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We present the ghost-free infinite-derivative extensions of the Spherically-Reduced Gravity (SRG)
and Callan-Giddings-Harvey-Strominger (CGHS) theories in two space-time dimensions. For the
case of SRG, we specify the Schwarzschild-type gauge and diagonalise the quadratic action for field
perturbations after taking the background fields to be those of the flat-space solution with a linear
dilaton. Using the obtained diagonalisation, we construct ghost-free infinite-derivative modifications
of the SRG theory. In the context of this modified SRG theory we derive a non-local modification
of the linearised spherically-reduced Schwarzschild solution. For the case of CGHS gravity, we
work in the conformal gauge and diagonalise the quadratic action associated with this theory for
a general background solution. Using these results, we construct the ghost-free infinite-derivative
modifications of the CGHS theory and examine non-local modifications to the linearised CGHS
black-hole solution.

I. INTRODUCTION

It is well-known that the theory of gravity de-
scribed by the Einstein-Hilbert action together with two-
dimensional space-time is topological [1]. This is the re-
sult of the fact that, in two dimensions, the space of
two-form fields is of dimension one which implies the
vanishing of the Einstein tensor [1–3]. Thus, one op-
tion to source gravity in two space-time dimensions is to
introduce a scalar field, dubbed the dilaton field, cou-
pled to the Ricci scalar. A number of two-dimensional
theories involving the dilaton field are then possible
(see [4–8] for a review). Among these there is the
so-called Spherically-Reduced Gravity (SRG) [4, 9–18],
and Callan–Giddings–Harvey–Strominger (CGHS) grav-
ity [19].

The CGHS theory, which is discussed in the semi-
nal paper [19], has also been studied extensively in [20–
35]. The theory admits a black-hole (BH) vacuum solu-
tion which was first presented in [36] and subsequently
examined further in [37–43]. For discussions on more
general dilaton gravity theories, we direct the reader to
[4, 7, 8, 44–47].

In the present work, we construct non-local modifica-
tions to the SRG and CGHS theories of gravity that are
ghost-free. One can introduce non-locality into a given
theory by including infinitely many covariant deriva-
tives in the action [48–53]. In particular, one can con-
struct ghost-free infinite-derivative modifications of Gen-
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eral Relativity; often called Infinite Derivative Gravity
(IDG) [54–64]. As discussed in [65, 66], there is moti-
vation from p-adic string theory for the introduction of
non-local operators and the first such application of p-
adic mathematics in string theory appeared when study-
ing scalar tachyon strings. In addition, it was noted
in [52, 67–71] that certain quantum gravity models are
renormalisable through the inclusion of non-local opera-
tors. The initial-value problem in the context of infinite-
derivative theories has been studied in [72–77] and the
Hamiltonian formulation for non-local theories is dis-
cussed in [78–83]. Cosmological implications, such as
the resolution of cosmological singularities, of IDG are
discussed in [50, 57, 58, 84–87]. Studies regarding the
resolution of BH singularities through the inclusion of
infinitely many derivatives in the action have been con-
ducted in [51, 88–90]. In the present work, we shall study
the effect of non-locality in the linearised regime. Lin-
earised solutions in the context of IDG have been studied
in [51, 53, 91–95] and we employ some of these methods
in the present work. While we restrict ourselves to the
linearised regime, we note that exact solutions in the con-
text of IDG have been found in [96–99] whereas in two-
dimensional gravity, ghost-free infinite-derivative modifi-
cations of the Polyakov action have been studied in [100].

This communication is organised as follows: In Section
II, we begin by considering a generalised dilaton action,
defined on a two-dimensional space-time, which generates
the SRG and CGHS theories of gravity. There, we shall
briefly review this generalised dilaton model and derive
the corresponding quadratic action without fixing the
gauge. In order to diagonalise such a quadratic action,
we shall consider the SRG and CGHS gravity theories
separately. Thus, we shall first study the SRG theory in
the Schwarzschild-type gauge in Section III. Herein, after
specifying that gauge, we shall diagonalise the quadratic
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action in order to construct ghost-free infinite-derivative
modifications to the SRG theory. We then construct a
source term that can be used to generate the linearised
Schwarzschild solution in the context of the local diago-
nalised theory. Using the same source in the diagonalised
non-local theory, we obtain a non-local modification to
the linearised spherically-reduced Schwarzschild solution.
We will show that the singular nature of the linearised
local solution is resolved in the non-local theory through
the appearance of the error function. This is comparable
to the linearised non-local Schwarzschild solution of IDG
obtained in [51] where the singular nature is also resolved
by the error function.

In Section IV, we shall turn our attention to the CGHS
theory. In this case, we shall resort to the conformal
gauge and review the well-known CGHS BH solution in
this gauge. The corresponding quadratic action is then
diagonalised for a general background solution in order
to construct ghost-free infinite-derivative modifications
to the CGHS theory. Accordingly we shall introduce a
source term that generates the CGHS BH solution of the
local theory in the linearised regime. Using the aforemen-
tioned source term together with the non-local theory, we
shall examine how the linearised solution is modified as a
result of introducing non-locality. We will show that the
singular nature appearing in the linearised local solution
is resolved in the non-local theory through the appear-
ance of the complementary error function.

We shall end up with Section V which encapsulates the
conclusions of this investigation.

II. LOCAL TWO-DIMENSIONAL DILATON
GRAVITY

A. Action and quadratic action

Let us consider the following dilaton action in two-
dimensional space-time

Slocal := 4

∫
d2x
√
−g
[
R

4
+ k(∂φ)2 + λ2 +

a2

2
e2φ

]
e−2φ ,

(2.1)

where gµν is the metric tensor, R is the Ricci scalar, φ
is the dilaton field and k, λ and a are constants [4, 7].
We note that both λ and a have dimensions of length−1

while k is dimensionless. By defining the field Φ := e−φ,
this action (2.1) can be written as

Slocal = 4

∫
d2x
√
−g
[

Φ2R

4
+k (∂Φ)

2
+ Φ2λ2 +

a2

2

]
.

(2.2)

This generalised action describes a number of dilaton
gravity theories. In particular, by setting λ = 0, k = 1/2
and leaving a unspecified, the action (2.2) is that of SRG
[4, 9–12]. The case where k = 1, a = 0 and leaving λ un-
specified corresponds to the vacuum CGHS theory [19].

k λ a

SRG 1/2 0 a

CGHS 1 λ 0

Table I. Parameter specifications that, upon substitution into
the action (2.2), generate either the SRG or CGHS theories.

Table I lists these two theories and their corresponding
parameter specifications. Although not examined in this
communication, the case where a = 0, k = 0 and leaving
λ unspecified is the so-called Jackiw-Teitelboim gravity
theory [101, 102]. In addition, there are more general
dilaton gravity actions which are discussed in [4], how-
ever, in this paper the only dilaton gravity models that
we consider are the SRG and CGHS theories.

In order to state the definition for the quadratic action,
we first perform perturbations of the metric and dilaton
field as

gµν = ḡµν + δgµν , Φ = Φ̄ + δΦ , (2.3)

where
(
ḡµν , Φ̄

)
is a solution to the equations of motion

and δgµν and δΦ are the perturbed metric and perturbed
dilaton field respectively. We also require that the per-
turbed dilaton field satisfies

|δΦ| � |Φ̄| , (2.4)

and that the curvature scale of the metric perturbations
be much smaller than that of the background metric in
order for our approximations to be valid. These condi-
tions placed on the perturbed dilaton are referred to as
the smallness conditions. In this paper, we make use of
the following definition for the quadratic action

δ2Slocal :=

∫
d2x d2x′

[
δΦ(x)δΦ(x′)

δ2Slocal

δΦ(x)δΦ(x′)

∣∣∣∣∣
(ḡµν ,Φ̄)

+ δΦ(x)δgµν(x′)
δ2Slocal

δΦ(x)δgµν(x′)

∣∣∣∣∣
(ḡµν ,Φ̄)

+ δgµν(x)δΦ(x′)
δ2Slocal

δgµν(x)δΦ(x′)

∣∣∣∣∣
(ḡµν ,Φ̄)

+ δgµν(x)δgαβ(x′)
δ2Slocal

δgµν(x)δgαβ(x′)

∣∣∣∣∣
(ḡµν ,Φ̄)

]
, (2.5)

whose variation with respect to the fields gives the field
equations for the perturbations at first order.

Using the previous definition, we now wish to de-
rive the quadratic action associated with (2.2). Indeed,
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through the variation of (2.2), one can obtain

δSlocal = −2

∫
d2x
√
−ggµνδgµν

[
1

4
Φ2R+ k (∂Φ)

2

+ Φ2λ2 +
a2

2

]
+ 4

∫
d2x
√
−g
[

1

2
ΦδΦR

+
Φ2

4

(
Rµνδg

µν −∇µ∇νδgµν + gµν�δg
µν
)

+ kδgµν∂µΦ∂νΦ + 2k∂νΦ∂νδΦ + 2ΦδΦλ2

]
. (2.6)

This expression (2.6) would allow us to compute the first-
order functional derivatives of the action. The functional
derivative with respect to the dilaton field Φ is

δSlocal

δΦ
= 4
√
−g
[

1

2
ΦR− 2k�Φ + 2Φλ2

]
, (2.7)

whereas the functional derivative of the action with re-
spect to the inverse metric gµν is

δSlocal

δgµν
= −2

√
−g gµν

[
k (∂Φ)

2
+ Φ2λ2 +

a2

2

]
+
√
−g
[
gµν�Φ2 −∇µ∇νΦ2 + 4k∂µΦ∂νΦ

]
, (2.8)

where in the three previous expressions � := gµν∇µ∇ν
is the usual space-time covariant d’Alembertian opera-
tor and ∇µ is the Levi-Civita covariant derivative. Also
note that in obtaining (2.8) we have made use of the fact
that the Einstein tensor vanishes identically in two di-
mensions, i.e., Rµν = 1

2Rgµν . This results in the Ricci
tensor not appearing in (2.8). It is worth mentioning that
the trace of (2.8) renders

gµν
δSlocal

δgµν
=
√
−g
[
�Φ2 − 4

(
Φ2λ2 +

a2

2

)]
. (2.9)

Thus, the relevant equations of motion are obtained by
setting expressions (2.7) and (2.8) equal to zero.

On the other hand, by computing the second-order
functional derivatives associated with the action (2.2),
we can use the definition (2.5) in order to arrive at the
quadratic action

δ2Slocal =

∫
d2x
√
−ḡ
{

8kδΦ

(
�̄Φ̄

Φ̄
− �̄

)
δΦ

+ 4δgµν
[

1

2
R̄ḡµνΦ̄δΦ +

(
ḡµν�̄− ∇̄µ∇̄ν

) (
Φ̄δΦ

)
+ 4k∂µΦ̄∂νδΦ− (1 + k)ḡµν∇̄α

(
δΦ∂αΦ̄

)
+ (1− k)ḡµνδΦ�̄Φ̄

]
+ δgµν

[
ḡµα

(
4k∂βΦ̄∂νΦ̄− ∇̄ν∇̄βΦ̄2

)
+ ḡµν∇̄αΦ̄2∇̄β − ḡµ[ν ḡα]β∇̄σΦ̄2∇̄σ

− ḡβµ∇̄αΦ̄2∇̄ν
]
δgαβ

}
, (2.10)

whose derivation can be found in Appendix A where the
functional derivatives (2.7) and (2.8) are used.

Equation (2.10) is the quadratic action associated with
the general dilaton model (2.2) without any gauge fix-
ing. In addition, this quadratic action is valid for a
general background solution

(
ḡµν , Φ̄

)
provided that the

smallness conditions stated in (2.4) are satisfied. In Sec-
tions III and IV we shall consider the SRG and CGHS
theories independently. For each of those two theories,
we shall diagonalise the quadratic action after a gauge
fixing. Before proceeding, we wish to make a note on
the gauge fixing of the action (2.2). In this work, we
will either specify the so-called conformal gauge or the
Schwarzschild-type gauge [4] which are defined in later
sections. In both cases, the gauge-fixed action contains
all the dynamics of the original action (2.2). That is,
one obtains the same dynamical equations of motion re-
gardless of whether one fixes the gauge at the level of
the action or at the level of the field equations. The
constraint equations, on the other hand, appear as a re-
sult of specifying a gauge. In Appendices B 1 and B 2
we show this explicitly for both choices of gauges. For a
more elaborate treatment of gauge fixing in the context
of two-dimensional dilaton gravity models, the interested
reader is directed to [103, 104].

B. Symmetries of the dilaton action

Let us briefly examine the redundancies present in the
gravitational theories generated by (2.2) (for a detailed
discussion, the interested reader is directed to [1, 3, 105]).
The metric tensor and dilaton field contribute three and
one degrees of freedom respectively. The action (2.2) ad-
mits diffeomorphism invariance contributing two redun-
dancies. Given these two redundancies, after a gauge
fixing, one can write the action (2.2) as a functional of
two scalar fields: one scalar field describing the dilaton
and the other describing the metric. In the case of the
SRG theory, i.e., when we set λ = 0 and k = 1/2, this
leaves us with two propagating scalar fields. In the case
of the CGHS theory, i.e., when a = 0 and k = 1, there
is one additional symmetry described by the following
transformation

δgµν =
2εgµν

Φ2
, δΦ =

ε

Φ
, (2.11)

where ε ∈ R is a constant. We will return to this sym-
metry in Section IV where the CGHS theory is discussed
separately.

C. Source action

When studying the SRG and CGHS theories in the
linearised regime, we will introduce some source action
in addition to the geometric, either local or non-local,
action. The purpose of introducing such a source action
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is to generate solutions for the local theories that satisfy
the following two properties:

1. the local solutions are singular when considering
the entire space-time;

2. the local solutions coincide with the BH solution
of the relevant theory in the space-time region for
which the smallness conditions are satisfied.

Once we have identified a source action accomplishing
the two properties above in the local theory, we will make
use of the same source action when studying the non-local
theory. In particular, we shall be interested in examining
how the singular nature is resolved as a result of non-
locality as well as how the local BH solutions of the SRG
and CGHS theories are modified in the region for which
the smallness conditions are satisfied. A similar analysis
is done for the case of four-dimensional IDG in [51] where
a non-local modification to the linearised Schwarzschild
solution of GR is obtained.

For our purposes, we consider a source action of the
form

Ssource = 4

∫
d2x
√
−g U(Φ, ḡµν , Φ̄) , (2.12)

where U(Φ, ḡµν , Φ̄) is some function of the dilaton field
Φ and the background solution (ḡµν , Φ̄) to the field equa-
tions when U = 0. Thus the total action under consider-
ation would be

Stotal := Slocal + Ssource , (2.13)

where the local action Slocal and the source action Ssource

are given by (2.2) and (2.12) respectively. From the def-
inition given in [106], the stress-energy tensor is

Tµν :=
1√
−g

δStotal

δgµν

= −2gµν

[
k (∂Φ)

2
+ Φ2λ2 +

a2

2
+ U(Φ, ḡµν , Φ̄)

]
+ gµν�Φ2 −∇µ∇νΦ2 + 4k∂µΦ∂νΦ , (2.14)

where we made use of equation (2.8). In addition, by
making use of equation (2.7) and varying the source ac-
tion with respect to Φ one can obtain

δStotal

δΦ
= 4
√
−g
[

ΦR

2
− 2k�Φ

+ 2Φλ2 +
∂U(Φ, ḡµν , Φ̄)

∂Φ

]
.

(2.15)

To examine whether the stress-energy tensor (2.14) is
conserved, we take the divergence and write

∇µTµν = −�∇νΦ2 +∇ν�Φ2

− 2

[
2Φλ2 +

∂U(Φ, ḡµν , Φ̄)

∂Φ
+ 2k�Φ

]
∂νΦ . (2.16)

From the definition of the Riemann tensor, the first two
terms on the right-hand-side can be written as

−�∇νΦ2 +∇ν�Φ2 = −R µ
ν ∇µΦ2 . (2.17)

Since the Einstein tensor is identically zero in two space-
time dimensions, i.e., Rµν = 1

2Rgµν , we have

∇µTµν = −2

[
1

2
RΦ + 2Φλ2

+
∂U(Φ, ḡµν , Φ̄)

∂Φ
− 2k�Φ

]
∂νΦ .

(2.18)

The right-hand-side of the last expression can be iden-
tified with the right-hand-side of equation (2.15) which
implies that the divergence of the stress-energy tensor is

∇µTµν = − ∂νΦ

2
√
−g

δStotal

δΦ
. (2.19)

As mentioned in [106], this implies that the stress-energy
tensor is conserved whenever the dilaton equation of mo-
tion associated with Stotal is satisfied. Although addi-
tional properties of the stress-energy tensor are studied
in [106], we do not discuss the topic further here and
instead direct the interested reader to the aforesaid ref-
erence.

In this work, we are interested in considering potentials
U(Φ, ḡµν , Φ̄) of the form

U(Φ, ḡµν , Φ̄) = − Φ2ḡµνAµν

2
(
aΦ̄− 4λΦ̄2

) , (2.20)

where Aµν contains a Dirac delta function. Our moti-
vation for taking the potential U(Φ, ḡµν , Φ̄) to be of the
form given in (2.20) is that, for an appropriate choice
of Aµν , this potential satisfies both properties 1 and
2 for SRG and CGHS gravity. We will show this ex-
plicitly in Sections III and IV for the SRG and CGHS
theories respectively. When generating linearised solu-
tions in these theories, we will be interested in obtain-
ing static solutions perturbed around a flat space-time.
To this end, we will take the background metric to be
the Minkowski metric in Cartesian coordinates (t, r), i.e.,
ḡµν = ηµν := diag(−1, 1). In this context, we will take
Aµν to be of the form

Aµν = M (ηµν + δµν) δ′(r − b) , (2.21)

where δµν := diag(1, 1), M ∈ R is a constant of dimen-
sion length−1, b ∈ R is a constant describing the position
of the source and the prime ′ denotes differentiation with
respect to r. We will show that this choice for Aµν can
be used to generate the linearised BH solutions of the
local SRG and CGHS theories with the parameter M
coinciding with the BH mass.

As a concluding remark about the source action de-
fined here, we wish to examine whether the latter is
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invariant under the symmetry transformation (2.11).
While equation (2.12) yields a stress-energy tensor that
is conserved when the dilaton equation of motion is satis-
fied, there is no guarantee that the transformation (2.11),
which is a symmetry of the CGHS theory, will leave
the source action invariant for a general U(Φ, ḡµν , Φ̄).
However, for the specific case where the potential is of
the form (2.20), the source action is invariant under the
transformation (2.11). This will be shown in Section IV
when we consider the CGHS theory independently.

Having now stated the source action to be used, we
wish to examine the total action (2.13) at quadratic or-
der. By expanding the total action to quadratic order in
both δgµν and δΦ around the U = 0 background solution
(ḡµν , Φ̄), one has

Stotal ≈ Slocal[ḡµν , Φ̄] + Ssource[ḡµν , Φ̄] + δSlocal[ḡµν , Φ̄]

+ δSsource[ḡµν , Φ̄, δg
µν , δΦ] +

1

2
δ2Slocal[ḡµν , Φ̄, δg

µν , δΦ]

+
1

2
δ2Ssource[ḡµν , Φ̄, δg

µν , δΦ] . (2.22)

The first two terms on the right-hand-side of (2.22) are
constant with respect to functional differentiation while
the third term is zero since ḡµν and Φ̄ satisfy the vac-
uum equations of motion. In addition, the source ac-
tion is of the order of the perturbations, i.e., Ssource ∼
O(δgµν) + O(δΦ). Therefore, at quadratic order, we
can safely ignore the last term on the right-hand-side
of (2.22). It follows that the quadratic part of the total
action is

δ2Stotal := δSsource[ḡµν , Φ̄, δg
µν , δΦ]

+
1

2
δ2Slocal[ḡµν , Φ̄, δg

µν , δΦ] . (2.23)

It is important to note that the expansion in (2.22) is
valid provided that the smallness condition (2.4) is sat-
isfied.

III. SRG GRAVITY

In this section, we consider the SRG theory which is
described by the action (2.2) with k = 1/2, λ = 0 and
a left unspecified. As already mentioned, there are two
redundancies present in equation (2.2) as a result of dif-
feomorphism invariance. We can remove these two re-
dundancies by specifying the Schwarzschild-type gauge.
In this choice of gauge, a generic metric can be written
in the form [4]

ds2 = −f(r, t)dt2 +
dr2

f(r, t)
. (3.1)

The SRG theory, which is obtained through the spherical
reduction of four-dimensional GR, admits the solution
described by

f = 1− 2M

a2r
, (3.2)

whereas the dilaton field is given by

Φ = ar . (3.3)

The parameter M in equation (3.2) is the ADM mass1

and has dimensions of length−1. In this note, we refer
to this solution as the spherically-reduced Schwarzschild
solution [4]. It is important to note that the flat-space
solution, i.e., when M = 0, corresponds to the Minkowski
metric with f = 1 while the dilaton remains Φ = ar. The
modification of the Schwarzschild solution in the context
of IDG is well known and has been obtained in the lin-
earised regime in [51]. Here we construct a ghost-free
infinite-derivative modification of SRG and examine how
the linearised spherically-reduced Schwarzschild solution
is modified. In order to construct a ghost-free infinite-
derivative modification of SRG, we first have to diago-
nalise the local quadratic action (2.10).

A. Local SRG gravity

After specifying the Schwarzschild-type gauge (3.1), we
can perturb the metric around the Minkowski solution
by writing f = 1 + δf and expanding the metric to first
order in δf . In the perturbation, the background metric
is ḡµν = ηµν while the perturbed metric is δgµν = δµνδf .
In addition, we take the background dilaton field to be
Φ̄ = ar. With these specifications, the quadratic action
(2.10) simplifies considerably to

δ2SSRG
local = 4

∫
d2x

(
∂µδΦ∂

µδΦ− δµνδfΦ̄∂µ∂νδΦ
)
,

(3.4)

where we lower and raise indices using the Minkowski
metric ηµν . For a derivation of (3.4), the interested
reader is directed to Appendix C. While the quadratic
action (3.4) contains all the dynamics, we also have the
Schwarzschild-type gauge constraint equations

f∂2
rΦ2 − 1

f
∂2
t Φ2 + f ′∂rΦ

2 +
ḟ∂tΦ

2

f2
− 2a2 = 0 , (3.5)

and

∂t∂rΦ
2 − f ′∂tΦ

2

2f
+
ḟ∂rΦ

2

2f
− 2Φ̇Φ′ = 0 . (3.6)

For a derivation of these constraint equations, the inter-
ested reader is directed to Appendix B 2.

1 When performing the spherical reduction of the Einstein-Hilbert
action of four-dimensional GR, the resulting action is given by
(2.2) with k = 1/2, λ = 0 and a prefactor proportional to 1/a2

which we have dropped. When taking this prefactor into account,
the ADM mass is then rescaled to M/a2 which has dimensions of
length and coincides with the mass of the Schwarzschild solution
of GR [4].
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In order to diagonalise the quadratic action (3.4), we
can factorise the integrand and obtain

δ2SSRG
local = 4

∫
d2x

{[
∂µδΦ +

1

2
δµν∂ν

(
Φ̄δf

)]2

+
1

4
Φ̄δf�̄

(
Φ̄δf

)}
, (3.7)

where the background d’Alembertian is now �̄ =
ηµν∂µ∂ν . Given this form of the quadratic action, it is
convenient to carry out a redefinition of fields with

δN :=
1

2
Φ̄δf , (3.8)

and

δV µν := ηµνδΦ + δµνδN . (3.9)

In terms of these redefined fields, (3.7) can be written as

δ2SSRG
local = 4

∫
d2x

(
δN�̄δN − δV νµ∂ν∂αδV µα

)
,

(3.10)

which corresponds to the diagonalised quadratic action
associated with SRG in the Schwarzschild-type gauge
with the background solution taken to be (ḡµν , Φ̄) =
(ηµν , ar).

Having derived the diagonalised quadratic action for
the SRG theory, we turn our attention to solving
the linearised theory, provided the source action and
U(Φ, ḡµν , Φ̄) are given by (2.12) and (2.20) respec-
tively. To accomplish this, let us examine (2.12) in the
Schwarzschild-type gauge with ḡµν = ηµν . Under such a
consideration, expression (2.12) yields

SSRG
source = −2

∫
d2x

Φ2ηµνAµν
aΦ̄

. (3.11)

We remind the reader that, by definition, we set λ = 0 in
the SRG theory. By varying the source action above and
evaluating the result at the background fields we find

δSSRG
source = −4

a

∫
d2x δΦηµνAµν , (3.12)

which, in terms of the redefined fields δN and δV µν , be-
comes

δSSRG
source = −4

a

∫
d2x (δV µν − δµνδN)Aµν , (3.13)

where we have made use of the definitions (3.8) and (3.9).
Accordingly, we can now write down the total quadratic
action by substituting (3.10) and (3.13) into (2.23) which
renders

δ2SSRG
total = 2

∫
d2x
[
δN�̄δN − δV νµ∂ν∂αδV µα

− 2

a
(δV µν − δµνδN)Aµν

]
. (3.14)

Let us now consider the equations of motion for the
perturbations δV µν and δN . Variation of the quadratic
action (3.14) with respect to δN , gives us

�̄δN = −1

a
δµνAµν . (3.15)

As already mentioned, the purpose of introducing
the source action Ssource is to generate the linearised
spherically-reduced Schwarzschild solution given by
equations (3.2) and (3.3) provided the smallness con-
dition (2.4) is satisfied. We will now show that this
choice of a source action allows us to obtain the linearised
spherically-reduced Schwarzschild solution. In addition,
since the linearised spherically-reduced Schwarzschild so-
lution is singular at r = 0, we consider the case where
b = 0 in equation (2.21). By substituting equations (3.8)
and (2.21) into equation (3.15) and taking b = 0, we
obtain

∆
(
Φ̄δf

)
= −4M

a
δ′(r) , (3.16)

where the Laplacian is ∆ := ∂2
r . We now proceed to solve

this equation for the perturbed metric δf by resorting to
its Fourier transform, F . Thus,

k2F
{

Φ̄δf
}

=
4M√
2πa2

∫
dr e−ikrδ′(r) . (3.17)

Integrating by parts and dividing the resulting expression
by k2 yields the following solution in Fourier space

F
{

Φ̄δf
}

=
4iM

ak
√

2π
. (3.18)

Implementing the inverse Fourier tranform on the last
expressions results in

Φ̄δf = −2M

πia

∫
dk

eikr

k
. (3.19)

The integral returns a value of iπ for r > 0 while return-
ing −iπ for r < 0. By dividing both sides by Φ̄ = ar we
obtain the solution

δf = − 2M

a2|r|
. (3.20)

It now remains to compute the perturbed dilaton field.
Through the variation of equation (3.14) with respect to
δV µν one can obtain

∂α∂(µδVν)α = −1

a
Aµν . (3.21)

Substituting the definition (3.9) into the above gives

∂µ∂νδΦ + δα(µ∂ν)∂
αδN = −1

a
Aµν . (3.22)

By seeking static solutions and making use of equation
(3.15), the last expression reduces to

∆δΦ = 0 , =⇒ δΦ = c1r + c2 , (3.23)
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where c1 and c2 are constants of integration. By invoking
the constraint equation (3.5), we find that c2 = 0. On
the other hand, through an appropriate coordinate trans-
formation, one can show that the parameter c1 simply
results in a constant rescaling of the metric. Therefore,
without the loss of generality, we can safely set c1 = 0.
The perturbed dilaton is then δΦ = 0. We also note that
the second constraint equation (3.6) is satisfied since the
solution is static.

Let us now examine this solution in the space-time
region for which the smallness conditions are satisfied.
Since δΦ = 0, equation (2.4) is satisfied and we need
only consider the perturbed metric δf . The smallness
condition for the perturbed metric is |δf | � 1. For the
solution (3.20), the smallness condition is satisfied when-
ever |r| � 2M/a2. Consequently for r � 2M/a2, the
metric takes the form

ds2 ≈ −
(

1− 2M

a2r

)
dt2 +

(
1 +

2M

a2r

)
dr2 , (3.24)

which is indeed the linearised spherically-reduced
Schwarzschild solution.

We have thus shown that the source action (3.13) can
be used to generate the linearised spherically-reduced
Schwarzschild solution in the context of the diagonalised
theory provided the smallness conditions hold. In the
following subsection, we construct a non-local modifica-
tion to the SRG theory and use the same source action
to determine if the solution (3.20) is modified.

B. Ghost-free infinite-derivative SRG gravity

The diagonalised quadratic action (3.10) of the lo-
cal SRG theory implies that its non-local modification
does not admit any additional degrees of freedom if its
quadratic action is of the form

δ2SSRG
non-local = 4

∫
d2x
[
δNa(�̄)�̄δNµν

− δV νµ c(�̄)∂ν∂αδV
αµ
]
,

(3.25)

where a(�̄) and c(�̄) contain infinitely many derivatives
and are analytic with no zeros. It is through these
infinite-derivative operators that non-locality is intro-
duced. By making use of this non-local quadratic action,
we wish to study how the local solution (3.20) would
be modified. To study this we consider the case where

a(�̄) = c(�̄) = e−`
2�̄ and ` ≥ 0 is the length scale of

non-locality.

The non-local analogue of equation (3.14) can be ob-
tained by replacing the local quadratic action δ2Slocal

with the non-local quadratic action δ2Snon-local given in

equation (3.25). By making this substitution, we have

δ2SSRG
total = 2

∫
d2x
[
δNa(�̄)�̄δN − δV νµc(�̄)∂ν∂αδV

αµ

− 2

a
(δV µν − δµνδN)Aµν

]
. (3.26)

Through the variation of this total quadratic action
(3.26) with respect to δN , we find the following non-local
analogue to equation (3.15)

e−`
2�̄�̄δN = −1

a
δµνAµν , (3.27)

after choosing a(�̄) = e−`
2�̄. Upon the substitution of

the definitions (3.8) and (2.21) with b = 0 into the last
expression, we find

e−`
2∆∆

(
Φ̄δf

)
= −4M

a
δ′(r) , (3.28)

which holds for static solutions. We can solve this equa-
tion of motion by first implementing the Fourier trans-

form, dividing the resulting expression by k2e`
2k2 and

then applying the inverse Fourier transform. By doing
this, we find the non-local analogue of equation (3.19)

Φ̄δf = −2M

iπa

∫
dk

eikr−`
2k2

k
. (3.29)

We can write this integral as

Φ̄δf = −2M

aπ

∫ ∞
−∞

dk e−`
2k2
∫ r

0

du eiku

= −2M

aπ

∫ r

0

du

∫ ∞
−∞

dk e−`
2(k− iu

2`2
)
2− u2

4`2 . (3.30)

Evaluating it over k yields

Φ̄δf = − 2M

a`
√
π

∫ r

0

du e−
u2

4`2 . (3.31)

Performing the change of variables v = u/2` gives us

Φ̄δf = − 4M

a
√
π

∫ r/2`

0

dv e−v
2

, (3.32)

where the integral above is nothing more than the er-

ror function
√
π

2 Erf(r/2`). Dividing both sides by the

background dilaton field Φ̄ = ar, we find the non-local
modification to (3.20)

δf = −2M

a2r
Erf
( r

2`

)
. (3.33)

It is worth noting that the 1/r nature appearing in the
linearised Schwarzschild solution of GR is also resolved
by the error function in IDG [51]. As remarked in the
aforesaid reference, when r → ∞ the error function re-
turns a value of unity implying that the non-local solution
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Figure 1. Perturbed metric δf radial dependence for the SRG
theory as given by equations (3.20) and (3.33) for the local and
non-local cases respectively. The solid blue curve shows the
local case, i.e., ` = 0. The remaining three curves correspond
to non-local solutions with the dashed green, dotted orange
and dash-dotted red curves corresponding to a` = 0.05, a` =
0.1 and a` = 0.2 respectively. In producing these plots, we
have set a = M = 1.

has the same asymptotic limit as the local solution. In
addition, this is also the case when we send r → −∞. On
the other hand, when we send r → 0, the error function
behaves as Erf (r/2`) ∼ r/2` thus resolving the singular-
ity in the linearised regime. It is also important to note
that in the limit ` → 0 the error function approaches 1
for r > 0 and −1 for r < 0; recovering the local solution
as expected. For the perturbed dilaton, we find that the
non-local analogue of equation (3.23) is

e−`
2∆∆δΦ = 0 , (3.34)

which once again yields δΦ = c1r+ c2. We can safely set
c1 = 0 using the same argument as for the local case. In
addition, by examining the constraint equation (3.5) to
first order and invoking the smallness conditions, one can
show that c2 = 0. The perturbed dilaton therefore takes
on the same form as that of the local case, i.e., δΦ = 0.
The second constraint equation (3.6) is satisfied since the
solution is static.

In Figures 1 and 2 we plot the perturbed metric δf
and Ricci scalar R respectively for the local case as well
as three non-local scenarios. The solid blue curves cor-
respond to the local (` = 0) case whereas the dashed
green, dotted orange and dash-dotted red curves corre-
spond to the non-local cases with length scale of non-
locality parameters a` = 0.05, a` = 0.1 and a` = 0.2
respectively. Given the perturbed metric δf we compute
the Ricci scalar to first order, i.e., by using the expression
R = −∆δf +O

(
δf2
)
.

0.6 0.4 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6
ar

1500

1250

1000

750

500

250

0

250

500
R/a2

= 0 (local)
a = 0.05

a = 0.1

a = 0.2

Figure 2. Radial dependence of the Ricci scalar R/a2 for
the SRG theory when calculated to first order in δf using
R = −∆δf + O

(
δf2

)
. The solid blue curve shows the local

case, i.e., ` = 0, which is singular at the origin. The remain-
ing three curves correspond to non-local solutions with the
dashed green, dotted orange and dash-dotted red curves cor-
responding to a` = 0.05, a` = 0.1 and a` = 0.2 respectively.
The vertical line through the origin is included to show the
distributional character of the Ricci scalar for the local case
as well as how it is regularised in the non-local cases. In
producing these plots, we have set a = M = 1.

IV. CGHS GRAVITY

We now wish to follow a similar procedure to study
ghost-free infinite-derivative modifications of the CGHS
theory.

A. Conformal gauge

The vacuum CGHS theory is given by the action (2.2)
with k = 1, a = 0 and λ left unspecified [19]. While
for the case of SRG we worked in the Schwarzschild-type
gauge, for the CGHS theory we shall implement the con-
formal gauge, i.e., we fix

gµν = e2wηµν , (4.1)

where ηµν is the Minkowski metric in Cartesian coordi-
nates and we refer to w as the conformal scalar.

In the conformal gauge and starting from equation
(2.2), we write the CGHS action as

SCGHS
local = 4

∫
d2x

[
λ2Φ2e2w + (∂Φ)

2 − 1

2
Φ2�w

]
,

(4.2)

where we have used the fact that, in this scenario, the
Ricci scalar becomes

R = −2e−2w�w , (4.3)

where � := ηµν∂µ∂ν is the d’Alembertian operator in
Minkowski space-time R1,1. We emphasise that we now
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raise and lower indices using the Minkowski metric ηµν .
In addition, we have the conformal gauge constraint
equations

δµν
(
4∂µΦ∂νΦ + 2∂µw∂νΦ2 − ∂µ∂νΦ2

)
= 0 , (4.4)

and

4∂µΦ∂νΦ + 2∂(µw∂ν)Φ
2 − ∂µ∂νΦ2 = 0 , (µ 6= ν) .

(4.5)

Variation of the gauge-fixed action (4.2) yields

δSCGHS
local = 4

∫
d2x

(
2λ2ΦδΦe2w + 2λ2Φ2e2wδw

+ 2∂νΦ∂νδΦ− ΦδΦ�w − 1

2
Φ2�δw

)
.

(4.6)

As mentioned in Section II B, in addition to the two re-
dundancies appearing as a result of diffeomorphism in-
variance, there is the additional symmetry described by
equation (2.11). Let us verify that the CGHS action is
indeed left invariant under this transformation. In the
conformal gauge, equation (2.11) reads

δw = − ε

Φ2
, δΦ =

ε

Φ
. (4.7)

Substituting (4.7) into equation (4.6) gives us

δSCGHS
local = 4ε

∫
d2x

[
2∂νΦ∂ν

(
1

Φ

)
+

1

2
Φ2�

(
1

Φ2

)
−�w

]
.

(4.8)

The last step required to verify that equation (4.7) is a
symmetry of the CGHS action is to show that the inte-
grand in the above is a total derivative. To accomplish
this, we note that

∂ν
(

Φ2∂ν
1

Φ2

)
= Φ2�

(
1

Φ2

)
+ 4∂νΦ∂ν

(
1

Φ

)
. (4.9)

It now follows that equation (4.8) reads

δSCGHS
local = −4ε

∫
d2x ∂ν

(
∂νΦ

Φ
+ ∂νw

)
, (4.10)

showing that the integrand is a total derivative and there-
fore the CGHS action is invariant under the transforma-
tion (4.7).

B. Diagonalisation of the quadratic action

We now turn our attention to examining the quadratic
CGHS action in the conformal gauge. The functional

derivative of the action (4.2) with respect to the dilaton
field yields

δSCGHS
local

δΦ
= 8

(
λ2Φe2w −�Φ− Φ�w/2

)
, (4.11)

while the functional derivative with respect to the con-
formal scalar leads to

δSCGHS
local

δw
= 8

[
λ2Φ2e2w − (∂Φ)

2
/2− Φ�Φ/2

]
. (4.12)

The corresponding field equations are obtained by setting
both equations (4.11) and (4.12) equal to zero. To study
the quadratic action for this theory, we perturb the dila-
ton field and conformal scalar around some background
solution (Φ̄, w̄). That is, we write

w = w̄ + δw , Φ = Φ̄ + δΦ , (4.13)

where (Φ̄, w̄) solves the equations of motion and δΦ and
δw are the perturbations. In order for the quadratic ac-
tion to be a valid approximation, we require that the
smallness conditions are satisfied. The smallness condi-
tion for the dilaton field remains |δΦ| � |Φ̄|. To first
order in δw the metric tensor is

gµν = e2w̄ηµν
[
1 + 2δw +O

(
δw2

)]
, (4.14)

which follows from equation (4.1). From this expression,
we can extract the smallness condition for the perturbed
conformal scalar

|δw| � 1

2
. (4.15)

Provided that these two conditions are satisfied, the
quadratic action will be a valid approximation. In equa-
tion (2.5) we defined the quadratic action for a general
background metric ḡµν . In the conformal gauge, equation
(2.5) becomes

δ2SCGHS
local :=

∫
d2x d2x′

[
δΦ(x)δΦ(x′)

δ2Slocal

δΦ(x)δΦ(x′)

∣∣∣∣∣
(w̄,Φ̄)

+ δΦ(x)δw(x′)
δ2Slocal

δΦ(x)δw(x′)

∣∣∣∣∣
(w̄,Φ̄)

+ δw(x)δΦ(x′)
δ2Slocal

δw(x)δΦ(x′)

∣∣∣∣∣
(w̄,Φ̄)

+ δw(x)δw(x′)
δ2Slocal

δw(x)δw(x′)

∣∣∣∣∣
(w̄,Φ̄)

]
. (4.16)

Let us now compute the quadratic action for the CGHS
theory in the conformal gauge for a general background
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solution. The second-order functional derivatives being

δ2SCGHS
local

δΦ(x′)δΦ(x)
= 8

(
λ2e2w −�−�w/2

)
δ(2)(x− x′) ,

(4.17)

δ2SCGHS
local

δw(x′)δΦ(x)
= 8

(
2λ2e2wΦ− 1

2
Φ�

)
δ(2)(x− x′) ,

(4.18)

δ2SCGHS
local

δΦ(x′)δw(x)
= 8

(
2λ2Φe2w − ∂µΦ∂µ −�Φ/2− 1

2
Φ�

)
× δ(2)(x− x′) , (4.19)

and

δ2SCGHS
local

δw(x′)δw(x)
= 16λ2Φ2e2wδ(2)(x− x′) . (4.20)

The substitution of the above second-order functional
derivatives when evaluated at the background solution(
w̄, Φ̄

)
renders equation (4.16) into

δ2SCGHS
local = 8

∫
d2x

{
δΦ
[
λ2e2w̄ −�−�w̄/2

]
δΦ

+ δw
[
2λ2e2w̄Φ̄− ∂µΦ̄∂µ −�Φ̄/2− Φ̄�/2

]
δΦ

+ δΦ
[
2λ2Φ̄e2w̄ − Φ̄�/2

]
δw + 2λ2δwΦ̄2e2w̄δw

}
,

(4.21)

which can be further simplified by using the equation of
motion (4.11) in the first bracket and integrating by parts
in the second bracket. Doing this brings the quadratic
action to a more tractable form

δ2SCGHS
local = 8

∫
d2x

[
2λ2δwΦ̄2e2w̄δw

+ δΦ

(
�Φ̄

Φ̄
−�

)
δΦ + δΦ

(
4λ2Φ̄e2w̄ − Φ̄�

)
δw

]
.

(4.22)

From here, we proceed with the diagonalisation. First,
we define the field

δψ := δw +
δΦ

Φ̄
, (4.23)

which is a linear combination of the perturbed metric and
dilaton. Substituting this definition for the perturbed
conformal scalar δw in the quadratic action (4.22) results
in

δ2SCGHS
local = 8

∫
d2x

{
2λ2Φ̄2e2w̄

[
δΦ2

Φ̄2
+ δψ2

]
− δΦΦ̄�δψ

+ δΦ

[
− 4λ2δΦe2w̄ + Φ̄�

(
δΦ

Φ̄

)
+

(
�Φ̄

Φ̄
−�

)
δΦ

]}
.

(4.24)

At this stage we can make use of the fact that the fol-
lowing combination is a total derivative

Φ�Φ +
Φ2
(
∂Φ̄
)2

Φ̄2
− ΦΦ̄�

(
Φ

Φ̄

)
= ∂ν

[
Φ2∂νΦ̄

Φ̄

]
,

(4.25)

so equation (4.24) can be rewritten as

δ2SCGHS
local = 8

∫
d2x

[
− 2λ2δΦ2 e2w̄ + 2λ2Φ̄2 e2w̄δψ2

+
δΦ2

Φ̄2
∂ν
(
Φ̄∂νΦ̄

)
− δΦΦ̄�δψ − ∂ν

(
δΦ2∂νΦ̄

Φ̄

)]
.

(4.26)

The last term in the integrand is a total derivative and
therefore has no contribution. Now, since the background
solution

(
w̄, Φ̄

)
satisfies the equations of motion, we can

make use of equation (4.12) in the above expression in
order to obtain the following, much simpler, form of the
quadratic CGHS action

δ2SCGHS
local = 8

∫
d2x
{

2λ2Φ̄2e2w̄δψ2 − δψ�
(
Φ̄δΦ

) }
.

(4.27)

We can further simplify the action if we vary equation
(4.27) with respect to the perturbation δψ which gives

δw = −δΦ
Φ̄

+
�
(
Φ̄δΦ

)
4λ2Φ̄2e2w̄

, (4.28)

after substituting in the definition (4.23) for the original
fields. It follows from this last expression that δw is an
auxiliary field. By substituting this constraint equation
into the quadratic action (4.27) and defining

δχ :=
�
(
Φ̄δΦ

)
√

8λΦ̄ew̄
, (4.29)

we can write schematically the diagonalised quadratic
CGHS action as

δ2SCGHS
local = −8

∫
d2x δχ2 , (4.30)

which describes the one propagating off-shell degree of
freedom. Equation (4.30) is the desired diagonalised
quadratic action in terms of the redefined field δχ. In
Section IV E we shall return to the latter expression in
order to construct a ghost-free infinite derivative modifi-
cation of the CGHS quadratic action. Before doing this,
let us briefly discuss the CGHS BH solution in the con-
formal gauge.

C. CGHS BH solution

Let us now study the CGHS BH solution [19] in the
conformal gauge. We will first discuss the full local
CGHS BH solution in the conformal gauge and then move
on to discuss the solution in the linearised regime.
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1. General solution

By dividing the equation of motion (4.12) by Φ and
then subtracting this from equation (4.11), one obtains

� (w + ln Φ) = 0 . (4.31)

At this point, we can remove the redundancy arising from
(2.11) by fixing on-shell2 the following

ewΦ = eλr , (4.32)

which allows for equation (4.31) to be satisfied. With
this choice of gauge, the equation of motion (4.12) gives
us

�Φ2 = 4λ2e2λr . (4.33)

Equation (4.33) is easily solvable to find an expression
for the dilaton

Φ2 = e2λr + E , (4.34)

where E ∈ R is a constant. From equation (4.31), it now
follows that the metric is of the form

ds2 =
−dt2 + dr2

1 + Ee−2λr
, (4.35)

with the conformal scalar written as

w = −1

2
ln
(
1 + Ee−2λr

)
. (4.36)

As it is done in [4, 19], one can show that the constant E
is related to the ADM mass M , which has dimensions of
length−1, through |E| = M/λ. When E is positive, the
metric (4.35) describes the region exterior to the CGHS
BH with (t, r) ∈ (−∞,∞)×(−∞,∞). When E = −M/λ
the metric describes the interior region of the BH with
coordinate range (t, r) ∈ (−∞,∞) ×

(
−∞, 1

2λ ln (M/λ)
)

where r = 1
2λ ln (M/λ) is the singularity and r = −∞ is

the horizon.

2. Linearised local solution

Setting E = M/λ in equation (4.35) gives the metric
that describes the exterior region of the CGHS BH with
mass M for r ∈ (−∞,∞) and horizon located at r =
−∞. To first order in M/λ, the conformal scalar is

w = −M
2λ

e−2λr +O
(
M2

λ2

)
, (4.37)

2 Let us note that such a fixing can only be done on-shell, because if
performed off-shell, information about the field dynamics would
be lost.

while the dilaton field reads

Φ = eλr +
M

2λ
e−λr +O

(
M2

λ2

)
. (4.38)

From this expansion, the background fields correspond
to the linear dilaton solution

w̄ = 0 , and Φ̄ = eλr , (4.39)

while the perturbed fields are

δw =
M

2λ
e−2λr , and δΦ = −M

2λ
e−λr . (4.40)

It is clear that the smallness conditions are satisfied pro-
vided r � 1

2λ ln M
λ .

D. Local diagonalised theory with source action

Let us consider the source action (2.12) for the case
of the local CGHS theory in the conformal gauge. By
setting a = 0 and specifying the conformal gauge, the
source action reads

SCGHS
source =

1

2λ

∫
d2x

e2wΦ2ḡµνAµν
Φ̄2

, (4.41)

whose variation renders

δSCGHS
source =

1

λ

∫
d2x

e2wΦ (Φδw + δΦ) ḡµνAµν
Φ̄2

. (4.42)

At this stage we wish to verify that this source action is
invariant under the transformation (4.7). From equation
(4.7) it is readily seen that Φδw + δΦ = 0 which implies
the vanishing of equation (4.42). Consequently, the sym-
metry (2.11) is preserved when introducing the source ac-
tion (4.41). Moreover, when evaluating the above expres-
sion at the background fields Φ = Φ̄ = eλr and w = w̄ = 0
we have

δSCGHS
source =

1

λ

∫
d2x

(
δw +

δΦ

Φ̄

)
ηµνAµν , (4.43)

which in terms of the field δχ as defined in (4.29), renders
the last expression into

δSCGHS
source =

1√
2λ2

∫
d2x

δχηµνAµν
Φ̄

. (4.44)

Since the total quadratic action to be considered in the
following would be of the form given in (2.23), let us use
equation (4.30) for δ2Slocal as well as equation (4.44) for
δSsource. Thus, the total quadratic action becomes

δ2SCGHS
total = −4

∫
d2x

(
δχ2 − δχηµνAµν

4
√

2λ2Φ̄

)
. (4.45)

Then, the variation of equation (4.45) with respect to the
perturbation δχ yields the following equation of motion

δχ =
ηµνAµν

4
√

8λ2Φ̄
, (4.46)
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with the tensor field Aµν given in equation (2.21). We
will now show how this tensor field correctly generates
the linearised CGHS BH solution provided the smallness
condition is satisfied. Indeed, the substitution of equa-
tions (4.29) and (2.21) transforms (4.46) into

e−λr∆
(
eλrδΦ

)
=
Me−λr

2λ
δ′(r − b) , (4.47)

provided we focus on static solutions. We now proceed
to solve equation (4.47) by performing the Fourier trans-
form, which results in

1√
2π

∫
dr e−r(ik+λ)∆

(
eλrδΦ

)
=

M

2λ
√

2π

∫
dr e−r(ik+λ)δ′(r − b) . (4.48)

Integration by parts twice on the left-hand-side and once
on the right-hand-side provides the following solution in
Fourier space

F {δΦ} =
Me−bλ

2λi
√

2π

e−ikb

k − iλ
, (4.49)

whose inverse Fourier transform yields

δΦ =
Me−bλ

4πiλ

∫
dk

eik(r−b)

k − iλ
. (4.50)

Upon the evaluation of the integral, we obtain the fol-
lowing expression for the perturbed dilaton

δΦ =
Me−λr

2λ
Θ(r − b) , (4.51)

where Θ(r − b) is the usual Heaviside step function. We
now turn our attention to obtaining an expression for the
perturbed conformal scalar δw. This can be achieved by
substituting equation (4.51) into the constraint equation
(4.28) in order to find

δw = −Me−2λr

2λ
Θ(r − b) +

Me−2λr

8λ3
δ′(r − b) . (4.52)

From equation (4.52) we see that the perturbed metric
is singular at r = b. In addition, for b < 1

2λ ln M
λ � r,

equations (4.51) and (4.52) coincide with the linearised
CGHS BH solution (4.40). This shows that the solu-
tion to the quadratic action (4.45) coincides with the
linearised CGHS BH solution provided we consider the
space-time region for which the smallness conditions are
satisfied. It is straightforward to verify that the confor-
mal gauge constraints (4.4) and (4.5) at first order are
satisfied when the smallness conditions are taken into
account.

E. Ghost-free infinite-derivative CGHS gravity

We now turn our attention to constructing infinite-
derivative modifications of the CGHS theory that are

ghost-free at the quadratic level. To this end, the lo-
cal quadratic action (4.30) implies that the non-local
quadratic action

δ2SCGHS
non-local = −8

∫
d2x δχa(�)δχ , (4.53)

admits no additional degrees of freedom provided that
a(�), which contains infinitely many derivatives, is ana-
lytic with no zeros. Thus, this will not add any new de-
grees of freedom off-shell, and hence no ghosts. Replacing
the local quadratic action δ2Slocal in equation (2.23) with
the non-local quadratic action δ2Snon-local given above,
and using the same source action as before, we find the
non-local analogue of equation (4.45)

δ2SCGHS
total = −4

∫
d2x

(
δχa(�)δχ− δχηµνAµν

4
√

2λ2Φ̄

)
.

(4.54)

Through the variation of equation (4.54) with respect to
the perturbation δχ we obtain

a(�)δχ =
ηµνAµν

4
√

8λ2Φ̄
. (4.55)

By substituting equations (4.29) and (2.21) into the
above expression and seeking static solutions we obtain
the non-local analogue of equation (4.47)

a(∆)
[
e−λr∆

(
eλrδΦ

)]
= −Me−λr

2λ
δ′(r − b) . (4.56)

Performing the Fourier transform gives us the non-local
solution in Fourier space

F {δΦ} =
Me−bλ

2λi
√

2π

e−ikb

a(−k2) (k − iλ)
. (4.57)

In order to obtain the solution in position space, we first
need to specify the form of the operator a(�). Here, we
use the same choice that was used in the case of SRG
and consider a(�) = e−`

2� where ` is the length scale of
non-locality as before. With this choice for the operator
a(�), the inverse Fourier transform of equation (4.57)
gives

δΦ =
Me−bλ

4πiλ

∫
dk e−`

2k2 eik(r−b)

k − iλ
, (4.58)

which corresponds to the non-local analogue of expres-
sion (4.49). By evaluating the integral on the right-hand-
side, we obtain the non-local solution for the perturbed
dilaton field

δΦ =
Me`

2λ2−λr

4λ
Erfc

(
λ`+

b− r
2`

)
, (4.59)

where Erfc denotes the complementary error function.
The interested reader seeking a derivation of equation
(4.59) is directed to Appendix D.
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Let us now consider the local limit ` → 0 and verify
that we recover the solution (4.51). In this limit, we have

lim`→0 e`
2λ2

= 1. For the factor containing Erfc, we have

lim
`→0

Erfc

(
λ`+

b− r
2`

)
= 2Θ(r − b) . (4.60)

We therefore conclude that equation (4.59) reduces to
(4.51) in the local limit `→ 0.

Substituting equation (4.59) into the constraint equa-
tion (4.28) gives the perturbed conformal scalar

δw = −Me`
2λ2−2λr

4λ
Erfc

(
λ`+

b− r
2`

)

+
M
(
λ`+ b−r

2`

)
e−λ(r+b)− (r−b)2

4`2

16
√
πλ3`2

. (4.61)

In Figures 3, 4 and 5 we plot δΦ, δw and R/λ2 respec-
tively with parameter values: b = 0, λ = 35 and M = 10.
We have chosen these parameter values to illustrate the
resolution of the singularity at r = b as well as how
the non-local solutions approach the local solution as the
length scale of non-locality ` decreases.

We now wish to examine the effect of non-locality on
the linearised CGHS BH solution by taking into account
the smallness condition (2.4). By considering r � b and
taking b to be large and negative in equations (4.59) and
(4.61) we obtain

δΦ ≈ Me`
2λ2−λr

2λ
, (4.62)

and

δw ≈ −Me`
2λ2−2λr

2λ
, (4.63)

respectively. For these non-local solutions, the smallness
conditions are satisfied provided r � `2λ2 + 1

2λ ln M
λ . In

summary, from equations (4.62) and (4.63) we have found

that, in a non-local CGHS theory with a(�) = e−`
2�, the

CGHS BH mass M is modified by a multiplicative con-

stant factor e`
2λ2

. This factor, however, can be absorbed
through an appropriate coordinate transformation. It is
once again straightforward to verify that the conformal
gauge constraint equations (4.4) and (4.5) are satisfied at
first order when the smallness conditions are taken into
account since the non-local solution differs from the local
solution by the aforesaid multiplicative factor in such a
case.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we constructed ghost-free infinite-
derivative modifications for the SRG and CGHS dilaton
gravity theories. For the SRG theory, we assumed the
Schwarzschild-type gauge and diagonalised the quadratic

4 2 0 2 4 6 8 10
r

0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.10

0.12

0.14 = 0 (local)

= 0.25

= 0.4

= 0.6

Figure 3. Radial dependence of the perturbed dilaton field
δΦ for the local and non-local CGHS cases. The solid blue
curve corresponds to the local case (` = 0), the dashed green
curve corresponds to λ` = 0.25, the dotted orange curve corre-
sponds to λ` = 0.4 and the red dash-dotted curve corresponds
to λ` = 0.6. For these plots, we have set M = 10 and λ = 35.

3 2 1 0 1 2 3
r

0.15

0.10

0.05

0.00

0.05

0.10

w

= 0 (local)

= 0.25

= 0.4

= 0.6

Figure 4. Radial dependence of the perturbed conformal
scalar δw for both the local and non-local CGHS cases. The
solid blue curve corresponds to the local case (` = 0), whereas
the dashed green, dotted orange and red dash-dotted curves
correspond to λ` = 0.25, 0.4 and 0.6 respectively. For the
local case, the vertical line through the origin is included to
illustrate the distributional character of δw as well as how it
is regularised in the non-local cases. For these plots, we have
set M = 10 and λ = 35.

action which contains two off-shell degrees of freedom.
We constructed a source action that, upon taking into
account the smallness conditions, could be used to gen-
erate the linearised spherically-reduced Schwarzschild so-
lution of the local theory. Inspired by the diagonalised
quadratic action in the local theory, we constructed
ghost-free infinite-derivative modifications of the SRG
theory. By taking the two operators containing infinitely

many derivatives to be the exponential operator e−`
2�
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r
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R/ 2
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= 0.6

Figure 5. Radial dependence of the Ricci scalar R for both
the local and non-local CGHS cases when computed up to
first order, i.e., R = −2∆δw+O

(
δw2

)
. The solid blue curve

corresponds to the local case (` = 0), whereas the dashed
green, dotted orange and red dash-dotted curves correspond
to λ` = 0.25, 0.4 and 0.6 respectively. For the local case, the
vertical line through the origin is included to illustrate the
distributional character of the Ricci scalar as well as how it
is regularised in the non-local cases. For these plots, we have
set M = 10 and λ = 35.

we were able to obtain a non-local modification of the
spherically-reduced Schwarzschild solution after includ-
ing the same source action used in the local case. We
found that, in the context of this ghost-free infinite-
derivative SRG theory, the 1/r factor in the linearised
metric is weighted by the error function Erf (r/2`); re-
solving the singular nature of the local linearised solution
at r = 0. In [51], it was found that the 1/r nature in the
linearised Schwarzschild solution of GR is also resolved
through the error function in four-dimensional IDG.

In the case of the local CGHS theory, we specified the
conformal gauge and studied perturbations around a gen-
eral background solution. We diagonalised the CGHS
quadratic action and isolated its one propagating off-
shell degree of freedom. The ghost-free infinite-derivative
modification of the CGHS quadratic action then involved
the inclusion of one non-zero analytic differential oper-
ator containing infinitely many derivatives. We made
use of the source action (4.41) to generate a solution
in the local theory which coincides with the linearised
CGHS BH solution when taking the smallness condi-
tions into account. The obtained solution is also singular
at some given position b. Nonetheless, in the non-local

theory with form factor e−`
2�, we found that the so-

lution is weighted by the complementary error function
Erfc (λ`+ (b− r)/2`) which allowed for the singular na-
ture appearing in the local solution to be resolved.

While we have only considered ghost-free infinite-
derivative modifications of the SRG and CGHS grav-
ity theories, there is still a multitude of two-dimensional

dilaton gravity theories (discussed extensively in [4]) for
which similar modifications as the ones presented here
can be constructed. One example would be to construct
ghost-free infinite-derivative modifications of the dilaton
action obtained through the spherical reduction of GR in
dimensions other than four. Another example would be
to study ghost-free infinite-derivative modifications of the
CGHS theory containing additional scalar matter fields
such as the model considered in [19]. In this context,
one could investigate how solutions generated through
so-called f -waves are modified as a result of introduc-
ing non-locality. There are also two-dimensional dilaton
gravity models that include fermionic matter [8, 47] for
which one could investigate ghost-free infinite-derivative
modifications.

We also note that we were unable to obtain full solu-
tions to these infinite-derivative dilaton gravity theories
and were only able to examine how linearised local solu-
tions were modified in the non-local theories. Thus, there
is still the question of whether one can find full non-local
solutions to ghost-free infinite-derivative dilaton gravity
in two space-time dimensions.

Appendix A: Derivation of equation (2.10)

Here, we provide the main steps to obtaining the
quadratic action associated with the general dilaton
model (2.2) without any gauge fixing or the specification
of a particular background solution. We begin by first
obtaining the necessary second-order functional deriva-
tives. To this end, we vary equation (2.7) and write

δ
δSlocal

δΦ
= −2

√
−ggµνδgµν

[
1

2
ΦR− 2k�Φ + 2Φλ2

]
+ 4
√
−g
[

1

2
RδΦ +

Φ

2

(
Rµνδg

µν −∇µ∇νδgµν

+ gµν�δg
µν
)
− 2kδ(�)Φ− 2k�δΦ + 2δΦλ2

]
. (A1)

We can simplify the right-hand-side of this expression
by using the fact that the Einstein tensor is zero in two
space-time dimensions. In addition, we can evaluate the
δ (�) term by using the expression [59]

δ(�)Φ = δgµν∇µ∇νΦ+∇µΦ∇νδgµν

− 1

2
gµν∇αΦ∇αδgµν , (A2)

which follows directly from

δ (∇µ∇ν)Φ = ∂αΦ

[
gσ(ν∇µ)δg

ασ − 1

2
gµρgνβ∇αδgρβ

]
.

(A3)
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We can now write equation (A1) as

δ
δSlocal

δΦ
= −4

√
−g gµνδgµν

[
Φλ2 − k�Φ

]
+ 4
√
−g
[

1

2
RδΦ− 1

2
Φ∇µ∇νδgµν +

1

2
Φgµν�δg

µν

− 2kδgµν∇µ∇νΦ− 2k∇µΦ∇νδgµν

+ kgµν∇αΦ∇αδgµν − 2k�δΦ + 2δΦλ2

]
. (A4)

In this form, we can now use equation (A4) to extract
the second order functional derivatives

δ2Slocal

δΦ(x′)δΦ(x)
= 4
√
−g
[

1

2
R− 2k� + 2λ2

]
× δ(2)(x− x′) , (A5)

and

δ2Slocal

δgµν(x′)δΦ(x)
= 4
√
−g
{
− gµν

[
Φλ2 − k�Φ

]
+

1

2
Φgµν�−

1

2
Φ∇µ∇ν − 2k∇µ∇νΦ

− 2k∇µΦ∇ν + kgµν∇αΦ∇α
}
δ(2)(x− x′) , (A6)

where δ(2)(x−x′) is the two-dimensional Dirac delta func-
tion. It now remains to derive the two-remaining second
order functional derivatives. Through the variation of
equation (2.8) one obtains

1√
−g

δ
δSlocal

δgµν
= δgαβ

{[
gαβgµν + 2gµαgνβ

]
×
[
k (∂Φ)

2
+ Φ2λ2 +

a2

2

]
− 1

2
gαβ
[
gµν�Φ2 −∇µ∇νΦ2

+ 4k∂µΦ∂νΦ
]

+ gµν
[
∇α∇βΦ2 − 2k∂αΦ∂βΦ

]
− gµαgνβ�Φ2

}
+∇σδgαβ

[
gµνδ

σ
β∇αΦ2

− gµ[νgα]β∇σΦ2 − gβ(νδ
σ
µ)∇αΦ2

]
+ 2
[
gµν� (ΦδΦ)−∇µ∇ν (ΦδΦ) + 4k∂(µΦ∂ν)δΦ

− 2kgµν∂αΦ∂αδΦ− 2gµνΦδΦλ2
]
. (A7)

Equation (A7) can be used to extract

δ2Slocal

δΦ(x′)δgµν(x)
= 2
√
−g
[(
gµν�−∇µ∇ν

)
×
(

Φδ(2)(x− x′)
)

+
(

4k∂(µΦ∂ν) − 2kgµν∂αΦ∂α

− 2gµνΦλ2
)
δ(2)(x− x′)

]
, (A8)

and

δ2Slocal

δgαβ(x′)δgµν(x)
=
√
−g
{

[gµνgαβ + 2gµαgνβ ]

×
[
k (∂Φ)

2
+ Φ2λ2 +

a2

2

]
− 1

2
gαβ

[
gµν�Φ2 −∇µ∇νΦ2

+ 4k∂µΦ∂νΦ

]
+ gµν

[
∇α∇βΦ2 − 2k∂αΦ∂βΦ

]
− gµαgνβ�Φ2 +

[
gµνδ

σ
β∇αΦ2 − gµ[νgα]β∇σΦ2

− gβ(µδ
σ
ν)∇αΦ2

]
∇σ
}
δ(2)(x− x′) . (A9)

The desired quadratic action can be found by substitut-
ing equations (A5), (A6), (A8) and (A9) into the def-
inition (2.5). In order to obtain this, let us write the
quadratic action as

δ2Slocal =

4∑
i=1

Ii , (A10)

where we define

I1 :=

∫
d2x d2x′δΦ(x)δΦ(x′)

δ2Slocal

δΦ(x)δΦ(x′)

∣∣∣∣∣
(ḡµν ,Φ̄)

,

(A11)

I2 :=

∫
d2x d2x′δΦ(x)δgµν(x′)

δ2Slocal

δΦ(x)δgµν(x′)

∣∣∣∣∣
(ḡµν ,Φ̄)

,

(A12)

I3 :=

∫
d2x d2x′δgµν(x)δΦ(x′)

δ2Slocal

δgµν(x)δΦ(x′)

∣∣∣∣∣
(ḡµν ,Φ̄)

,

(A13)

and

I4 :=

∫
d2x d2x′δgµν(x)δgαβ(x′)

δ2Slocal

δgµν(x)δgαβ(x′)

∣∣∣∣∣
(ḡµν ,Φ̄)

.

(A14)

Let us now consider each of the Ii individually. Evalu-
ating equation (A5) at the background solution

(
ḡµν , Φ̄

)
and substituting this into equation (A11) gives

I1 = 4

∫
d2x
√
−ḡ δΦ

(
1

2
R̄− 2k�̄ + 2λ2

)
δΦ , (A15)

where R̄ and �̄ := ḡµν∇̄µ∇̄µ are the background Ricci
scalar and d’Alembertian respectively. The equation of
motion resulting from (2.7) tells us that

1

2
R̄+ 2λ2 = 2k

�̄Φ̄

Φ̄
, (A16)
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and thus, equation (A15) becomes

I1 = 8k

∫
d2x
√
−ḡ δΦ

(
�̄Φ̄

Φ̄
− �̄

)
δΦ . (A17)

We now turn our attention to finding I2. By evaluating
(A6) at the background solution, substituting this into
equation (A12) and again using the equation of motion
(A16), one finds

I2 = 4

∫
d2x
√
−ḡ δgµν

[
1

4
R̄ḡµνΦ̄δΦ +

1

2
ḡµν�̄

(
Φ̄δΦ

)
−1

2
∇̄µ∇̄ν

(
Φ̄δΦ

)
+ 2k∂µΦ̄∂νδΦ

− kḡµν∇̄α
(
δΦ∂αΦ̄

) ]
. (A18)

Similarly, by evaluating equation (A8) at the background
solution and substituting this into (A13) we obtain

I3 = 4

∫
d2x
√
−ḡ δgµν

[
1

2

(
ḡµν�̄− ∇̄µ∇̄ν

) (
Φ̄δΦ

)
+ 2k∂µΦ̄∂νδΦ− ḡµν∇̄α

(
δΦ∂αΦ̄

)
+ (1− k)ḡµνδΦ�̄Φ̄

+
1

4
R̄ḡµνΦ̄δΦ

]
, (A19)

where we have once again made use of the equation of
motion (A16).

It now remains to compute I4. By considering the
second order functional derivative (A9) at the classical
solution and substituting the result into equation (A14)
one finds the integral

I4 =

∫
d2x
√
−ḡ δgµν

{
ḡαβ

[
ḡµν

(
k
(
∂Φ̄
)2

+ Φ̄2λ2 +
a2

2

)
− 1

2

(
ḡµν�̄Φ̄2 − ∇̄µ∇̄νΦ̄2 + 4k∂µΦ̄∂νΦ̄

)]
+ ḡµα

[
2ḡνβ

(
k
(
∂Φ̄
)2

+ Φ̄2λ2 +
a2

2

)
− ḡνβ�̄Φ̄2

]
+
[
ḡµνδ

σ
β∇̄αΦ̄2 − ḡµ[ν ḡα]β∇̄σΦ̄2

− ḡβµδσν ∇̄αΦ̄2
]
∇̄σ
}
δgαβ . (A20)

The integral above can be simplified significantly by
leveraging the equation of motion obtained by setting
(2.8) to zero. More specifically, using this equation of
motion, the first square bracket in the integral (A20)
vanishes while the second bracket can be simplified. This
allows us to write equation (A20) as

I4 =

∫
d2x
√
−ḡ δgµν

{
ḡµα

[
4k∂βΦ̄∂νΦ̄− ∇̄ν∇̄βΦ̄2

]
+ḡµν∇̄αΦ̄2∇̄β − ḡµ[ν ḡα]β∇̄σΦ̄2∇̄σ

− ḡβµ∇̄αΦ̄2∇̄ν
}
δgαβ . (A21)

Substituting equations (A17), (A18), (A19) and (A21)
into (A10) gives the desired quadratic action (2.10).

Appendix B: Dilaton gravity in the conformal and
Schwarzschild-type gauges

1. Dilaton gravity in the conformal gauge

In this section, we wish to show that the action

Slocal = 4

∫
d2x

[
Φ2e2wλ2 +

a2

2
e2w + kηµν∂µΦ∂νΦ

− 1

2
Φ2ηµν∂µ∂νw

]
, (B1)

which is obtained by specifying the conformal gauge
gµν = e2wηµν in equation (2.2) where ηµν = diag(−1, 1)
is the Minkowski metric in Cartesian coordinates con-
tains all the dynamics of the original action (2.2). We
wish to show that the same dynamical equations of mo-
tion are obtained irrespective of whether we specify the
conformal gauge at the level of the action or at the level
of the field equations. Such a check is necessary since the
two approaches are not equivalent in general.

Let us begin by stating the field equations associated
with the gauge-fixed action (B1). Variation with respect
to the dilaton field gives

δSlocal

δΦ
= 8
[
Φe2wλ2 − kηµν∂µ∂νΦ

− 1

2
Φηµν∂µ∂νw

]
, (B2)

while variation with respect to the conformal scalar w
gives

δSlocal

δw
= 4
[
2Φ2e2wλ2 + 2

a2

2
e2w

− 1

2
ηµν∂µ∂νΦ2

]
. (B3)

We now turn our attention to specifying the conformal
gauge in equations (2.7) and (2.9).

Let us first study the action of the space-time covari-
ant d’Alembertian operator � := ∇µ∇µ on some smooth
test function h. Written in terms of the connection coef-
ficients Γαµν we have

�h = gµν∂µ∂νh− gµνΓαµν∂αh . (B4)

In the conformal gauge, we have

gµνΓαµν = e−2wηασ
(
2− ηµνηµν

)
∂σw = 0 . (B5)

It follows that

�h = e−2wηµν∂µ∂νh . (B6)

By specifying the conformal gauge in equation (2.7) one
obtains

δSlocal

δΦ
= 4e2w

[
− Φe−2wηµν∂µ∂νw

− 2ke−2wηµν∂µ∂νΦ + 2Φλ2
]
, (B7)
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where we made use of equations (4.3) and (B6). Upon
simplification, it is readily seen that equation (B7) is
nothing more than equation (B2). Fixing the conformal
gauge in equation (2.9) gives

−2gµν
δSlocal

δgµν
= −2e2w

[
e−2wηµν∂µ∂νΦ2

− 4

(
Φ2λ2 +

a2

2

)]
. (B8)

Simplifying the last result shows that the right-hand-side
of equation (B8) is nothing more than equation (B3).

Finally, notice that in this case the equivalence with
the trace of the field equations is sufficient to prove the
validity of the gauge-fixing approach, since such equation
contains all the dynamics to obtain the solution. On
the other hand, the trace-free part of the field equations
provides us with the constraint equations

δµν
(
4k∂µΦ∂νΦ + 2∂µw∂νΦ2 − ∂µ∂νΦ2

)
= 0 , (B9)

and

4k∂µΦ∂νΦ + 2∂(µw∂ν)Φ
2 − ∂µ∂νΦ2 = 0 , (µ 6= ν) ,

(B10)

associated with the imposing of the conformal gauge. We
therefore conclude that the consideration of the gauge-
fixed action (B1) together with the constraint equations
(B9) and (B10) above is equivalent to the consideration
of the original action (2.2).

2. Dilaton gravity in the Schwarzschild-type gauge

In this section, we wish to show that the action (2.2)
gives the same dynamical equations of motion regardless
of whether we specify the Schwarzschild-type gauge at
the level of the action or at the level of the field equa-
tions. The Schwarzschild-type gauge is stated in equation
(3.1). Given this form of the metric, the non-vanishing
components of the connection coefficients are

Γttt = −Γrrt = −f2Γtrr =
ḟ

2f
, (B11)

and

Γtrt = −Γrrr =
1

f2
Γrtt =

f ′

2f
, (B12)

where f ′ and ḟ denote differentiation with respect to r
and t respectively. From the above we can compute the
non-vanishing Ricci tensor components

Rtt =
ff ′′

2
+

f̈

2f
− ḟ2

f2
, (B13)

and

Rrr = − f̈

2f3
+
ḟ2

f4
− f ′′

2f
. (B14)

From the last two expressions it follows that the Ricci
scalar is

R = − f̈

f2
− f ′′ + 2ḟ2

f3
. (B15)

By specifying the Schwarzschild-type gauge in the action
(2.2) we have

Slocal =

∫
d2x

[
RΦ2 − 4k

f
Φ̇2 + 4kfΦ′2 + 4Φ2λ2 + 2a2

]
,

(B16)

and it is understood that the Ricci scalar is given by
equation (B15). The variation of this gauge-fixed action
yields

δSlocal =

∫
d2x

[
δRΦ2 + 2RΦδΦ +

4kδf

f2
Φ̇2

+ 4kδfΦ′2 + 8kgµν∂µΦ∂νδΦ + 8ΦδΦλ2

]
. (B17)

Let us turn our attention to the variation of the Ricci
scalar δR. From equation (B15) we have

δR = −∂2
t

(
δf

f2

)
− ∂2

rδf . (B18)

In terms of the perturbed inverse metric δgµν the last
expression is nothing more than

δR = −∂µ∂νδgµν . (B19)

We can now write equation (B17) as

δSlocal = 2

∫
d2x

{
δΦ
(
R+ 4k∇2 + 4λ2

)
Φ + δf

×
[

(2k − 1)Φ̇2

f2
+ (2k − 1)Φ′2 − ΦΦ̈

f2
− ΦΦ′′

]}
. (B20)

The first functional derivatives of the gauge-fixed action
with respect to Φ and f are now found to be

δSlocal

δΦ
= 2

(
R− 4k∇2 + 4λ2

)
Φ , (B21)

and

1

2

δSlocal

δf
=

(2k − 1)Φ̇2

f2
+ (2k − 1)Φ′2 − ΦΦ̈

f2
− ΦΦ′′ ,

(B22)

respectively. We now wish to show that these are the
same equations of motion that are obtained when gauge-
fixing at the level of the field equations. It is immediately
clear that equations (B21) and (2.7) coincide. We there-
fore turn our attention to imposing the Schwarzschild-
type gauge in equation (2.8).

It is worth mentioning that the perturbed metric
δgµν is traceless in the Schwarzschild-type gauge, i.e.,
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gµνδg
µν = 0. We therefore examine the trace-free part

of equation (2.8)(
δSlocal

δgµν

)TF

:=
δSlocal

δgµν
− 1

2
gµνg

αβ δSlocal

δgβα
, (B23)

where we have used the superscript TF to denote the
trace-free part. From equation (2.8) we have the follow-
ing after imposing the Schwarzschild-type gauge(

δSlocal

δgrr

)TF

= 2kΦ′2 +
2kΦ̇2

f2

− 1

2f2
∇t∂tΦ2 − 1

2
∇r∂rΦ2 . (B24)

By replacing the Levi-Civita covariant derivatives in
the above with partial derivatives and connection coeffi-
cients, we have(

δSlocal

δgrr

)TF

= 2kΦ′2 + 2k
Φ̇2

f2
− ∂2

t Φ2

2f2
− 1

2
∂2
rΦ2

+
1

2f2
Γαtt∂αΦ2 +

1

2
Γαrr∂αΦ2 . (B25)

From equations (B11) and (B12) we have

Γαtt = −f2Γαrr . (B26)

Upon substituting this expression into equation (B25),
we find that the result is nothing more than the right-
hand-side of equation (B22).

Finally, using a similar argument as in the previous
subsection, the equivalence with respect to the trace-free
part is enough to motivate the gauge fixing approach
since it contains all the dynamics to obtain the solution.
While the action (B16) contains all the dynamics, we also
have the constraint equations obtained from the trace
equation (2.9) and the (t, r) component of (2.8) with the
former providing us with

f∂2
rΦ2 − 1

f
∂2
t Φ2+f ′∂rΦ

2 +
ḟ∂tΦ

2

f2

− 4Φ2λ2 − 2a2 = 0 , (B27)

and the latter yielding

∂t∂rΦ
2 − f ′∂tΦ

2

2f
+
ḟ∂rΦ

2

2f
− 4kΦ̇Φ′ = 0 . (B28)

Appendix C: Derivation of equation (3.4)

Here we derive the quadratic action associated with
the SRG theory which is given in equation (3.4). We
will obtain this result by specifying the Schwarzschild-
type gauge in equation (2.10) for the case of the SRG
theory and taking the background fields to be the flat
space-time solution with a linear dilaton. We remind the

reader that the SRG theory is described by the dilaton
model (2.2) for the choice of parameters: λ = 0, k = 1/2
and a left unspecified. We fix the Schwarzschild-type
gauge by taking the metric to be of the form given in
equation (3.1). We take the background metric to be
ḡµν = ηµν while taking the background dilaton field to be
Φ̄ = ar which correspond to the flat space-time solution.
As already discussed in Section III, in the Schwarzschild-
type gauge the perturbed metric takes the form δgµν =
δµνδf .

With the specifications mentioned above, we now pro-
ceed to derive equation (3.4). To accomplish this, we ex-
amine the integrals Ii defined in Appendix A that make
up the quadratic action. By setting Φ̄ = ar and k = 1/2
in equation (A17) and carrying out an integration by
parts we obtain

ISRG
1 = 4

∫
d2x ∂µδΦ∂µδΦ , (C1)

where �̄ := ηµν∂µ∂ν is the d’Alembertian in flat space-
time. In order to compute the remaining ISRG

i integrals,
we substitute in δgµν = δµνδf . Using the fact that
δµνηµν = 0, the remaining ISRG

i integrals simplify con-
siderably since the contributions involving contractions
δgµνηµν will vanish. For ISRG

2 and ISRG
3 we find

ISRG
2 + ISRG

3 = 4

∫
d2x δµνδf

[
2∂µΦ̄∂νδΦ

− ∂µ∂ν
(
Φ̄δΦ

) ]
. (C2)

Since the background dilaton is Φ̄ = ar, we have ∂µ∂νΦ̄ =
0 and thus (C2) becomes

ISRG
2 + ISRG

3 = −4

∫
d2x δµνδfΦ̄∂µ∂νδΦ . (C3)

We now turn our attention to ISRG
4 . From equation (A21)

we have

ISRG
4 = a2

∫
d2x δfδµν

{
ηµα

[
2∂βr∂νr − ∂ν∂βr2

]
+

1

2
ηµαηνβ∂

σr2∂σ − ηµβ∂αr2∂ν

}
δfδαβ , (C4)

where we have once again used δµνηµν = 0. By evalu-
ating the derivatives, the contribution contained in the
square brackets vanishes and we are left with

ISRG
4 = a2

∫
d2x rδf

(
ηµνη

µν − 2
)
∂rδf . (C5)

It follows that, since the trace of the Minkowski metric in
two space-time dimensions is ηµµ = 2, the integral above
vanishes and we have

ISRG
4 = 0 . (C6)

Upon the substitution of equations (C1), (C3) and (C6)
into (A10) we obtain the desired result (3.4).
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Appendix D: Derivation of equation (4.59)

In this section, we evaluate the integral appearing in
equation (4.58) and obtain the non-local modification to
the perturbed dilaton field (4.59). We begin by writing
equation (4.58) as

δΦ =
Me−λr

4πiλ

∫ ∞
−∞

dk e−`
2k2

×
[
i

∫ r−b

0

du eiu(k−iλ) +
1

k − iλ

]
. (D1)

We first wish to compute the second term on the right-
hand-side of the above expression. In order to accomplish
this, we need to evaluate the integral

L1 :=

∫
dk

e−`
2k2

k − iλ
. (D2)

The real part of the integral given above is

Re {L1} =

∫
dk

e−`
2k2k

k2 + λ2

= 0 , (D3)

which vanishes since the integrand is an odd function of
k. This implies that the integral L1 is purely imaginary.
That is,

L1 = iIm {L1} = iλ

∫
dk

e−`
2k2

k2 + λ2
. (D4)

The last expression can be written as

L1 = −iλe`
2λ2

∫ ∞
−∞

dk

∫ `2

∞
du e−u(k

2+λ2) . (D5)

By evaluating the integral over k, one finds

L1 = −iλ
√
πe`

2λ2

∫ `2

∞
du

e−uλ
2

√
u

. (D6)

Performing a change of variables with u = v2/λ2 gives

L1 = 2ie`
2λ2√

π

∫ ∞
`λ

dv e−v
2

. (D7)

The integral is nothing more than
√
π

2 Erfc(`λ) where Erfc
is the complementary error function. We therefore have

L1 = iπe`
2λ2

Erfc(`λ) . (D8)

We now wish to compute the first term on the right-hand-
side of equation (D1). We therefore turn our attention
to evaluating the integral

L2 : = i

∫ ∞
−∞

dk

∫ r−b

0

du e−`
2k2+iku+λu

= i

∫ r−b

0

du

∫ ∞
−∞

dk e−`
2(k− iu

2`2
)
2− u2

4`2
+λu . (D9)

Evaluating the integral over k gives us

L2 = i

√
π

`

∫ r−b

0

du e−
1

4`2
(u−2λ`2)

2
+λ2`2 . (D10)

By performing the change of variables v = (2λ`2 − u)/2`
we obtain

L2 = 2i
√
πe`

2λ2

∫ λ`

λ`− r−b2`

dv e−v
2

. (D11)

By adding equations (D7) and (D11) we find

L1 + L2 = iπe`
2λ2

Erfc

(
`λ− r − b

2`

)
. (D12)

Substituting equation (D12) into (D1) gives the desired
result (4.59).
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[95] I. Kolář and J. Boos, Phys. Rev. D 103, 105004 (2021),
arXiv:2102.07843 [hep-th].

[96] E. Kilicarslan, Phys. Rev. D 99, 124048 (2019),
arXiv:1903.04283 [gr-qc].

[97] S. Dengiz, E. Kilicarslan, I. Kolář, and A. Mazumdar,
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