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Abstract

We obtain an exact Λ-vacuum solution in the pure Gauss-Bonnet gravity with NUT charge in six
dimension, with horizon having the product topology of S(2) × S(2). We discuss its horizon and
singularity structure, and consequently arrive at parameter windows for its physical viability. It turns
out that for the curvatures to remain function of r alone for NUT black hole spacetime, horizon
topology has to be product of S(2) spheres. This is true for Einstein as well as for pure Gauss-Bonnet
gravity, and perhaps would hold good for higher order pure Lovelock as well.

1 Introduction

With the recent developments in testing general relativity in various observational aspects [1–6], the urge to
explore alternative theories of gravity receives major scientific attention. While it is of particular interest
to study these scenarios with observational implications [7, 8], there also exists sufficient motivation to
obtain new black hole (BH) solutions in these theories of gravity [9]. It is a general belief that deviation
from general relativity is expected to have higher curvature corrections terms [10, 11]. It is therefore
pertinent to study these theories in detail. Two of the widely known higher curvature theories of gravity
include f(R) [12], and Lovelock theory of gravity [13]. The f(R) theory of gravity was initially introduced
to explain the accelerating expansion of the Universe without invoking any nontrivial matter components
such as dark energy [14,15]. Since then, f(R) theory has been a subject of immense activity, and studied
extensively in Refs. [16–18]. On the other hand, Lovelock gravity was introduced by David Lovelock in
1971, and stood out as an excellent and natural higher dimensional generalization of general relativity.
Given that Lovelock theory of gravity being our primary focus, we briefly recount some of the prime aspects
of it in the following paragraph.

The striking and remarkable feature of the Lovelock theory is that the equation retains the second
order character despite the action being polynomial in Riemann curvature. This is in contrast to all other
alternative theories where the equation of motion involves physically undesirable higher order derivatives.
It is therefore free of ghosts [19,20]. Note that the Einstein’s general relativity (GR) is linear order, N = 1
in the Riemann curvature in action, the quadratic N = 2 is the well known Gauss-Bonnet (GB) [21,22], and
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so on. Each order comes with a dimensionful coupling constant. The particular order N term makes non-
zero contribution to the equation of motion only in dimensions, D ≥ 2N+1. It is therefore quintessentially
higher dimensional generalization of GR.

Pure Lovelock theory is specified by the property that the action has only one chosen Nth order term
without sum over the lower orders; i.e. pure GB action will have only the quadratic term with no Einstein
term. Pure Lovelock gravity is characterized by some interesting and distinguishing properties: (a) in the
critical odd D = 2N + 1, it is kinematic [23,24], in the sense that Nth order Lovelock Riemann is entirely
given in terms of the corresponding Ricci. It also hints that vacuum solution being trivial, in all critical
odd dimensions D = 2N + 1, for example., D = 5 for pure Gauss-Bonnet. Therefore, non-trivial vacuum
solutions in pure Gauss-Bonnet gravity would only exist in dimension D ≥ 6. (b) existence of bound
orbits around a static object in higher dimensions [25] and (c) stability of static BH [26] (for an insightful
overview, we refer our readers Ref. [9]).

In this paper, we choose to obtain a pure GB static BH solution with the NUT charge in higher
dimension. Note that static solutions in pure Lovelock with vanishing NUT charge are already studied
in [27–29]. Here, we will explore what additional features the NUT charge will bring into the BH solution.
NUT was a very strange and unusual solution of Einstein’s equation [30]. There has been much discussion
on its physical understanding and interpretation, see for instance an extensive account in [31]. Apart
from physical interpretation, several recent studies [32, 33] also involve observational implications and
astrophysical imprints of NUT charge. In addition to other interesting properties of NUT parameter, it
is endowed with a remarkable features of duality. It is shown by Turakulov and Dadhich in Refs. [31, 34],
that with the presence of both rotation and NUT parameters, the spacetime is invariant under a duality
transformation where mass and NUT charge and radial and angular coordinates are interchanged. This
indicates that the NUT parameter is associated with a gravomagnetic field and can be considered as a
gravomagnetic charge [35]. It could as well be looked upon as a rotating gravitational dyon. In fact the
Kerr-NUT solution is the most general axially symmetric solution that admits separability of Hamilton-
Jacobi and Klein-Gordon equations [36]. Alongside these studies, the geodesic trajectories and orbital
dynamics, thermodynamics properties and the Lense-Thirring effect etc., have also been investigated [37].

The NUT parameter comes as a very natural extension of the Kerr-Newman family of BHs when the
asymptotic flatness condition is relaxed [31]. In dimensions greater than four, all NUT BH solutions have
product of S(2) spheres topology like S(2) × S(2) in six dimensions. In Ref. [38], higher dimensional BH
solutions with the product topology are obtained in Einstein and Einstein GB gravity. Here, we wish to
obtain a pure GB black hole solution with product topology in the presence of NUT charge. In this Part I
of the investigation, we shall confine to pure GB NUT BH while its Maxwell charge generalization would
be taken up separately in Part II [39]. We also refer readers to Ref. [40], where some of the results of
this article are highlighted in a short and concise manner. The paper is organized as follows: In Section
(2), we address the BH solutions in both Einstein and pure Gauss-Bonnet gravity for different horizon
topology. We also set up the necessary field equations for obtaining both Einstein and pure GB vacuum
solutions. In Section (3) we demonstrate how the horizon topology affects the higher dimension NUT
BH solutions. Following this, in Section (4), we obtain a new pure Gauss-Bonnet NUT BH solution and
discuss its various properties and spacetime structure in Section (5). Finally, we close the article with a
brief discussion in Section (6).

Notation and convention: Throughout the paper, we use ‘D’ as dimension of spacetime, ‘prime’ as
a differentiation with respect to the radial coordinate r, and the ‘bracket’ gives a projected quantity,

X(µ)(ν) = e
(µ)
α e

(ν)
β X

αβ , on a tetrad frame. The Greek letters µ, ν run for both temporal and spatial
components, while Latin letters i, j, only for spatial components. Besides, we shall adopt the metric
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signature: (−,+,+, ...) and set the fundamental constants as c = 1 = G.

2 Warming up: static BH solutions for different horizon topol-
ogy

In this section, we introduce static BH solution in pure Gauss-Bonnet gravity in six dimension without
the NUT parameter, and set up the pure GB field equations for later use. We discuss BHs with spherical
and product topologies and consider their horizon and spacetime structure properties for future reference
in relation to pure GB NUT BH solution.

2.1 Gauss-Bonnet action and field equations

The gravitational action for the pure Gauss-Bonnet gravity in D dimension is given as

S =

∫
dDx
√
−g
(
LGB + Lm + Λ

)
, (1)

where Lm is the matter Lagrangian, and the GB Lagrangian, LGB is given by

LGB = R2 − 4RabRab +RabcdRabcd. (2)

By varying the action with respect to the metric, we obtain the field equations (GB coupling constant
α2 = 1) in the usual notation,

Hab =

(
2Jab −

1

2
gabLGB

)
= −Λgab + Tab. (3)

In the above equation Hab and Jab play the role analogous to Einstein and Ricci tensor in Einstein’s
gravity [41] and the latter is defined as

Jab = RRab − 2RcaRbc − 2RcdRacbd +R mnl
a Rbmnl. (4)

These equations are solved for vacuum by setting Tab = 0 which we discuss next.

2.2 The metric structure

In higher dimensions, BH horizon can have different topologies. For instance in six dimension, there are
following possible three choices: the spherical S(4), product of two 2-spheres, S(2) × S(2), and product of
3-sphere and a line element, S(1)×S(3) [42,43]. Out of these options, we would only consider the first two
cases in this investigation. We shall first begin with the spherical and then take up the product topology.

2.2.1 Spherical topology:

In the case of a spherical topology, which is given by a 4-sphere in six-dimension, the metric ansatz takes
the following form in (t, r, θ1, θ2, θ3, φ) coordinates:

ds2 = −A(r)dt2 +B(r)dr2 + r2dΩ2
4, (5)
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where dΩ2
4 can be expanded as

dΩ2
4 = dθ23 + sin2 θ3 dθ

2
2 + sin2 θ2 sin2 θ3dθ

2
1 + sin2 θ1 sin2 θ2 sin2 θ3dφ

2. (6)

We now employ the above metric, and obtain the following expressions for H0
0 and H1

1

H0
0 = −

12
(

1−B(r)
)

r4B(r)2

{
1−B(r)− 2rB′(r)/B(r)

}
= −Λ,

H1
1 = −

12
(

1−B(r)
)

r4B(r)2

{
1−B(r) + 2rA′(r)/A(r)

}
= −Λ. (7)

By computing H0
0 −H1

1 = 0, we arrive at for B(r) 6= 1,

A(r)B(r) = const. (8)

Now asymptotically both A and B should tend to unity and therefore, A(r)B(r) = 1. Finally, the field
equations become:

H0
0 = H1

1 =
12

r4

{
2rA′(r) + 2A(r)−

[
A(r)

]2 − 2rA(r)A′(r)− 1
}

= −Λ, (9)

H2
2 = H3

3 = H4
4 = H5

5 = − 6

r3

{
2
[
A(r)− 1

]
A′(r) + r

[
A′(r)

]2
+ r
[
A(r)− 1

]
A′′(r)

}
= −Λ.

(10)

From the above equations, it clearly follows that H1
1 and H2

2 are no longer independent, and are in fact
related by the following relation,

H2
2 =

r

4

dH1
1

dr
+H1

1 , (11)

This clearly shows that one needs to solve only the first order equation, H0
0 = −Λ for A(r), rest of the

equations are then automatically satisfied. It solves to give the solution,

A(r) = 1−
√
M

r
+

Λr4

60
, (12)

where, M is the integration constant indicating mass of the BH. A general solution with arbitrary order
and dimension in pure Lovelock gravity is obtained in Ref. [29].

2.2.2 Non-spherical topology:

In this case, we start with the following metric ansatz in (t, r, θ1, φ1, θ2, φ2) coordinates [44]:

ds2 = −A(r)dt2 +B(r)dr2 + r2
{
dΩ2

1 + dΩ2
2

}
, (13)

where
dΩ2

1 = dθ21 + sin2 θ1dφ
2
1, dΩ2

2 = dθ22 + sin2 θ2dφ
2
2. (14)
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For the above metric, we obtain the following expressions of H0
0 and H1

1 :

H0
0 = −

12
{
B(r)− 2B2(r) + 3B3(r)− 2rB′(r) + 2rB(r)B′(r)

}
r4B3(r)

,

H1
1 =

12
{
A(r)(−1 + 2B(r)− 3B2(r)) + 2r(−1 +B(r))A′(r)

}
r4A(r)B2(r)

. (15)

Again H0
0 −H1

1 = 0, as before would imply A(r)B(r) = 1. With this we write

H0
0 = H1

1 = − 4

r4
{

1 + 3(A(r))2 − 2rA′(r) +A(r)
[
−2 + 6rA′(r)

]}
= −Λ, (16)

H2
2 = H3

3 = H4
4 = H5

5 =
1

r3

{[
4− 12A(r)

]
A′(r)− 6r

[
A(r)

]2
+ 2r

[
1− 3A(r)

]
A′′(r)

}
= −Λ.

(17)

Interestingly, for this product topology too, H2
2 and H1

1 are related by the same relation Eq. (11), and
again we solve the first order equation to get the solution [9]:

A(r) =
1

3

{
1−

√
M

r
− 2 +

3Λr4

20

}
. (18)

The factor 1/3 above appears as a consequence of product topology. For an arbitrary dimension d, this
pre-factor is given by (d− 4)/(2d− 6). This factor could as well be shifted to the product of spheres, i.e.,
by writing, (1/3)r2dΩ2

1,2 instead of r2Ω2
1,2 in the metric. With this shift of the factor, and we write,

A(r) =

{
1−

√
M

r
− 2 +

Λr4

60

}
, (19)

where M and Λ have been appropriately rescaled. However, the factor of −2 that appears inside the root
is also due to product topology which is absent in Eq. (12) for the spherical case. In GB gravity with
topology, Sd0 × Sd0 , this would read as −d0/(d0 − 1)2(2d0 − 3) which for d0 = 2 would be −2 [38,45].

Product topology produces topological defect as solid angle deficit and to counter its effect, the prefactor
like 1/3 is needed. That is what happens in linear order Einstein gravity but in the quadratic GB, this is
not enough and an additional factor −2 is needed under the square root. There is a very interesting and
insightful interplay between these two topological factors, p and q where the former stands for 1/3 and the
latter for −2, in terms of solid angle deficit as elaborated in [9].

2.3 Spacetime singularity

The topology of the horizon can impart nontrivial effect in shaping the singularity structure of the space-
time. Recalling from Ref. [38] the solution given by Eq. (19), there occurs, apart from the central singularity
at r = 0, an additional non-central singularity as could be seen from the following expression for Ricci
scalar,

R =
1

4r4
1

(M/r − 2 + r4Λ/60)3/2

{
70M2 + 6Mr(r4Λ− 56) +

r2

15
(r4Λ− 144)(r4Λ− 40)

}
. (20)
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Figure 1: The location of event horizon (red curve) and cosmological horizon (black curve) for different
topologies — solid and dashed curve respectively representing S(2) × S(2) and S(4). Interestingly, the
cut-off on Λ is larger for the spherical case than the product topology, which is due to the additional factor
−2 in the square root. For appropriate scaling of the plots, we have used log(ΛM4) instead of ΛM4.

The non-central singularity is given by X = −2 +M/r+ Λr4/60 = 0. Note that for the solution to be real
in Eq. (19), X ≥ 0 is required, while the horizon is defined by X = 1. However, what it indicates is that X
would always appear in the denominator for the Kretschmann like scalar, in particular GB Kretschmann
scalar, constructed from the Gauss-Bonnet analog of Riemann tensor Rijkl [46]. Therefore, for the validity
of the solution, non-central singularity has to lie inside the horizon. A detailed analysis of the parameter
range required for physical validity of the solution has been comprehensively discussed in [38].

2.4 The event horizon

Before closing this section, we consider a simple example to demonstrate the difference in location of event
horizon in S(2) × S(2) and S(4) topology in pure Gauss-Bonnet gravity. In these two cases, A is given in
Eq. (12) for S(4) and in Eq. (19) for S(2) × S(2) topology. The horizon is defined by A = 0 which is a fifth
order equation having two positive roots giving event and cosmological horizons. Fig. (1) shows horizon
curves for the two cases where red and black respectively indicate event and cosmological horizons, and
solid and dashed lines refer to S(2)×S(2) and S(4) topologies. In each of the cases, there exists a maximum
value of the cosmological constant beyond which there exists no horizon. For S(4) it is

0 < log(ΛM4) / 1.5922, (21)

while for S(2) × S(2),
0 < log(ΛM4) / 7.0853. (22)

With this, we finish our discussion on the higher dimensional BH solutions in spherical and product topol-
ogy. In the upcoming discussions, we would include the NUT charge explicitly, and study its consequences.
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3 The interplay between topology and NUT parameter

The presence of NUT charge in higher dimensional BH solutions introduces a topological impediment,
which we have found to be true for both Einstein and Gauss-Bonnet gravity. Due to this limitation, there
exists no higher dimensional NUT BH with spherical topology, however, they do exist with non-spherical
product topology [47–49]. But there is hardly any discussion about why spherical topology is not allowed?
This is the question we wish to address here.

We know that horizon of four dimensional NUT BH has S(2) topology and its Riemann curvature is
free of the angle coordinate and depends on r alone. What happens when we go to higher dimensions? It
turns out that this character of Riemann curvature, that it is function of r alone, could only be maintained
for horizon topology being product of S(2) spheres like S(2) × S(2) for D = 6. In the following, we show
with an explicit computation that whenever it is not product of S(2) spheres Riemann is not a function of r
only. We would however compute the Riemann component in the orthonormal frame so that it has physical
meaning and free from coordinate dependent pitfalls. In this context whatever is true for Riemann tensor
would also be true for Lovelock Riemann tensor because it is a homogeneous polynomial in Riemann [24].

For illustration, let us begin with the metric,

ds2 = −F(r)
(
dt+ 2l cos θ1dφ

)2
+

1

F(r)
dr2 + (r2 + l2)dΩ2, (23)

where, l being the NUT charge, and dΩ2 can either be a 4-sphere (as in Eq. (6)), or the product S(2)×S(2)

(as in Eq. (14)), and F(r) is arbitrary. For finding the solution one has to solve for the function F(r).

We shall now compute a Riemann component, R
(0)
(2)(0)(2) for the above metric in the orthonormal frame

which is given by:

R
(0)
(2)(0)(2) = − rF ′(r)

2(r2 + l2)
− l2F(r)(csc θ2)4(csc θ3)4

(r2 + l2)2
, (24)

for S(4) topology. This clearly depends upon the angle coordinates so long as l 6= 0. On the other hand
for the product S(2) × S(2) topology given in Eq. (14), it is

R
(0)
(2)(0)(2) = − rF ′(r)

2(r2 + l2)
− l2F(r)

(r2 + l2)2
, (25)

which is clearly independent of angular coordinates. It can be easily verified that whatever is true for this
one component is true for all other Riemann components.

Moreover, to strengthen our claim that the radial dependence may be responsible for the topological
limitation in higher dimensional NUT solution, we also consider eight dimensional case with the topology
S(6), product of three S(2) and product of two S(3). It turns out that radial dependence is preserved only
for product of S(2) case and none other. We obtain in particular,

R
(0)
(2)(0)(2)

∣∣∣
S(6)

= R
(0)
(2)(0)(2)

∣∣∣
S(2)×S(2)×S(2)

+
l2F(r)

[
1− (csc θ2)4(csc θ3)4(csc θ4)4(csc θ5)4

]
(r2 + l2)2

. (26)

Like Eq. (25) the first term on the right is a function of r alone. We have also verified for the case of
product of two (S(3)) that the angle dependence cannot be avoided. It is only product S(2) spheres that
alone ensures Riemann to be function of r alone.

Since Riemann tensor is the basic element from which gravitational theory emerges, Einstein or Love-
lock, therefore the above result of S(2) product topology and radial dependence of Riemann tensor for
NUT spacetime would hold good in general.
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4 Pure GB NUT Black hole solution

In this section, we solve pure GB Λ-vacuum equation in the presence of NUT parameter. We obtain a
new exact solution describing a pure NUT BH with Λ in six dimension with product topology S(2)×S(2).
Keeping in mind the above discussion on product topology, and its prefactor, (1/3) in Eq. (19), we write
the metric for S(2) × S(2) topology as follows:

ds2 = −∆

ρ2

{
dt+ P1dφ1 + P2dφ2

}2

+
ρ2

∆
dr2 +

ρ2

3

{
dθ21 + sin2 θ1dφ

2
1 + dθ22 + sin2 θ2dφ

2
2

}
, (27)

where l being the NUT parameter, ρ2 = r2 + l2, ∆ = ρ2 [1− f(r)], P1 = 2l cos θ1/3 and P2 = 2l cos θ2/3.

Note that in the above metric, we have already incorporated the condition, H
(0)
(0) = H

(1)
(1) , and product

topology prefactor as in Section (2.2.2) and Ref. [9]. The Hab components then take the form:

H
(0)
(0) = H

(1)
(1) =

12

(r2 + l2)3

{
− (r2 + l2)(f(r))2 − 2

(
r2 + 2rl2f ′(r) + 3l2

)
+ 2f(r)

(
r(l2 − r2)f ′(r) + 2l2

)}
,

H
(2)
(2) = H

(3)
(3) = H

(4)
(4) = H

(5)
(5) =

6

(r2 + l2)3

{
4l2rf ′(r) + (l4 − r4)(f ′(r))2 − 2l2

(
(r2 + l2)f ′′(r)− 2

)
+

+f(r)
(
− 4l2 − 2r(r2 + 3l2)f ′(r) + (l4 − r4)f ′′(r)

)}
.

(28)

Interestingly, in this case too, we obtain a relation between H
(2)
(2) and H

(1)
(1) written as:

H
(2)
(2) =

r2 + l2

4r

dH
(1)
(1)

dr
+H

(1)
(1) , (29)

which reduces to Eq. (11) once we set l = 0. By solving the first order differential equation H
(0)
(0) = −Λ as

given in Eq. (16) which gets readily solved to give

f(r) =
1

90(l4 − r4)

[
180l2(r2 + l2)−

√
15
{

9(r2 + l2)2
[
5l8Λ− 20l6r2Λ + 10l4(−12 + r4Λ)

+r3
(
60M − 120r + r5Λ

)
+ 4l2r

(
−15M + 120r + r5Λ

)]}1/2]
, (30)

where M is the integration constant identified with BH mass. This is a new solution describing a pure GB
NUT BH in six dimensions with product topology S(2) × S(2). For the further discussion, we rewrite the
above equation in the following form,

f(r) =
1

l2 − r2
[
2l2 −

{
h(r)

}1/2]
, (31)

where

h(r) =
1

60

{
5l8Λ− 20l6r2Λ + 10l4(r4Λ− 12) + 4l2r(120r + r5Λ− 15M) + r3(−120r + r5Λ + 60M)

}
. (32)

Let’s now consider some of interesting limiting cases.
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1. In the limit of vanishing NUT charge, i.e., l = 0, we retrieve the known solution,

f(r)

∣∣∣∣
l=0

=

√
M

r
− 2 +

Λr4

60
, (33)

as given in Eq. (16) of [9].

2. In the asymptotic limit r →∞, we have

f(r)

∣∣∣∣
r→∞

=

{
Λ
( r4

60

)
− 2

}1/2

. (34)

As in Eq. (33) above, this limit exists only when Λ > 0 is present, i.e., presence of positive Λ is
therefore essential for pure GB BH with product topology.

3. Eq. (31) appears to diverge when r = l. However that is not really the case when we take the limit
r → l properly and it actually reads as

f(r)

∣∣∣∣
r=l

= 1 +
M

4l
+

Λl4

15
, (35)

which is finite so long as l 6= 0.

With this, we finish the discussions on limiting cases and shall now take up discussion of singularity and
horizon.

4.1 Singularity

As we have seen earlier in Eq. (19) that it is the term under the root, the discriminant is required to be
non-negative for reality of the solution and when it vanishes it makes Eq. (20) singular. In the present
spacetime under consideration, h(r) = 0 marks the non-central singularity, and hence h(r) > 0 is required
for physical viability of the solution.

Note that whenever NUT parameter is present there occurs no central singularity, spacetime is singular
only at h(r) = 0, which indicates non-central singularity. For physical viability of the solution, this has to
be covered by an event horizon so that it is naked. The polynomial equation h(r) = 0 given in Eq. (32)
can be rewritten in descending order as:

h(r) =
[ Λ

60
r8 +

Λ

15
l2r6 +

1

6
(λ− 12) r4 +Mr3 − l2r2

3
(λ− 24)−Ml2r +

l4

12
(λ− 24)

]
= 0, (36)

where we have defined the dimensionless parameter, λ = Λl4 which determines number of roots the above
equation can have. For instance, when λ < 12, it can have three positive roots while it can have only one
for λ = 12.
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4.2 Horizon structure

The location of the horizons (rh) is given by f(rh) = 1, and from Eq. (31), this becomes, h(rh) = (r2h+ l2)2.
By using the expression of h(r) given in Eq. (32), we gather

h(rh)− (r2h + l2)2 = − l
2 − r2h

60
X (r) = 0. (37)

In view of Eq. (35), r2h 6= l2, hence horizon would be given by

X (r) = r6hΛ + 5Λl2r4h + 15r2h(λ− 12) + 60Mrh − 5l2(λ− 36) = 0, (38)

where λ = Λl4 as defined earlier. The roots analysis of this polynomial could be carried out similarly and
it is readily evident that it has no positive roots, i.e. no horizons, in the parameter window: 12 ≤ λ ≤ 36.
For horizon to occur, λ has to be outside this range. Further h(r) > 0 has also to be ensured for physical
viability.

To highlight an interesting property of the above equation, which will be relevant in the upcoming
discussion, we consider large and small r limit of the above equation. This is useful for deciding whether
the horizon is event or cosmological. For large r limit, we have

r4hΛ + 5Λl2r2h + 15(λ− 12) = 0. (39)

It is clear that for λ ≥ 12, the above equation has no positive root which indicates absence of cosmological
horizon. This means cosmological horizon can only occur when λ < 12.

On the other hand, for small r limit, it is

15r2h(λ− 12) + 60Mrh − 5l2(λ− 36) = 0, (40)

which indicates that for λ < 12 or λ > 36, there always occurs one positive root giving an event horizon.
That is, for event horizon to occur either λ < 12 or λ > 36. However referring to the full Eq. (38), it
becomes evident that there can occur no horizon for the window, 12 ≤ λ ≤ 36 as it can admit no positive
roots.

This simple analysis has clearly shown the horizon structure of spacetime. Combining the two limits,
large and small r together, it follows that both event and cosmological horizons can occur for λ < 12 and
only event horizon for λ > 36 and none for outside this prescription. We shall do a more detailed analysis
in the next section.

5 Physical viability of the solution

It turns out that pure GB solution with product topology, as in the solution in Eq. (19) [9,21], cannot be
valid for all range of parameters for the discriminat, h(r) ≥ 0, which in turn demands presence of positive
Λ > 0. Another feature is that h(r) = 0 gives a non-central singularity (there however occurs no central
singularity when NUT charge is present) which has to lie inside the event horizon for physical viability of
the solution. These two requirements are in general shared by all pure GB BHs with product topology
including the present one. They strongly constrain the parameter space for physical viability of spacetime
in question.

Our aim is to find the parameter window for which h(r) > 0 always outside the event horizon. This
would ensure regularity of spacetime in the physically accessible region lying between event and cosmolog-
ical horizon. The two curves in Fig. (2) to Fig. (5) respectively refer to plots of h(r), black and X (r), red.
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The intersection of these curves with the x-axis (which represents the radial distance r) denote location
of singularity and horizon respectively. These plots capture all the possible scenarios, which may or may
not be physically viable. In order to have an orderly study, we may divide the entire spectrum in different
parts based on value of the parameter, λ = Λl4. There are four distinct possibilities: (a) λ < 12, (b)
12 ≤ λ < 24, (c) 24 ≤ λ ≤ 36 and (d) λ > 36 which we now take up.

5.1 λ < 12

In this case, Eq. (36) can either have 1 or 3 positive root(s), which implies presence of at least one
singularity always. Besides, the horizon equation given by Eq. (38) can have either 0 or 2 positive roots.
Therefore, in principle, there can be four possibilities such as — (i) three singularities, two horizons, (ii) one
singularity, two horizons and the singularity is hidden behind the event horizon, (iii) one singularity and
no horizon and (iv) three singularities and no horizon. We straightway rule out the last case. Out of the
other three cases, as depicted in Fig. (2), only the second case is physically viable in which the singularity

is covered by the event horizon. For ΛM4 = 0.06 and {12/Λ}1/4 = 3.76M , the first option is realized only
for 0 < l / 1.70M ; while for second and third cases it is 1.70M / l / 2.64M and 2.64M / l < 3.76M
respectively.

5.2 12 ≤ λ ≤ 24

Within this range, the singularity equation always have one positive root, while the horizon equation has
no positive root. This would indicate that singularity will always remain naked, hence this is not physically
acceptable. This is shown in Fig. (3), where we take ΛM4 = 0.06, and the bound on the NUT charge is

given as {12/Λ}1/4 ' 3.76M ≤ l ≤ {24/Λ}1/4 ' 4.47M .

5.3 24 ≤ λ ≤ 36

For this range, Eq. (38) has no positive root, which indicates that there can occur neither event nor
cosmological horizon. However Eq. (36) can have 0 or 2 positive roots. That means either spacetime is
free of singularity or if they occur, they would be naked. The former possibility presents an interesting
case of regular spacetime free of singularity as well as horizons. Both of these possibilities are shown in
Fig. (4). Similar to the earlier cases, here also the value of NUT parameter is severely constrained. For

example, with ΛM4 = 0.06, if singularity is naked, then the NUT charge is constrained to {24/Λ}1/4 '
4.47 ≤ l / 4.51M . On the other hand, if the spacetime is free of both singularity and horizons, it is bound

as 4.51M / l ≤ {36/Λ}1/4 ' 4.95M .

5.4 λ > 36

In this case, there always occurs one horizon while there may either occur none or two singularities.
By referring to Eq. (39) and Eq. (40), it becomes evident that this horizon can only be event and not
cosmological. Out of these two cases, the first one is only viable because in the other both the singularities
are naked. These two cases are shown in Fig. (5) for ΛM4 = 0.06. For the first option, the NUT charge

is constrained as {36/Λ}1/4 ' 4.95M ≤ l / 5.17M while for the second, 5.17M / l <∞.
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(a) In the above figure, there exist both the horizons, event
and cosmological for l = 1.56M . There are also three singu-
larities, and two of which are naked, as they are not covered
by the event horizon. Therefore, this option is not physically
viable and hence ruled out.
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(b) This is a physically viable case, as the singularity is cov-
ered by the event horizon and hence not naked. In addition
to the event horizon, the cosmological horizon is also present.
The NUT charge is fixed at l = 1.82M .
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(c) This is a non-viable possibility where a naked singularity is present, as there is no horizon. To reproduce the above plot,
we choose l = 3.5M .

Figure 2: The above figures demonstrate three possible cases with λ < 12, and each of the figures has
ΛM4 = 0.06.
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Figure 3: It is shown that the singularity is always naked and there is neither event nor cosmological
horizon. Here we set ΛM4 = 0.06 and l = 4M . Given that the singularity is naked, the spacetime is not
physically viable.
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(a) In this example, the spacetime has two singularities which
are naked and hence it is physically ruled out. The value of
the NUT charge is fixed at l = 4.5M .
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(b) In this case, there occur neither singularity not horizons
and hence it presents an interesting possibility where the
spacetime is regular everywhere. Here we have set l = 4.9M .

Figure 4: The above figure illustrate both the possibilities for 24 ≤ λ ≤ 36 where we have set ΛM4 = 0.06.
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(a) In the above figure, the spacetime is free of singularity
and contains the event horizon, and therefore, the spacetime
is physically viable. The NUT charge is fixed at l = 4.96M .
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(b) In this case, both the singularities are naked and hence
physically unacceptable. We fix the NUT charge at l = 6M .

Figure 5: The above figures illustrate the two examples with λ > 36, where we fix the cosmological constant
ΛM4 = 0.06.

6 Discussion and conclusion

In this paper we have found an exact solution of pure GB Λ-vacuum equation describing a BH with NUT
charge. Its horizon has product, S(2) × S(2) topology. This setting of pure GB and product topology has
characteristic properties. One, Λ > 0 is required for large r validity of the solution and two, occurrence
of non-central singularity when discriminant vanishes. A suitable parameter window has to be found for
which either non-central singularity does not occur; i.e., discriminant > 0 or if it does, it is hidden behind
event horizon [9, 21]. This is so even in absence of NUT parameter [38]. NUT charge brings in its own
further complexities. It however removes central singularity, but structure of non-central singularity and
horizons becomes highly involved.

Thus occurrence of non-central singularity is a generic feature of pure GB BH with product topology.
The most troublesome part is how to avoid naked singularity given by Eq. (36), h(r) = 0. This is a
polynomial equation which may have number of positive roots which have to be avoided or to be covered
by event horizon so that physically accessible region is good and regular.

Another point of concern is the horizon equation, Eq. (38), which has either one, two or none positive
roots. Since Λ > 0 is present, there should occur both event and cosmological horizons. That happens
only for the dimensionless parameter, λ = Λl4 < 12. It turns out that for this range, there occurs only
one singularity which could indeed be hidden behind the event horizon as shown in Fig. (2b). This is the
most acceptable BH spacetime with expected behaviour of singularity being covered by the event horizon
so that physically accessible region bounded by event and cosmological horizons is benign and regular.

On the other hand for λ > 36, there occurs only event horizon, and neither singularity nor cosmological
horizon occurs as depicted in Fig. (5a). This is rather unusual because Λ > 0 should generally give
cosmological horizon.

It turns out that there can occur no horizon for the entire range, 12 ≤ l ≤ 36 while in its sub range
24 ≤ l ≤ 36, there is a possibility of having no singularity either. This then presents a remarkably
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intriguing situation of spacetime being free of both horizon as well as singularity;i.e. regular everywhere
for 0 ≤ r ≤ ∞. This is all very fine except one doesn’t understand where and how does its source reside?
Is it cosmological or describes a compact object? It therefore calls for further investigation for clearer
understanding which we intend to take up in future.

It is only the case of l < 12 which describes a NUT BH with both event and cosmological horizons
and the region enclosed by them is regular, free of singularity. In the other two cases, one of all through
regular spacetime without horizon and the other of BH having only the event but no cosmological horizon,
the situation is rather unusual and hence further study is called for their overall physical understanding.
However it is remarkable that despite there being sever restrictions imposed by singularity and horizon
equations Eq. (36) and Eq. (38) respectively, yet there exists a parameter window giving a well behaved
and physically viable BH spacetime.

In the above discussion, it is the dimensionless parameter, λ = Λl4, which plays the determining
role in occurrence of horizon and singularity. In contrast to the BH charge parameters, M and l, it is
curiously interesting that this hybrid parameter arising from clubbing of l and Λ determines the overall
physical character of spacetime. For λ < 12, both event and cosmological horizons occur, then they both
disappear in the intermediate range, 12 ≤ λ ≤ 36 and finally for λ > 36 only event horizon reappears. It
is the combined effect of l, Λ and product topology in pure Gauss-Bonnet framework. It is rather hard
to disentangle various effects, all that happens is that the hybrid dimensionless parameter λ acquires the
determining role.

On the way to the solution, we discuss how topology plays a key role in understanding higher di-
mensional NUT BHs. More precisely, we attempt to answer the question why is it that all known NUT
solutions, see [47, 48], in higher dimensions always have product topology S(2) × S(2)? In the present
example of a six-dimensional NUT spacetime, we found that S(2) × S(2) topology makes the Riemann
components independent of the angular coordinate, while S(4) does not. Similarly, for the S(1) × S(3)

horizon topology, we found that Riemann components are not free of θ part. We have further verified that
for the eight dimensional case, the product topology of S(3) × S(3) is not compatible with the property of
Riemann being free of θ coordinate. This leads us to speculate that the very existence (or non-existence) of
a higher dimensional NUT solution, may critically depend on the fact whether Riemann are independent
of θ or not. For example, in the present case of six dimensional, the NUT vacuum solution exists for
S(2) × S(2) and not for S(4). However, we believe a detailed analysis is required to establish this claim on
more robust and firmer ground. This is however beyond the scope of this paper. If it is the case that only
S(2) or its product is allowed for the horizon topology, there could exist only the even dimensional NUT
BHs in D > 4. We intend to take up this question in future studies.

Finally we end up with the important question that has emerged in this investigation, how does
compatibility of radial dependence of the curvature picks out S(2) or its product topology for NUT BH
horizon? It may be noted that unlike mass and electric charge, which are extensive physical parameters,
NUT parameter like rotation also participates in defining spatial geometry. The former two appear only as
source in potential while rotation and NUT parameters also define space geometry through r2 + a2 cos2 θ
and r2 + l2 respectively. But for the latter, r2 + l2 is function of r alone which may be the reason for
Riemann being function of r only. Yet it has perhaps to be probed whether could there exist NUT vacuum
solution with Riemann curvature being function of r and θ? Another related question is of characterising
this property rigorously in terms of Killing symmetry and groups of motion. We wish to take up these
questions in future.
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