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The four laws of black hole mechanics have been put forward for a long time. However, the zeroth law, which
states that the surface gravity of a stationary black hole is a constant on the event horizon, still lacks universal
proof in various modified gravitational theories. In this paper, we study the zeroth law in a special Horndeski
gravity, which is an interesting gravitational theory with a nonminimally coupled scalar field. After assuming
that the nonminimally coupled scalar field has the same symmetries with the spacetime, the minimally coupled
matter fields satisfy the dominant energy condition and the Horndeski gravity has a smooth limit to Einstein
gravity when the coupling constant approaches zero, we prove the zeroth law based on the gravitational equation
in Horndeski gravity without any assumption to the spacetime symmetries.

I. INTRODUCTION

Black hole is an object predicted by general relativity and
its existence is ensured by the singularity theorem[1]. In the
1970s, the four laws of black hole mechanics are proposed|[2].
Later, Hawking radiation, using the method of the quantum
field theory in curved spacetime, gives a relationship between
the surface gravity k and the temperature of a stationary black
horizon and therefore indicates that black hole can be regarded
as a thermodynamic system[3]. Since then, the four laws of
black hole mechanics and other consequent thermodynamic
properties of the black hole arose wide attention.

The zeroth law of black hole mechanics, which states that
the surface gravity K (temperature) of a stationary black hole
is a constant on the event horizon, is proved in Einstein grav-
ity in 1970s[2]. In Einstein gravity, guaranteed by the rigidity
theorem[4], the event horizon must be a Killing horizon of
a black hole in asymptotic flat stationary spacetime. Then,
using the Einstein equation and the dominant energy condi-
tion, one can easily find that the derivative of k in all direc-
tions along the horizon is zero[2]. However, this proof failed
in other gravitational theories since the Einstein equation is
used in the process of proof. Later, a proof without the equa-
tion of motion for the gravitational theory is given by Racz
and Wald[5]. They assume that the black hole is static or
stationary-axisymmetric with ‘¢ — ¢’ reflection isometry and
find that in this case the zeroth law always holds. This proof
is independent of the concrete gravitational theories, however,
in contrast to the argument in the previous proof, this argu-
ment makes quite strong assumptions about the symmetry of
black hole spacetime. In short, there is still a lacks general
proof of the black hole zeroth law[6, 7].

General relativity has been a great success in describing
gravity, especially in explaining phenomena in the solar sys-
tem, but many observations of the universe indicate that there
is still a lot to be discussed for this theory. For example,
general relativity tells us that the universe is slowing down,
which contradicts the observational result that the universe
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is accelerating. Many other cosmological problems, such as
dark matter, dark energy, and the early origins and the evo-
lution of the universe, also remain to be solved[8-12]. One
way to solve these problems is to introduce the scalar field.
The Horndeski gravity considered in this paper, first pro-
posed in the 1970s, is a general second-order scalar-tensor
theory[13]. The full action of this kind of theory is given in
[14, 15]. Recently, this gravitational theory received renewed
attention for the possibility to solve the cosmological constant
problem[16] and other interesting properties[17-19]. Many
thermodynamic properties of stationary black holes in Horn-
deski gravity are also discussed recently such as the black hole
first law, second law and etc.[20-25]. However, there is no
general proof for the black hole zeroth law in Horndeski grav-
ity and a natural question is whether the zeroth law holds gen-
erally in Horndeski gravity. In this paper, we explored this
question in the stationary black holes of a special Horndeski
gravity. Then, with natural assumptions that the nonmini-
mally coupled scalar field shares the same symmetries with
the spacetime, the Horndeski gravity approach to general rel-
ativity smoothly when the coupling constant approach to zero
and the matter field satisfies the dominant energy condition,
we would like to prove that the surface gravity is constant in
the whole event horizon, i.e. the zeroth law of black hole me-
chanics established in Horndeski gravity. This result is gen-
eral in Horndeski gravity since there is no extra symmetry is
assumed in the process of proof.

This paper is organized as follows. In sec. II, we introduce
some properties of the Killing horizon, which will be used for
further proof and review the proof of the zeroth law in Einstein
gravity. Then, we introduce the Horndeski gravity and gives
the equation of motion of this theory in sec. IIl. The main
calculation of the proof is shown in sec. I'V. Finally, in sec. V,
we give a conclusion and prospects the later work.

II. GEOMETRY OF STATIONARY KILLING HORIZON

In this section, we would like to introduce some related
properties of the stationary event horizon which is also the
Killing horizon in the n-dimensional stationary black holes.

A null hypersurface .77 is called a Killing horizon if there
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exists a Killing vector field £ which is orthogonal to the null
hypersurface 77°. The surface gravity x of the Killing horizon
is defined by

£V, EP = k&P (1)

To prove the zeroth law, we need to check that whether the sur-
face gravity x is a constant on the hypersurface .7#. Choose
C is a cross-section of the event horizon and another cross-
section in 77 is generated by the Killing vector field £¢. For
calculation convenient, we can choose a basis {£%,1%, (¢;)*}
satisfying

£, ——1, 1%, =0,
Caler)" =0, lu(e))" =0, (e))*(ej)a= &

on J and (e;)* is tangent vectors of the cross-section C.
Then, we can express the metric on the horizon as

@)

8ab = —Ealp — Epla+ Yap » 3)

where ¥, = §;j(e')4(e), is the induced metric of the cross-
section C. Using this basis and the definition of k, we can
get

K =15V (4)

The Killing horizon of a stationary black hole can be char-
acterized by the vanishing shear o, and expansion ¥ of the
horizon, which are defined by

1 v
Oup = EZ!,‘ Yab — ——=Yab - (5)

fl b
19_5’}/1 gﬂ’aba n_2

Using the fact that £ is a Killing vector field, it is easy to see
EWV,x=0. (©6)

We can note that the derivation of Eq. (6) did not use the
equation of motion and therefore it is true for any gravita-
tional theories. To prove the constancy of surface gravity, we
only need to show Kk vanishes along the transverse directions,
i.e., D,k = }/abeK = 0. Here D, is the induced covariant
derivative operator on the cross-section C which is defined by

DaTpea = Yo " U Ve Vay Thyeydy (7

for any tensor Tpq... on C.

Using the Gauss-Codazzi equation [26, 27] and considering
the fact that expansion and shear vanish on the entire horizon,
we can get

Rabcdga(ei)bgc(eli)d =0,
Rabcdga(ei)b(e‘j)c(ek)d =
Rabgagb =0

on the horizon 7. Using these conditions, it is straightfor-
ward to get

0, ®)

Dyx = Raecdgale’)/btgd = _Ratga’ybc . (€))

For the Einstein gravity, the equation of motion gives
1
Gap = Rap — EgabR: 8Ty - (10)

Thus, the derivative of Kk in the spatial direction becomes
Dk = —8nT,.E%,°. (11)

Moreover, combining (8) and (10) also gives T,,,E9E?| » =0,
which means Tabéb can be written as linear combination of
&, and (e;), on 7. 1f the matter field satisfies the dominant
energy condition, 7,,E” must be timelike or null. Therefore,
TpEL o< &, on ., which implies T,.£%y,¢ = 0. These imply
that D,k = 0 in Einstein gravity, and therefore x is a constant
on the horizon.

III. THE HORNDESKI GRAVITATIONAL THEORY

In this paper, we would like to consider the zeroth law in
the Horndeski gravity with non-minimally coupled scalar field
x and linear curvature term. A full Horndeski action can be
found in Refs. [14, 15]. In this paper, we would like to con-
sider a special case of the full theory for simplification. We
take K = X, G3 =0, G4 = G5 = | in Ref. [15]. Then,
the action of a simplified n-dimension Horndeski gravitational
theory can be written as[25]

I = Iyom + Imattera (12)

where Inager 1S the action of the minimally coupled matter
fields, and Iygom is given by

1 1 b b
om = — | d"x\/— — ~(Bg™ — aG™\V xV ,
THom 15 /dx g[R 2([3g oG)Vx b%}

13)
where G, is the Einstein tensor and o, 8 are some coupling
constants. The equation of motion is given by[25]

Hab = SﬂTabu (14)
in which

(04 (04 (04
Hap =Gap = 3 Gap (V) = 3 8avA = 5 Kap — BH,,) (15)

with
A= (VUVU) (VexVax) — (Vo) + 2RV exVax ,
K., = gvaxV,,x =2Vex Vi xRy + VaVoxV:ix

, , (16)
~ RucbaVxXV X~ VoV AV X,

1 1
H,ﬁ? = Evavax - Zgabvcxvcx-

Here T, represents the stress-energy tensor of the minimally
coupled matter fields. In this paper, we only assume these
minimally coupled matter fields satisfy the dominant energy
condition, i.e., £%T,;, must be non-spatial.



IV. THE BLACK HOLE ZEROTH LAW IN HORNDESKI
GRAVITY

In this section, we would like to investigate the zeroth law
in Horndeski gravity. For this purpose, we divide the main
calculation into three parts. In the first part, we calculate the
contraction of the equation of motion and £¢E?. In the second
part, we calculate the contraction of the equation of motion
and £%(e;)". In the third part, we analyze the identity we have
found and gives a discussion.

A. Contract with £9EP

We would like to contract £“E® both side of Eq. (14) in
this subsection. Considering that £¢ is a null vector on the
horizon, the contraction of H,;, and E“E? gives

Hup&"8" = [1 = 2 (V2| Rt 8"

" 5 )

-5 w6 8" — Egavalébvbl-
Note that £ is a Killing vector field. In this paper, we would
like to consider a special solution of the Horndeski gravity
where the non-minimally coupled scalar field ) shares the
same symmetries with the spacetime, i.e., we have .,ng X =
£9V ,x = 0 and therefore the last term of the above expres-
sion vanishes. Together with the third equation in Eq. (8), the
first term of Eq. (17) also vanishes. Then, Eq. (17) further
simplifies to

Hapd 8" = — K& g (18)

Again using the Killing condition £9V,) = 0, the lhs of Eq.
(18) becomes

Kap& &P =E9EPV Vyx VP — E“EPRucha VXV X

(19)
- éaébvavcvavcx .
The first term vanishes on the horizon since
gagbvavbl = éava(ébvb%) - (gavaéb)vb% 20)

= Lix—xE"Vyx =0,

where we used the definition of the surface gravity and the
fact that £¢ is the Killing vector field. Then, using the decom-
position of the metric (3) and considering the symmetries of
the Riemann tensor, the second term induces to

éaébRacbdvcxvdx = éagbRacbdgcegdfvefox
= RacbdéaébDC%Dd% - ZgaébRacbdlcgeVe%Ddx (2D
+ EEPI I RacpaEVex &MV 1 -
According t0 (8), Raenr¥eYa’ E°EP vanishes on the horizon.

Together with the Killing condition £V, = 0, it is easy to
get

EYEPRucpa VAV X =0 (22)

on the horizon.
Similarly, using Eq. (3), we can expand the third term of
Eq. (19) as
EEOVVYVsVex = EUE 8V Vax Vi Vex
= EUEPY IV ax VoV ex — 286 18NV ax ViV ex (23)
= &L VIV Ve,

where we have used Eq. (20) in the last step. As for the re-
maining part, we consider

éa%dvdval = %dvd(éavaX) - (chvdéa)vax

(24)
= _(chvdga)vax-
Then, it can be expanded as
EYIVaVax = —(8:+ &l + & )VaEVax )

= VO (Vely+ Kl g +1PENVLE,).

For the Killing horizon generated by £¢, we have £ is hyper-
surface orthogonal, i.e., £ satisfies

écvbéa = gbvcéa + éavbgc (26)

on the horizon. After taking this condition into account, we
can find

éa%dvdva% —VxA(Vela+xlc+ lbgcvbéa)
_Va%(vcga + chéa + lbgbvcéa + lbgavbgc)

—Va%[vcéa - Vc&a + éa(ch + lbvbét)]
=0.

(27
Finally, we find the three terms in Eq. (19) all vanish on the
horizon and therefore we have

8MT,pEE" = HypE6P =0 (28)

on the horizon .%#. With a similar discussion in sec. II, we
assume the minimally coupled matter field satisfies the dom-
inant energy condition. The dominant energy condition gives
that for any future-directed, timelike vector Z¢, —Tb“Zb is fur-
ther directed timelike or null vector. Therefore, for the future-
directed null vector £¢, there must be —7,,E*Z" < 0 for any
future-directed timelike vector Z¢, which means T,,,£“ cannot
be spacelike. In addition, considering the result (28), we can
written T,;,E? as linear combination of &, and (e;), on 7.
Combining with T,;,E? must be timelike or null, it is easy to
find T,;,E? o< &, on 7, which implies

TpE'%" =0 (29)

on the horizon ¢ in the Horndeski gravity.

B. Contract with £99.”

In this subsection, we would like to find the correspond-
ing relation of Dk using the equation of motion in Horn-
deski gravity to prove the zeroth law. To do this, we contract



E4y.b both side of (14). Since £¢ is orthogonal to the cross-
section and the Killing condition £4V,x = 0, the contraction

Hu . E%,¢ gives
anb _[; & 2 anb & ay b
Habg Yoo = |:1 4 (Vx) }Rabg Ye 2 abg Ye

(30)
_ a 2 a an, b
__[I_Z(D%) }DCK_E &Y

Then, we would like to calculate the remaining five terms
in K,,E%y.b. The first term is vanishing since £4V,y = 0. For
the second term, it can be written as

—28Y"VaxV xRl = =&V "RaaV XV X

= (1) + ) (1Y) + ¥ ) eV RaaV s X VX -
€1y
After expanding Eq. (31) and considering the Killing condi-
tion, the orthogonality as well as R,,EEP = 0, we can find
the only term left is

—28“YVax V(xR = —Raa¥e" Y E VXV ix

(32)
=D*D.xD,xK.

For the third term, using what we have found in Eq. (27), it
is easy to find that this term vanishes. The fourth term can be
calculated using the same method. It is not hard to find

—EY P Ruera VXV
= —(—1CED 4y (—1ESD 4 ) EY R gV ;X Vok

= Raeas Ve W Ve € VEV X + Reonsl Ve ¥ E4E"Vax Vi
(33)
after using that £¢ is the Killing vector field. Then, consider-
ing Eq. (8), we can find the above two terms all vanish on the
horizon, i.e., we have

—EYRuepa VX V2 = 0. (34)

For the fifth term, we do the same as before. Using the ex-
pression of the metric and considering the orthogonal relation
between the basis, we can get

— &YV AVt = LaYop ¥ 8abeV VI XV VY
+ 1 Yor ¥ EaleV VXV VY — Yop ¥ Vb YV XV V.
(35)
Then, using Eqs. (20) and (27), it is obvious that
—EY"VaVIAVeVax =0. (36)

Combining the above results together, Eq. (30) gives the
following identity:

(04 (04
HoupE9b = — [1 _ Z(Dx)z} Dk =5 D gD Dark (37)

Considering the condition (29) which is given by the dominant
energy condition, we have

o o
[1 - Z(D;g)z} Dek+ 5D ZDADK =0, (38)

C. Generalized zeroth law

In this subsection, we would like to give a discussion to
the above results. As suggested by Ghosh and Sarkar[7], we
rewrite the identity (37) to a different form

X, =oMX,, (39)
where
X, =D.x, (40)
and
M = %(Dx)z&“ - %Dch“x- 4D

Since we assume that all quantities have a smooth limit to
general relativity when o — 0 in Horndeski gravity. With a
similar argument to Ref. [7] will arise, X, can be expanded in
terms of o and can be written as

X, = (Xo)a+ ot(X))a+ *(X2)a+ .., (42)

where (Xp), is the corresponding X, in Einstein gravity and
therefore it is zero. Similarly, M{ can also be written as

M® = (Mp)* 4 (M) + o* (M) + . ... (43)

According to the assumption that all quantities have a smooth
limit to general relativity, the scalar field should vanish when
o — 0. Then, a closer look at (41) will reveal that M is a
quantity of & order, i.e. (My)? = (M;)¢ = 0. However, as we
will discuss below, we can expand M¢ as (43) since the actual
order of M¢ does not affect the final result. Eq. (39) can be
expanded in terms of &

(Xo)e + at(X1)e+ -+ =a(Mo)2(Xo)a+ 07 [(Mo)2 (X1 )a

)]+ “
This identity is established for any ¢, and every order of «
should be equal on both sides. At first, we have (Xp), = 0.
Then, we equal the first order of ¢«. With the face that both
(Mp)? and (Xo), are zero, we have (X)), = (My)%(Xo)q =
0. For the second order, we have (Xz). = (Mo)%(X))q +
(M)%(Xo)a, since (Xp)q and (X)), are zero, we can find
(X2)a = 0. For the kth order of «, the identity gives

k—1

(Xe)e =Y (M) (Xi—i—1)a- (45)
i=0

By a simple mathematical induction, we can prove that
(X2)e = (X3)¢ = --- = 0 one by one. And finally, we can get
X, = 0. As the discussion above, the zeroth law always holds
as long as X, satisfies the equation with the same form as (39)
once we throw the smooth condition to the gravitational the-
ory. And the zeroth law holds in Horndeski gravity.



V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we studied the zeroth law in Horndeski grav-
ity. We first reviewed the proof of the black hole zeroth law
in Einstein gravity and gave some basic setups on the Killing
horizon. Then, according to a similar calculation as Ref. [7],
we calculated the derivative of the surface gravity K in each
direction along the event horizon in the stationary black holes
based on the equation of motion in Horndeski gravity with the
assumption that the scalar field y shares the same symmetries
with the spacetime. We found that the derivative of kK along
the transverse directions satisfies such an identity

D.k = oaM!D,x (46)

once we assume the minimally coupled matter fields satisfy
the dominant energy condition. With a similar discussion
to Ref. [7], according to the above identity, we can get
D,x = 0 as long as all the quantities have a smooth limit to
Einstein gravity. Then, combining with the universal relation
£aV,k = 0, this result means that the surface gravity K is a
constant on the whole stationary horizon in Horndeski grav-
ity, and therefore the zeroth law is satisfied.

It is worth noting that we only studied a part of the Horn-
deski gravity theory. The zeroth law of the full Horndeski

theory is also worth studying. The tedious equation of motion
of the full Horndeski theory is calculated in Ref. [15] and we
can discover the terms appearing in the equation are quite sim-
ilar with (14). The further extension of the zeroth law proof
to general Horndeski gravity theory will be complex but not
hard. Besides, in our paper, we assumed that the scalar field
x also shares the Killing symmetries. However, in Horndeski
gravity, there exists the solution where ¢y # 0. Solutions
like this is found in Refs. [28, 29]. The spacetime in this so-
lution is spherically symmetric while the scalar field is given
by x(z,r) = gt + y(r). It is obvious that for this solution, the
scalar field y does not satisfy Zzx # 0. It is also very inter-
esting to further consider how to prove the zeroth law in this
kind of solution.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

This research was supported by National Natural Science
Foundation of China (NSFC) with Grants No. 11775022 and
11873044.

[1] R. Penrose, Gravitational collapse: The role of general relativ-
ity, Riv. Nuovo Cim. 1, 252-276 (1969).

[2] J. M. Bardeen, B. Carter and S. W. Hawking, Commun. Math.
Phys. 31, 161-170 (1973) doi:10.1007/BF01645742

[31 S. W. Hawking, Commun. Math. Phys. 43, 199-220
(1975) [erratum: Commun. Math. Phys. 46, 206 (1976)]
doi:10.1007/BF02345020

[4] S. W. Hawking, Commun. Math. Phys. 25, 152-166 (1972)
doi:10.1007/BF01877517

[5] I. Racz and R. M. Wald, Class. Quant. Grav. 13, 539-553
(1996) doi:10.1088/0264-9381/13/3/017 [arXiv:gr-qc/9507055
[er-qell.

[6] S. Sarkar and S. Bhattacharya, Phys. Rev. D 87, no.4, 044023
(2013) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.87.044023 [arXiv:1205.2042
[gr-qc]].

[7] R. Ghosh and S. Sarkar, Phys. Rev. D 102, no.10, 101503
(2020) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.102.101503 [arXiv:2009.01543
[gr-qc]].

[8] T. A. de Pirey Saint Alby and N. Yunes, Phys. Rev. D
96, no.6, 064040 (2017) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.96.064040
[arXiv:1703.06341 [gr-qc]].

[9] P. A.R. Ade et al. [Planck], Astron. Astrophys. 594, A13 (2016)
doi:10.1051/0004-6361/201525830 [arXiv:1502.01589 [astro-
ph.CO]].

[10] G. Bertone, D. Hooper and J. Silk, Phys. Rept. 405, 279-
390 (2005) doi:10.1016/j.physrep.2004.08.031 [arXiv:hep-
ph/0404175 [hep-phl]].

[11] P. J. E. Peebles and B. Ratra, Rev. Mod. Phys. 75,
559-606 (2003) doi:10.1103/RevModPhys.75.559 [arXiv:astro-
ph/0207347 [astro-ph]].

[12] R. A. Alpher and R. C. Herman, Phys. Rev. 75, no.7, 1089-1095
(1949) doi:10.1103/physrev.75.1089

[13] G. W. Horndeski, Int. J. Theor. Phys. 10, 363-384 (1974)
doi:10.1007/BF01807638

[14] C. Deffayet, X. Gao, D. A. Steer and G. Zahariade, Phys.
Rev. D 84, 064039 (2011) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.84.064039
[arXiv:1103.3260 [hep-th]].

[15] T. Kobayashi, M. Yamaguchi and J. Yokoyama, Prog.
Theor. Phys. 126, 511-529 (2011) doi:10.1143/PTP.126.511
[arXiv:1105.5723 [hep-th]].

[16] C. Charmousis, E. J. Copeland,

P. M. Saffin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.051101
[hep-th]].

[17] A. Nicolis, R. Rattazzi and E. Trincherini, Phys. Rev.
D 79, 064036 (2009) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.79.064036
[arXiv:0811.2197 [hep-th]].

[18] E. N. Saridakis and S. V. Sushkov, Phys. Rev. D 81, 083510
(2010) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.81.083510 [arXiv:1002.3478
[gr-qc]].

[19] A.Maselli, H. O. Silva, M. Minamitsuji and E. Berti, Phys. Rev.
D 93, no.12, 124056 (2016) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.93.124056
[arXiv:1603.04876 [gr-qc]].

[20] X. H. Feng, H. S. Liu, H. Li and C. N. Pope, JHEP 11,
176 (2015) doi:10.1007/JHEP11(2015)176 [arXiv:1509.07142
[hep-th]].

[21] Y. G. Miao and Z. M. Xu, Eur. Phys. J. C 76, no.11, 638 (2016)
doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4482-1 [arXiv:1607.06629 [hep-
th]].

[22] X. H. Feng, H. S. Liu, H. Lii and C. N. Pope, Phys. Rev.
D 93, no.4, 044030 (2016) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.93.044030
[arXiv:1512.02659 [hep-th]].

[23] Y. P. Hu, H. A. Zeng, Z. M. Jiang and H. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D
100, no.8, 084004 (2019) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.100.084004

A. Padilla and
051101 (2012)
[arXiv:1106.2000



[arXiv:1812.09938 [gr-qc]].

[24] K. Hajian, S. Liberatii M. M. Sheikh-Jabbari and
M. H. Vahidinia, Phys. Lett. B 812, 136002 (2021)
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2020.136002 [arXiv:2005.12985
[er-qell.

[25] X. Y. Wang and J. Jiang, Phys. Rev. D 102, no.8, 084020
(2020) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.102.084020 [arXiv:2008.09774

[gr-qc]].

[26] Poisson, E. (2004). A Relativist’s Toolkit: The Mathematics
of Black-Hole Mechanics. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press. doi:10.1017/CB0O9780511606601

[27] I. Vega, E. Poisson and R. Massey, Class. Quant. Grav.
28, 175006 (2011) doi:10.1088/0264-9381/28/17/175006
[arXiv:1106.0510 [gr-qc]].

[28] E. Babichev and C. Charmousis, JHEP 08, 106 (2014)
doi:10.1007/JHEP08(2014)106 [arXiv:1312.3204 [gr-qc]].

[29] E. Babichev, C. Charmousis and A. Lehébel, Class.
Quant. Grav. 33, no.15, 154002 (2016) doi:10.1088/0264-
9381/33/15/154002 [arXiv:1604.06402 [gr-qc]].



