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Abstract

Derrick-type virial identities, obtained via dilatation (scaling) arguments, have a variety of applica-
tions in field theories. We deconstruct such virial identities in relativistic gravity showing how they can
be recast as self-evident integrals of appropriate combinations of the equations of motion. In spherical
symmetry, the appropriate combination and gauge choice guarantee the geometric part can be integrated
out to yield a master form of the virial identity as a non-trivial energy-momentum balance condition,
valid for both asymptotically flat black holes and self-gravitating solitons, for any matter model. Speci-
fying the matter model we recover previous results obtained via the scaling procedure. We then discuss
the more general case of stationary, axi-symmetric, asymptotically flat black hole or solitonic solutions
in General Relativity, for which a master form for their virial identity is proposed, in a specific gauge
but regardless of the matter content. In the flat spacetime limit, the master virial identity for both the
spherical and axial cases reduces to a balance condition for the principal pressures, discussed by Deser.
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1 Introduction

A far reaching question in any field theory is the possible existence of particle-like solutions, or solitons.
Generic arguments addressing this question are therefore desirable. One such insightful argument was put
forward by Deser [1]. For a Minkowski spacetime classical field theory, with Cartesian spatial stress-energy
tensor Tij , i, j = 1, 2, 3, any localised, finite energy, everywhere regular solution obeys1

∫

R3

T ii d
3x = 0 . (1)

This simple relation means that the sum of the principal pressures integrated over the whole space vanishes.
Thus, if a soliton exists, the corresponding field(s) must be under compression in some regions and under
tension in other regions [3]. In other words, eq. (1) is a pressure balance condition.

An apparently different generic argument establishing a condition for solitons in (scalar) field theories
was provided by Derrick [4]. By assuming the existence of an hypothetical solitonic solution and spatially
scaling it, an integral condition for the field’s spatial grandients and potential energy is obtained. As it turns
out, this scaling (or virial [5]) identity precisely coincides with (1), as we shall illustrate below.

The connection between Deser’s and Derrick’s arguments is not accidental. Considering static configu-
rations in a classical field theory with a conserved energy momentum tensor (∂iT

i
j = 0) one can define a

dilatation or scaling current, ji = xjT ij [6], which is locally conserved (∂ij
i = 0) iff the energy-momentum

tensor is traceless (T ii = 0). For a generic classical field theory with T ii 6= 0, on the other hand, it is still
true that the integral over a spacelike surface

∫

∂ij
id3x vanishes for localised, static, finite energy, regular

configurations, even though the integrand does not, implying (1) - cf. Section 3.3 below. Thus, one may
view (1) as a global conservation law under dilatations, providing a connection with Deser’s argument.

Introducing gravity opens up new possibilities for solitons. Certain field theory models minimally coupled
to Einstein’s gravity allow for self-gravitating solitons. Moreover, relativistic gravity allows other localised
configurations, namely black holes (BHs). It is thus natural to ask whether (1) can be generalized to General
Relativity (GR). That is, do self-gravitating solitons, or BHs, in any field theory minimally coupled to
Einstein’s gravity obey a curved spacetime generalization of (1), i.e. an energy-momentum balance condition?
If so, moreover, is it related to Derrick-type virial identities in relativistic gravity?

In this work we shall propose a positive answer to both these questions, at least in some circumstances,
in particular when appropriate gauge choices are made. We will generalize (1) to GR models accommodat-
ing BHs or self-gravitating solitons. Concretely, we show that any static, spherical BH or soliton, under
appropriate regularity conditions on the horizon/origin and asymptotically, describable in the metric gauge

ds2 = −N(r)σ2(r)dt2 +
dr2

N(r)
+ r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2) , N(r) ≡ 1− 2m(r)

r
, (2)

obeys, for any matter model, the identity

∫ ∞

rH

r2σ

{

(

1− rH
r

)

[

2(T tt − T µµ ) +

(

1

N
− 1

)

(T rr − T tt )

]

− 2rH
r
T rr

}

dr = 0 , (3)

where rH is the event horizon radial coordinate (rH = 0) for solitons. We emphasise that the identity (3)
shall be derived without specifying any matter model. Then, considering specific matter models, we show it
coincides with the virial identity derived by Derrick’s scaling argument. This holds for all examples we have
considered in [5]. Thus, we propose that (3) is both the Derrick-type virial identity of the model (under the
appropriate boundary conditions) and the generalization of the Deser identity (1), to which (3) reduces in
the flat spacetime limit (rH = 0, N = σ = 1), in the spherically symmetric guise of the former.

We will also discuss the generalization of this analysis for a generic class of stationary, axially symmetric
self-gravitating solitons and BHs in GR minimally coupled to matter models. Concretely, we show that

1See also the pioneering work of Von Laue [2].

2



asymptotically flat equilibrium solutions (solitons or BHs under appropriate regularity conditions), described
by a stationary, axi-symmetric and circular line element (cf. (36) below) obey, for any matter model, an
identity which coincides with the one obtained by using Derrick’s scaling argument for the specific models
we have studied and reduces to Deser’s identity (1) in the flat spacetime limit. In this case, however, we
could not express the identity – given by eq. (55) below – solely as an energy-momentum balance condition.
Rather, it is expressed as a self-evident identity, an integral over an appropriate combination of the Einstein
equations.

Let us remark that there has been a number of previous works on virial identities in GR, notably [7–10]
(see also [11]), within the perspective of generalizing to the relativistic context the usual virial theorem of
classical mechanics - see [12] for an overview. Our work focuses on the curved spacetime generalization
Derrick-type (scaling) virial identities, and their relations to generalizations of (1), bringing, in this way, a
different perspective on this type of GR virial identities.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we start by reviewing the analysis in [5] on obtaining
generic virial identity from Derrick-type scaling arguments in spherical symmetry, using the effective action
(EA) perspective followed in [5]. This leads to a generic form of the virial identity - cf. eq. (10), valid
for any matter model. A concrete illustration (electrovacuum) is given. Then, we derive the Deser-type
energy-momentum balance identity (3) and propose that, for any matter model it coincides with the scaling
virial identity. In Section 3 we shall consider a similar analysis beyond spherical symmetry, first using the
EA framework, deriving a generic form for the scaling virial identity. Applying this to a specific example
(flat spacetime Q-balls) illustrates its equivalence to (1). Then, we consider gravitating configurations in a
particular metric form and derive the scaling virial identity for an illustrative case (BHs with synchronised
scalar hair [13, 14]). We are then able to show that the full scaling identity is a linear combination of the
Einstein equations. This is then proposed as the master form for the virial identity within this gauge. We
close in Section 4 with a discussion of our results.

Throughout this paper we use units with G = 1 = c.

2 Spherical symmetry

Focusing on GR minimally coupled to matter we shall consider the following action

S =
1

16π

∫

M

d4x
√−gR+ Smatter[g, ψ] , (4)

which is the sum of an Einstein-Hilbert (EH) term and a matter contribution (with ψ collectively denoting
matter fields), where M is the spacetime manifold. The action (4) should be augmented to include the
Gibbons-Hawking-York (GHY) boundary term [15–17]. The latter, however, does not contribute to the field
equations, obtained from varying (4), which include the Einstein equations

Eνµ ≡ Gνµ − 8πT νµ = 0 , (5)

where the Einstein tensor is Gνµ ≡ Rνµ − 1
2Rδ

ν
µ, together with the matter field equations.

2.1 The generic virial identity from the Derrick-type scaling argument

In a previous paper [5], we have presented an introduction to virial identities in field theory. Such identities
serve a variety of purposes, including establishing no-go theorems for both solitonic and BH solutions, as
well as serving as guides to finding new solutions of the equations of motion and checking the accuracy of
numerical solutions.

The discussion in [5] found itself a natural arena in the context of effective actions (EAs). As a brief
summary of the results therein consider a one-dimensional (1D) EA, obtained after plugging an ansatz with

3



spherical symmetry in (4), of the form

Seff [qj(r), q
′

j(r), r] =

∫ ∞

ri

L̂
(

qj , q
′

j , r
)

dr , (6)

where qj are a set of N parameterizing functions of some configuration, j = 1 . . .N , i.e. the radial metric
functions and the ones in the matter ansatz. They depend on a single "radial" coordinate r and ri is some
appropriately chosen constant2. We use the notation q′j ≡ dqj/dr, and the effective Lagrangian L̂ contains
a total derivative term

L̂ (qi, q
′

i, r) = L (qi, q
′

i, r) +
d

dr
f (qi, q

′

i, r) , (7)

with f being some function that depends on the same variables as the non-total derivative piece of the
effective Lagrangian, L. Then, a scaling transformation

r → r̃ = ri + λ(r − ri) , (8)

induces a variation of any fiducial configuration qj(r), as qj(r) → qλj(r) = qj(r̃). The EA of the scaled
configuration qλj(r) becomes a function of λ, denoted as Seff

λ , and the true profile obeys the stationarity
condition

∂Seff
λ

∂λ

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ=1

= 0 , (9)

which yields the virial identity

∫ ∞

ri





∑

j

∂L
∂q′j

q′j − L− ∂L
∂r

(r − ri)



 dr =

[

∂f

∂r
(r − ri)−

∑

i

∂f

∂q′i
q′i

]+∞

ri

. (10)

For spherically symmetric configurations, eq. (10) can be readily applied to field theory models yielding
their virial identity. In the case of GR, the fact that the EH action contains second derivatives of the metric,
implies that the total derivative term in (7), defined by f , is non-zero. Then, in general, one must consider
the GHY term as part of the gravitational action, to obtain the correct virial identity. As shown in [5],
however, for specific gauge choices and under appropriate boundary conditions, the GHY term does not
contribute. This is precisely the case for the gauge choice (2) and the boundary conditions we shall be
interested in.

2.1.1 Example: electrovacuum

As a concrete example, that we shall recover in the next subsection, consider the matter Lagrangian in (4)
to be that of Maxwell’s theory:

Smatter[g,A] = − 1

16π

∫

d4x
√−gFµνFµν , (11)

where F = dA is the Maxwell field strength 2-form. Under spherical symmetry we take the ansatz (2) and

A = V (r)dt . (12)

If this describes an asymptotically flat BH spacetime then there is a radial coordinate r = rH > 0, such that
at the horizon (r = rH),

N(rH) = 0 , and σ(rH) 6= 0 , (13)

and asymptotically (r → ∞),

m(r) ≃M +O
(

1

r

)

, σ(r) ≃ 1 +O
(

1

r2

)

. (14)

2In the examples considered in [5], ri = 0 for solitons and ri = rH for BHs, where rH is the event horizon radial coordinate.
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Following [5] one can obtain the effective Lagrangian, apply (10) (considering the contribution of the
GHY boundary term) which yields the virial identity:

∫ ∞

rH

r(V ′)2

σ
(2rH − r)dr = 0 , (15)

where V ′ ≡ dV/dr and we have already used the boundary conditions to eliminate a boundary term. One can
check that for the Reissner-Nordström solution the integrand in (15) is non-zero but the integral vanishes,
obeying the identity. Thus, one can face (15) as the virial identify for (4) with (11), under the boundary
conditions (13)-(14).

2.2 The generic virial identity as a Deser-type energy-momentum balance

We shall now propose that identities such as (15) are actually non-trivial re-arrangements of trivial local
identities. In the process we obtain a generalization of Deser’s identity (1).

Our starting point is the (non-trivial) observation that a certain combination of the Einstein tensor
components Gνµ, for the metric gauge (2), yields a total derivative:

r2σ

{(

1− rH
r

)[

2(Gtt −Gµµ) +

(

1

N
− 1

)

(Grr −Gtt)

]

− 2rH
r
Grr

}

=
d

dr

[

4(r − rH)(σm′ −Nrσ′)
]

. (16)

Here rH could be any constant. But we choose this constant to be the horizon radius, at which the boundary
conditions (13)-(14) are obeyed. Then, it holds that the radial integral of this total derivative from the horizon
to infinity vanishes:

∫ ∞

rH

d

dr

[

4(r − rH)(σm′ −Nrσ′)
]

=
[

4(r − rH)(σm′ −Nrσ′)
]

∣

∣

∞

rH

(13)−(14)
= 0 . (17)

The vanishing of the integral of this total derivative still holds for regular self-gravitating solitons, for which
rH = 0.

This preliminary observation leads us to consider the following (trivial) local identity

(

1− rH
r

)[

2(Ett − Eµµ) +

(

1

N
− 1

)

(Err − Ett )

]

− 2rH
r
Err = 0 . (18)

This is merely a combination of some of Einstein’s equations (5). Integrating this identity over a spacelike
slice (t =constant), covering the exterior BH region, splitting the Einstein equations into the Einstein tensor
and the energy-momentum tensor we obtain another identity:

∫ ∞

rH

r2σ

{

(

1− rH
r

)

[

2(Gtt −Gµµ) +

(

1

N
− 1

)

(Grr −Gtt)

]

− 2rH
r
Grr

}

dr = (19)

8π

∫ ∞

rH

r2σ

{

(

1− rH
r

)

[

2(T tt − T µµ ) +

(

1

N
− 1

)

(T rr − T tt )

]

− 2rH
r
T rr

}

dr .

In this identity, the integrand on either side is not necessarily zero. Then, making use of (16)-(17) in (19), the
left hand side of (19) vanishes and we are left with the identity (3), that involves solely the energy-momentum
tensor (and metric elements).

The non-trivial identity (3) must be obeyed by any matter model of the theory (4), described by the
geometric form (2) and boundary conditions (13)-(14). For the particular case of the matter model (11),
with the ansatz (12), one can easily see the non-trivial components of the energy-momentum tensor are:

T tt = T rr = −T θθ = −Tϕϕ ∝ −V ′2

2σ2
. (20)

5



It follows that (3) becomes precisely the virial identity (15).
As another example, if instead of the Maxwell matter model one considers a real scalar field Φ theory

under a potential U(Φ), with action

Smatter = − 1

4π

∫

d4x
√−g

[

∂µΦ∂
µΦ + U(Φ)

]

, (21)

then the non-trivial components of the energy momentum tensor are:

T tt = T θθ = Tϕϕ = − 1

8π

(

N(Φ′)2 + U
)

, T rr =
1

8π

(

N(Φ′)2 − U
)

, (22)

and (3) becomes
∫ ∞

rH

r2σ

{

(Φ′)2
[

1− 2rH
r

(

1− m

r

)

]

+ U

[

3− 2rH
r

]}

dr = 0 . (23)

This is the virial identity first obtained via a scaling argument in [18, 19] (see also [20]), to establish a
no-scalar hair theorem for BHs in gravity minimally coupled to the matter model (21). As we can see, it
coincides with (3). In general, we have checked that (3) coincides with the virial identity derived in Section
6.2 in [5] for several BH models.

If instead of a BH we consider self-gravitating spherical solitons, then the identity (3) simplifies to:
∫ ∞

0

r2σ

[

2
(

T tt − T µµ
)

+

(

1

N
− 1

)

(

T rr − T tt
)

]

dr = 0 , (24)

where we are now requiring the soliton to be regular at the origin so that r(σm′ −Nrσ′) vanishes at r = 0,
besides asymptotically flat, which yields the same conditions as before, eq. (14). We have checked that (24)
coincides with the virial identity derived in Section 6.1 in [5] for several solitonic models, including spherical
bosonic (both for scalar and vector/Proca) stars as well as Dirac stars, by using Derrick’s scaling procedure.

Finally, observe that for flat spacetime (rH = 0, N = σ = 1), (24) reduces to
∫ ∞

0

r2
(

T tt − T µµ
)

dr = 0 , (25)

which coincides with (1) in spherical coordinates. Consequently, (3) and (24) are curved spacetime general-
izations of Deser’s identity.

The examples given in this Section substantiate the following proposal: the virial identity obtained from
Derrick’s scaling argument for any BH or horizonless configuration in a spherically symmetric model written
in the coordinates (2) and with appropriate boundary conditions (regularity at the origin or horizon and
asymptotically flat) is of the form (3) (simplified to (24) for solitons). This is therefore a master form for the
virial identity, where it becomes clear that it is an energy-momentum balance condition, generalizing Deser’s
identity (1).

A natural question is then whether this lesson – that virial identities obtained from Derrick’s scaling
procedure are equivalent to the generalized Deser’s identity (3) – can be generalized beyond spherical sym-
metry. In the next section we will consider the case of stationary and axi-symmetric configurations to tackle
this question.

3 Beyond spherical symmetry

3.1 The generic virial identity from the Derrick-type scaling argument

Beyond spherical symmetry, for instance in axial-symmetry, one encounters higher dimensional EA. Thus,
for generality, consider now an n-dimensional EA

Seff [qj(r, θα); q
′

j(r, θα), ∂αqj(r, θα); r, θα] =

∫

· · ·
∫ n−1

∏

α=1

dθα

∫ ∞

ri

L̂(qj ; q′j , ∂αqj ; r, θα)dr , (26)

6



where qj (j = 1 . . .N ) are a set of N functions, {θα} are a set of n−1 variables on which the EA depends and
the derivatives are denoted q′j(r, θα) ≡ ∂rqj(r, θα) and ∂αqj(r, θα) ≡ ∂θαqj(r, θα). The effective Lagrangian
is allowed to include a total radial derivative

L̂(qj ; q′j , ∂αqj ; r, θα) = L(qj ; q′j , ∂αqj ; r, θα) +
d

dr
f(qj ; q

′

j , ∂αqj ; r, θα) . (27)

For obtaining a virial identity we have now more freedom in the variables we may scale. Here, we
shall focus on the simplest case in which a single scaling in a single coordinate (the “radial” coordinate)
is performed. Consequently, the methodology closely mimics that of the spherical case. In this spirit,
we consider the scaling transformation (8) which varies a fiducial configuration qj(r, θα) into qλj(r, θα) =
qj(ri+λ(r−ri), θα). Following the discussion of Section 2 in [5], we find, from the stationarity condition (9),
a virial identity

∫

· · ·
∫ n−1

∏

α=1

dθα







∫ ∞

ri

[

∂L
∂r

(r − ri)−
∑

i

∂L
∂q′i

q′i + L
]

dr −
[

∂f

∂r
(r − ri)−

∑

i

∂f

∂q′i
q′i

]+∞

ri







= 0 . (28)

This is no more no less than the integral in the θα coordinates of the virial identity for 1D EAs (10). For
the specific case of stationary and axially symmetric spacetimes, n = 2 and the (only) θ integral in (28) is,
for the standard polar coordinate, between 0 and π.3

3.1.1 Example: flat spacetime Q-balls and Derrick equals to Deser

As a simple application of (28) let us discuss a field theory in flat spacetime. As such, consider the 4-
dimensional Minkowski spacetime in standard spherical coordinates, for which the line element reads.

ds2 = −dt2 + dr2 + r2
(

dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2
)

. (29)

Consider a complex-scalar field model with a (yet unspecified) potential, described by the action

SΦ∗

matter =
1

4π

∫

d4x
√−g

[

− 1

2
gµν(∂µΦ∂νΦ

∗ + ∂µΦ
∗∂νΦ)− U(|Φ|)

]

. (30)

Here ∗ denotes complex conjugation. Such a model allows spinning solitons known as spinningQ-balls [21,22],
if one considers the scalar ansatz

Φ(t, r, θ, ϕ) ≡ φ(r, θ)e−iωt+imϕ , (31)

where φ is the (θ-dependent) scalar field amplitude, ω ∈ R
+ is the frequency defining the harmonic time-

dependence and m ∈ Z is the azimuthal harmonic index.
Defining the EA as SΦ∗

matter = −2π
∫

dtSeff ,4 we obtain an EA of the type (26) with ri = 0, n = 2, f = 0
and the effective Lagrangian

L(φ;φ′, φ̂; r, θ) = r2 sin θ

[

−ω2φ2 + φ2,r +
φ2,θ
r2

+
m2φ2

r2 sin2 θ
+ U(|φ|)

]

. (32)

Then, applying (28) we obtain the virial identity

∫ π

0

dθ

∫ +∞

0

dr r2 sin θ

[

− 3ω2φ2 + φ2,r +
φ2,θ
r2

+
m2φ2

r2 sin2 θ
+ 3U(|φ|)

]

= 0 . (33)

It can be easily checked that for spherical solutions, since φ,θ = 0 and m = 0, then (33) reduces to the virial
identity for Q-balls obtained in [5].

3In this case, for ease of notation, we make θ1 → θ.
4The factor of 2π is arbitrary and chosen for convenience.
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The identity (33) shows that even in axi-symmetry, the ω2 term is the only negative term for non-
negative potentials. If the potential is just a mass term, U(|φ|) = µ2φ2, the bound state condition ω2 < µ2

implies that the integrand is everywhere positive, ruling out non-trivial solutions, just like in the static case.
Thus, the existence of spinning Q-balls for non-negative potentials, also requires self-interactions such that
U(|φ|) − ω2φ2 becomes negative in some spacetime regions; rotation per se cannot support such solitons
without self-interactions.

Again, the virial identity (33) obtained from the scaling argument has another guise; it is actually
equivalent to Deser’s identity (1) in axial symmetry. Indeed, the energy-momentum tensor obtained from
the action (30) is

Tµν =
1

8π

{

∂µΦ∂νΦ
∗ + ∂νΦ∂µΦ

∗ − gµν

[

∂αΦ∂
αΦ∗ + U(|Φ|)

]

}

. (34)

Then, a simple computation, with the ansatz (31) shows that the virial identity (33) is equivalent to
∫

drdθ r2 sin θ
(

T rr + T θθ + Tϕϕ

)

= 0 , (35)

i.e. Deser’s identity (1) in axial symmetry, as advertised.

3.2 The virial identity from the Derrick-type scaling argument in a specific

gauge

The generic discussion in Section 3.1 did not have to specify the metric gauge. To make further progress and
discuss GR in axial symmetry, we shall consider generic equilibrium solitons and BHs that can be described
by the stationary and axially symmetric ansatz:

ds2 = −e2F0(r,θ)N(r)dt2+e2F1(r,θ)

[

dr2

N(r)
+ r2dθ2

]

+e2F2(r,θ)r2 sin2 θ
[

dϕ−W (r, θ)dt
]2

, N(r) ≡ 1− rH
r
.

(36)
Ansatz (36) introduces four parameterizing functions Fi(r, θ) and W (r, θ) and it has proven useful for

computing numerical solutions. Moreover, well known analytic solutions, such as the Kerr metric, can also
be put in this form, as we shall recall below. Additionally, in this specific case the GHY and total derivative
terms cancel out so they end up not contributing, as detailed in Section 3.4. As such the boundary term
will not be considered in the following discussion that will establish the master form of the virial identity.

Derrick’s argument follows through the scaling of the radial component

r → rλ = rH + λ(r − rH) , (37)

and the metric/matter functions as

Wλ(r, θ) →W (rλ, θ) , Fi λ(r, θ) → Fi(rλ, θ) , Nλ(r) → N(rλ) , ψλ(r, θ) → ψ(rλ, θ) . (38)

To perform the scaling computation under ansatz (36), we observe that the following relation holds

√−gR = L(g) +
∂Tr
∂r

+
∂Tθ
∂θ

, (39)

where we have introduced the gravity effective Lagrangian,

L(g) ≡ LF(g) + LW(g) , (40)

which is conveniently written as the sum of two terms

LF(g) = 2eF0+F2 sin θ

{

N
[

r(F1,r − F2,r) + r2(F1,rF2,r + F1,rF0,r + F0,rF2,r)
]

+
rH
2
(F1,r − F0,r)

F1,θF2,θ + F1,θF0,θ + F0,θF2,θ + cot θ(F1,θ − F2,θ)

}

, (41)

LW(g) =
1

2
e−F0+3F2r2 sin3 θ

(

r2W 2
,r +

1

N
W 2
,θ

)

, (42)
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and we have defined

Tr = −2eF0+F2r2N sin θ(F0,r + F1,r + F2,r) , (43)

Tθ = −2eF0+F2 sin θ(F0,θ + F1,θ + F2,θ) .

Apart from the metric form (36), one needs to specify the action and an ansatz for the matter fields ψ. This
ansatz is not necessarily axially symmetric, i.e. the matter fields may possess an explicit dependence on ϕ
and t. We impose, however, that the energy-momentum tensor and the effective Lagrangian for the matter
field(s) L(ψ) depend on (r, θ), only.

Then the (essential) equations of the model can be obtained from a 2D effective action

Seff = Seff
(g) + Seff

(ψ) , (44)

where

Seff
(g) =

1

16π

∫

d3x
(

LF(g) + LW(g)
)

, (45)

and in order to simplify some relations we introduce the compact notation

∫

d3x =

∫ ∞

rH

dr

∫ π

0

dθ

∫ 2π

0

dϕ = 2π

∫ ∞

rH

dr

∫ π

0

dθ . (46)

The Einstein equations for the functions {Fi,W} can be obtained from the effective action (44) (but not the
supplementary set of two constraint equations). Then the standard Derrick procedure (37)-(38) leads to the
following virial identity

V(g) = 16πV(matter) . (47)

Here, V(matter) is the model dependent matter part; on the other hand, the geometric contribution, V(g), is
universal, and reads

V(g) ≡ VF(g) + 3VW(g) , (48)

where

VF(g) =

∫

d3x eF0+F22 sin θ

[

Nr {F1,r − F2,r +Nr (F1,rF2,r + F1,rF0,r + F0,rF2,r)}

+ F1,θF2,θ + F1,θF0,θ + F0,θF2,θ + cot θ(F1,θ − F2,θ)

]

, (49)

VW(g) =
1

2

∫

d3x e−F0+3F2r2 sin3 θ
[(

N − rH
3r

)

r2W 2
,r +W 2

,θ

]

. (50)

Thus, the general virial identity obtained from Derrick’s scaling argument, for any stationary, axi-
symmetric geometry written in the form (36) is (47).

3.2.1 Example: Kerr black holes with (or without) scalar hair

As a specific example consider first the vacuum case. Then, all GR vacuum BH solutions (regular on and
outside an event horizon) belong to the Kerr family [23]. The virial identity (47) simplifies to

V(g) = 0 . (51)

One can then show, using the explicit form of the Kerr metric for the ansatz (36) given in [14], that the
integral (51) vanishes, even though the integrands in both VF(g) and VW(g) are non-vanishing.
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As a non-vacuum case where the Kerr BH can be embedded in a larger family of regular (on and outside an
event horizon) BH solutions, we consider Kerr BHs with synchronised scalar hair [13,14]. The matter model
consists of a complex scalar field, with a canonical kinetic term, minimally coupled to Einstein’s gravity,
described by the action (30). The specific choice of the scalar field potential U(|Φ|) is of no importance for
our discussion. This model allows for hairy BHs bifurcating from the Kerr solution, under the scalar field
ansatz (31). Then, one finds the following expression for the scalar field’s contribution to the virial identity
(47):

V(matter) ≡ V(scalar) =

∫

d3x eF0+F2 sin θ

[

r2N2φ2,r + φ2,θ + e2(F1−F2)
m2φ2

sin2 θ
(52)

+ 3e2F1r2
{(

1− 2rH
3r

)

U(φ2)− e−2F0(w −mW )2φ2
}]

.

In the flat spacetime limit, the virial identity (47) reduces to solely the matter part

V(scalar)

∣

∣

∣

F0=F1=F2=W=rH=0
= 0 . (53)

It is easy to check that this identity is exactly that obtained for spinning Q-balls (33).

3.3 A master virial identity in the chosen gauge

The virial identity (47) with (48) and (52) is long and its form is not particularly enlightening. Moreover,
our treatment of the axially symmetric case has departed from the simple conclusion in the spherical case
where we have noticed that the virial identity was an energy-momentum balance condition. Still, is there
some underlying principle connecting the two cases, which could therefore be thought of as generic?

In fact, we have unveiled a common structure. Let us built it from the example of the previous subsection.
We have observed that one can express the matter part of that virial identity discussed in the previous
subsection, i.e. (52), as

V(scalar) =

∫

d3x
√−g

{(

1− 3rH
2r

)

T tϕW −
[(

1− rH
2r

)

T rr +N
(

T θθ + Tϕϕ
)

+
rH
2r
T tt

]

}

. (54)

This integral depending (linearly) on components of the energy momentum tensor and on other metric
elements is very similar, in spirit, to the left hand side of the generalized Deser identity (3). In the case at
hand, however, and unlike the spherically symmetric case, there is also a contribution from the geometric
part to the complete virial identity. Remarkably, we could check that a similar form to (54) holds (up to
a constant factor) for the gravitational part (48), simply replacing in (54) the energy-momentum tensor
components T νµ by the corresponding Einstein tensor components Gνµ. As such, the virial relation (47) for
the scalar field matter model (30) reduces to the integral of a suitable combination of Einstein equations
(subject to a set of boundary conditions). Err , E

θ
θ , E

ϕ
ϕ and Etϕ:

∫

d3x
√−g

{(

1− 3rH
2r

)

EtϕW −
[(

1− rH
2r

)

Err +N(Eθθ + Eϕϕ) +
rH
2r
Ett

]

}

= 0 . (55)

Let us emphasize that it is a trivial fact that (55) is an identity. In fact the integrand is zero, not only
the integral (although both the Einstein and energy-momentum tensors are non-zero). But it is a rather
non-trivial fact that it is the identity that is obtained by Derrick’s scaling argument applied to the specific
model we have used to derive it.

We can now discuss the common structure for the virial identities in the spherical and axial cases. The
virial identity obtained from the scaling argument can be recast as a (trivial) identity which is a combination
of the corresponding Einstein equations, cf. (19) and (55). In the spherical case, however, the geometric part
could be cast as a total derivative such that, under appropriate boundary conditions, it vanishes, leaving a
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non-trivial identity in terms of the energy-momentum tensor (3). In the axially symmetric case, and in the
chosen gauge, this last step could not be done.

Furthermore, let us also emphasise that we have only demonstrated that (55) is the scaling virial identity
for a specific model, with the matter action (30). For a general matter model (55) remains obviously as an
identity. We are conjecturing that (55) remains as the generic scaling virial relation for any asymptotically
flat BH solution in GR that can be written in the form (36) and with appropriate boundary conditions,
regardless of the matter content.

It is worth discussing the specific case of solitons. The model (4) with the matter part given by (30)
has self-gravitating soliton solutions known as boson stars. Restricting to an axially symmetric geometry,
these solutions, both static and spinning, can be studied with the metric parametrization (36) and rH = 0,
e.g. [14, 24, 25].

In this solitonic case, rH = 0 and the virial identity obtained from the scaling argument (47) or, alterna-
tively, (55), simplifies to

∫

d3x
√−g

{

EtϕW + Ett − Eµµ
}

= 0 . (56)

Again, we conjecture that this generic identity is the scaling virial relation for any asymptotically flat
solitonic solution in GR, regardless of the matter content, which can be written in the form (36) with
rH = 0. Apart from boson stars [26], we have verified this conjecture for Proca stars [27] and Dirac stars [28]
(see also [25,29,30]). However, we expect it to hold for any other solitonic solutions arising in specific matter
models.

The master identity (56) yields in the flat spacetime limit, i.e. with Fi =W = 0 = rH in (36),
∫

d3x
√−g

(

T tt − T µµ
)

= 0 . (57)

In Cartesian coordinates this is relation (1). Thus, again, we see the Deser identity to be a special case of
the master virial identity (55).

For completeness, let us summarize Deser’s argument, which uses a different route from scaling arguments.
Working in Cartesian coordinates xi (i = 1, 2, 3), one assumes the existence of a stationary soliton in some
field theory model. Then, the following (trivial) identity5

∂

∂xi
(

xjT ij
)

= T ii + xj
∂T ij
∂xi

, (58)

together with its volume integral is considered. The left hand side of such integral, which integrates the
divergence of the dilatations current, vanishes from regularity and finite energy requirements. The second
term on the right hand side of (58) vanishes from energy-momentum conservation (plus staticity) and thus
we are left with Deser’s identity (1). It also follows that the total mass-energy of a soliton in 3+1 dimensions
is determined by the trace of the energy-momentum tensor.

3.4 The boundary term contribution

In the discussion above concerning axially symmetric solutions we have neglected the GHY boundary term.
This is justified for the reason we shall now detail.

For spacetimes of the form (36), the spacetime boundary is taken at some constant r, with r → ∞ at the
end of the computation. The induced boundary metric reads

dσ2 = γijdx
idxj = e2F1r2dθ2 + e2F2r2 sin2 θ(dϕ−Wdt)2 − e2F0Ndt2 , N = 1− rH

r
, (59)

with
√−γ = eF0+F1+F2

√
Nr2 sin θ. It follows that the normal vector and the extrinsic curvature trace are:

n = e−F1

√
N∂r , K =

e−F1

r
√
N

(

1

2
rN ′ + 2N +Nr(F0,r + F1,r + F2,r)

)

. (60)

5Observe that Deser’s argument cannot be extended to a curved spacetime background.
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In the asymptotically flat case, the obvious reference spacetime is Minkowski’s. That is, working in
spherical coordinates, one takes the boundary to be a sphere at radius r0, with

dσ2
(ref) = −dt2 + r20dΩ

2
2 . (61)

The choice of r0 is arbitrary. We take r0 = reF1 and thus

K0 =
2

r
e−F1 . (62)

It follows that

(K −K0)
√−γ = eF0+F2 sin θ

[

2rN +
1

2
r2N ′ − 2r

√
N +Nr2(F0,r + F1,r + F2,r)

]

. (63)

Following our earlier work [5], this boundary term should be included in the bulk action, and may provide
a non-zero contribution to the Derrick-type virial identity. However, this is not the case for the employed
metric ansatz, once we observe that the gravity action also contains a boundary term, cf. (39). As such, the
effective gravity Lagrangian will contain a total derivative term df/dr, with

f = Tr + 2(K −K0)
√−γ, (64)

where Tr is given by (43). A direct computation obtains

f = eF0+F2 sin θ
[

4r(N −
√
N) + r2N ′

]

. (65)

Recalling the general expression of the virial identity (10) (with ri = rH for the case here) a simple com-
putation shows that the right hand side term (i.e. the f -contribution in (10)) vanishes, both at the horizon
and at infinity.

4 Conclusions and discussion

In this work we have deconstructed virial identities obtained by scaling arguments in GR. Specifically, we
have shown that when working in specific metric gauges, the virial identities obtained from Derrick-type
scaling arguments can be recast as self-evident identities, since they are (non-trivial) combinations of the
equations of motion. This has allowed us to obtain some master form identities – eqs. (3) and (55) – that
we propose are generic, corresponding to the scaling virial identities for any matter model describing BHs
or solitons with the appropriate boundary conditions in those metric gauges.

In some cases, as in the case of spherical symmetry in the specific metric gauge (2), the geometric part
of the identity can be integrated out, resulting in a non-trivial energy-momentum balance condition (3),
that can be thought of as a curved spacetime generalization of Deser’s pressure balance condition for flat
spacetime solitons (1). This particular result seems to be associated with the special property of the metric
form (2), for which the EH action is invariant (up to a boundary term) under the scaling transformation [5].

In the more generic case of axial symmetry, within the chosen metric gauge in this work (cf. eq.(36)), it
still holds that the virial scaling identity can be recast as a non-trivial combination of the Einstein equations
(cf. eq. (55)), but it is not true that the geometric part can be integrated out to yield a non-trivial energy-
momentum balance condition. It will be interesting to understand whether a metric gauge exists (in axial
symmetry) where it is possible to integrate out the geometric part. This stands out as an interesting direction
for future research.

Finally, it is worth emphasizing that this work unveils the true role of scaling virial identities in GR.
Being (integrated) combinations of the equations of motion, they are, of course, not independent from the
latter. Their usefulness in providing insight on the existence (or non-existence) of solutions is not challenged
by this observation. The combinations of the equations of motion provided by the identity may collect useful
arrangements of the unknowns to extract conclusions, as exemplified by Q-balls virial identity (33) and by
the no-scalar hair virial identity (23). Moreover, they may also provide an useful test for the accuracy of
numerical solutions.
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