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We obtain new vacuum static black hole solutions with anisotropic horizons in Einstein-Gauss-
Bonnet gravity with a negative cosmological constant in five dimensions. The translational invari-
ance along one direction on the 3-dimensional horizon cross section is broken. The Gauss-Bonnet
coupling α is at the critical point where there is one single AdS vacuum. These solutions does not
appear in the form of a warped product, i.e. they lack a common warping factor, and the metric
contains 2 arbitrary functions, h(r) of the radial coordinate r and H(y) of the horizon coordinate
y — some degeneracy in the metric. The nontrivial horizon and the degeneracy may be closely
related to the critical value of α. We introduce the process of obtaining the solutions and some of
their properties, and also prove a uniqueness theorem for the case when there is a common warping
factor for the rest two directions.

I. INTRODUCTION

When the spacetime dimension is 4 and the dominant energy condition (DEC), stationary black hole horizon
obeys the topology theorem [1]. Black hole horizons can be complicated while those two conditions are violated, i.e.
one can consider higher dimensions [2–6] or break DEC. by introducing the negative cosmological constant Λ. The
asymptotically anti-de Sitter (AdS, the maximally symmetric space with negative curvature) black holes are solutions
with negative Λ and they can have horionzs of 3 types: sphere with positive curvature, torus with flat geometry and
hyperbolic space with negative curvature [7–9]. These 3 types appear in arbitrary dimensions. If one considers generic
black holes that are not asymptotically AdS, with negative Λ, there are even black hole horizons with arbitrary genus
g > 1 [10]. These are spacetimes locally equal to pure AdS spacetimes. Moreover, some static, plane symmetric
solutions and cylindrically symmetric solutions of Einstein-Maxwell equations with a negative cosmological constant
are investigated in Ref [11].
It is interesting to explore the possibility of certain nontrivial horizon types in the presence of a negative Λ. There

is an important example, Ref. [12], which obtained nontrivial black holes in 5 dimensions. These black holes have
3-dimensional horizons of different types. These types all belong to the eight 3-dimensional “model-geometries”
classified by Thurston [13]. They all admit homogeneous metrics. These manifolds should be compact if one uses
them to construct black hole horizons, and the topologies and the compactification of these eight manifolds are also
described in [12]. Its main results are Einsteinian solutions of black holes with “Sol” and “Nil” horizons1.
What we have been doing is to explore the effect of higher curvature corrections on the horizon geometry topology.

To be exact, we consider 5-dimensional Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet (EGB for short) gravity theory, a special case of the
Lovelock gravity theory [14], the general second-order covariant gravity theory in dimensions higher than four, with
a negative Λ. The Gauss-Bonnet terms are higher curvature terms in the action that can be regarded as corrections
from the heterotic string theory [15, 16]. There had already been spherical, Euclidean and hyperbolic black hole
horizons in this theory, shown by the famous paper [17] by Rong-Gen Cai. Ref.[18] investigated the charged solutions
and their thermodynamics in such a theory. What we found are static black holes with a S1 ×H2 horizon and with a
“Solv”-manifold horizon[19]. The “Solv”-manifold solution has zero entropy and degeneracy an arbitrary function of
the radial coordinate r in the metric. These may be caused by the fact that for this solution the Gauss-Bonnet coupling
constant has a critical value actually forbidding kinetic fluctuations around the AdS backgrounds [20]. Meanwhile, at
this critical point the two AdS vacuums merge into one single solution, simplifies the algebra greatly. Besides, for such
critical theories, Ref.[21] found that the behavior of the mass parameter in some black hole solutions is dramatically
different to non-critical cases.
The “Solv” solution inspires us to consider the possibilities of similar nontrivial 3-dimensional horizons. This paper’s

main purpose is to break the translational invariance along one direction2:

dx2 +G(x)dΣ2
2 (1.1)

∗Electronic address: yxpeng@alumni.itp.ac.cn
1 According to [12], there had already been black hole horizons for the first five geometries except S1 × S2, while “SL2R” horizons are
still unknown.

2 Breaking this symmetry plays a very important role in the holographic condensed matter models with momentum dissipation [22–32].
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with dΣ2
2 the line-element of a 2-dimensional space with coordinates y and z. On the other hand, the holographic

model with the horizon above will possess a boundary metric

dŝ2 = −dt2 + dx2 +G(x)dΣ2
2 (1.2)

which means a field theory living on a curved spacetime background. This is reminiscent of the quantum systems in
gravitational fields, sometimes dynamic spacetimes, for example gravitational waves and expanding universes [33–35].
Nevertheless, our assumption only involves curvature on the spatial slices, not the time direction, therefore it may
have different physical meaning and applications. To explore such cases is by itself interesting and is important for
studying strongly-coupled quantum systems in curved spacetime backgrounds.
In section II we describe the method of solving the field equations, and we found a group of novel black hole solutions

with such kind of anistotropic horizon and some degeneracies shown in section III. We also prove a uniqueness theorem
for the case when there is a common warping factor for the rest two directions y, z in section IV: if the horizon is to
be anisotropic, there must be a common warping factor for all the three directions, i.e. the whole horizon manifold,
thus leading to known results in Ref.[36]. Finally we give the conclusion.

II. SOLVE THE ANISOTROPIC BLACK HOLE HORIZON

The action of EGB gravity theory with a negative cosmological constant

S =
1

16π

∫

dd+1x
√
−g

[

R− 2Λ + α(R2 − 4RµνR
µν +RµνρσR

µνρσ)
]

, (2.1)

where the Newton constant is set to 1, the cosmological constant Λ < 0, and the Gauss-Bonnet coupling denoted by
α. The equations of motion are

Rµν − 1

2
Rgµν + Λgµν

−α

(

4RµρR
ρ
ν − 2RRµν + 4RρσRµρνσ − 2Rµ

ρστRνρστ +
1

2
gµν(R

2 − 4RρσR
ρσ +RρστπR

ρστπ)

)

= 0 . (2.2)

We will consider a static black hole solution with an anisotropic horizon. The induced metric of the anisotropic
horizon ansatz is set to be

dx2 +G(x)dΣ2
2 (2.3)

with dΣ2
2 the line-element of a 2-dimensional space with coordinates y and z. The ansatz line element of the whole

spacetime is

ds2 = −V (r)dt2 +
1

V (r)
dr2 + f(r)dx2 + g(r)G(x)dy2 + h(r)G(x)H(y)dz2 . (2.4)

Here V (r), f(r), g(r), h(r), G(x) and H(y) are functions to be determined. For the expected black hole solution,
any constant-t, r surface, including the horizon, will have the form of Eq.(2.3), although the functions f(r), g(r) and
h(r) may be different. That is to say, there is no common warping factor r2 like the Schwarzschild-type black holes.
It is this unique setup that allows the new anisotropic solution to exist.
For the ansatz (2.4), the tt , rr , xx , yy , zz and rx , ry components of the equations (2.2) are nonzero. Firstly look

at the cross terms rx , ry.

The ry equations gives
H ′(y)

(

h(r)g′(r)− g(r)h′(r)
)(

f(r)− αf ′(r)V ′(r)
)

4f(r)g(r)h(r)H(y)
= 0 . (2.5)

There are 2 choices, h(r)g′(r) − g(r)h′(r) = 0 or f(r) − αf ′(r)V ′(r) = 0. We can see below that the second choice
gives the new solution, and the first choice give nothing new, which will be described in IV.
The second choice: We choose f(r) − αf ′(r)V ′(r) = 0, and

the rx equation gives
G′(x)

(

f(r)g′(r) − g(r)f ′(r)
)(

f(r)h′(r) − h(r)f ′(r)
)

2f(r)g(r)G(x)h(r)f ′(r)
. (2.6)
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One can choose f(r)g′(r) − g(r)f ′(r) = 0. Choosing f(r)h′(r) − h(r)f ′(r) = 0 gives actually the same results. Here
we arrive at a point with

f(r)− αf ′(r)V ′(r) = 0 , (2.7)

f(r)g′(r)− g(r)f ′(r) = 0 . (2.8)

This means that

f ′(r)

f(r)
=

1

αV ′(r)
and f(r) = ag(r) (constant a is unimportant) . (2.9)

For further convenience, we define

f(r) ≡ eF(r) , g(r) ≡ eG(r) , h(r) ≡ eH(r) . (2.10)

Then the relations (2.9) are

F ′(r) =
1

αV ′(r)
,G(r) = F(r) + constant . (2.11)

Under these conditions, the rest nonzero equations are the tt , rr , xx , yy , zz components. The tt equation is

H′′(y)

H(y)





e−F(r)V (r)2

2aαG(x)V ′(r)2
−

e−F(r)V (r)2V ′′(r)

aG(x)V ′(r)2



 +
H′(y)2

H(y)2





e−F(r)V (r)2V ′′(r)

2aG(x)V ′(r)2
−

e−F(r)V (r)2

4aαG(x)V ′(r)2





+
G′′(x)

G(x)





e−F(r)V (r)2

2αV ′(r)2
+

1

2
αe

−F(r)
V (r)H

′
(r)V

′
(r) −

e−F(r)V (r)2V ′′(r)

V ′(r)2
+ αe

−F(r)
V (r)

2
H

′′
(r) +

1

2
αe

−F(r)
V (r)

2
H

′
(r)

2
−

1

2
e
−F(r)

V (r)





+
G′(x)2

G(x)2

(

−
1

4
αe

−F(r)
V (r)H

′
(r)V

′
(r) −

1

2
αe

−F(r)
V (r)

2
H

′′
(r) −

1

4
αe

−F(r)
V (r)

2
H

′
(r)

2
+

1

4
e
−F(r)

V (r)

)

+(terms including r only) = 0 . (2.12)

For this equation to be solved, the variables r , x and y should be separated. First look at the terms with x. There
are 2 terms with G′′/G and G′2/G2. The coefficients of these 2 terms should be in proportion to separate the variable
x, therefore

µ





e−F(r)V (r)2

2αV ′(r)2
+

1

2
αe

−F(r)
V (r)H

′
(r)V

′
(r) −

e−F(r)V (r)2V ′′(r)

V ′(r)2
+ αe

−F(r)
V (r)

2
H

′′
(r) +

1

2
αe

−F(r)
V (r)

2
H

′
(r)

2
−

1

2
e
−F(r)

V (r)





= −
1

4
αe

−F(r)
V (r)H

′
(r)V

′
(r) −

1

2
αe

−F(r)
V (r)

2
H

′′
(r) −

1

4
αe

−F(r)
V (r)

2
H

′
(r)

2
+

1

4
e
−F(r)

V (r) , (2.13)

with a constant µ, which can be chosen as −1/2 to simplify the expression to

e−F(r)V (r) (2αV ′′(r) − 1)

αV ′(r)
= 0 , (2.14)

and this equation admits a simple solution

V (r) =
r2

4α
+ c1 , (2.15)

with c1 an integration constant. For a black hole c1 should be negative. Then (2.9) will give

f(r) = r2 , and g(r) = r2 up to a . (2.16)

The arbitrariness of H(y): after fixing the lapse function V (r), the coefficients of the H(y) terms in (2.12)
are 0 automatically. In fact, the other field equations besides (2.12) do not say anything meaningful
about H(y), therefore H(y) is arbitrary!
At this moment we solve G(x), according to the variable separation method. The terms with G(x) in (2.12) are

now proportional to

G′(x)2 − 2G(x)G′′(x)

G(x)2
(2.17)

which must be a constant. The solution is

G(x) =
(

b1e
√
Mx + b2e

−
√
Mx

)2

(2.18)
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with b1 , b2 and M constants. G(x) can be written as Sinh or Cosh functions. The rest field equations, the xx , yy ,
and zz components force

α = − 3

4Λ
. (2.19)

After setting α = −3/4Λ there are still 2 nonzero field equations, the tt and rr components:

−
(M + c1)

(

Λr2 − 3c1
) ((

2Λr2 − 6c1
)

H′′(r) +
(

Λr2 − 3c1
)

H′(r)2 − 4Λ + 2ΛrH′(r)
)

12Λr2
= 0 ,

3(M + c1) (rH′(r) − 2)

2Λr4 − 6c1r2
= 0 (2.20)

and c1 = −M let them both vanish3.
The arbitrariness of h(r): after setting c1 = −M the field equations are satisfied, but according to the

equations (2.20) the terms including H(r), i.e. h(r) vanishes. Therefore h(r) is arbitrary! In the section
below we summarize the solution just found and discuss some of its properties.

III. NEW BLACK HOLE SOLUTION WITH AN ANISOTROPIC HORIZON

The solution in the above is

ds2 = −V (r)dt2 +
1

V (r)
dr2 + r2dx2 +G(x)

[

r2dy2 + h(r)H(y)dz2
]

, h(r) , H(y) are arbitrary (3.1)

V (r) = −Λr2

3
−M , M > 0 for a black hole with the horizon at rh =

√

−3M/Λ, (3.2)

G(x) =
(

b1e
√
Mx + b2e

−
√
Mx

)2

, and b1 , b2 and M are constants. (3.3)

The horizon and other constant t, r-surfaces has the geometry described by

dx2 +
(

b1e
√
Mx + b2e

−
√
Mx

)2
(

dy2 +H(y)dz2
)

. (3.4)

This solution exists only when α is fixed to the critical value

α = − 3

4Λ
. (3.5)

Interestingly, when h(r) is set to be r2, the horizon manifold can be arbitrary as shown in the paper [36], including
the cases of the solution (3.1) above. The choice α = −3/(4Λ) is the critical point where there is one single AdS
vacuum for the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory[17] and is the same as that in Ref.[37] on dimensionally continued
gravity and Ref.[20], where they found the critical value of the coupling constant actually forbids kinetic fluctuations
around the AdS backgrounds. In the previous paper [19] we arrived at the same choice to allow nontrival topological
horizons. The critical value of the Gauss-Bonnet coupling α plays a quite important role in the existence of the
nontrival horizons.
An important question is: are the arbitrary functions h(r) and H(y) genuine arbitrariness, or gauge

degrees of freedom which can be eliminated by coordinate transformations? One can look at the Ricci
scalar

R =
1

6r2G(x)2h(r)2H(y)2
(

3G(x)h(r)2
(

H ′(y)2 − 2H(y) (2H(y)G′′(x) +H ′′(y))
)

+ 3h(r)2H(y)2G′(x)2

+G(x)2H(y)2
(

−r2h′(r)2
(

3M + Λr2
)

+ 2rh(r)
(

rh′′(r)
(

3M + Λr2
)

+ h′(r)
(

6M + 4Λr2
))

+ 12h(r)2
(

M + 2Λr2
)))

,

(3.6)

and it depends on h(r) and H(y). This shows that h(r) and H(y) are real arbitrariness which can not be
eliminated by coordinate transformations. In general, R will at least possess a 1/r2 divergence. This means
that there is a singularity at r = 0. The tensor products RabR

ab and RabcdR
abcd both diverge at r = 0 too.

3 If c1 6= −c then we must set rH′(r)− 2, then H′(r) = ln(r2), therefore h(r) = r2 = f(r) , g(r) and this case does not give a new solution
as discussed in IV.
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We finally discuss the thermodynamics briefly. The temperature can be obtained by the semi-classical method of
removing the conical singularity of the near-horizon geometry

T =
V ′(r)

4π

∣

∣

∣

r→rh

= −Λrh
6π

, (3.7)

and the entropy can be obtained by applying the Wald entropy formula [38, 39]

S = −2π

∫

horizon

√

ĝ dd−1x
∂L

∂Rabcd

ǫabǫcd

=

∫

dxdydz r2h
√

h(rh)G(x)
√

H(y)

[

+
1

4
− G′′(x)

4MG(x)
+

G′(x)2

16MG(x)2
− H ′′(y)

8MG(x)H(y)
+

H ′(y)2

16MG(x)H(y)2

]

,(3.8)

where the hatted ĝ is the intrinsic metric on the horizon cross section on which the integral is defined and ǫab is the
natural volume element on the tangent space orthogonal to the cross section. From Eq.(3.8) one can see that the
entropy is nonzero, compared to the zero result of the “Solv” manifold in Ref.[19]. This shows that the same critical
choice α = −3/4Λ does not always lead to vanishing entropy, which is a thought-provoking fact.

IV. THE FIRST CHOICE WITH g(r) = h(r): A UNIQUENESS THEOREM

This section introduces the case when choosing h(r)g′(r) − g(r)h′(r) = 0 in the equation (2.5). This leads to
g(r) = h(r) up to a constant. For the ansatz (2.4), if one set g(r) = h(r), then the metric becomes

ds2 = −V (r)dt2 +
1

V (r)
dr2 + f(r)dx2 + g(r)G(x)

(

dy2 +H(y)dz2
)

. (4.1)

Here we present a uniqueness theorem about the geometry of the possible black hole horizons.

Theorem 1. For solutions to (2.2) in the form (4.1) and expected to possess anisotropic horizons, one must have
f(r) ∝ g(r). Then the solution goes back to the cases presented in Ref.[36]. In that paper the horizon can have
constant curvature, or possess some other types of geometry.

Proof: when g(r) = h(r) the rx component of (2.2) gives

G′(x) [f(r)g′(r) − g(r)f ′(r)] [(g(r) − αg′(r)V ′(r)]

f(r)g(r)G(x)
= 0 . (4.2)

For this to hold, either of the two parenthesis in the numerator vanishes. The choice f(r)g′(r) − g(r)f ′(r) = 0 gives
g(r) ∝ f(r). That ends the story. If one chooses g(r)−αg′(r)V ′(r) = 0, the rr component of the field equations gives

1

G(x)
(
H ′(y)2

H(y)2
− 2

H ′′(y)

H(y)
)

(

f ′(r)

4f(r)V (r)g′(r)
− 1

4g(r)V (r)

)

+
G′(x)2

G(x)2

(

1

4f(r)V (r)
− g(r)f ′(r)

4f(r)2V (r)g′(r)

)

+ (terms including r only) = 0 . (4.3)

For this equation to be solved, the variables r , x and y should be separated. The only possibility is that the first and
the second coefficients are in proportion:

(

f ′(r)

4f(r)g′(r)
− 1

4g(r)

)

∝
(

1

4f(r)
− g(r)f ′(r)

4f(r)2g′(r)

)

, (4.4)

leading to f(r) = g(r) finally.
Therefore the solution must be in the form

ds2 = −V (r)dt2 +
1

V (r)
dr2 + f(r)

(

dx2 +G(x)
(

dy2 +H(y)dz2
))

. (4.5)

In the paper [36] the authors analyzed the solution type

ds2 = −V (r)dt2 +
1

V (r)
dr2 + f(r)dΣ2

3 , (4.6)

and it includes the equation (4.5). Therefore there is nothing new here for this case, and the readers can refer to that
paper for further information.
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V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In this paper we present a set of novel 5-dimensional black hole solutions in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory with
a negative cosmological constant. The black hole’s 3-dimensional horizon cross section possess a novel anisotropic
geometry: one direction loses translational invariance. Besides, although the spacetime is static, the geometry is not
a direct product — there is no common warping factor. The metric of the 3-dimensional horizon is in the form (3.4)
and there exists 2 arbitrary functions h(r) and H(y) in the metric (3.1) i.e. degeneracies indicating some redundant
degrees of freedom. We believe that the existence of such a kind of horizon and the degeneracy are closely related
to the critical value of the coupling constant α = −3/4Λ which actually forbids kinetic fluctuations around the AdS
backgrounds [20]. The same choice has lead to nontrivial horizon manifolds and degeneracies in Ref.[36] (with a
common warping factor and arbitrary horizon geometry) and [19] with a solution quite similar to our new solution
(3.1) with the “Solv” geometry (one of the Thurston geometries [13])

ds2 = −(−Λr2

3
−M)dt2 +

1

−Λr2

3 −M
dr2 + r2dx2 + r2e−2

√
Mxdy2 + h(r)e2

√
Mxdz2 (5.1)

with h(r) undetermined. A quite important difference is that the solution (5.1) above has 0 Wald entropy, possibly
due to the reason that the entropy is related to the quantum degrees of freedom of the black hole, if the kinetic
fluctuations are forbidden, the entropy is expected to vanish [40, 41]. However, the solution (3.1) we found has
nonvanishing entropy (3.8), probably because for this specific background the coefficient of the kinetic terms do not
vanish.
We should emphasize that although Ref.[36] presented a solution with totally arbitrary horizon geometry, it does

not include our new solution, since our solution does not contain a common warping factor as in that paper. Instead
the geometry of the horizon is partly fixed, while there is an arbitrary function h(r).
Except the solution, we also have proven that if one wants to set a common warping factor in the rest two directions

for the anisotropic horizon, the solution must contain a common warping factor for all three directions on the horizon,
and the solution belongs to the known cases studied in Ref.[36].
The main conclusion of this paper ends here. However, these results are quite preliminary and there might exist

deep principles under the surface. The following are some important future topics we will try our best to investigate
and understand.

1. There may be deep connections between the critical value of the Gauss-Bonnet coupling and the nontrivial
geometry (“Solv” geometry and anisotropy) of the horizon together with the degeneracy of the function h(r)
and H(y). At least we have seen that in several cases they appear together. Our next step is to check that if
similar nontrivial horizons exist in other gravity theories with higher curvature corrections at criticality such
as the theories studied in Ref.[42–44]. It is possible that this phenomenon is quite prevalent, and the deep
reason underlying the complicated differential equations deserves more investigation. These topics will enrich
our knowledge of classification of black hole horizons as well as our understanding of higher curvature corrections
of gravity theories.

2. Whether Maxwell or other fields will affect this horizon geometry and the degeneracy is a quite interesting
question. There are some charged examples of which the horizon possess the Thurston geometries [45–47].
Inspired by these examples, one may simply add charge into our solutions and check whether these solutions
still exist and what changes will take place. During this work, an interesting paper [48] constructing nontrival
horizons with scalar fields in 4 dimensions appear. This shows that for other types of matter there would also
be interesting topics. Meanwhile, when the matter exists, one can also try to explore the stability analysis like
that in Ref.[49, 50].

3. From the point of view of AdS/CFT, our solution (3.1) implies a CFT living on a boundary with one special
direction — the translational invariance and anisotropy are broken, on the level of the spacetime background.
Interestingly, this boundary is only in the spatial directions, not the temporal direction. The physical meaning
and possible applications of this boundary is an interesting topic.
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[28] R. A. Davison and B. Goutéraux, JHEP 01, 039 (2015) doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2015)039 [arXiv:1411.1062 [hep-th]].
[29] J. Xu, L. M. Cao and Y. P. Hu, Phys. Rev. D 91, no.12, 124033 (2015) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.91.124033 [arXiv:1506.03578

[gr-qc]].
[30] L. M. Cao and Y. Peng, Phys. Rev. D 92, no.12, 124052 (2015) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.92.124052 [arXiv:1509.08738 [hep-

th]].
[31] L. M. Cao, Y. Peng and Y. L. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D 93, 124015 (2016) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.93.124015 [arXiv:1511.04967

[hep-th]].
[32] F. Chen, S. F. Wu and Y. Peng, JHEP 07, 072 (2019) doi:10.1007/JHEP07(2019)072 [arXiv:1903.02672 [hep-th]].
[33] C. Sabin, D. E. Bruschi, M. Ahmadi and I. Fuentes, New J. Phys. 16, 085003 (2014) doi:10.1088/1367-2630/16/8/085003

[arXiv:1402.7009 [quant-ph]].
[34] A. Biasi, J. Mas and A. Serantes, JHEP 05, 161 (2019) doi:10.1007/JHEP05(2019)161 [arXiv:1903.05618 [hep-th]].
[35] Y. S. An, R. G. Cai, L. Li and Y. Peng, Phys. Rev. D 101, no.4, 046006 (2020) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.101.046006

[arXiv:1909.12172 [hep-th]].
[36] G. Dotti, J. Oliva and R. Troncoso, Phys. Rev. D 76, 064038 (2007) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.76.064038 [arXiv:0706.1830

[hep-th]].
[37] M. Banados, C. Teitelboim and J. Zanelli, Phys. Rev. D 49, 975-986 (1994) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.49.975 [arXiv:gr-

qc/9307033 [gr-qc]].
[38] R. M. Wald, Phys. Rev. D 48, no. 8, R3427 (1993).
[39] V. Iyer and R. M. Wald, Phys. Rev. D 50, 846 (1994).
[40] R. G. Cai, L. M. Cao and N. Ohta, Phys. Rev. D 81, 024018 (2010) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.81.024018 [arXiv:0911.0245

[hep-th]].
[41] R. Brustein, D. Gorbonos and M. Hadad, Phys. Rev. D 79, 044025 (2009) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.79.044025

[arXiv:0712.3206 [hep-th]].



8

[42] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Phys. Lett. B 521 (2001), 87-95 [erratum: Phys. Lett. B 542 (2002), 301] doi:10.1016/S0370-
2693(01)01186-8 [arXiv:hep-th/0109122 [hep-th]].

[43] H. Lu and C. N. Pope, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 181302 (2011) doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.181302 [arXiv:1101.1971 [hep-
th]].

[44] Z. Y. Fan and H. Lu, Phys. Rev. D 91, no.6, 064009 (2015) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.91.064009 [arXiv:1501.00006 [hep-th]].
[45] R. E. Arias and I. Salazar Landea, JHEP 12, 087 (2017) doi:10.1007/JHEP12(2017)087 [arXiv:1708.04335 [hep-th]].
[46] M. Bravo-Gaete and M. Hassaine, Phys. Rev. D 97, no.2, 024020 (2018) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.97.024020

[arXiv:1710.02720 [hep-th]].
[47] F. Faedo, D. A. Farotti and S. Klemm, JHEP 12, 151 (2019) doi:10.1007/JHEP12(2019)151 [arXiv:1908.07421 [hep-th]].
[48] J. Yang, [arXiv:2301.01709 [gr-qc]].
[49] R. G. Cai and L. M. Cao, Phys. Rev. D 88, 084047 (2013) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.88.084047 [arXiv:1306.4927 [gr-qc]].
[50] L. M. Cao and L. B. Wu, Phys. Rev. D 103, no.6, 064054 (2021) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.103.064054 [arXiv:2101.02461

[gr-qc]].


	introduction
	Solve the anisotropic black hole horizon
	new black hole solution with an anisotropic horizon
	The first choice with g(r)=h(r): a uniqueness theorem
	conclusion and discussion
	Acknowledgements
	References

