarzschild-de Sitter spacetime. Solutions with homogeneous Kantowski-Sachs
type regions also emerge. Finally, one of the solutions obtained for the function G4 linear in the
curvature coordinate, in certain parameter range exhibits an intriguing logarithmic singularity lying
outside the horizon. The newly derived hairy black hole solutions evade previously known unicity

theorems by being asymptotically nonflat, even in the absence of the cosmological constant.

I. INTRODUCTION

Extensions of general relativity are well-motivated by
its inability to match astrophysical and cosmological ob-
servations unless dark matter and dark energy are intro-
duced, both undetectable otherwise than gravitationally;
the need for an inflationary universe with at least one
scalar added to the gravitational sector; or the study of
the infrared limit of the yet to be developed quantum
theory of gravity. The addition of a scalar field ¢ to the
metric tensor as a gravitational variable is among the
simplest possible modifications. In order to avoid Os-
trogradski instabilities, such theories should be of second
differential order for both the scalar and the tensor. This
condition is satisfied by the Horndeski class of theories
[1, 2]. A more encompassing class of admissible theo-
ries restrict to second order only the evolution of the
degrees of freedom [3, 4]. As the validity of general rela-
tivity has been accurately confirmed on the Solar System
scale, there is need for a mechanism to switch on any of
its modifications only at a larger radius. The viability
of such a Vainshtein mechanism restricts the Horndeski
class |3H7]. The recent confirmation, at least at LIGO
frequencies, that gravitational waves propagate with the
speed of light 8] adds further restrictions [9-12], leaving
as viable theories only the so-called generalized kinetic
gravity braiding [13, [14] subset of Horndeski theories.
This subset however is still fairly rich, especially con-
cerning the dynamics of the scalar.

Such models were extensively investigated in a cos-
mological context, including the junction along spacelike

hypersurfaces [15, [16]. Similar junction conditions hold
for timelike hypersurfaces, while techniques developed for
null hypersurfaces in general relativity |17, [18] were ap-
plied [19] for the case of null junction hypersurfaces of
kinetic gravity braiding models.

Black hole solutions were also sought for in these type
of scalar-tensor theories. The simplest of them is the
Brans—Dicke theory [20], in which the gravitational con-
stant scales with ¢~1 (where ¢ is a massless scalar field)
and a kinetic term X = 0%¢0,¢ couples trough we=!
(with w a parameter) to the curvature part of the action.
Penrose has suggested as early as 1968 that gravitational
collapse (discussed in the Einstein frame) proceeds sim-
ilarly |21]; hence, Brans—Dicke black holes are identical
to general relativistic ones [22] and his no-hair conjec-
ture has been supported in the large w expansion scheme
[23]. Hawking had proven in 1972 that stationary black
hole solutions of the Brans—Dicke theory exist only for
a constant scalar; hence, they are also solutions of the
Einstein field equations [24]. Key in the derivation is
the existence of a horizon, hence this result does not for-
bid stationary stellar solutions different from their gen-
eral relativistic counterparts. In fact, Brans has found in
1962 all spherically symmetric, static vacuum solutions of
the Brans—Dicke theory |25, 26]. However, none of those
with ¢ #const. possess event horizons; instead they have
naked singularities [23]. Solutions were also found in the
stationary, axisymmetric case as generalizations of the
Kerr—Newman family of solutions to the Brans—Dicke—
Maxwell scenario |27-29], and also solutions correspond-
ing to the observer’s two modes of description of the
static electromagnetic field: as axially symmetric mag-


http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.00287v1

netic field or axially symmetric radial electric field [30].
The Kerr-Newman type solution was further analyzed
[31]. Interestingly, when switching off both the rota-
tion and the electric charge, it fails to become spherically
symmetric, a quadrupolar deformation (disappearing for
w — 00, the general relativistic limit) being induced by
the scalar field, which itself exhibits a quadrupolar de-
formation from spherical symmetry. The analysis has
shown that the curvature invariants R, RqsR* and the
Kretschmann scalar RgpeqR%P°? vanish at the horizon
candidate A = 0 when w € (—5/2, —3/2), while they di-
verge otherwise, and concluded that the Kerr—Newman
type solutions of the Brans—Dicke-Maxwell theory in the
above range represent black holes with scalar hair. How-
ever the rest of the curvature invariants (there are 17 in
total, related algebraically by 8 syzygies; see Ref. [32])
were not checked. They also remained unchecked for a
spherically symmetric and static black hole candidate
in Brans-Dicke theory proposed in Ref. [33], based on
the regularity (vanishing) of the Kretschmann scalar on
the horizon. The collapse of collisionless matter to a
black hole in Brans—Dicke theory has been also inves-
tigated numerically [34]. Contrary to general relativity,
in Brans—Dicke theory the Oppenheimer—Snyder collapse
leads to a dynamical black hole, in which the condition
Rapl*1° > 0 (for all null vectors [*) assumed in the deriva-
tion by Hawking can be violated; nevertheless, the end
result is the same as in general relativity [35].

The no-hair theorem for asymptotically flat, static,
spherically symmetric black holes in Brans—Dicke theory
has been extended to multicomponent scalar field con-
figurations [36]. Numerical evidence ruling out spherical
scalar hair of static four-dimensional black holes has been
presented for scalar fields satisfying the Positive Energy
Theorem, with a potential derivable from a superpoten-
tial motivated by supergravity [37].

Brans—Dicke theory has been generalized to include
a potential (allowing for massive scalar fields) and a
scalar field dependent coupling w(¢) (lifting the con-
straint w > 40000 established for a constant w from the
frequency shift of radio photons to and from the Cassini
spacecraft as they passed near the Sun [38]). Question
comes whether in this class of scalar-tensor theories sta-
tionary black holes different from general relativistic ones
could exist.

This has been investigated by Sotiriou and Faraoni,
who extended Hawking’s result to stationary black holes
in this class of theories [39]. When there is no potential,
however w = w (¢) # —3/2 and does not diverge, Hawk-
ing’s original proof still holds. Otherwise they show, that
for stationary and isolated black holes (asymptotically
flat and with a constant ¢y value for the scalar field at
spatial infinity, implying the vanishing of the potential
at infinity through the tensorial equations of motion),
by imposing linear stability for the scalar in the Ein-
stein frame, the scalar field ought to be a constant. Thus
the stationary solutions of these generalized Brans—Dicke
theories include only the general relativistic black holes.

By employing a 14142 decomposition based on kine-
matical quantities, in the particular case of a Klein—
Gordon scalar field w (¢) = ¢/2 with arbitrary potential
and coupled nonminimally to the metric, Ref. [40] con-
firmed, that the Schwarzschild solution implies a constant
scalar field.

Hawking’s no hair theorem in the particular case of
spherically symmetric, static black holes was also gen-
eralized for a wide class of Hordenski theories dubbed
as Galileon, which are invariant under the shift (¢ —
¢+const.) of the scalar field [41], as the radial compo-
nent of the Noether current vanishes (J” = 0) implying
in general the vanishing of the radial derivative of the
scalar field (¢/ = 0); hence, a constant scalar. A notable
exception to this proof was presented in Ref. [42], where
a nontrivial Galileon couples to the Gauss—Bonnet invari-
ant. Another exception arises when the Galileon couples
to the Einstein tensor G, (in the form G“b8a¢8b¢), with
the metric either does (has primary hair) or does not de-
viate from the general relativistic solutions in the pres-
ence of a nontrivial scalar (representing secondary hair)
[43].1 This includes the Schwarzschild black hole unaf-
fected by a time and radial dependent scalar, an example
of a stealth black hole.? Other hairy black holes with
derivative coupling (to the Einstein tensor) were found
in Refs. [55-62], while for coupling to the Gauss—Bonnet
invariant in Refs. [63-67]. Neither of these exceptional
cases are however observationally preferred, as the gen-
eralized kinetic gravity braiding subset has G4 (¢) and
Gs = 0.

Both black holes with primary hair and stealth solu-
tions with nontrivial scalar have been identified in the
framework of generalized kinetic gravity braiding sub-
class with nonvanishing G5 [68]. They evade the no-hair
theorem of Ref. [41] also due to avoiding ¢/ = 0 while
J" =0 holds.

Early investigations of stellar solutions showed that
certain scalar-tensor theories could pass the weak-field
tests; however, the predictions in strong field would dif-
fer from the general relativistic ones, opening the oppor-
tunity of testing them with double pulsar experiments
[69, [70]. Indeed, the scalar field is sourced by the trace
of the energy-momentum tensor of the neutron star and
this spontaneous scalarization affects the dynamics of
the double pulsar. The existence and modifications of
spherically symmetric and static neutron stars in both
f(R) gravity and Brans-Dicke theory with scalar po-

o

In terms of the Horndeski coefficients G;(¢, X) (i = 2,..,5),
where X = 0%p0,¢ is the kinetic term, the occurrence of the
G*8,$0,¢ coupling requires 0G4/0X # 0, while for the lin-
ear coupling to the Gauss—Bonnet invariant, G5 has to include a
contribution proportional to In | X].

Other examples of stealth black holes, with the same metric as
in general relativity, but nonconstant scalar field configurations
were discussed in Refs. [44-53]. Both solutions with primary
hair or secondary hair only (stealth black holes) were identified
in beyond Hordenski theories [54].
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tential were investigated for two particular neutron star
equations of state [71]. The stability of spherically sym-
metric solutions of the cubic covariant Galileon model
with a matter source has been studied in the test scalar
field approximation [72], while the stability of relativis-
tic stars composed of perfect fluid minimally coupled in
the Jordan frame has been analyzed in Ref. [73] for a
subclass of Horndeski theories with linear dependence on
the kinetic term.

In discussing geometries with spherical symmetry, it is
natural to single out a radial direction. Temporal evolu-
tion selects another direction; hence, a 2+141 decompo-
sition of spacetime could be useful. Such a formalism was
developed in Refs. [74, [75] and explored in the context
of braneworlds. It was based on geometrical quantities
characterizing the embedding of the 2-surface: extrinsic
curvatures, normal fundamental forms and normal fun-
damental scalars constructed with both singled-out vec-
tors. Some of them were related to temporal and radial
derivatives of the metric, playing an important role in the
Hamiltonian treatment. The formalism of Refs. |74, [75]
was based on an orthogonal double foliation. This unnec-
essary restriction was lifted in our previous work, Ref.
[76], allowing for the nonorthogonal double foliation of
spacetime. Hence, a new degree of freedom, a measure of
the nonorthogonality, represented by the metric function
N emerged, reestablishing generic gauge invariance. The
price to pay was that the number of geometric embedding
variables is doubled (as there are two orthogonal bases
adapted to each hypersurface normal); nevertheless the
two sets were expressible in terms of each other.

In this paper we apply this 2+1+1 decomposition of
spacetime, based on a nonorthogonal double foliation for
the study of spherically symmetric, static black hole so-
lutions of Horndeski scalar-tensor theory. Our discussion
adopts an effective field theory (EFT) of modified gravity
approach, with the action depending on a set of scalars
characterizing the embedding of the two nonorthogonal
foliations. We summarize the nonorthogonal 24141 for-
malism in Sec. II. and give the relation between the em-
bedding scalars emerging in the two bases in Appendix

A.

In Sec. III we rewrite the Horndeski Lagrangians La_4
into the EFT form, by employing half of the embedding
variables, those adapted to the scalar field gradient.> We
prove in Appendix B the rightness of this choice, as the
Lagrangians are much more complicated in terms of the
other half of variables.

In Sec. IV we present the method to perform the first
order variations of the EFT action, depending on both
metric and embedding variables. We also give both the
intrinsic and embedding variables for a spherically sym-
metric, static background.

3 We do not deal here with the most complicated contribution Ls,
as it makes the Vainshtein mechanism unfeasible.

Section V contains the derivation of the equations of
motion, following the similar procedure developed for the
orthogonal double foliation formalism [77]. As a check,
the Schwarzschild solution is recovered through these
EFT equations from the Einstein—Hilbert Lagrangian,
rewritten in terms of the embedding and metric scalars.
For comparison, in Appendix C we present the alter-
native set of equations of motion obtained in the basis
adapted to the temporal foliation.

In Sec. VI we give the equations of motion for spher-
ically symmetric, static backgrounds in terms of generic
Horndeski functions G (¢, X) and G4 (¢) (but vanishing
G5 and G5) and prove the unicity theorem that no action
beyond Einstein—Hilbert allows for the Schwarzschild so-
lution in this class. With this, we generalize the pre-
viously announced unicity theorem [39] for the case of
spherical symmetry and staticity.

In Sec. VII we discuss the EFT field equations for the
case with only one independent metric function and we
formally integrate them to obtain the metric function in
terms of the nonvanishing Horndeski function Gy (¢).

In Sec. VIII we obtain new solutions characterized by
a parameter, which can be interpreted as mass or tidal
charge in the simplest particular cases, the cosmologi-
cal constant and a third parameter, emerging for various
choices of G4 (¢). These solutions represent naked sin-
gularities, hairy black holes or have the double horizon
structure of the Schwarzschild—de Sitter spacetime. So-
lutions with homogeneous Kantowski-Sachs type regions
also emerge.

In Sec. IX we rewrite these solutions as the confor-
mally related metrics in the Einstein frame.

Finally we give the concluding remarks in Sec. X.

II. NONORTHOGONAL 24141 SPACETIME
DECOMPOSITION: A SUMMARY

This section summarizes the quantities and notations
applied in the nonorthogonal 24141 decomposition of
doubly foliable spacetimes worked out in Ref. [76].
The spacetime is foliated by 3-dimensional spacelike 91,
(x =const.) and timelike S; (¢ =const.) hypersur-
faces, whose 2-dimensional intersection is ;. The 4-
dimensional metric can be decomposed as

Jab = —MNaNp + Mgy + Gap
= —kokp + lolp + gab - (1)

Here n, and [, are normals to S; and 91, , respectively.
The metric tensor on 3, is gqp, while the 1-form m,, (k)
is perpendicular to both X4, and n, (Ia).

The tangent vectors of the coordinate lines ¢ and x in
the (n%m®) basis can be given as

8 “ a a a
(&> = Nn®+ N*+Nm*, (2)

(5)

Mm®* + M* . (3)



Here N is the lapse function while N* (obeying N%m, =
0) and N are the components of the 3-dimensional shift
vector. In addition M is the lapse function of 9/dy in S,
and M? is its 2-dimensional shift vector which is tangent
to 3. The decompositions of 9/9t and 9/dx in the
(k1) basis are

(2) = Yeo e, "
(5)

where § = sinh v, ¢ = cosh ¢ are defined by the Lorentz-
rotation between the two bases,

()-CI0e). o

with rapidity ¥ obeying
N = Ntanh) . (7)

M (—sk® + )+ M* (5)

The covariant derivatives of the normals n%, % to the
hypersurfaces are decomposed in their naturally associ-
ated bases as

Vaony = Ko + 2m(ale) + mempkK + nempL*

_nan (ln N) ) (8)
Vals = Lab + 2k Ly) + kakp £ + Lok K*
~1aDy (IncM) . (9)

Here we have introduced D-derivatives representing co-
variant derivatives of any 4-dimensional tensor 7" "
-++0q

projected onto ¥4, as
Fay.a, _ podi dayy ey
DTy, = 9a9er 9. 9y, +-9p, Vel "ay - (10)

The 2-tensors K., = D,np and Lo, = D,lp are the ex-
trinsic curvatures of ¥, while

Ko = gim™Vena = gim?Van,
Lo = —gih"Vela = —gik'Vale = Ka + Dot (11)
are normal fundamental forms, and
K = m'mVeng ,
L = k%Velg , (12)
the normal fundamental scalars defined by the

hypersurface-orthogonal vectors n® and [*. The corre-
sponding quantities for the basis vectors k% and m® are?

K* = 19V, ky |
L£* = n°nVemy . (13)

4 The embedding variables of the X, surface with respect to the
normals of the hypersurfaces n®, [%, and those with respect to
the complementary orthogonal basis vectors m®, k® will be dis-
tinguished by a star on the latter set.

The vectorial and tensorial embedding variables generate
additional scalars:

x = KK o, A=L%L,,,
8= KK, , ¢=LL,,
K =K%, L=L",. (14)

The covariant derivatives of the complementary basis
vectors m®, k* can also be decomposed in their naturally
associated bases,

Vaky

K;b + laIC;; + Ly + L KF + kol L
kaDy (m g) , (15)

Vaemp = LZb + naﬁz + ko + ngnp L5 4+ menp K
+meDy (In M) | (16)
in terms of the extrinsic curvatures K, = Dyky, L}, =

D,my and quantities defined in a similar manner to the
normal fundamental forms,

Ki = gi°Veka |
L: = —g¥n°Vemg . (17)

Scalars can be formed once again from the embedding
tensors and vectors as

N= L Ly,
¢ = LreLr
L* = L*, . (18)

* *ab 7 *
4 K Kab y
* *q %
& = KK,

K* = K*

a

The scalars introduced for the two bases are intercon-
nected; the starry ones can be expressed in terms of their
unstarred versions together with the metric functions and
their derivatives, as shown in Appendix [Al

III. NONORTHOGONAL 24141
DECOMPOSITION OF THE HORNDESKI
ACTION

We assume that the scalar has nowhere vanishing gra-
dient and it solely depends on Y; hence, it defines a folia-
tion through the ¢=const level hypersurfaces. Hence the
normal to the x=const hypersurfaces can be expressed
in terms of the scalar field gradient,

Vad
\/Y )

where X = gab@agb@bgb is the kinetic term of the scalar
field.

Time evolution along 9/0t proceeds on the y=const
hypersurfaces. In a perturbational setup this can be in-
sured both on the background and after perturbation, by
absorbing the scalar field variation into a proper gauge
choice, dubbed radial unitary gauge |76, [71].

lo =

(19)



Although for discussing the general relativistic Hamil-
tonian dynamics the basis (n®, m®) turned more advan-
tageous, as fewer embedding variables were related to
time derivatives of the metric components |76], Eq. (I9)
clearly indicates that for the purpose of monitoring spher-
ically symmetric, static configurations in scalar-tensor
gravity the (k% 1) basis is better suited.

Hence we proceed in rewriting the second covariant
derivative of ¢ in the (k%,1%) basis,

- VeoV.X
Vavb¢ = ngalb + \/Y [Lab + ﬁkakb

+2K:*l(a/€b) + 2k(a£b) - 2l(an) In (CM)} . (20)

This generalizes Eq. (4.2) of Ref. [77] for the case of
nonorthogonal double foliation.
The Horndeski action is

SH — /d%\/—_gLH , (21)

where the Lagrangian,

5
oS, 22
1=2

is a sum of the contributions
Ly = Ga(¢, X), (23)
providing scenarios with accelerated expansion,
Ly = Gs(¢, X)0g, (24)
enabling the Vainshtein screening-mechanism,
Ly = Ga(¢, X)R — 2Gax (4, X)
X |(@9)* VIV Vio| ,  (25)

the first term of which leads to a time-evolving gravita-
tional constant and the much more involved LE, which
has been disruled by both the requirement of a working
gravitational screening [5-7] and the observation of the
propagation of gravitational waves equaling the speed of
light [8§]. In fact LI was also simplified by the latter
observation, disallowing the X -dependence of G4. Nev-
ertheless, we keep this dependence for the time being as
it does not add considerable difficulty to our calculations.

Now we need to 2+141 decompose the respective parts
of the Horndeski Lagrangian and rewrite them in terms of
the variables employed in the decomposition. The trace
of Eq. (20)) gives the d’Alembertian

E¢:%+ﬁ@—£) (26)

Now LI can be written in a more convenient form fol-
lowing Ref. 4] by taking

G3(¢7X):F3(¢7X)+2XF3X(¢7X)7 (27)

5

then integrating F3(J¢ by parts and using (26) in the
term 2X F3xO¢. Then LY reduces to the sum of

LY =2X32Fyx (L — L) — F3,X (28)

(the same as for orthogonal double foliation in Ref. [7T])
and a covariant 4-divergence, to be dropped.

The curvature scalar R appearing in LYl has to be also
2+1+1 decomposed in terms of embedding variables de-
fined in the (k®,1%) basis. A similar lengthy derivation
to the one employed in deriving Eq. (52) of Ref. [76] for
the (n% m®) basis, here yields

R = R+ K"K}, — L%La, + 2L°L, — K* (K* + 2K*)
N
+L(L—-2L)+2D° (ln T) Dgy1n (eM)

—2V, [D* (InNM) — (K* + K*) k* 4+ (L — £)1%] ,
(29)

which still contains a covariant 4-divergence. One can
get 1id of it by partially integrating in LI (generating
G4y and Gux terms), dropping the emerging covariant
4-divergences in the process, obtaining

LY = Gy (R+ K*®K} — K*2) + 2V X Gy (L — L)
— (G4 = 2XGax) [L®Lap — 2L°L, + 2K*K*

—L?+2LL -2 (D“ In g) D, In (cM)} . (30)

This can be rewritten in terms of the scalars defined in

Egs. ([14), (I8) as
LY = Gy (R+ s — K2) +2VXGuy (L - L)
— (G4 —2XGyx) [N =26+ 2K*K* — L?

+2LL -2 (D“ In %) D,In (cM)} . (31

With this we have almost completed the program of
rewriting the Horndeski Lagrangian (without L) in a
form containing exclusively scalars formed from the met-
ric and embedding variables. The Lagrangian depends
on the metric variables (N, N, M) and the embedding
scalars (IC*, &, K*, »*, L, L, \) related to the (k,!) basis.
It also depends on the scalar ¢, through the unspecified
functions Ga, F3 , G4 and through X. We address the X
dependence of the Lagrangian by employing the expres-
sion of the inverse metric (B3) of Ref. [74] in the coor-
dinate basis. As in the radial unitary gauge ¢ = ¢ (x),
only 3 = (N? = N'?) /N2M? = (¢M)~? matters in cal-
culating

X = 5% (0y0)? = (a—ﬂf) . (32)

Beside the embedding variables the induced curvature
scalar, calculated from the induced metric gqp, also ap-
pears in the formalism. We can assume that gqp is diago-
nal, as all 2-metrics can be diagonalized. Further, such a



metric is locally conformally flat. Globally this might not
be the case as there may be singular points of the con-
formal factor. Hence for spherical symmetry we take any
2-metric conformal to the unit sphere, while for cylindri-
cal symmetry to the plane, in both cases with conformal
factor exp (2¢). The two-metric hence is expressible by
a conformal exponent  alone. On the other hand, the
2-dimensional curvature tensor built from this metric has
only one independent component, the curvature scalar R,
also expressible in terms of the conformal exponent. In
summary, the Horndeski Lagrangian (without LE) only
depends on the generalized coordinates

N7N7M7IC*7E7K*7%*7£7L7A7<7¢ (33)

and their derivatives.

On a technical note, the Horndeski Lagrangian derived
above is much simpler, than the one derivable in the
(n% m®) basis, which is presented in the Appendix [Bl
confirming the rightness of our basis choice.

IV. THE FIRST ORDER VARIATION OF THE
EFT ACTION ON SPHERICALLY SYMMETRIC,
STATIC BACKGROUND

Having the Horndeski action rewritten in terms of the
variables ([B3]) our aim now is to derive the equations of
motion by taking the perturbations of the variables to
first order about a background. We summarize the proce-
dure to be followed below. Quantities on the background
will be denoted by an overbar.

A. First order variation of the action

The variation of the action S = [d*zy/—=gL to first
order formally reads

68 = / dz\/—g —5GA, (34)
I5Ga

where §G 4 = G4—G 4 for any variable G 4 (either related
to the metric and scalar field) on which the action func-
tional depends and 65/0G 4 is the functional derivative
of the action with respect to G 4, evaluated on the back-
ground. For a first differential order dependence of the
action in G4 it can be expressed as the Euler—Lagrange
expression,

\/?W d(v=3L) 5 o (v=gL) '

935G, ~ 9G4 9 (0aGa)

(35)

As /—g does not depend on the derivatives of any
variable,

1, 0(/=gL) 1 —— JL
_gaaa(aaGA) B \/_—ga‘l <\/__98(8GGA)>
- vk (36)

0 (aaGA)

and the functional derivative [BB) can be further ex-
panded as

3S  OL oL _9lnv/—=3
5Ga 0G4 v“a(aaGA)JrL 0Ga (87)

This enables us to write the generic form of the variation
of the action,

552/d4x\/—_§(5L+L61n\/—_g) . (38)

with

5L_<8L _, oL

9G4 d (aaGA)) oGa, (39

and

Sln\/—§ = ‘MST‘C—@)(SGA . (40)

We will employ the expressions ([B8)—(40) in what follows.

On a spherically symmetric, static background we re-
place x by the radial coordinate r and we denote the
derivatives with respect to r by a prime.

When rewriting the Horndeski Lagrangian into the
2+1+1 formalism, most of the variables appeared only al-
gebraically. Even if the action depends on the derivatives
of the variables, hence the last term of Eq. (39) is non-
vanishing, when evaluated on the spherically symmetric
and static background, only the r-dependence survives;
hence,

9L = oL
5L_(8GA—VT8(8TGA)>5GA. (41)

In what follows we further explore the particularities of
the spherically symmetric, static background.

B. Metric and embedding variables on the
spherically symmetric, static background

On the spherically symmetric, static background the
metric can be chosen as

ds® = —N?dt* + M?dr® 4 v* (df? + sin® 0dp*)  (42)
implying that the following relations hold
N*=M*=N=0. (43)

The latter assures that the two bases coincide on the
background and

fa = ko= (~N,0,0,0) .
. '

Mg =



hence
Kr=t=K"=x" =0 (45)
Further,
- 9N
MN
- 1 2
L = —*7ab87‘7a = T
ont? 9 = apy
- 2
A= e (46)
also
1-_
Lab = iLgab (47)

hold. From the 2-dimensional metric expressed in polar
coordinates, gq, = rzdiag(l, sin? 9), the conformal expo-
nent (relating it to the unit sphere) ¢ = Inr is found, also
the simple expression,

j (48)

r2

of the 2-dimensional curvature scalar emerges.

C. The effective field theory type action

The perturbed 2-dimensional metric and the back-
ground metric are related to each other through an in-
finitesimal conformal factor §¢ as

Gab = 626<gab ) (49)

hence, the variation of the 4-dimensional metric and of
the 2-dimensional Ricci scalar, under the assumption of
spherical symmetric background emerges as

d0lny/—g=26¢(+0InN +dlnM , (50)

and
dR=R— R=—2R6( — 2§D, Dyd( . (51)

Based on (B0) and assuming for LEFT the same
functional dependence holds as for the Horndeski La-
grangians, we arrive to the following effective field theory
(EFT) type action

SEFT N N, M, K* &, K*, 5*, L, L, \,(, ¢)] (52)

which can be viewed as a low-energy approximation of a
yet unknown quantum gravity.

Compared to the action (3.1) of Ref. [77] the EFT ac-
tion (B2) does not contain the dependence of the variable
M = M*M,, as it did not appear in the Horndeski ac-
tion; nevertheless, it includes an explicit dependence of
the radial shift A, nonexistent in the formalism of Ref.
[77). Further differences are hidden in the definitions of
the variables (C*, €, K*, »*) which reduce to the corre-
sponding ones (K, R, K, ) of Ref. [77] in the orthogonal
double foliation limit.

V. THE FIELD EQUATIONS ON SPHERICALLY
SYMMETRIC, STATIC BACKGROUND

From the definitions of ¢ and »* given in Eqs. (I4]) and
([IR), respectively, together with their vanishing on the
background the variations ¢ and ds*are second order,
to be dropped from the first order variation leading to
the equations of motion. The X-dependence ([B2) of the
Horndeski Lagrangians (23), (28) and (BI]) brings in ¢’,
also additional M- and N-terms. Furthermore, the Horn-
deski Lagrangians do not depend on the derivatives of
any of the remaining geometric variables with the excep-
tion of the —2 (D?In &) Dy In (¢M) term in L' which
is again second order on the background (on which N and
M have only radial dependence, hence DN and D,M
are each first order).

As a result, for the purpose of first order variation we
can assume the Lagrangian in the form [we do not explore

yet Eq. (D),

LEFT (NN, M, K*,K*, L, L\, R, ¢,¢') ,  (53)
with
SLPFT = LYFTON + LYTON + L oM

+LEFTSICr + LEF T se + LEETS K™
+ LEFT 55 4 LEFTSL 4 LEFTSL
+LYFTSA+ LT TSR+ L 6¢ . (54)

where for all geometric variables Gg we denote

grr _ O(LPFT)

LQB 9Gx (55)

and for the scalar

LEPT M;ZT) - \/1__§ar (ﬁa(g—j’”) . (56)

These are nothing but the expansion coefficients from Eq.
I, taking into account that there is no dependence
on the derivatives of the geometric variables Gg of the
Lagrangian (53).

Now we proceed to compute the variation of the action
BY) with the contributions (B4)-(Ga). From Eqs. (4],
[@6) and D), to first order,

oA = 2 5L (57)
Mr
thus,
/ d*a/—g (LFTSL+ LYFT6N) = / d*a/GgMNFSL

(58)
where we have replaced /—g by its background value, as
0L is already first order and the quantity,

2
F=LE 4 I3 (59)



defined similarly as in Ref. [77], is evaluated on the back-
ground.

Next from Eqgs. @) and (46)

L = Vl*+L+6L,
- o,N 2
L = A4 —
5 [v TR M}+6£ (60)

From Eqgs. {@)—() for any scalar G its directional deriva-
tive can be expressed as
1

G o= |29, 4+ —
VoG = [Nat+ 270

1 a 5 a .
- (WM + N )p] G (61)

thus,

i 1
19V F = —8,F . 2
VoF = 270 F (62)

Also the expansion of ¢ on the background gives ¢ =
coshyp =1+4%/2+0 (1/)4); thus, one can safely replace
it by 1 in a first order calculation. Inserting Eq. (60) in
Eq. (B]), employing integration by parts and Eq. (62)
we obtain

/d%«/—g}'éL =

/ d'z [VGMNY, (FI*) - 0, (VGNF)|
+ / d*z/GMN (?\Z]: > . (63)

Further as [* = (O, M~10, O) and exploring
V=i = V=i(1-6mv=3) ,

- 1 /2 O.N
Vol = = [ =+ =),
M \r N
the variational term (G3)) can be rewritten as a total co-
variant divergence and a sum of variations M, L and

0ln+/—g:

/d‘*:v\/—g]-"&L =
/d%\/—g@a (ff“&ln\/—g)
_ = (OpF
+ / d*z\/GgMN (M? )
- / d*z8, (VGNF) 6In\/—g . (64)
From the relations among embedding variables and co-

ordinate derivatives, given as Eqs. (35) and (36) of Ref.
[76], the variation £ can be expressed as

0N _ 06N 0N (6N MY o
N> T MN "MN\N " M)’

oL =—

The variation d K* and 6K* are also related, since
/d%\/ gL K" = /d%\/—g Va (LEETEY)
/d4x\/ gLEETSKCr .

(66)
In addition from Eq. (35) of Ref. [76] we find
sicr = M (67)
MN

These generate 0; [\/f] (LE*FT — L%ET)] as the prefactor
of dM in the first order variation of the action, which
vanishes on a static background.

Finally, the variation the action with respect to the
geometrical variables takes the form,

56 SEFT — §,8EFT 4

¢S{m) /d T a {LEFT

+ [LEFT + NLEFT

MN

2
EFT EFT
+2 [L - 5Lk

1 /2 O.N
Y (;-i— = +(9r> }'} 5C} , (68)
where

5gS(m" = /d%\/—gm [}'Zaéln\/—g

(LEFT

1 /2 O.N ON
i (; N )ng] ~
(EEFT+MLEFT
o.N oM
MT) M

oM
LE{:_'T ko
o) o2

JON 6N
W] (o

+LEFT]€a
— (F+LE™) <k

is a boundary term. In the derivation we have used that
VG =r?sinf and

T 27
/ de / doy/GDa (g*°Dys¢) =0 . (70)
0 0

(The integral being a covariant divergence can be trans-
formed to another integral on the boundary of the sphere,
which is zero.) The field equations arising from (G8) are

LT =0, (71)

_ - 1 /2 O.N
LEFT+NLEFT+E<;+ 5 +8T>LEFT_0,
(72)



o,N 2F
==L - = =0, (73

EEFT MLEFT el i
M TN Mr

_ 2 1 /2 o.N
[EFT _ 2 [EFT _ _ (2 T - =0. 4
2R M \r + N o) F=0. (1)

Finally, the variation of the action with respect to the
scalar field results in the Euler-Lagrange equation:

(rMNLEFTY = 2 NINLEFT | (75)

We note that for the Horndeski Lagrangians (23), (28]
and (3T]), whenever an orthogonal double foliation is cho-
sen on the background, A" becomes first order and ¢, con-
taining only N2, of second order. As the only place N
enters these Lagrangians is through ¢, Eq. ([{I]) becomes
trivial. Then the dynamical equations are only (72)-[75]).
Despite starting with a modified set of variables and em-
ploying a nonorthogonal double foliation, Eqs. (T2))-(74)
are identical with those derived in the orthogonal dou-
ble foliation [77]. For more generic, beyond Horndeski
LEFT however, Eq. (7I) may carry information.

For comparison, Appendix C also enlists the equations
of motion obtained in the (n,m) basis. There, the ana-
log of Eq. (1) is nontrivial. The other equations are
quite similar, but expressed in the complementary set of
variables.

A. Derivation of the Schwarzschild solution from
the EFT form of the Einstein—Hilbert action

As a check of the equations derived we first derive the
Schwarzschild solution of general relativity. As in this
case there is no scalar field, Eq. ((0) is trivially satisfied
and in light of the closing remark of the previous section
Eq. ([T is also trivial. For Eqgs. (2)-(T) one needs
the Einstein—Hilbert Lagrangian density LFH up to first
order perturbations on static and spherically symmetric
background. The twice-contracted Gauss equation (29)
in the (k, 1) basis contains bilinear expressions of K*, KC*,
which due to Eq. (@) are second order. We can also
drop a covariant four-divergence term; hence,

LEH =R XN+ L(L-2L), (76)
which on the background gives

- 2 2 4N’
e - =2, = 4
72 + M2r2 ~ MZ2Nr

Using Eqs. {#6)—E8) and (&9), the field equations reduce
to

(77)

_ M
M?-14+2r— =0, 78
M

N

M2—1—2r%:0, (79)

v oM (1 N
—(rN') == (-+=)=0.
(rN') =7 (T+ N) 0 (80)

The first two equations immediately give
No M. (81)

The proportionality coefficient can be chosen as 1 by re-
defining the coordinate r. Then the left-hand side of Eq.
[®Q) can be rewritten as

L) (; n %) - % (52)

such that Eq. [80) immediately gives

N2=K(1—g> : (83)

r

The factor K can be chosen as 1 by redefining the time
coordinate, and the weak field limit leads to C = 2m.

VI. EFT EQUATIONS OF MOTION FOR
NONMINIMALLY COUPLED K-ESSENCE

In this section we discuss the Horndeski theories with
G3 = G5 = 0, generic Gz (¢, X) (k-essence) and G4(¢)
(nonminimal coupling to the metric).

The Lagrangian density at first order in perturbations
on static and spherically symmetric background reduces
to

LEFT = Gy (¢, X) 4+ Ga(¢) (R— A+ L* —2LL)
+2VXGuy (¢) (L - L) . (84)

On the background

The nontrivial field equations (72)—(T4) are

B M’ r2 M2 _
M?-142%r—=— |——G
LY G4[ 2 2
2 M -,
+<;—ﬁ+ar) (G4¢¢)] , (86)
N 2 [ M?_
M?—1-2r—=— |——
r G4|: ) G2
2 N/ ~ / /2 A
+<;+W>G4¢¢ + ¢“Gax | , (87)



and
T M (1 N’ r2 [M?
_ N/ _ QT - __ - | =
v (V) TM<7°+N> 04[2G2
1 N M _
(e ) (G| 88
<T+N 7T >(4¢¢)] (88)

while the scalar equation (75) becomes

N , . " 2MN N [_ 2r N’
—¢'G - Gap=—= |[M*—1-—
(5o cax) =1 | 2

M
M (2 N\ ,N"T
g (0 F) ) @

For G4 = ¢ and Gy = 3X/2¢ — V (¢) the system
®4) reproduces f (R)-gravity |78], while the even more
generic setup with G4 = ¢ and Ga = —w (¢) X — V (9)
was considered by Sotiriou and Faraoni [39]. Imposing
asymptotic flatness and the vanishing of V (¢) at infin-
ity, also forbidding linear instabilities of the scalar in the
Einstein frame, they proved that i) the scalar field ought
to be constant (then the conformal factor is also constant
and asymptotic flatness also holds in the Einstein frame),
ii) V(¢) = 0 holds in the entire spacetime; therefore
G2 = 0. With these, the surviving theories are described
by the Einstein—Hilbert action.

The consistency of the EFT formalism discussed above
can be also verified by imposing the outcome of the
Sotiriou-Faraoni unicity theorem, Gy = 0 = ¢ lead-
ing to the Einstein-Hilbert action. With these conditions
the right-hand sides of Eqgs. (86)-(89) vanish, hence they
are the same as Eqs. (8)-({&0), leading immediately to
the Schwarzschild solution. Since ¢’ = 0 and Gy = 0
the left-hand side of the scalar equation (89)) vanishes.
On the right-hand side the coefficient of Gy, is a lin-
ear combination of the left-hand sides of Eqs. (§7), (8])
and (N'/N 4 M'/M). For the Schwarzschild solution
the first two obviously vanish, while the third vanishes

due to Eq. ().

A. Unicity theorem for the Schwarzschild solution

The equations for the geometric variables (86)—(88)) re-
duce to the corresponding ones for the Schwarzschild so-
lution, Eqgs. (8)-(80), whenever the conditions,

M2 _ 2 M _

Se= (2o G o) (Cud) . 0
M? 2 N\ - _
TG2 = (; + W) G4¢¢I + ¢I2G2X , (91)

M, = (1 + NW - Mﬁ * 6T) (Gapd’)  (92)
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hold. Taking the difference of Eqs. (@2)) and ([@0) one
gets

N1\ -

As for the Schwarzschild solution the first factor does not
vanish, G4g¢’ = Gy = 0; hence G, is a constant. Then
from Eq. (@2)) G2 = 0 also follows.

With this, we proved the following unicity theorem.
In the Horndeski class of theories with generic Gz (¢, X)
and G4 (¢) functions (but Gs and G5 vanishing) only the
Einstein-Hilbert action can allow for the Schwarzschild
solution.

VII. A CLASS OF EXACT SOLUTIONS FOR
NONMINIMALLY COUPLED K-ESSENCE

We continue our discussion in the framework of Horn-
deski theories with G3 = G5 = 0, generic G2 (¢, X) (k-
essence) and G4(¢) (nonminimal coupling to the metric)
by imposing

N=M"1, (94)

thus, allowing for only one undetermined metric func-
tion. With this choice in the weak and stationary field
limit there is only one potential appearing in the metric.
If that deviates only slightly from the Newtonian poten-
tial, both Solar System and gravitational lensing tests of
general relativity could be reproduced. One can rewrite
the line element in the Eddington-Finkelstein forms

ds® = —N?du®—2dudr+7? (d6>+sin’ 0dp?)
= —N2dv?+2drdv+r* (d*+sin® 0dp?) , (95)

with 7* = [ dr/N? (r) the tortoise coordinate, u = t —r*
and v =t + r* as the retarded (outgoing) and advanced
(ingoing) time, respectively. For outgoing radial light
rays in the ingoing Eddington—Finkelstein coordinates
dr/dv = N?/2; hence at N = 0 there is an apparent
and event horizon.

With the choice ([@4]), Eqs. [B6)—(89) reduce to

2
L= N? - (N2 = [_1(;2

Gy | 2
oN2  (N?) _
+<T+%+Nzar> (Gagd)| » (96)
2
v S NV Al B
1-N T(N)_QMGQ
aN2 (N _ o
+( . +%> Gigd' + N2¢?Gox | (97)




o] e

> TG 2@
- (8 () 4 5%0,) (Guo)] . 9

and

r2
2

,[PeT
2

(T2N2¢Isz)/ - GQ¢

=|1-N?*>—r(N?) G . (99)

Both for the left-hand side of Eq. (@8]) and the right-hand
side of Eq. ([@3) we have explored Eq. ([82). By taking
the difference of Eqs. (@6]) and ([@T) the following simple

equation emerges:
_ , _
(Gap¢') = ¢"Gax .

Taking the sum of Egs. (@€) and (@8) and multiplying
by G4 one obtains an equation with only G4 and N,

(100)

2 (n2)’ !
[1—]\72—7"(]\72)/} G4+ <7r (12\[ ) G4> =rN?G

(101)
which can be rewritten as

= N2 /7‘4(_;4
Ca=- [(r_?) 2

with the solution

G2 TQ r do g _
=t [ s [ anGuo ) - 09)

!/

: (102)

With this, the metric is fully determined in terms of Gy
and two integration constants. Then Eqs. (I00) and (99)
give Gox and Gag, respectively, while G itself is given

by Eq. (@1).

VIII. BLACK HOLE, NAKED SINGULARITY

AND HOMOGENEOUS SOLUTIONS

Let us explore a few particular cases of the general
solution derived in the previous section.

A. Constant Gy

Assuming G4 = (167TG)_1 a constant, a minimal cou-
pling of constant scalar and metric is realized, hence the
Einstein and Jordan frames coincide. In this case the
metric function becomes

N2=1-"2—-Ar?. (104)
T
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Here m and A are integration constants and we ob-
tained the Schwarzschild—de Sitter metric for A > 0 and
Schwarzschild—anti de Sitter metric for A < 0. Then
Eq. (I00) gives ¢'Gax = 0. With ¢/ = 0 also X = 0
holds, hence Gox = 0. Next Eq. (@) yields Gog = 0,
yielding G to a constant, to be found from Eq. (@7)
as Go = —6A/(167G). Thus Gy contributes a cosmo-
logical constant term to the action. This is why the
Schwarzschild—(anti) de Sitter metric emerged.®

B. The case G4 =¢p=r

When both G4 and its inverse are regular, G, can
be identified with the scalar [39]. If further, the scalar
is a monotonic function of the radial coordinate with a
nowhere vanishing derivative, it can be chosen as the ra-
dial coordinate itself. Here we explore the case when the
scalar is the curvature coordinate. The metric function
in this case becomes

_ 1 Q

N2:§+T—2—Ar2. (105)
Here Q and A are integration constants, interpreted as
tidal charge and cosmological constant. The metric has a
curvature singularity in the origin and evades asymptotic
flatness due to the term 1/2 even in the absence of the
cosmological constant, as

.2
0
Jlim R(’W T= 27 lim Rgy, =2 (106)
A=0 A=0

Equation (I00) gives Gox = 0. Next Eq. (@) yields
Gay = —12A — 1/r?, which easily integrates to

G2 (¢) = —12A¢ + % .

Equation ([@7) fixed the integration constant to zero.

(107)

1. Horizons

The metric function N2 vanishes for

, 1+I¥I6QA
Me= T x

provided 16QA > —1. In this range for A > 0 and Q < 0
there are two positive roots, hence horizons. The metric
function N2 is positive only between them. In this case
the metric represents a Kantowski-Sachs type homoge-
neous solution inside the smaller horizon, a spherically

5 In another context, in the particular case of a constant G4 and
G2 (X) Ref. |62] also arrived to a constant G2, leading to the
Schwarzschild—(anti) de Sitter metric.



symmetric, static black hole in between, while outside
the larger, cosmological horizon it is homogeneous again,
asymptotically approaching anti de Sitter.

For A < 0 and @ > 0 there is no horizon hiding the
central singularity.

For A < 0 and @ < 0 there is a positive root (hence
horizon) at

1 [/1—IT+16QA

T3 A
Above this horizon N? > 0 and below N? < 0; hence the
solution represents a spherically symmetric, static black
hole with homogeneous interior.

Finally, for A > 0 and @ > 0 a horizon appears at

1 [1+ VIFI6QA

275 A

Then N? > 0 holds below the anti de Sitter type cosmo-
logical horizon.

(108)

(109)

C. The case G4y = ¢ =1r°

The metric function becomes

_ 1 C
2 _ A2
N _1+a+—r1+0‘ Are |

(110)

with C and A integration constants. This metric includes
the previous two cases for « = 0,1 (with C' = 2m, @ in
these cases, respectively). Here we allow all & > 0; hence
the metric is singular in the origin. The metric has a
curvature singularity in the origin and evades asymptotic
flatness when a # 0, even in the absence of the cosmo-
logical constant, as

.2
0
lim Ry, % = —— , lim Ry,,% = — 0’ . (111
i Ry ® = T fim R, = =S ()
Then Eq. (I00) gives
_ —1
Gox = 2 (112)
ar®

Next Eq. @) gives

- 202r*=2  a(a—1)C
G =
2 1+« * 73

—2(3+2a+a2)/\r0‘.

(113)
In the particular case « = 1 Eq. ([I07) is recovered,
while for a« = 0 the desired cosmological constant type

contribution to the action emerges.
From Eq. ([@9) we find

5~ 2 ala=1)C
Gag = Tra e e 6(a+1)A. (114)
With
T,20¢—2

X:N2 2 _ 2
¢ @ 14+«

+Cro—3 — Ar2"> . (115)
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Eq. ([[I3) can be rewritten in terms of the scalar field
and kinetic term as
~ a—1X

G = E+a¢"%2—(6+5a+a2)/&¢,

which correctly reproduces both Gax and GQ¢. Fora=1
we recover Eq. ([I07) while for o = 0 (taking into account
that X o« o? and for constant G4 the scalar is also a
constant) the cosmological constant type contribution to
the action reemerges.

(116)

1. Discussion of the horizons

The location of the horizons is determined by

1

At —
R

rite 4+ C=0. (117)

For A = 0 and for C < 0 there is one real solution, hence
horizon at

r="-1+a)C.

Similarly, for C'= 0 and A > 0 a horizon can be found at

(118)

r— m . (119)

For A # 0 and integer o the number of positive real roots
is given by the Descartes’ rule of sign. According to it
for A negative and C positive there is no horizon. When
A and C have identical signs, a horizon exists. When A
is positive and C' negative there is either no horizon or
there are two horizons, according to this rule.

D. The linear case G4 = ¢ = A (1 + Br)

With two integrations the metric function (I03) be-
comes

_ 2
N? = 143Bm -2 _B(1+6Bm)r — Ar?
T

Br
1+ Br

—B*(1+6Bm)r?In , (120)

where m and A are integration constants. The case B =0
reproduces the earlier found Schwarzshild—(anti) de Sit-
ter metric. Asymptotically the last term of Eq. (I20)
vanishes and the solution approaches (anti) de Sitter with
the cosmological constant A. The independent, nonva-
nishing components of the Riemann tensor at spatially
infinity for A = 0 are

. 0 . 0 __ 22
lim Ry, " =—3Bm, lim Ry, ,” =3Bmsin“0 ,
A=0

A=0
(121)
hence a nonvanishing parameter B obstructs asymptotic
flatness.



Equation ([00) gives G2x = 0 (unless B = 0, a case
already discussed). Then Eq. ([@7) yields

GQ 3m32
— = ————— —3(1+2Br)A
2A r(1+ Br) 3(1+2Br)
_ B?[11+72mB + 12 (1 + 6mB) Br]
2(1+ Br)
_ap2
3B*(146mB)(14+2Br)In B ,(122)
or in terms of the scalar,
- 6mA2B?
= — —6(20—A)A
G ) 6(2¢ — A)
5 (A
+AB 5—12 (14+6mB)
2 p—A
—6B° (1+6mB) (29— A) In 3 , (123)

and Eq. (@9) is also verified.

1. Horizons and singularities

Although the leading terms of (I20)) at low r/m val-
ues may be negative, for negative A and positive B the
cosmological and logarithmical terms are positive, domi-
nating the behavior of the metric at larger distances. To
illustrate this we plot the metric function with Bm =1
on Fig. [ In the parameter range with negative A
this represents a new spacetime with one horizon. For
positive values of A there is no horizon, N? < 0 and a
Kantowski-Sachs type geometry emerges.

A similar plot for Bm = —1 is represented on Fig.
There a horizon emerges for all values of A, nevertheless
an intriguing feature shows up. Outside the horizon there
is a singularity generated by the blowing up of the loga-
rithmic term in Eq. (I20). Outside the logarithmic sin-
gularity the spacetime is spherically symmetric for neg-
ative Am? values, while in the positive regime another
horizon appears, rendering the spacetime homogeneous
outside it.

The metric coefficient for Am? = —1 is represented as
function of the radial distance and the parameter Bm on
Fig. Bl For positive Bm values the black hole structure
emerges again. For negative values of Bm the logarithmic
singularity (positive for Bm < —1/6, negative otherwise)
appears outside the horizon, at Br = —1. This feature
has already been encountered on Fig. 2

We illustrate this singularity for Bm = —1 and Am? =
—1 on Fig. @l We checked that both the Ricci curvature
scalar and the Kretschmann scalar diverge at the log-
arithmic singularity, confirming the singularity is not a
coordinate artifact.
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r/m -0 Am

FIG. 1: The metric function N? represented as function of
the radial distance from the central singularity (in units of
mass) and of the parameter Am?, for Bm = 1. For negative
values of A the singularity is hidden by a horizon (represented
by the intersection of N? with the zero plane, depicted in
sky blue). For positive values of A the metric function stays
negative, representing a homogeneous spacetime with central
naked singularity.

IX. THE EINSTEIN FRAME DESCRIPTION OF
THE SOLUTIONS

In the previous section we have identified black hole,
naked singularity and homogeneous solutions for the sim-
ple Horndeski-type action

sP = [ e/ 75 [Ga (6. +Gi 0 B] L (12)

with the ansatz (@4]) of only one independent metric func-
tion. For nonconstant (g4 this action is in Jordan frame,
the natural frame of the Horndeski-type theories. The
advantage of the Jordan frame is that only the metric
couples to matter (minimally), however the coupling of
the metric and scalar is intricate.

By a conformal transformation go, = 2§, the expres-
sion v/—gR generates Q’Q\/—_’g\ﬁ as the only curvature
term [79]. In order to ensure a minimal coupling of the
scalar to the metric tensor, hence achieve the Einstein
frame, the conformal factor Q% = G4 (¢) > 0 should be
chosen. The line element conformal to (A2) in the Ein-
stein frame becomes

—

ds® = —N2dt* + M2dF® + 72 (d6° + sin® d®) , (125)

. . ~  AF1/2
with the new curvature coordinate 7 = G4/ r and new
metric functions

M2

N2=G,N?, M2= (126)

145 wa)]
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/m

FIG. 2: The metric function N? represented as function of the
radial distance from the central singularity (in units of mass)
and of the parameter Am?, for Bm = —1. For all values of
A the central singularity is hidden by a horizon (represented
by the intersection of N2 with the zero plane, depicted in sky
blue). Another, logarithmic singularity is generated outside
the horizon, rendering the spacetime to a naked singularity.
Outside the logarithmic singularity the spacetime is spheri-
cally symmetric for negative Am? values, while after stepping
into the positive regime, another horizon appears, the space-
time becoming homogeneous outside it.

In deriving these we have employed the identity
1 7dnG
_ 1 _rdhnG (127)
1+ % (InGy) 2 dr
For the special cases discussed in Sec. [VIII] the metric be-

comes more complicated in the Einstein frame, as shown
in Table[l

QZZG4Z¢HEq. forN2| E | M2
(167G) ™" (@4 e V? N2
Ta (m) Ta]\_]2 (2+40¢)2 N—2
A(+Br) || @D |A(1+Br)N?|AHDD, N2

TABLE I: The metric in Einstein frame in the particular cases
investigated, the Einstein frame and Jordan frame curvature

coordinates being related as 7 = rGi/ %

X. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper we have explored the recently devel-
oped 2+1+1 decomposition of spacetime @], based on
a nonorthogonal double foliation, for the study of spher-
ically symmetric, static solutions of a particular subclass
of the Horndeski scalar-tensor theory. This subclass con-
tains k-essence models nonminimally coupled to the met-
ric (however the coupling depends only on the scalar field,
not its derivatives).
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FIG. 3: The metric function N? represented as function of the
radial distance from the central singularity (in units of mass)
and of the parameter Bm, for Am? = —1. For all values of
B the central singularity is hidden by a horizon (represented
by the intersection of N? with the zero plane, depicted in
sky blue). For negative values of B however a logarithmic
singularity appears outside the horizon along the hyperbola
Br = —1. This singularity is positive for Bm < —1/6 (de-
picted), and negative for —1/6 < Bm < 0 (consequently for
r > 6).

40

301
20 -
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FIG. 4: The metric function N? represented as function of
the radial distance from the central singularity (in units of
mass), for Bm = —1 and Am? = —1. The logarithmic sin-
gularity appears outside the horizon, which hides only the
central singularity.

We started the analysis by employing the approach of
the effective field theory (EFT) of modified gravity, in
which the action is conceived as a functional of a suffi-
ciently large set of scalars, constructed from metric and
embedding variables, all adapted to the nonorthogonal
2+1+1 decomposition. The choice of variables roughly
followed and generalized the earlier analysis m], per-
formed in the orthogonal double foliation particular case,
with the notable inclusion of a nonorthogonality param-



eter.

First, we proved that the class of Horndeski La-
grangians with G5 = 0 (the inclusion of the latter would
be incompatible with observations) can be expressed
in this EFT form (in terms of the scalars constructed
from the metric and embedding variables adapted to the
nonorthogonal double foliation).

Next, by studying the first order perturbation of the
EFT action, we derived three equations of motion for the
metric and embedding variables, which reduce to those
derived earlier in an orthogonal 2+1+1 decomposition,
and a fourth equation for the metric parameter A related
to the nonorthogonality of the foliation. An additional
equation emerged for the scalar field. As a check, we
recovered the Schwarzschild solution for the Einstein—
Hilbert action rewritten in this framework.

Then, for the Horndeski class of theories with vanishing
G3 and G5, but generic functions G (¢, X) (k-essence)
and G4 (¢) (scalar field dependent nonminimal coupling
to the metric) we proved the unicity theorem, according
to which no action beyond Einstein—Hilbert allows for the
Schwarzschild solution. With this, for a spherical sym-
metric and static setup, we extended the unicity theorem
previously announced in the literature, which applies for
a function Gs linear in X (asymptotycally homogeneous
in X) and asymptotical flatness.

After that, we integrated the EFT field equations for
the case with only one independent metric function. We
assumed G4 (¢) = ¢, while G3 (¢, X) was fixed by the
equations of motion. We discussed in particular scalar
fields with polynomial and linear radial dependences, ob-
taining new solutions characterized by mass, tidal charge,
a parameter generalizing both, the cosmological constant
and an additional parameter. We have also written them
up as conformally related metrics in the Einstein frame.

These solutions represent naked singularities, black
holes or have the double horizon structure of the
Schwarzschild—de Sitter spacetime. Solutions with ho-
mogeneous Kantowski—Sachs type regions also emerged.
Finally, one of the solutions obtained for the function G4
linear in the curvature coordinate in certain parameter
range exhibits an intriguing logarithmic singularity lying
outside the horizon. All these solutions were asymptot-
ically nonflat (even when the cosmological constant was
switched off). Hence, the black hole solutions evade pre-
viously known unicity theorems, and exhibit scalar hair.
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Appendix A: The relation among the scalar
variables in the two bases

From Table ITI. and Eqs. (34) of Ref. [76], the tensorial
and vectorial embedding variables turn out to be related
as

N 1
ab — z (Kab +5Lab) 5

N 1
ab — z(Lab_sKab) 5

N
K: = /ca+§Da1n—

M’
5 N
L = Lo+ -Dgln— Al
a TP gy (A1)

from which the relations connecting the sets of scalars

(@) and (I8]) emerge:

P %2 (50 + 25K L™ + %))
1

\F = c—2(/\—25KabLab+52%) ,
5 N 5\2 N\?
* = 2°K*Dyln— + (=) (Doln— )
& K+ c’C ncM+(c) ( ncM>
. 5 N 52 N\?
E = B+2E£ Dalncﬂ—f—(z) (Dalncﬂ> N
1
K* = —(K+sL)
1
L* = —(L-sK) . (A2)

where (D, F)? = (D F) (D*F) for any function F.
Similarly, the scalars (I2) and ([I3) are related through

X 1 “ N
K* = ;(K—sﬁﬂ—ﬁ(&x—M Da) (_> ,

N
. 1 c? " N
L = ; (EIC + ﬁ) + N (8t — N Da) (W) . (A3)

These emerge from Table III. of Ref. |76] and the inverse
relations

1 /0\* s1 [0\ 1 51
N i _ _pNo© 2 Mo
TN (8t> <M <ax> AP Ve

1N 1



and

s (O\" 1 (90" s 1
o= 2 (2 (2} 2N e
N <6t> Tar <6x) N M ’

e O\ o .
of Egs. @)-(), giving
a a __ i i ¢ _ a
o 48]
a a C2 8 “ a

Finally, from the last equality of Eq. (IJ) one obtains

R=t—-23L°D, <%/) + ¢t {Da <%[)]2 (A7)

Remarkably, in the particular subcase of orthogonal fo-
liations (s = 0 = N and ¢ = 1) all starry scalars coincide
with their unstarred versions in Eqs. (A2) and (A3J),
while Eq. (A7) implies a further simplification & = ¢,
further reducing the number of independent scalars.

For nonorthogonal foliations the number of indepen-
dent embedding scalars is reduced to 7 by Eqs. (A2)-
(A7), which also involve the three metric components N,
M, and V.

Appendix B: The decomposed Horndeski
Lagrangian in the (n,m) basis

We give in this appendix the expressions of O¢ and
LI in terms of the kinematical quantities arising in the
(n,m) basis. For this first we calculate

Va@b¢ = Sﬁ (Kab + 2m(a/Cb) + mempK — ngap
+ngmp L) + VX (LEy + na Ly + npKa
+nanp L5+ mabj + menpK) + VX1V,s

- 1
+VXmp Ve + X (smq + emy) (snp + o)

XVeoV X + VX (snp + cmp) (sn° + em®)

X (na@cs—i—ma@cc) +VX (cng + smy)

X (515 + cmp) (K — L) + VX (snp, + cmp)
x [s¢ (Ko — £3) +5°Dq (InN)

—*Dy (InM)] . (B1)

Hence,

C¢ = %4—\/}[5(1(—1—16)

+c(L* = L)+ (en® + sm?) V, } (B2)
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and

’

o = a, [R + KK — L3, L — K2 4 (L*)?
+2VX Gy [s (K +K) +c¢(L* - L)

+¢? (en® + sm®) @aﬂ

— (G4 —2XGux) 2KK + 207 L

2 (IC“ + c2D“§) (ICa n c2Da§)

+2¢% (¢K + sL*) (sn® + em®) @ag

—2¢% (¢L*+sK) (en® 4+ sm®) V,

N
-Db (m T) Dyln (cM)]
+2XGux [°Kap K® + 2L, L™ — 6° K

—2(L*)? + 2scL7, K — 25cL*K} . (B3)

These equations, when compared with Eqs. (28) and
1), clearly show that the Hordenski action takes simpler
form in terms of the kinematical quantities defined in the
(k,1) basis. This is because the scalar function ¢ depends
only on x; therefore it is adapted to [°.

Appendix C: The field equations in the (n,m) basis

By choosing the (n,m) basis as primary, the action is
naturally rewritten as depending on the variables

SEFT) (NN, M, K, & K, 3, L, L* \*, R, ¢] . (CL)

This action depends on the scalar ¢, the metric vari-
ables (N, N, M), the induced curvature scalar R and the
embedding scalars (K, R, K, 5, £L*, L*, \*) related to the
(n,m) basis. Beside switching the starry / nonstarry
variables when going from the (k,l) basis to the (n,m)
basis the only step needing additional explanation is the
change of the variable ¢ into K, as the complementary
variables £* into K* are not formed from normal fun-
damental forms. Note that cf. Appendix [A] the set
(K, R, K, 3, L*, L*, \*) cannot be transformed to the al-
ternative set (K*, ¢, K*, »*, L, L, \) employed in the main
part of the paper without the use of the new variables
KoL and £°D, (AW/) appearing in the transformations

(A2) and (A7), respectively.

A similar variation procedure of the EFT action (CI)



as described in Sec. [V]yields the following field equations:

EFT(2)
LEFT@) O (TzLjC_ ) 2 0
N r2NM rNM ’
EFT(2)
LEFT() | NL%FT(Q) n DTLL_* —0,
M
_ _ 2F@  9.N
LEFT(2) | jppBFT@) _ 27 _ L L EFTR)
+ Moy rM ~ MN ’
EFT(2
gerre _DFO g0
M r2 ’
where
2 0,N
D, = - L aru
r + N +
2
F@ _ LffT(Q) + WLiFT(z) ' (C3)
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It is not simple to show the equivalence of these to the set
[)-([4), although the last three equations are formally
quite similar in the two approaches and both reduce to
the same set in the orthogonal double foliation limit. The
comparison is nontrivial as LFFT and LEFT(2) depend on
different sets of variables (and there is need for additional
variables to relate them, as emphasized above). Beside
also they differ by total covariant divergencies (obvious
from the procedure they were derived). Taking into ac-
count these should lead to the same set of solutions.
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