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ABSTRACT: We study four-derivative corrections to five-dimensional minimal gauged su-
pergravity. We evaluate the on-shell action of the AdSs black hole solution with two inde-
pendent angular momenta and one electric charge at linear order in the corrections. After
imposing supersymmetry, we are able to recast the action in terms of the supersymmetric
chemical potentials and match the result obtained from the dual superconformal index on
the second sheet. To achieve this, we exploit the freedom to implement field redefinitions
to recast the action in a much simpler form, as well as the fact that the two-derivative
solution is enough. We use the on-shell action to determine the corrections to the black
hole thermodynamics, including those to the entropy and the charges. We then specialize to
the supersymmetric and extremal case and find a simple expression for the microcanonical
entropy. In particular, for the case with one independent angular momentum the correc-
tions are entirely encoded in the dual superconformal anomaly coefficients. We corroborate
this result for the entropy by constructing the corrected near-horizon solution and applying

Wald’s formula.
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1 Introduction

The fundamental theory of quantum gravity is expected to manifest itself at low energies
via a series of higher-derivative curvature corrections to the universal two-derivative theory.
Investigating the structure of such corrections and determining how they affect the physical
observables is key for gaining insight into the UV complete theory. For instance, studying
the consistency of the low-energy effective theory led to bounds on the corrections and was
a motivation for the weak-gravity conjecture [1, 2].

One avenue to make progress in this arduous endeavour is to concentrate on setups
allowing for enhanced control. For instance, imposing supersymmetry the higher-derivative
terms are greatly constrained, and can in principle be constructed systematically whenever
an off-shell formulation of supergravity is available. Further, when considering supergravity
in asymptotically AdS spaces one can combine the principles of holography with exact
quantum field theory results to obtain a valuable guidance in exploring the gravitational
higher-derivative effective theory.

The present paper builds on this approach and focuses on the higher-derivative cor-
rections to five-dimensional minimal gauged supergravity and the thermodynamics of its
asymptotically AdS black hole solutions. Some steps in this direction have previously been
taken in [3-5], see also [6] for a study starting from o3
on §°.1

Both supersymmetric and non-supersymmetric asymptotically AdS black hole solutions

corrections to type II1B supergravity

to five-dimensional minimal gauged supergravity are known [10, 11]. Via holography, the
microstates accounting for the entropy of such black holes are expected to correspond to
states of four-dimensional N' = 1 superconformal field theories (SCFT’s) at large N. Since
minimal gauged supergravity arises as a consistent truncation around any supersymmetric
AdSs solution to ten- or eleven-dimensional supergravity, one can see the black hole as a
universal deformation of such higher-dimensional solutions, obtained by turning on suitable
chemical potentials for angular momentum and graviphoton charge. The corresponding
field theory statement is that the dual microstates should exist in any holographic N' = 1
SCFT, and furthermore that they are counted by a generating function depending on the
same chemical potentials as the black hole.

In the last few years, there has been a lot of progress in defining and studying the
SCFT partition function counting the microstates for supersymmetric black holes in AdS
spaces, see e.g. [12] for a review. Starting with [13-15], different methods have been devised
to address AdSs black holes and the dual four-dimensional SCFT’s. The relevant SCFT
generating function turns out to be the superconformal index [16, 17] in a regime where the
chemical potentials are complex. This is also computed by the path integral of the theory on
St x §3 [18, 19], with sources chosen so as to match the black hole asymptotics [13]. Working
at leading order in the large-N limit, it has been possible to isolate the saddles in the SCFT
index corresponding to the contribution of supersymmetric black holes to the gravitational
partition function, and successfully match the corresponding Bekenstein-Hawking entropy.

LA similar program for asymptotically locally AdS4 solutions has been carried out in [7-9].



However, the index is given at finite N and should thus compute the full quantum
gravity partition function with the assigned boundary conditions. It should thus be possible
to extract the higher-derivative and quantum corrections to the two-derivative theory by
studying the large- N expansion of the index order by order. This is a hard problem as it has
been found that there exist many competing large-N contributions [15, 20-22], which may
dominate in different regimes of the chemical potentials and are expected to correspond to
different solutions contributing to the gravitational partition function [23].

One way to pick up the black hole saddle we are interested in is to perform a specific
Cardy-like limit of small chemical potentials before taking the large-N limit. The index of
a four-dimensional N’ =1 SCFT is a branched function of two complex chemical potentials
w1, ws, sourcing the combinations of angular momenta and R-charge that commute with the
supercharge used to define it. One can move from one sheet to the other of this branched
function by making the transformation w; — wy — 2mi. On the “second sheet”, the index Z
may be written as [13, 14, 24, 25]

T = Tre ™QR ewl(J1+%QR)+W2(J2+%QR) ’ (1.1)

where the trace is taken over states in the Hilbert space of the theory that are annihilated by
a chosen supercharge, Jp, Jy are the angular momenta in the Cartan of the SO(4) symmetry
of S3, and Qp is the U(1) R-charge. Note that as a consequence of shifting wy, the (—1)
familiar from the Witten index is replaced by e ™@% that is why (1.1) was also dubbed the
“R-charge index” in [26]. Using a three-dimensional effective field theory approach, it was
shown in [26] (see also [27-30] for related results) that under mild assumptions the small
chemical potential regime wy,ws — 0 of (1.1) can be expressed as?

(w1 + wy — 2mi)3 TR (w1 + wo — 27i) (w? + w3 — 472)

logZ = —TrR3
o8 ' 48 wiwo 48 wiwo (1.2)

+ log |G| + exp-terms,

where “exp-terms” denotes exponentially suppressed terms, that have not been computed
so far. The expression only depends on the SCFT through the R-symmetry anomaly coef-
ficients TrR?, TrR, and through the rank |G| of the discrete one-form symmetry group G
that the SCFT may have. The dependence of these quantities on the gauge group rank-
parameter N is sensitive to the details of the SCF'T. However, it is always true that for
holographic theories TrR is subleading in the large-N expansion, hence one only keeps
the TrR? term when working at leading order. It was shown in [31] that the Legendre
transform of this term indeed gives the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy of the supersymmetric
black hole solutions of |10, 11]. The same term was also matched with the supersymmet-
ric two-derivative on-shell action in [13|. A main point of [13] is that the on-shell action
can be evaluated by imposing supersymmetry without also taking the extremal limit if
one allows for a complexification of the black hole solution; this directly matches the dual

2The different signs appearing in the first line of this expression compared to the analog expression (1.8)
of [26] are due to the redefinition wif‘fre = —wi’ge that we made here so as to match the gravity conventions

used below.



superconformal index at leading order in the large-IN expansion.

However, since the expression (1.2) is valid at finite N, its large-N expansion provides
a prediction for the higher-derivative and quantum corrections to the semiclassical black
hole contribution to the gravitational partition function.

In the present work we develop the holographic counterpart of this story by matching
the full first line in (1.2) via a gravitational computation. The needed ingredients are
contained in five-dimensional minimal gauged supergravity and its supersymmetric higher-
derivative corrections. In particular, the chiral R-symmetry anomaly controlled by Tr R?
is matched by the two-derivative Chern-Simons term e“”p(’AFH,,FpUA)\ constructed out of
the graviphoton A, (that is, the U(1) gauge field entering in the minimal supergravity
multiplet), while the mixed gauge-gravitational anomaly controlled by Tr R is reproduced
by varying the four-derivative term e“"”")‘RWC“B RysapAx. One can thus suspect that the
supersymmetrization of these terms is all what is needed in order to match the first line
of (1.2). As we will see, this is indeed the case.

Given the intrinsic complication of dealing with higher-derivative supersymmetry in-
variants, we devote the first part of our work to recast the four-derivative supergravity
action in the simplest possible form. In order to do so, we start from off-shell supergravity
in the standard Weyl formulation and eliminate the auxiliary fields. Then we implement a
series of field redefinitions so as to simplify the action. The resulting expression, that will
be the basis of our study, is given in Eq. (3.7) below. Here, the corrections are proportional
to a parameter o with dimensions of length?. Their precise contribution to the action de-
pends on two dimensionless parameters, A1, Ag, reflecting the fact that we have started our
analysis from a generic linear combination of two four-derivative off-shell invariants. The
parameters Ai, Ay are not fixed in the effective theory and should in principle be determined
from the UV completion. Although a third off-shell supersymmetry invariant exists, we will
provide a physical argument showing that our action is in fact the most general one, at least
for the purposes of the present paper.

Then we evaluate the action at linear order in « for the non-supersymmetric black
hole of [11]. This is possible although we are lacking the corrected black hole solution.
Indeed, adapting to the theory of interest an argument of [32], we show that it is sufficient
to evaluate the action on the uncorrected solution. An important aspect of the proof is that
it requires fixed boundary conditions. (This is in line with the fact that we are working in
the grand-canonical ensemble and thus keep the thermodynamic potentials fixed.) Because
of this requirement, when implementing field redefinitions to simplify our four-derivative
action, we have been careful in restricting to redefinitions that preserve the asymptotic
structure of the metric and gauge field.

In order to remove the divergences from the action integral we use holographic renormal-
ization. Although the general set of higher-derivative holographic counterterms for gravita-
tional theories comprising the metric and a gauge field is not known, we argue that the ones
used e.g. in [33] are sufficient for our purposes. This is because the only purely gravitational
term appearing in our action (3.7) is the Gauss-Bonnet term, for which both the Gibbons-
Hawking boundary term and the holographic counterterms are known. Moreover, the gauge
field is sufficiently suppressed asymptotically so as not to affect the boundary terms.



Then, using the approach of [13], we impose just the supersymmetry condition and,
after translating the gravitational couplings into SCF'T anomaly coefficients, show that the
resulting on-shell action precisely matches the first line of (1.2).

We then use the on-shell action to study the thermodynamics. In Euclidean quantum
gravity, the renormalized on-shell action with Dirichlet boundary conditions is interpreted
as the logarithm of the thermodynamical partition function in the grand-canonical ensem-
ble [34]. Thus the corrected action provides the corrections to the black hole thermodynam-
ics, both with and without supersymmetry. Assuming that the first law and the quantum
statistical relation continue to hold at linear order in «, we determine the corrected charges
and entropy. Then we obtain their supersymmetric and extremal (BPS) expressions; these
can be found in Subsection 5.1 for the case of one independent angular momentum, and in
Subsection 5.2 for the case of general angular momenta.

In the BPS limit, the angular momentum and electric charges satisfy a non-linear
relation that corrects to O(«) the relation already known at the two-derivative level. We
also find that the entropy can be nicely expressed in terms of the charges, thus obtaining
its microcanonical form. When converted to field theory units, the BPS entropy reads

J1 — Jo)?
S = m/3Q% —8a(J1 + Jo) — 16a(a— ( 1.3
ﬂ-\/ QR a( 1+ 2) a(a C)Q2R_2a(J1+J2) ) ( )
while the non-linear relation between the charges can be written as
3Qr +4(2a— )] [3Q% — 8c (J1 + Jo)]
(Qr +2)(J1 — J2)° (1.4)

3
—Q + 16 (3¢ — 2a) J;Jo + 64a(a —

where a, c are the SCFT central charges, related to the R-symmetry anomaly coefficients
appearing in (1.2) by the well-known map a = 3—32(3 TrR3 —TrR), c = 3—12(9 TrR3 — 5 TrR).
The previously known leading-order version of (1.3), (1.4) is recovered by setting a = ¢, and
the formulae above hold at linear order in a — c. Besides resolving the degeneracy between
these two anomaly coefficients, our result shows that the corrections to the microcanonical
entropy at linear order in the four-derivative corrections is encoded in the corrections to a
and c, as well as in a new term proportional to (J; — J2)2, which thus vanishes for equal
angular momenta.

In order to verify our result for the BPS entropy we also construct the corrected near-
horizon solution for the black hole of [10]. Evaluating the Wald entropy formula on this
solution we find perfect agreement with the expression obtained from the on-shell action.

We further validate our results by directly performing the Legendre transform of the
supersymmetric on-shell action, or equivalently of the first line of (1.2), at linear order in
TrR. Besides representing a nice consistency check, this computation provides a very direct
way to obtain the BPS entropy, extending to higher-order the method already proven useful
in 13, 35].

It would be very interesting to investigate how the expressions (1.3), (1.4) are modified



beyond the first subleading order in the corrections. To test this, one should study higher
orders in « and incorporate in the gravitational effective action supersymmetric terms
comprising more than four derivatives, as well as quantum corrections. While this is of
course a very hard task, a simpler way to assess it would be to determine the exact Laplace
transform of (1.2). The fact that the four-derivative corrections already match the full
functional form of the first line of (1.2) may indicate some intriguing simplifications, perhaps
based on non-renormalization theorems.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we review the solution
of [11] together with its supersymmetric thermodynamics. In Section 3 we work out our
four-derivative effective action starting from off-shell Poincaré supergravity and exploiting
field redefinitions. In Section 4 we evaluate the four-derivative action at linear order in o on
the black hole solution and match the field theory result (1.2) after imposing supersymmetry.
In Section 5 we use the black hole thermodynamical relations to obtain the charges and the
entropy, focusing on their BPS values. This leads us to the microcanonical form of the BPS
entropy. In Section 6 we construct the corrected near-horizon geometry for the black hole of
[10] and check our result for the BPS entropy via Wald’s formula. In Section 7 we evaluate
the Legendre transform of the supersymmetric on-shell action. We conclude in Section 8.
In Appendix A we discuss the holographic dictionary between the gravitational couplings
and the SCFT anomaly coefficients, in Appendix B we give the non-supersymmetric charges
and entropy, while in Appendix C we provide the higher-derivative equations of motion.

Note added in v1. While the present paper was under completion we became aware
of [36], which has considerable overlap. While our results for the corrected on-shell action
agree, our expression for the BPS entropy disagrees with the one presented there. The
reason may be that in [36] the formula for the entropy is evaluated on the two-derivative
solution.

Note added in v2. The results for independent angular momenta, given in Sub-
section 5.2, as well as the Legendre transform of the supersymmetric action, discussed in
Section 7, have been derived in the revised version of the present paper.

2 The two-derivative solution and supersymmetric thermodynamics

In this section we briefly review the AdSs black hole solution to minimal five-dimensional
gauged supergravity given in [11], as well as its supersymmetric thermodynamics presented
in [13]. We will only present the features that are important for our discussion, referring to
the original references for further details.
The two-derivative bosonic action is given by?
1

1 1
S =— [d%ze|R+12¢> — “F? — —_wPAR F A 2.1
167TG/ 1‘6[ + 12¢ 1 12\/§€ wod po AN ( )

$We are using the same conventions as [11]. The Levi-Civita tensor is defined by ¢
e denotes the determinant of the fiinfbein e .

01234 _ _ =1 here



with equations of motion

1 1
g;w = R;w + 4929;111 - §F,usz/p + EQ;WFQ =0,
(2.2)
EH

1
vV, FVH — mEMVPUAF,,pFU)\ =0.

Here A, is an Abelian gauge field, F},, = 20;,4,,, and F? = F,, F*. The parameter g
controlling the cosmological constant is normalized so that the AdS solution has radius 1/g.

This theory arises as a universal consistent truncation of ten- or eleven-dimensional
supergravity on any internal geometry M allowing for a supersymmetric AdSs x M solu-
tion (where the product x may be warped) [37, 38]. In particular, it arises as a consistent
truncation of type IIB supergravity on any Sasaki-Einstein five-dimensional manifold, in-
cluding S°.

The most general known asymptotically AdSs black hole solution to this theory was
given in [11] and reads in the coordinates ¢, 6, ¢, 1, r:

4s? — Ag [(1 + g?r?)p?dt +2qv]dt  2qvw f Agdt 2 pldr?  p2de?
EaByp 2 T A\EE, A TA,
2 b2
+7" ra sin? @ d¢? + —— it cos? 0 dip? | (2.3)
Za b
3q 1 Agdt
A:Lf(f” —w) +¢dt, (2.4)
p Za =b
where
d d
V:bsin29d¢+a00820d1/1, w:asin29:¢+bc0820?w,
Za b
A — (r? +a®)(r* + 62)(12—1—92r2) +¢° 4 2abg om |
r
Ap=1—a?g?cos® 0 — b?¢?sin? 0, > =71% 4+ a®cos® 0 + b?sin? 0,
E.=1-d*¢®, =,=1-0b%*, f=2mp* — ¢* + 2abqg*p?* . (2.5)

The angular coordinates ¢, 1) are 2m-periodic, while 6 € [0, 7/2]. The constant £ appearing
in A parameterizes a gauge choice that needs to be made so that the Euclidean section of
the analytically continued solution is globally well-defined (more later).

The solution depends on the four parameters a, b, m, q, with a?¢®> < 1,b%g?> < 1. These
control four independent conserved charges: the energy F, the angular momenta Ji,Jo
associated with rotations in the ¢ and v directions, respectively, and the electric charge Q.



Their expressions are:

V3mq

mm (22, + 25, — 24 Zp) + 21qabg? (Zq + Zp)

E = s = —,
AGE2 = © 4G=, Ey
2 b(1+ a’g? 2b 14 b?g?
5= am+qH(H+ag)], gy = m+q32(H+ gl (2.6)
4G=2 =, 4G=}) 2,
The position » = 71 of the outer event horizon is the largest positive root of the

equation A,(r) = 0. This directly enters in the expressions for the thermodynamic po-
tentials, namely the inverse Hawking temperature (3, the angular velocities €21, {29, and the
electrostatic potential ®,

41+ g?(2r2 + a® + %)) — (ab + ¢)?
2y [(r2 + a?)(rl + b2) + abq]

T=p"1= (2.7)

Ca(ri +0°)(1+g%r7) +bg

QO b(r2 +a?)(1+ ¢*r?) + aq
= (r?F + a2)(7“_2i_ + b2) + abq

0o = 2.8
’ 2 (r?F + a2)(7“_2i_ +02) +abq ’ (2.8)

2
(r3 4 a?)(r3 + b%) + abg

Of course, ry also appears in the expression for the area of the horizon and thus in the
Bekenstein-Hawking entropy,
_ Area m2[(r% + a®)(r? + b%) + abq]

S = = . 2.10
4G 2GEaEbT'+ ( )

These quantities satisfy the first law of thermodynamics,
dE=TdS 4+ Q1dJ; + QadJo + dQ (2.11)
as well as the quantum statistical relation
I =8FE—S8— pQ1J1 — 8Q9J5 — BPQ (2.12)

where [ is the Euclidean on-shell action [34]. The divergences contained in the latter can
be renormalized either via the background subtraction method [39], or using holographic
renormalization [40, 41] and subtracting the on-shell action of the AdSs vacuum; the two

4In practice, since solving for ry as a function of the parameters a, b, m, ¢ is very cumbersome, we rather
solve A, = 0 for m in terms of r4 and the other parameters. This gives

(a4 )1+ gr) + ¢ + 2abg
a 2r% ’

Hence the solution will be regarded as controlled by a,b,r+,q.



approaches yield the same expression [35]. This reads

™

[=—1"t
4GZE, 5,

e ] . (2.13)

20,2 | 2y 2 | 12
m =g (ry +a )(T++b)_(ri+a2)(ri+b2)+abq

In evaluating the action, one should fix the gauge so that the following regularity condition
at the horizon is satisfied,

VEA ey, =0, (2.14)

where V' = 0; + Q104 + 20y, is the Killing vector generating the horizon. The condition is
satisfied by fixing the parameter £ in (2.4) as

E=-0, (2.15)

implying that the electrostatic potential can be read from the gauge field at the conformal
boundary of the solution, ® = —V*A,|, x.
Combining (2.11) and (2.12), one finds that variation of the on-shell action with respect
to the chemical potentials gives the charges,
R ) S 1
op £ 0 £ 0 £ 0P
Hence the on-shell action can be regarded as a saddle of the grand-canonical partition
function, I = —log Zgrand, and is a function of the chemical potentials 3,2y, s, ®. This
interpretation is in harmony with the one that regards the action of an asymptotically (lo-
cally) AdS solution as a function of the boundary values of the bulk fields (for a Dirichlet
variational problem), see e.g. [42]. Indeed after imposing regularity of the Euclidean solu-
tion, the quantities /3,2y, 9, ® appear in the boundary data (that is, the boundary metric
and gauge field together with the global identification of the coordinates), and the action
is a function of such boundary values, so that I = I(,,Q9, ®). For instance, § is given
by the length of the Euclidean time circle, which can be read at the boundary; see e.g. [13]
for a more detailed discussion. This point of view will be important for us later, when
we will need to decide which variables are held fixed while including the higher-derivative
corrections.
The solution above is supersymmetric if

B m
1+ag+bg (2.17)
=—(a—ry)(b—iry)(1 —igry),

q

where in the second line we have used the expression of m in terms of r; and chosen one
of the two roots of the resulting quadratic equation for ¢ (choosing the other root would
just give expressions where i is replaced by —i). This relation does not automatically imply
extremality, namely vanishing of the Hawking temperature. Extremality only follows after



further imposing that the Lorentzian solution is well-behaved [11], and is reached by taking
(T (2.18)

with the BPS horizon radius being®

Ty = é(a—i—b—i—abg) . (2.19)
In this limit, the chemical potentials take the values:
B — oo, Q=Y =g, Q- =g, P =3 (2.20)
It turns out that QF, €3, ®* are precisely the coefficients appearing in the superalgebra,’
{Q,0} x E—g/1 —gJr—V3Q, (2.21)

Comparing the gravitational and SCFT superalgebras, one can see that the electric charge
Q is related to the canonically normalized R-charge Qr appearing in the index (1.1), under
which the supercharge has eigenvalue 1, via

V3¢
T g i

Q (2.22)

It follows from (2.21) that in supersymmetric solutions the conserved charges satisfy
the linear relation

E—gJi—gJo—V3Q=0. (2.23)

Using this to eliminate E, the quantum statistical relation (2.12) and the first law (2.11)
restricted to the supersymmetric ensemble become

2
I = —S —w1J1 —WQJQ - \/_ngpQ s (224)

2
dS + w1 dJ; +wedds + — dQ =0, (2.25)
V3g

®Following the notation of [13], we call “BPS” and denote by a * the quantities arising by imposing both
the supersymmetry and the extremality conditions.

5This is related to the fact that in the BPS limit the Killing vector V generating the horizon coincides
with the one constructed as a bilinear of the Killing spinor of the solution, see [13] for a comparison.

,10,



where we have introduced the supersymmetric chemical potentials

2m(ag — 1)(b —iry)

= B0 —0QF) =
wi = f(Eh — @) 2(1+ ag + bg)ry +ig(r2 —3r)’

27 (bg — 1)(a —iry)

wp = B0 =) = 2(1 +ag +bg)ry +ig(r2 —3r) "’ (2.26)
V3g * 3m(a —iry)(b —iry)
p= g e = 2(14 ag + bg)ry +ig(r2 —3r%) "’
which measure the departure from the extremal values. These satisfy the relation
w1 + wy — 2 = 2mi . (2.27)

One can show that this relation is in fact required to ensure regularity of the Killing spinor
in the topology of the Euclidean solution [13]; it also ensures that the combination of the
charges that are defined by varying I with respect to wy,wse, that is

oI

1
= Jia+ —Q, 2.28
g 2 \/§9Q (2.28)

is supersymmetric (namely, it commutes with the supercharges when promoted to operator).
It further follows that I must be just a function of wy,ws. Indeed, using the supersymmetry
condition (2.17), one can check that the on-shell action (2.13) can be expressed simply as [13]

2 @3

= 2.29
27Gg® wiwy (2.29)

where ¢ can be eliminated via (2.27).

A feature of assuming (2.17) without also taking the extremal limit is that both the
five-dimensional metric and gauge field are complexified. However, after establishing the
supersymmetric thermodynamics above one can take the BPS limit by sending r — ry;
in these variables the limit is perfectly smooth and gives back a real solution (when Wick-
rotating the Euclidean time back to Lorentzian signature), while the chemical potentials
w1, we remain complex. The BPS entropy reads

S 72(a + b)r.
2Gg(1 — ag)(1 — bg)
™ T « «
= 5\/4@2 - G—g(J1 +J3), (2.30)

where in the second line we have given its expression in terms of the BPS charges [43].
These charges satisfy the non-linear relation

2\/§ * i 4 *2 i * * _ 2 * ’ 27 * Tk

— 11 —



The supersymmetric version of the thermodynamics summarized above is key for match-
ing the index of dual SCFT’s as explained in Section 1. The Legendre transform of (2.29),
supplemented by a reality condition, yields both (2.30) and (2.31) [31], [13].

3 The four-derivative effective action

In this section we give the most general four-derivative correction to minimal gauged su-
pergravity which is compatible with its local symmetries, namely diffeomorphism, gauge
invariance and supersymmetry.
We start by supplementing the two-derivative action (2.1) with four-derivative correc-
tions,
ds

1 d
e /d5xe [dOR +12¢%d; — ZQFZ — me‘“’pw‘FwFpoAA +alayl (3.1)

where L49 contains all the possible four-derivative terms constructed out of the low-energy

degrees of freedom which are compatible with the local symmetries of the two-derivative
theory. The parameter a has dimensions of length? and we assume that aR < 1, where
R here denotes the curvature scale of the solution. This guarantees us that terms with six
or more derivatives can be safely neglected as they will be subleading with respect to the
four-derivative terms that we have included. The most general four-derivative correction
compatible with supersymmetry that we can write down is a linear combination of three
independent supersymmetric invariants {522}1-2172,3,

Lag =MLY + X £ + 2L (3.2)

where A1, A2 and A3 are dimensionless couplings. In addition to the four-derivative cor-
rections, since ag? is a dimensionless quantity, we can expect possible corrections to the
two-derivative terms controlled by this parameter (hence, we are also assuming ag? << 1).
This kind of corrections appear through the dimensionless couplings d;, which are of the
form

d; =1+ ag?sd;, (3.3)

being dd; a linear combination of A1, Ao and A3, as we will see later.

The canonical approach to construct a basis of supersymmetric invariants {L'é(lg Yi=1,2.3
would be to start with the off-shell formulation of N' = 2 gauged supergravity, include the
four-derivative invariants [44] and finally integrate out the auxiliary degrees of freedom.”
After this step has been completed, one is free to perform field redefinitions of the form

G = G Fa Dy, Ay — A+ al,, (3.4)

which allow us to eliminate most of the four-derivative terms, drastically simplifying the
form of the action. Advancing results, we will show that the action (3.1) can be brought to

"We will see that it is precisely the integration of the auxiliary fields what generates corrections to the
two-derivative terms.
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the following form using field redefinitions,

1 (&) C3
= d® R+12¢1¢°> — =F? — —_wr R F A
167rG/ 336{60 + 12c1g 1 12\/36 pv L po AN
MO | Rupo R — SR oo 4 2 (522 = Bt L qwnr o as g
1 LY po o tuvpo 36 o 2\/56 uvaBLilpo A )

(3.5)
where F4 = F, w VP F,e F7F. The coefficients in front of the two-derivative terms are given
by ¢; = 1 + ag®dc;, where

10)\1 32)‘1

dcg = 4Xo bcp = — + 4y, dcg =

+4Xs, dcg = —12A1 +4Xs. (36)

Note that of the three coefficients in (3.2), only Aj, Ao appear in (3.5). In fact, below we
will give an argument proving that it is possible to choose the basis of invariants such that
the one controlled by A3 (whose explicit form has in fact not been worked out in compo-
nents in the standard Weyl formulation) yields a vanishing contribution after implementing
appropriate field redefinitions. Alternatively, considering the same basis of four-derivative
invariants as in Ref. [5], we obtain

1 . _ Co C3
d® R+12¢¢> — =F? — ——=_ewrorp F A
167TG/ ze {CO + 12c19 4 12\/36 pvd’ po AN

1 1 1
+)\10£ |:XGB — §C“VPJF’WF’M + §F4 — —QﬁEMVpOARMyaﬁRPUO‘ﬁAA} } N
where Xo = Ry p0 RFP? — 4R, R + R? is the Gauss-Bonnet invariant, Ciuvpr = Ruvps —
% (Ru[pgo},, + Ry[agp}ﬂ) + %Rgu[pgo},, is the Weyl tensor and & = 1 + ag?6¢;, with

(3.7)

6¢g = 4Xo, 661 = —10A1 + 4o, 0Cy = 41 + 44X, 6¢3 = —12\1 +4X\y. (38)

We observe that the corrections controlled by Ay are proportional to the two-derivative
Lagrangian in both (3.5) and (3.7). Thus, they can be simply interpreted as corrections to
the Newton’s constant GG, which do not modify the solutions of the two-derivative theory.

We further note that if one ignores boundary conditions, the action (3.7) is equivalent
(up to an ambiguous sign in the mixed Chern-Simons term) to the action presented in
Ref. [5]. Indeed we can always rescale the metric and gauge field in a way such that the
two-derivative terms can be recast as in the original two-derivative action (2.1), up to a
redefinition of gauge coupling g and the Newton’s constant G. However, these field redefini-
tions are dangerous for our present purposes here as they change the asymptotic structure
of the gauge field. A main consequence of this is that the value of the thermodynamical
quantities is not left invariant by these field redefinitions.® This would explain why the
authors of [5] obtained a non-vanishing Gibbs free energy for the BPS black hole of [10].
As we will show, this problem does not arise when using either one of (3.5), (3.7). Further-
more, it is not difficult to check that the field redefinitions one needs to bring the action

8For the particular case of the Wald entropy, this aspect was discussed in [45].
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to these two equivalent forms do not modify the value of the on-shell action, therefore all
the thermodynamical quantities remain invariant. This is a strong consistency check of our
results and of our effective actions (3.5), (3.7).

In what follows, we give the details of the derivation of our main results of this section.
The reader not interested in them can safely ignore the rest of this section. The plan is
the following. In Section 3.1 we discuss the general effect of field redefinitions, i.e. without
imposing supersymmetry. In Section 3.2 we consider off-shell A" = 2 Poincaré supergravity
in the standard Weyl formulation including four-derivative invariants and integrate out the
auxiliary fields in order to obtain the supersymmetric action at linear order in «. Then,
we exploit the power of field redefinitions to show that this action can be mapped to either
(3.5) or (3.7). Some related computations have previously appeared in [3-5, 46|.

3.1 Field redefinitions

Field redefinitions of the form (3.4) induce the following terms into the action

o 5 1 v 2
S—S— e /d xe [(EW - §g,w€> AH —£NA4 + O(a®), (3.9)
where &, £ are the two-derivative equations of motion (2.2), and €& = ¢g"’&,,. The
induced terms can be used to eliminate all four-derivative terms of the form &,, K*" and
&, LM by choosing A, and A, appropriately, which amounts to take

1
Ay =Ky — 3 9K, Ay, =—L,, (3.10)

where K = g"” K. In practice, this means that we can use the two-derivative equations
of motion in the piece of the action of order « since all the terms that vanish on-shell can
be eliminated with a field redefinition. Let us consider as an instance a term of the form
R, K*. This term can be replaced in the action by

1 1
Ry K" — SFup B! — (492 - EF2> K, (3.11)

since the difference between the left and right-hand sides is £, K*¥. For the same reason,
a term V,FPH L, in the action can be replaced by

1 A
V,FPPL, — 4—\/§e‘“’pa FpFopL,, . (3.12)
In order to implement field redefinitions in a systematic fashion, it is convenient to derive

first a set of replacement rules for all the terms that can appear in (3.1) modulo total
derivatives and the use of Bianchi and Ricci identities. Using (3.11) and (3.12), one can
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derive the following rules for particular choices of the tensors K, and L,:

1 7 2 1
R™R,, — ~F*— — (F*)" —4¢’R — ~¢*F?
" 1 a E) 4 390
1 2 5
2 2 2 2 2
— (F?)*_2 _22F
R — Tad ( ) 0g°R 3g ,
1
RF? — 2 (F?)’ - 204°F”,
RWE, F,P Lpa 1 poy2 )y ope (319
pptve = Sl = ﬁ( ) gL
Vv, FPRV, F° Lpa 1 poy2
p ol = 3 _6( )"
N 7Sy et 2 (F?)”.
14 13 \/g \/g

Using Bianchi identities, integrations by parts and Ricci identities?, one can further derive
the following rules

1 1 1
FYP (N VP = =5 R P FY 4 S — (F2)® - 4g°F?,
1 1
VBV = Rypa PP FP = SF* = 2 (F?)" 4 89°F2, (3.14)
1 1 )
EMVPU)\F VF ay | _ ——F4—|— F2 .
poie Totie V3 2V/3 (F)

This set of rules is enough since the four-derivative part of the action (3.1) can always be
written (up to total derivatives) as a linear combination of the following terms

Ly = a1 Ryuypoe R*"7 + ag Ry po F*" FP7 + ay (F2)2 +ag F* + a5 P R0 Rpe ™’ Ay
+ by Ry R + by R? + by RF? + by R*F,,F,P + b5V, F,,,N*F"P + b V ,FPV . F7,

+ by FYP[N,,, VJF*, 4 by €POAE,  F\ Vs F, + by P NE,, F OV o Fyg, -
(3.15)
Making use of the replacement rules that we have just derived, one can show that there is
a field redefinition such that the action (3.1) —with L£4p given by (3.15)— in terms of the
new fields reads

1
16:C /d5:ce [COR + 12¢16% — %FQ - %E“VPJAFHVFPUA)\ +allyl, (3.16)

where

Ly = @) Ryypo R*P7 + ab Ry pe FM FP + aly (F2)2 +ay F* + al P R0 Rps P Ay
(3.17)

9Our conventions for the Riemann tensor are such that [V, V,]€7 = —R,.a"&".
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and

a/lzal,
b
ag—a2+b5—57,
7 b b b b b b 2b b
ag:a?)__l_'_ 2+3__4__5__6__7__8+_9’ (318)

144 144 12 12 6 6 12 /3 23
by by bs bg by 4b b
dy=as+ =+ o=t =t ot — — —

42 37372 3 V3

a5 =as.

Finally, the ¢; = 1 + ag®dc; coefficients are given by

5)
ocy =o0dy + = (4[)1 + 20by + dcg — 5d0)

by 400 Sey  od
dey =ddy + 8—31 - % + 80b3 + 16by — 32b5 + 16b7 + % -3 (3.19)

563 = 6d3 .
When using the basis of four-derivative invariants in (3.7), the resulting action is

. . Ca 2 C3 Voo "
dPre |GoR + 12¢1¢9° — =F? — PIAF L Foe Ay +a Ly, (3.20
/ [0 19 4 12\/— A 40 ( )

~ 167G

where

Ly = d Xop + a Cupo ' FP + alf (F2)? + al F* + a " RopapRps® Ay, (3.21)

with
a’l/ =aq,
b
=ag + b5 — 57
1
ag 144 < 29a; — 18ag + 144ag — 7by + ba + 12bg — 12by — 42b5 — 24bg — 3b7 — 96\/_b8 + 24\/_b9)

1
df == <12a1 4 8y + 12a4 + 3by + 6by + 4bs + 4bg + 2b7 + 16v/3bg — 4\/§b9) :

a’5' = as
(3.22)
and

(551 = 5d1 — g (40,1 — 4[)1 — 2062 — 5&0 + 5d0) s

1
6Cy = 0dy + g (—8@1 + 24a9 + 8by + 40by + 240bs + 48b4 — 72b5 + 36b7 + d¢y — 5d0) ,

6¢3 =dds .
(3.23)
Let us note that the coefficients in front of the Ricci scalar, controlled by dcy and d¢g, are

arbitrary parameters that we can fix at will. This corresponds to adding a term ~ ag?€ to
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the action through a perturbative field redefinition consisting of a constant rescaling of the
metric.

We emphasize that this applies in a general context, since we have not yet imposed
supersymmetry of the action. This is what we will do next.

3.2 Off-shell supersymmetric invariants

We consider the formulation of off-shell N' = 2 Poincaré supergravity based on the standard
Weyl multiplet [47]. Out of the three independent supersymmetric invariants, only two are
explicitly known in components in this formulation. These correspond to the supersym-
metric completion of the Weyl squared term C? [48] and of the Ricci-scalar squared term
R? [44].10 (They can also be seen as the supersymmetrizations of the e*” p")‘Rwangaaﬁ Ay
and e*¥ p")‘FWFp(,A)\ Chern-Simons terms). We thus consider a linear combination of these
two invariants (setting e.g. Az = 0):

Lag=MLc2z+ o LR (3.24)

As already mentioned, at the end of this section we will give an argument proving that in
doing so there is in fact no loss of generality.

3.2.1 Two-derivative off-shell theory

Our starting point is the action for off-shell N' = 2 Poincaré gauged supergravity in five
dimensions as given in [44],!!

0 1 1 1 16 ) )
SO = Tte / d’re [Z (C+3)R+ Zc”F2 +3 (13C — 1)1, T" — 8C'F,,, T*

- 1 .
+8(C—1)D+ 2V, V#,;; — 22V, P* — 2P, P* — 2N? + 5(3”(0;))2 — 'Yy,

—1—2—140”’5"”P“)‘FWFWAA —2V3 gY;;0Y — 2V6 gA, P" — 26 gpN} ,
(3.25)
where D, p, T}, = T},), N, Yij, P, Vi, f/“ij are auxiliary fields that we are going to integrate
out (here ij denotes SU(2) triplets). V},* and V), correspond, respectively, to the traceless

and trace parts of the SU(2) vector V¥ that gauges the SU(2) R-symmetry in the parent
superconformal theory, namely

T
V9=V, 4 §5UVM’ (3.26)

where V,, = V,,%§;;. Finally, the cubic polynomial C is given by C(p) oc p®. We refer to [44]
for additional details on this theory.

0The third one was given in superspace in [49] and corresponds to the supersymmetric completion of
the Ricci tensor squared term.
1 Our normalization of the gauge coupling constant differs from the one used in [44]. The relation between
there 2 _here

the two is g =4/59""".
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We now solve the auxiliary field equations of motion and then plug the solution back
into the action. Let us first note that the scalar p is fixed to an arbitrary constant by the

equation of motion of D, which is satisfied by

c=1,
and which further implies
3 6 6
C/:_, C”:_2, C”/—_3-
p P p
The remaining equations of motion are solved by
Vi =0, Vi, = —V3gA,,
pP,=0,
N V3
V2
2
gp
Y 03 dij 5
TMV = iFMV )
16p
1 1 20
D= R— —F*+=—g¢%") .
T 32 ( VR
Inserting these expressions back into the action, we find
R - —F2 4g? HPOAE  Foy A
~ 1o | e Fag?ot 4 Lo 5k

(3.27)

(3.28)

(3.29)

(3.30)

which is nothing but the bosonic action of minimal gauged supergravity. The normalization

for the gauge field A, employed in (2.1) is recovered once p is fixed to the value

p=—v3.
Using this value in (3.29), we get
Vu =0, = —\/ggAﬂ,
pP,=0,
3g
N =29
Nk
V3
Yij=— Tg dij
V3
TMV = - _6 |28
1 1
D=— g, ———
32 (R pt T > 3¢
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3.2.2 Four-derivative corrections

Let us now consider the following action,

«

167G

St = S\ + Ty [ L M LM pp L] L (333)
where Stg(f)f)—shell is again given by (3.25) and E%%‘Sheu and E%%‘Shen are the off-shell four-
derivative invariants constructed in [44, 48|. In order to obtain the on-shell action, we
repeat the procedure followed in the two-derivative case. It is important to note, however,
that in order to obtain the on-shell action at first order in «, we just need the solution to
the two-derivative equations of motion of the auxiliary fields, eq. (3.32). This is due to the
fact that all the terms that involve the corrections to the auxiliary fields are proportional to
the two-derivative equations of motion of the latter, hence they become effectively of order
O(a?). Therefore, all we have to do in order to obtain the on-shell action is to substitute
the values of the auxiliary fields in the four-derivative invariants.

Let us first consider the Weyl squared invariant, which is given for instance in Eq. (7.1)
of [44].12 Substituting the value of the auxiliary fields, integrating by parts and making use
of the Bianchi identities, we obtain

- g g 2
L SheH|(3.32) = Ryuwpe R + 5 Ruppe F'"F™ — 35 (F?)" + 3 F*

1 Vpo 4 v 1 p2 5 2 10 v v,
— 55 @ Ruyap Ros " Ay — § Ry R + § R* + 35 RF? — ) RVF, P — Y, F , VI F”?

T AV FPNV T, — @ GWPU/\FVPFMWF(S!L - 2—\1/5 GWPJAFWFPQVUFM - %EFQ + %52

+ LN Fpp Ay
(3.34)
We observe that the elimination of the auxiliary fields in E%%‘Shen gives rise not only to
four-derivative corrections but also to O(ag?) (two-derivative) corrections.
In turn, the evaluation of the R? term —which is given in eq. (7.4) of [44]— yields!?

£%f£—shell’(3.32) _ 92 <R - 1292 o %FQ _ geuypo—)\FuquaA)\ + %g) o %52 ) (335)

As we can see, the contribution of this invariant to the four-derivative terms is trivial, as all
of the four-derivative terms appear inside £2, which could have been dropped since it does
not contribute to first order in «. This means that, as we are going to discuss further, the
contribution of this invariant boils down to a change in the coefficients of the two-derivative
terms.

At this stage we are ready to extract the coefficients a; and b; in (3.15) from the

12\We have absorbed an overall factor of —g in A1 for convenience.

13Ag;ain, there is an overall factor of % which we have absorbed in A\ for convenience.
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four-derivative terms in (3.34). We obtain the following values'*

a1 =\ ap = —)\1 as = ——5)\1 ay = —5)\1 as = ——)\1
1 — A1, 2 — 2 ; 3 — 32 ) 4 = ] ) 5 — 2\/57
4N\ 1 51 10\
1 5 0 b2 6)\1’ 8="T5 b4 5 b A1, (3.36)
\/3)\1 )\1
6 1 7 ) 8 4 ) 9 2\/§

In turn, from the coefficients in front of the two-derivative terms in (3.34) and (3.35), we
can read the dd; coefficients, getting

0dyp = Xa, 0dy =—Xy, ddz3=3Xy, ddg=—12)\1+4)s. (3.37)

Therefore, we are ready to use (3.18), (3.19), (3.22) and (3.23) in order to obtain

A\ A\ \ (3.38)
"=\, n_ M " _ n_ AL n_ _ 1’
ay 1 as 9 7 as > ay ] as 2\/3
and, choosing dcg = d¢g = 4o,
10X 32\
ocp = — L +4X, dcy = L +4X, deg = —1201 + 4o,
3 3 (3.39)
6¢1 = — 10A1 + 4o, 0Cy = 44X + 4o, d¢z = dcg

as anticipated in (3.1) and (3.7).

So far we have checked that the corrected action can be written as we anticipated in
(3.7) when the third supersymmetric invariant is not taken into account.'® However, we have
not explained yet how we have come to the conclusion that this is in fact the most general
action compatible with supersymmetry. This is not obvious given that (3.7) contains two
independent parameters A2 while the most general four-derivative Lagrangian compatible
with supersymmetry (3.2) contains three. Let us explain it. On general grounds, the third
invariant will give us two types of corrections with four and two derivatives, as we have seen.
The four-derivative corrections can always be reduced upon the use of field redefinitions
to the same combination as in (3.7), up to a shift in A\;. As for the two-derivative terms,
which are encoded in the ¢; coefficients, a naive expectation would be that supersymmetry
only fixes one of these coefficients in terms of the other two, therefore the final action would
depend on three parameters which can always be traced back to the original A1, A2 and
Az in (3.2). However, we have checked that actually supersymmetry fixes two parameters
in terms of the third one, say ¢3, hence the final action only depends on two paramaters,

1 We ignore the contributions from £F? and £? since they can be directly eliminated with a field redefi-
nition without changing the rest of the action.
5What we are going to say equally applies to the alternative form (3.5) of the action.
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which one can always choose as in (3.7). The way in which this has been checked is by
imposing the vanishing of the Gibbs free energy for the black hole of [10].16 Further details
are given at the end of Section 5.

4 Matching the supersymmetric black hole action with the dual index

In this section we compute the on-shell action for the black hole of [11] at order . Then we
impose supersymmetry and match the dual index at the corresponding order in the large-N
expansion.

4.1 The two-derivative solution is enough for evaluating the action

When setting up the computation of the on-shell action at linear order in «, there are
two crucial points that should be kept in mind. The first is that since we are working in
the grand-canonical ensemble, the inverse temperature [ and the chemical potentials, @,
Q1, Q9, must be held fixed to their zeroth-order values given in Sec. 2. Another way to
say this is that we hold fixed the values of the supergravity fields at the boundary of the
asymptotically AdS solution, so as to maintain the original Dirichlet variational problem.
On the other hand, the action, the entropy and the conserved charges are allowed to receive
corrections.

The second point is that the corrections to the bulk metric and gauge field are not
needed in order to compute the O(«) corrections to the thermodynamics, as recently argued
in [32]. It is worth revisiting the argument of [32], adapting it to the case at hands.

At zeroth-order in «, the renormalized Euclidean action has three contributions:

0 0 0
10 =719 +19 419 (4.1)
The first is the bulk contribution, which in our case is given by
@ 1 / dPPze | R+ 12¢> — p2_ 1 worp JE AN . (4.2)
bulk 167G M 4 12\/3 Hv = p

The second is the Gibbons-Hawking boundary term that renders the Dirichlet variational
problem for the metric well posed,
1

10 = ——

d*zvVh K 4.
87TG IM x\/_ ’ ( 3)

where h is the determinant of h,, = g, — nun,, the induced metric at OM, and K =
h* K, is the trace of the extrinsic curvature K, = V(,n,), being n, is the unit normal

to the boundary. Finally, [, ©

count denotes the boundary counterterms needed to remove the

divergences due to the non-compactness of the space,

(0) 1 4 1
I = d h R 4.4
count 87TG M CE\/_ <3g + 49 ) ) ( )

When doing so we are assuming that the corrected non-extremal black hole admits a BPS limit in
presence of the third invariant.

— 21 —



where R is the Ricci scalar of the induced metric h;;. Taking now into account the four-
derivative corrections, the full Euclidean action reads

I=10 4 o1®, (4.5)

where I will be again the sum of bulk and boundary contributions, as we will discuss
momentarily. Let us now assume we have a solution to the corrected equations of motion.
This must be of the form,

Guv = glgoy) + aglgly) , A, = Al(P) + aA;(}) ’ (4.6)

being {g,(g,) , ALO)} a solution of the zeroth-order equations of motion. Evaluating the action

on the corrected solution and expanding in « yields
[=19,o+a (8a1(0) + I(U) lazo + O (a?) . (4.7)

As we see, out of the three contributions that arise, the corrections to the metric and gauge
field are only needed to compute (9o(?)|,—. However, it is possible to show that this
contribution actually vanishes if one fixes the boundary conditions appropriately [32]. Al-
though the authors of [32] focus on the asymptotically-flat case, they argue (see footnote 6)
that the same will hold in asymptotically locally AdS spacetimes. Let us demonstrate that
this is in fact the case.!” Integrating by parts, one finds that

1 5 1 pv H
16-C /Md Te [<EH,, 29W5> oght” + & 6AH]

1 y A
+—/ d*z VhT,; on +/ d*z Vh oA,
2 Jom oM

610 =

(4.8)

where we have introduced the (zeroth-order) Brown-York energy momentum tensor [51, 52|
T;j and the electric current 4¢, which are defined as follows

2 610 s 1 o1
LV R TN R

Regarding now the corrected solution (4.6) as a perturbation over the leading-order solution,

(4.9)

we immediately see that the bulk term vanishes at order o because of the zeroth-order
equations of motion. This is perhaps less obvious for the boundary terms, though. In the
case at hands, the boundary is the hypersurface r = 7,qry, Where 7,4,y is a regulator that
eventually we will send to infinity, r,qry — 00. The behavior of T;; and 4% for large Thdry il

"We have also made an explicit check of the claim of [32] by computing the O(a) corrections to the
Reissner-Nordstrém-AdS solution (which at O(a’) is obtained from the general solution in Sec. 2 by setting
a = b = 0). The corrections contain new free parameters that can be chosen so as to ensure that the
boundary metric and gauge field (and therefore the inverse temperature 8 and the electrostatic potential
®) do not receive corrections. An explicit evaluation of I (© on the corrected solution then shows it is indeed
independent of a. See also [50].
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asymptotically locally AdSs solutions is [40, 41|
VI~ O (ary) o Vi~ O () (4.10)

implying that the boundary terms also vanish if one imposes the following asymptotic
behavior on the corrections,

7

) =0 (M) AV =0(rd,)- (4.11)

The first can always be achieved by a suitable rescaling of the Euclidean time coordinate
T =it [33], namely

T é, (4.12)

where /¢ is the corrected AdS radius. As for the asymptotic condition on the gauge field,
there is always a gauge in which it is satisfied. Let us show that this is also the gauge in
which the A, is regular at the horizon. Calling ri + adry the corrected position of the

horizon, we must verify that
VMAu’r:r++a5r+ =0, (413)

where V*# is the Killing vector generating the horizon. Since we are working in the grand-
canonical ensemble, we need to keep the electric potential ® = V* A, |,—, Lasr, —V*Aulr—co
fixed, that is

5B = a V¥ (arAg%:um + A}, — AD yr:m) = 0. (4.14)

Together with (4.11), this leads to

aTA;(LO) |7’=7‘+5r+ + A;(}) |T=T+ = VMA,(}) |r:oo =0. (415)
It follows that
VMAu’r:r++a5r+ = VMA;(LO)’r:mr > (416)

implying that the regularity condition is satisfied as it is assumed such in the uncorrected
solution.

We indicate the behavior (4.11) by saying that the corrections preserve the asymptotic
boundary conditions on the fields.

4.2 Higher-derivative boundary terms

Having established that the action can be evaluated on the uncorrected solution, it only
remains to specify the boundary terms that supplement the bulk contribution in the O(«)
action IM. The boundary terms associated with a generic higher-derivative bulk action
such as (3.15) are not known, although several effective prescriptions have been discussed
in the literature before, see e.g. [33, 53, 54| and references therein. In our simpler effective
action (3.7), the only four-derivative invariant for which the associated Gibbons-Hawking
term I((}% is known is the Gauss-Bonnet one, [55, 56]. However this is enough for our
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purposes here, given the asymptotic behavior of the field strength in the solutions under
study. As a matter of fact, only the Gauss-Bonnet term contains divergences, as previously

noted also in [50] in the static case. Therefore for Iéll){ we take [55, 56|

A 2 Y o y
18} = g | dtaevh [§K3 — 2K KKV 4 g Ky K7V + 4G K
T
\ ‘zM (4.17)
_ 29 dzvVh K,
221G OM

where G;; = R;j — %hiﬂ?, is the Einstein tensor of the induced metric. Regarding the
boundary counterterms, we follow the prescription of [33|, which amounts to shift the
coefficients in front of the boundary counterterms already present at zeroth order in «,
namely

(1) 1 4 175
count St " \/_ ( H1g I ) ; ( )

where 11 and o are chosen so as to cancel the 74 and 72 divergences. For the effective
action (3.7), we find the following values

4 2
1= % (_4)\1 + 3)\2) R Mo = 492 (2)\1 + )\2) . (4.19)
Actually, one can check that the sum of the boundary terms I ((}11){ +1 c%t)mt is independent

of whether we add the Gibbons-Hawking term associated with the Gauss-Bonnet or not.!
Of course, this would change the values of p; and ps in (4.19), but the final result is exactly
the same. In other words, if we add a control parameter in front of the first term in (4.17),
the finite contribution to Igl){ + Ic((l)])mt is independent of this parameter and, in particular,
it can be set to zero without altering the final result. While we do not expect this to
hold for more general boundary metrics, it does so in the case at hands. This allows us to
evaluate the on-shell action for the effective action (3.5) with the Riemann squared term for
which the associated Gibbons-Hawking term is not known. The results agree with the ones
obtained from the action (3.7), giving evidence of the claim made in Section 3 regarding
the invariance of the black hole thermodynamics under the class of field redefinitions we

have used to simplify the four-derivative action.

4.3 Results

Given the setup above, it is technically demanding but otherwise straightforward to evaluate
the action on the two-derivative solution (2.3), (2.4). The next step is to impose super-
symmetry. We do so by imposing the same condition as at the two-derivative level, that
is (2.17). One way to see that this is the correct condition even at order « is that the linear
relation (2.27) between wy,ws, @ must be satisfied, and none of these quantities depend on
«. After imposing the supersymmetry condition, we find that remarkably the action only

18 Actually, the same occurs with the standard Gibbons-Hawking terms if we leave the coefficients in front
of the counterterms free and fix them afterwards imposing the cancellation of the divergences.
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depends on the combinations of the parameters a,b,r, which enter in the supersymmetric

chemical potentials wy,ws and ¢ = (w1 + wy — 27i) given in (2.26). Specifically, we obtain
2m o3 2ral ¢ (w% + w? — 47?2)

= —— (1 —4(3\ — X\2)ag? : 4.20

21Gg? ( (BA1 = de)ag”) oz © 3Gy W1ws (4.20)

The fact that 8 drops out of this expression indicates the validity of the supersymmetric
thermodynamics reviewed in Section 2 at linear order in the corrections. We can now
convert this result in field theory units. The dimensionless quantities Gg?, ag? have a
holographic counterpart in the dual SCEF'T central charges a, c, or equivalently in the R-
symmetry anomaly coefficients TrR?, TrR. In Appendix A we show that for the bulk
action (3.7) we have been studying, the dictionary between the gravitational and the field
theory coefficients is

16 47

3 _ _ 2
TrR® = 5(5a— 3c) = ere (1 =43\ — A2)ag?) ,
16mak (4.21)
TrR = 16(a—c) = — g;l.
Plugging this in (4.20) and eliminating ¢ via (2.27) yields
[ = meRs @it =2’ (e = 2m) (W 4w — 4T (4.22)
48 W12 48 W12

which precisely reproduces the prediction from the index on the second sheet reported in
Section 1 upon identifying I = —logZ.

In the remainder of this subsection we illustrate the computation further by providing
some details in the more manageable case where a = b. In this case the angular U(1) x U(1)
symmetry of the solution is enhanced to SU(2) x U(1), hence there is only one independent
angular momentum. Then the two-derivative solution reviewed in Section 2 reduces to the
one first given in [57] (also discussed in [58]). In the BPS limit, it gives the supersymmetric
black hole of [10].

For the non-supersymmetric on-shell action we find

w3 (1 + 4)\2(192) {m

I =
AG=2

2,2 2.2
T A 3
— 202 +a?)? — 7Ty Ao {_ 94

(r2 +a?)? + an} G=2 r2 + a?
Con? o (04 VE) | 12t 4 4a? [+ g et (24 )
(’I“Jr + CL2) (»,«%r + a2)
 3¢" +8a*(m+9)* (3 + V3E) +a’q® [8m (3 + V/3E) + ¢ (15 + 4v/3¢) |
(7 +)?
+\/§a2q2 3¢ +8a*(m +q)] & a'q* (-3 +V/3¢) }

(r2 +a?)5 B (r2 +a?)6
(4.23)
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where m and ¢ are fixed in terms of r1, ¢, a as given in Footnote 4 and in Eq. (2.15),
respectively. In the above expression for the on-shell action, the contribution of the AdS
vacuum has been subtracted, the latter being

373

3
_ 318 398
32G g2

i (4.24)

Iaqgs (1 + 4)\2@92) =
where in the second equality we have made use of (A.11) to observe en passant that it
computes the corrected superconformal anomaly coefficient a. At this stage, everything is
settled to impose supersymmetry, which amounts to fix the parameter ¢ as in (2.17), which
we quote here again for the sake of convenience,

q=—(a—iry)*(1 —igry). (4.25)
Now, from (2.26) one can find r in terms of w = w; + wy and a,

. :477(—1—i—ag)—iw(1—i—ag) (4.26)
* 3gw ’ '

and, substituting this expression in the Euclidean on-shell action, verify that all the depen-
dence on the parameter a (and therefore on () disappears, yielding the simple expression

s

I (w — 2im)3 | 2mak (w — 2im) (w? — 87?)
- 27Gg3 '

(1 — 4(3)\1 — )\2)0492) w2 3Gg w2

(4.27)
which is just (4.20) with w1 = ws = w/2 and 2¢ = w — 27i.

5 Corrected BPS charges and entropy from the on-shell action

Assuming that the first law (2.11) and the quantum statistical relation (2.12) remain valid at
linear order in the four-derivative corrections, we can derive the non-supersymmetric charges
and the entropy by varying the Euclidean on-shell action I(3, 1,9, ®) (or the Gibbs free
energy G(T,Qq,Q9, ®) = I/F) with respect to its arguments, as in (2.16). Concretely, this
is done by varying with respect to the independent parameters r,,a,b,q, and using the
chain rule to express these in terms of variations of the thermodynamic potentials. The
resulting expressions are quite cumbersome; we provide them in Appendix B for the simpler
case where a = b.

We have checked that after imposing supersymmetry through (2.17), the corrected
energy, charge and angular momenta, which now depend on a, b and r4, satisfy the super-
symmetric relation (2.23), while f is still finite. Because of the choice (2.17), all quantities
have complex values in this case.

In the rest of this section we focus on the supersymmetric and extremal (BPS) limit of
the conserved charges and entropy. The BPS solution is found by imposing the conditions
(2.17) and (2.19) on the parameters. The limiting procedure is however not unique and
certain quantities such as the Euclidean on-shell action depend on it, as discussed in [13].

The prescription to take the limit that we follow here is the same as in [59], namely we fix
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q to its BPS value, that is ¢ = ¢* = g~ '(a + b)(1 + ag)(1 + bg), and parametrize deviations
with respect to the BPS locus by setting

ry =7r.+e€, (5.1)

where 7, is given in (2.19) and € is the expansion parameter. Recall that the expression
for the temperature is the same as at zeroth order in «, hence the extremality condition

remains the same.

5.1 Equal rotation parameters

In this subsection we discuss the case where a = b, which gives one independent angular
momentum J = J; = Jy, with conjugate angular velocity 2 = 2Q; = 2. In the e = 0

limit, all the charges remain real and finite, and read

V3ra 14 8ag + 36a%¢> + 44ag>® + 19a*¢*
= T |14 4hag? +4)ag? 5.2
Q" = gt g |1 W’ + gt I IEEIRE SR L 62
a’(3 1+9 29a2g? + 25a3¢% + 8a*g*
Jo= TEBH9) g 4 24 ag? LTI £ 29077+ BaTg” +8a g g g
2Gg(1 — ag)? ag(3 + ag) (—1 + 8ag + 11a2g¢?)
E* = 29" +V3Q", (5.4)

with E* satisfying the supersymmetry relation (2.23), while the entropy is

ay/ 2 2a%g* + 5 2
s =11 aglag + 2) 1+ 4Xoag” + 48\ ag” @9 +oag + . (5.5)
9’G(1 — ag)? 11a%g® + 8ag — 1

Let us note that, at the zeroth-order in «, these agree with the BPS limit of the charges
and the entropy given in Section 2, as they should.
We find that the BPS entropy as a function of the charges is given by

2T T

T 2 Gg J
St =— 4Q*2——J* 1-—-2\ ongg— , 5.6
g Gy [ ST 2 (5:6)

which, remarkably, agrees with the O(a) expansion of

§* =m\/3(Qp)? — 162, (5.7)

where we have also used the canonically normalized R-charge (2.22) for the ease of com-
parison with field theory expressions.
In addition to this, we have been able to find the O(«a) corrections to the non-linear
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relation between the BPS charges given in (2.31). The corrected relation reads

2\/§Q* ™ 2 9 4@*2 o2 J* ) )
PR TP (1= 8\iag” + 4hag”) O (1+8\ag” +4rag?) | =
8@*3 27TJ*2 ) )
= + 1424\ a9 + 4« .
3v/3¢3 Gg3 ( 149 29 )

(5.8)
We note that this is only valid at linearized level in «, so one has to ignore both explicit
and implicit O(aQ) corrections. In field theory language, this relation translates into

3Q5 +4(2a—¢)] (3QR* — 16c J*) = Q3> + 16 (3¢ — 2a) J** , (5.9)
where again we have made use of (2.22).

5.2 Independent rotation parameters

We next give the more involved expressions of the corrected BPS quantities for the case
with two independent rotation parameters, a # b.'9 Here we set g = 1 for simplicity.
The electric charge reads

V3m(a + b)

Q= AG(1 —a)(1—b)

[1 AN AQT + 4)\2a] , (5.10)

with
2
AQ =55 {cﬁ (5b* 4+ 4b — 1) — a® (70 + 34b% + 57b+ 26) — b(b + 1)* (b* + 24b° + 316% + 14b + 3)
— a® (550" + 244b° + 427b% + 322b + 80) — a* (550° + 400b* + 9856% + 1142b* + 586b + 100)
— a® (760 + 244b° + 985b" + 1688b° + 1410b° + 516b + 62)
+a® (507 — 34b° — 427b° — 1142b" — 14106° — 844b> — 220b — 20)
+a (407 — 57b° — 322b° — 586" — 516b° — 2206% — 44b — 3)} :
and
D = (1+a)(l+b)(a+b)*la* —2a*(b+ 1) — 3a® (3b° + 8b + 3) — 2a (b + 120> 4+ 12b + 1)

+ b0t =203 — 9 — 20+ 1] .
(5.11)
The angular momentum J; is given by
m(a+b) (b+ 2a + ab)

f = 1+14 AJf +4 12
= i P 1+ 400 AT + 40l | (5.12)

9These results have been added in the v2 of the present paper.
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where
e S
D(b+ 2a + ab)

+2a5 (19b* + 1116% + 238b* + 196b + 50) + 2a° (24b° + 184b* + 543b + 707b? + 377b + 63)

AJ; = [ (=807 = 26+ 1) + a7 (40" + 386 + 68b + 30)

+2a* (6b° 4 1096° + 509b* + 10326° + 917b* + 324b + 33)
+a® (=207 + 360° + 402b° 4 1398b* + 2026b° + 1234b% + 294b - 24)
+a? (—b® — 2b7 + 58b° + 428b° 4 1074b* 4 1076b° + 442b + 76 + 5)

+ 2ab (—b" + 23b° + 118b* + 2046° + 1316% + 320+ 3) — b® + 12b° + 48b° + 52b* + 16b° + bQ] :

The angular momentum .Js is obtained from J; by exchanging the rotational parameters,
a <> b. The mass E* satisfies the supersymmetric relation (2.23), while the entropy is

72(a + b)Va + b+ ab
S* = [1 AN a AS* + 4\ ] , 5.13
2G(1 = a)(1 —b) +4Ma + 4 (5.13)
with
AS* :% [J(b +1) —al(b+ 1) — a® (126° + 48b* + 63b + 23) — a* (260" + 156b° + 3126 + 245b + 59)

—a® (120° + 156" + 496> + 62067 + 313b + 45) — a® (48b° + 312b" + 6206° + 504> + 159b + 11)
+ab (b° — b° — 63b* — 245b° — 3130 — 159b — 26) + b* (b° — b* — 23b> — 59b” — 45b — 11)} :

We find that the BPS entropy can be written in terms of the BPS charges as

372 (Jr — J3)2
2G2 )\10[ *2 3 * *\
Q - 160(J1 + JQ)

S* = W\/4Q*2 - %(1 +Ad) (JF + J3) + (5.14)

As before, this expression is understood to be valid at O(«a). Using the holographic dictio-
nary (A.11) together with (2.22), this can be re-expressed as

JF— J5)?
* * 2 * ) 1 _ ( 1 2 ) 1
S 7T\/3QR 8a(Jy +J3) —16a(a—c) 7 5a(Jr + J) (5.15)
Moreover, we find that the non-linear constraint on the BPS charges now becomes
BQh +4(2a— )] [3Q%% — 8¢ (JF + J3)]
(Qp +2)(Jf — J5)? (5.16)

= QE?’ +16 (3c —2a) J; J5 + 64a(a —c)

Q" —2a(Ji +J3)
5.3 Generality of effective action

Finally, we close this section giving the details of the physical reasoning to argue that
the effective action (3.7) is the most general one compatible with supersymmetry, already
anticipated in Section 3. To this aim, we note that the linear supersymmetric relation on
the charges (2.23) further implies that the Gibbs free energy G = I/ must identically
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vanish in the BPS limit, as indeed occurs for the action (3.7). This a highly non-trivial test
of the supersymmetric nature of the effective action (3.7). As a matter of fact, if we now
consider an action such as (3.7) but with arbitrary coefficients & = 1 + ag?dé;, we obtain
that the Gibbs free energy does not vanish unless they are related by

0¢1 = —% (54)\1 — 5d¢y + 25&3) , 0Cy = % (36)\1 + 6¢p + 25&3) . (5.17)

Choosing d¢y = 12\ 4+ 4¢3, we note that this is nothing but a reparametrization of the effec-
tive action (3.7) in terms of 6¢s instead of Ay. This physical argument completes our proof
that it is always possible to absorb A3 (the coupling in front of the third supersymmetric
invariant) in a redefinition of A\; and A2. Then, (3.7) is the most general four-derivative
action compatible with supersymmetry.

6 Wald entropy from the near-horizon geometry

It is well known that in higher-derivative gravity the entropy is given by the Wald formula
[60, 61]. However, in order to be able to use this formula we need to first find the corrected
black hole solution.?’ In the case at hands this is a very arduous task even in the a = b
case, and therefore we leave it for future investigations. This issue can be circumvented by
studying corrections to the near-horizon geometry for the black hole of [10], which can be
obtained from the general solution of [11] by taking a = b and then the BPS limit. The
near-horizon geometry of this BPS black hole with a single angular momentum involves a
compact space with SU(2)xU(1) isometry, compatible with the geometry of a three-sphere
squashed by the rotation along an axis, fibred over an AdSs factor.

In what follows we find the corrected near-horizon solution of the equations of motion
from the action (3.7) —which we derive in Appendix C— and then we use it to compute
the black hole entropy, showing that the result obtained from this alternative method nicely

agrees with the computation from the action presented in the previous section.
6.1 Near-horizon geometry
Assuming the isometries of the solution are not spoiled by the corrections, the corrected

solution must fit into the following ansatz

V2
4

A=ecpdt+p (o3+wopdt), (6.2)

d 2
ds? = v <—Q2dt2 + Q—i) + [a% + 02 +v3 (o3 +w odt)?| | (6.1)

20Tp particular, given our boundary conditions in the grand-canonical ensemble, we must allow the position
of the horizon to fluctuate when including the higher-derivative corrections.
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where the o’s are the left-invariant Maurer-Cartan 1-forms of SU(2),%!

o1 = coszﬁdé—l—sinz[}sinédqg,
09 = —sintdf + cossinfde, (6.3)
o3 :di/;—i-coséd(i,

while

2 2 2

X + advy, vgzx—2—|—a5v2, U3:1—|—%+a52}3,
g

4% (14 3x?)

VB2
-

V1 =

3x V3x
+adp, w= +adw, e=
g (1+3x2) 4+ 3x2

(14 3x2) /4 + 3x?
(6.4)

contain the deviations from the a = 0 solution. Here, the (dimensionless) parameter x is

D + ade,

related to the only parameter Ry of the solution in [10] by x = g Ry. The relation between
x and the parameter a (= b) of the BPS solution of [11] is

2 2ag

= ) 6.5
X =10 (6.5)
Working perturbatively in «, the problem of solving the equations of motion reduces

to a linear system of algebraic equations,
MX =N, (6.6)

where M = M(x;g) is a degenerate 6 x 6 matrix, X = (dvy,dvg, dvs, 6p, e, dw)’ and
N = N(x;g) is a vector which encodes the contribution to the equations of motion of the

corrections. The general solution to this equation is
x=x"4xr (6.7)

where X' is the homogeneous solution, MXH =0, and X* is a particular solution. The
latter carries information about the new physics while the homogeneous solution (which is
non-trivial since the matrix M is not invertible) parametrizes the freedom that we still have
to fix the boundary conditions.?? This will be used later on to fix the electric potential and

angular velocity at the horizon but, before doing so, let us write down the general solution.

2 The coordinates 6, <z§, 1& are Euler angles on S3, and are related in a simple way to those used in the
rest of this work.
22Here we have already fixed the temperature to zero.
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Solving the homogeneous system in terms of de and dw yields the following solution

sull x (9x8 — 12x* — 68x* — 48) de
v =
b 20002 + 12 (27X8 + 162x6 + 144yt + 42 — 12)
X3 (9% + 78x* + 154x% + 88) dw
4g2/3X% 4+ 4 (273 + 162X + 144x* + 4x2 —12)
svll =4 (1+ 3X2)2 svll |

VBax® (3% + 4)*% (45x* + 66x2 + 17) de
2 (3x* + 16x2 + 6) (9x* + 6x2 — 2)
3x (332 +1) (3x2+ 4" (3x° + 7x* +2) sw (6.8)
4(3x* +16x2 4+ 6) (9x* + 6x2 — 2) ’
s _ X (3x2+1) v/3x2 + 4 (9x5 — 48x* — 62x* — 6) de
= 2(3x% 1 16x2 + 6) (9* + 62 — 2)

X (3x% +1) VOxZ + 12 (9x® + 69x0 + 70x* + 10x2 + 4) dw
4g (3x* + 16x2 + 6) (9x* + 6x2 — 2) ’

H _
ovg =

sell = de,

swfl = dw,
while a particular solution is given by

p_M (18X0 + 21x* + 14x2 + 2)

5
Y1 270 + 27x4 — 2 ’
p o AA (36x° +51x* 4 10x* + 6)
dvy = T 6 2 ,
suf — Ag? (3x% +4) (63x* + 78x? — 38)
3 2 (9x* + 6x2 — 2) ’ (6.9)

p o V3BAg (3x2+4) (27x* — 6x* 4 10)

1)

P 4(9x* + 6x2 —2) ’
sel =0,
Swt =0

As discussed in [62, 63] building on the formalism of [64, 65|, the variables e and w are
identified with the thermodynamical variables conjugated to the electric charge and angular
momentum. Thus, if we want to obtain the corrections in the grand-canonical ensemble,
we must impose the following choice of boundary conditions,

de=0, ow =0, (6.10)

in which case the homogeneous part of the solution vanishes and the solution is simply
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equal to the particular one in (6.9).

6.2 Black hole entropy

Having found the corrected near-horizon geometry, we can now compute the entropy of the
black hole. As anticipated, the black-hole entropy S in higher-derivative gravity can be
computed by means of the Wald formula [60, 61],

S=-2r / Ba/AER €upe (6.11)
)

where 7 is the determinant of the induced metric on an arbitrary space-like cross-section of
the horizon X, €, is the binormal normalized so that €, " = —2 and £5;"" is obtained
varying the action with respect to the Riemann tensor as if it were an independent field.
Using results derived in Appendix C, we get

08 1

E,ul/po = _
R e0Rype 167G

(P74 TP (6.12)

where

prvee (1 + 4)\2a92) gu[pgvll/ +a) [QRWPU 4 (Ru[pgo}v _ RV[pgo}u) + qu[pgo}vR

_%FW/FPU _ %gu[pgvlvlw + é <F“°‘F[pag"]” _ F”O‘F[pag"}“ﬂ ,
(6.13)

and A
IHvee — _ Oi/gl EHVCVﬁ’YRaﬁPUA,Y . (614)

The tensor II#¥P9 is the contribution from the mixed Chern-Simons term in the action, and
as such it depends explicitly on the gauge field A. This means that the entropy obtained
using Wald’s formula would not be gauge invariant in general.?? In the case at hands, there
is only one gauge transformation which affects the entropy, which is A — A+ d¢). However,
this gauge transformation breaks the SU(2)xU(1) symmetry of the near-horizon solution
and in fact is not globally well defined. Hence, it is reasonable to expect that the direct
application of the Wald formula in the gauge we are using should produce the right result.
This is exactly the case, as we are going to show next.

As it is well known, Wald’s formula encodes two types of corrections. On the one hand,
we have the corrections to the area law, which are captured by the O(«) contributions to
the tensor P#**P? and by II*"??, which is already of O(«). Clearly, this set of corrections

ZThis issue has been recently addressed in [66, 67| in the context of the heterotic superstring theory,
where a gauge-invariant generalization of the Wald formula has been obtained. One way to preserve
gauge invariance, at the expense of breaking diffeomorphisms, would be to start from a five-dimensional
action where the mixed gauge-gravitational Chern-Simons term has been integrated by parts, and use the
prescription of [68] for the entropy. We do not do this, as it would correspond to a scheme where the mixed
gauge-gravitational anomaly manifests itself in the non-conservation of the holographic energy-momentum
tensor, rather than of the R-current. In any case, we have checked that the prescription of [68] yields the
same result as ours, since the total derivative does not contribute in the present case.
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can be evaluated without knowing the corrected solution. However, there is a second set for
which the previous statement is not true. They come from the first term in P*??  which
gives rise to the Bekenstein-Hawking term, and from the fact that the area of the horizon
receives O(«) corrections, namely:

Ay = (6.15)

723 /4 + 3x2 5 1535 + 228x* + 98x?2 + 36
— 1+ Mag 5 1 5 .
g x? (9x* + 6x% - 2)

In order to evaluate the corrections to the Bekenstein-Hawking term, we choose X to be a
t = const slice of the horizon, as it is well known that the entropy is independent of this

choice, [45]. Thus, the non-vanishing components of the binormal are

€tp = V1 - (6.16)

The final expression for the Wald entropy is,

72x3\/4 + 3x2 Iyt +18y% + 8
S=""Y % 114+ 4hag® + 24\ ag® 6.17
4Gg3 |: + 209" + 19 9X4 + 6X2 _9 :| ) ( )
which in terms of the parameter a —see eq. (6.5)— reads
2 2 2a%g* + bag + 2
5= T9vaglag i ) [1 + 4hsag? + 48)jagi—d_E 009 F } , (6.18)
Gg3 (1 —ag) 11a“g* +8ag — 1

nicely matching the expression obtained from the on-shell action, (5.5). This is a very
robust check of the validity of our results.

Before closing this section, let us remark the fact that the correction to the entropy
is positive (which is what one would naively expect) if the couplings a\; and als are
positive.?* This kind of observations have been previously made in the literature in the
context of the weak gravity conjecture [50|, pointing out an intriguing connection with
violations of the Kovtun-Son-Starinets (KSS) bound [69] studied before in [70]. There it
was shown that the latter occur whenever c—a is positive. Using the holographic dictionary,

we find that
c—a

= 8\ag?, (6.19)

hence in our effective theory violations of the KSS bound would occur whenever A\ja > 0.
It would be interesting to see if one can constrain the sign of the second parameter Asa to
be positive, so as to be able to say something more rigorous about the positiveness of the

corrections to the entropy.

24Gtrictly speaking, it is positive for a > Gerie = 1—11 (—4+ 3\/§) ~ 0.1087, which is something we have
assumed when deriving the corrected solution. Note that this is always satisfied for large AdS black holes.
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7 The constrained Legendre transform

In this section we match our expression for the entropy by directly evaluating the Legendre
transform of the grand-canonical function (4.22), at linear order in TrR.2> As we have
discussed, this function can be seen as either the supersymmetric black hole on-shell action
at linear order in the four-derivative corrections, or as the terms in the log of the super-
conformal index on the second sheet that have power-law dependence on wq,ws when these
are taken small, cf. Eq. (1.2).

We will show that, interestingly, the procedure of evaluating a constrained Legendre
transform, described in Appendix B of [13] for the leading-order term, extends to the
corrected expression. The advantage of this procedure compared to the one followed in
Section 5 is that one can directly reach the final expression for the BPS entropy, with no
need to explicitly solve for the relation between the charges and the potentials.

We start by observing that expression (4.22) can be rephrased as a homogeneous func-
tion of degree 1 in terms of the variables wy,ws, . This is done using the constraint

w1 + wa — 2¢p = 271, (7.1)

to eliminate the factors of 27 (including the term —472 = (274)?), so that

3 —2p(w1 + wa) + w? + w2 + wiw
[ = (TR?-TR) 22— TR ? [2p(w1 +ws) + o + wh + W] (7.2)
6 wiws 12wiwe
The entropy is given by the following extremized function:
S = eXt{wl,oug,Lp,A} [_I —wiJ1 —waJo — QR — A(wl +ws —2p — 27”)] ) (73)

where the Lagrange multiplier A implements the linear constraint (7.1).26 The extremiza-
tion equations are:
oI oI oI

_a—M:J1+A’ —a—M:JQ‘FA, _%:QR_2A7 (74)

together with (7.1). It follows that

ol ol ol )
S = ext |1 +w18—w1 + w28—wg + 30% + 2miA (7.5)

= ext [2miA]
where to reach the second line it is sufficient to recall Euler’s theorem for homogeneous

functions. A real entropy is only obtained if the solution for A is purely imaginary. As we
are going to discuss, this means that the equation for A has to factorize as (A2+X)(rest) = 0

Z5This section has been added in v2.

26T here is a slightly different way to impose supersymmetry that leads to the replacement i — —3 in the
expressions above. The analysis of this other case is completely analogous to the one we are presenting,
one just has to pick the opposite sign from the pair of purely imaginary solutions for A in the final step.
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for some positive X. The factorization condition turns out to be equivalent to the non-linear

constraint among the charges.

7.1 Review of the case TrR =0

It is useful to recall the procedure presented in [13, App. B|, valid when one sets TrR = 0
in (7.2). For some theories, such as N/ =4 SYM, TrR = 0 is an exact relation, otherwise
more generally this is a consequence of considering a holographic SCFT at leading-order in
the large- N expansion (or, equivalently, of working at the two derivative level in the gravi-
tational theory). In this case, the equation for A is obtained by evaluating the derivatives

of I explicitly and noting that

9 oI oI ar\?
TR [ =) =0 7.6
2 Y B O <8gp> ' (7.6)
which using (7.4) is equivalent to the cubic
po+p1A+peA? + A3 =0, (7.7)
with coefficients . 0
P="3 <Q§12 +5 TrR3J1J2> ,
pl:Z 3QR—ZTI'R (J1+J2) s .
3 9
— 20Qr - = TrR3.
D2 2QR 16 'R

Now one uses the fact that, assuming the microcanonical charges are chosen real, the
expression for S obtained from (7.5) is real only if one imposes the factorization condition

Po = p1p2; (7.9)

so that the cubic becomes
(p1+A*)(p2+A) =0 (7.10)

and admits purely imaginary roots A = +i,/p; for p; > 0. Choosing the appropriate sign
so that the resulting entropy is positive, one obtains the expression

S =2mp1

9 (7.11)
= 7T\/3Q%% — Z TrR3 (Jl + JQ) .

One also has that (7.9) is the non-linear constraint between the charges, again at leading
order in the expansion.
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7.2 Back to TrR # 0

We now include the first subleading terms in the large-IN expansion, namely we work at
linear order in TrR # 0. Equivalently, we can say we work at linear order in the four-
derivative corrections in the gravitational solution. We will see that the same method

works, however with non-trivial corrections. We find that I in (7.2) satisfies

9 ol 01 oIN\3 3 ol or\ ol 3 0l\2
(MR- TR) e — (22) — SR+ —— ) 2= - “TYR (==
2 ( R rR) 80«11 3&)2 (3(,0) 2 R <0w1 + 80«12) 3(,0 4 R (3(,0)
~ TYR3TYR ~t 227
8 ar
Oy

where by the symbol ~ we indicate that the equality holds up to terms of order (TrR)2.
The same notation is used in the rest of this section.
Using (7.4), the equation above can be written as an equation for A,

p-1

————+po+ P A+ oA’ + AP~ 0, (7.13)
A—3Qr

where the coefficients are given by
p_1 = 4da(a—c)(Jy — Jo)?

Py = —é [Q?’% + 12(C — a)QR(QR + 2(J1 + J2)) + 16(30 — 2a)<]1<]2] )
3 (7.14)
p=1Qr—2a(Ni+ ),

3
p2= _§QR —2a.

Here, we used the dictionary (A.4) to express the R-symmetry anomaly coefficients TrR3, TrR
in terms of the conformal anomalies a, c, since the resulting expressions are slightly more

compact.

7.2.1 The case J; = Jy

We first consider the case where the angular momenta are chosen equal, J; = Jo = J. Then
the coefficient p_; appearing in (7.13) vanishes and the equation for A is third order, as in
the two-derivative case. Hence we can proceed precisely as in that case, the only difference
being in the corrected expressions for pg 12. The factorization condition py = pip2 now can

be expressed as the non-linear constraint between the charges

3Qr +4 (22— ¢)] (3Q% — 16cJ) ~ Q% + 16 (3c — 2a) J*, (7.15)
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while the entropy is given by

S ~ 2m\/p1

= 7,/3Q% — 16aJ,

These match the expressions we found in Subsection 5.1.

(7.16)

7.2.2 The case J; # Jo

We finally come to the case of general angular momenta, where p_; does not vanish and
(7.13) is a quartic equation for A. In analogy with the discussion above, we choose the
microcanonical charges real and require that there exist two purely imaginary roots of
opposite sign, so that a real and positive entropy is obtained. This means that the equation

has to factorize as

(A +X)A*+YA+2Z) ~0. (7.17)

Comparing with (7.13), we can read the coefficients

po— 2Qrp1 1 1 P1P2 — Po
X=—— Y = p2—350Qr, Z = —5Qrp2+ —7F—, (7.18)
P2 = 3Qr P2 — 5WR
and find the factorization condition,
1 112 (p1p2 — po)2
p-1 (P2 - EQR) — (p1p2 — po) (pl + ZQR) + W ~ 0. (7.19)
—1iQr

Since p_1 = O(a — ¢) ~ O(TrR), we see that the equation is solved demanding that
po — p1p2 = O(a — c¢) too. Then the last term is higher-order and should be dropped, so at
linear order the equation is solved by taking

p-1(p2 — 3Qr)
p1+ %Q%{

Po = pip2 — (7.20)

Substituting the expressions for the p’s, this condition can be written as the constraint

BQr +4(2a— )] [3Q% — 8¢ (J1 + Jo)]
(Qr +a)(J1 — J2)? (7.21)
Q%% —2a(Ji + Jo)

~ Q% + 16 (3c — 2a) J1.Jo + 64a(a— c)

The entropy is then given by

I~ b—1
S=2nvX ~2n, |pp— ————
\/ p1+31Q%
(7.22)

(J1 — J2)?
Q%%— 2a(J1 + J2)

:w\/3Q%%—8a(J1+J2)—16a(a—c)
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where in the second step we have used (7.20). Again we find perfect agreement with the
expressions found by first varying the non-supersymmetric on-shell action and subsequently
taking the BPS limit, cf. Subsection 5.2.

8 Discussion

In this paper, we have studied the four-derivative corrections to the thermodynamics of
asymptotically AdS black hole solutions to five-dimensional minimal gauged supergravity.
We have computed the on-shell action at linear order in the corrections. Then, after re-
stricting to supersymmetric configurations using the approach of [13], we have showed that
the action can be expressed in terms of the supersymmetric chemical potentials wy,ws and
matches the prediction from the Cardy-like limit of the dual superconformal index on the
second sheet, reported in (1.2). The corrections to the (non-supersymmetric) thermody-
namics, including the corrected entropy and conserved charges, have been derived using
the identification of the on-shell action with the logarithm of the grand-canonical partition
function and taking its variations with respect to the potentials. We also gave the expres-
sion for the microcanonical BPS entropy, that is the supersymmetric and extremal entropy
as a function of the charges, at linear order in the corrections. When J; = Js, it takes
the same functional form as at the two derivative level, with the corrections being entirely
incorporated in the anomaly coefficients of the dual superconformal field theory. However
for Ji # Jo the correction involves a new term depending on the charges.

We provided a very direct derivation of the BPS entropy in the general case by evalu-
ating the Legendre transform of the supersymmetric on-shell action. Finally, in the J; = Jo
case we have confirmed our result for the BPS entropy by computing the corrected near-
horizon geometry of the BPS black hole of [10] and evaluating Wald’s formula.

It is interesting to discuss how our effective field theory can arise from top-down con-
structions accounting for different stringy and/or quantum effects. In particular, one can
focus on the Chern-Simons terms, which directly capture the central charges a,c of the
dual field theory. The higher-dimensional origin of the e“"”")‘RWC“B RysapAx term for type
IIB compactifications on Sasaki-Einstein manifolds was studied e.g. in [71-73]. Even when
the coefficient A\; ~ (a — c) of this term vanishes exactly—as for type IIB on S®—there are
still corrections to e‘“’p(’AFWFpJA)\ controlled by A, the other parameter in our effective
action. These arise from quantum effects in the Kaluza-Klein towers. In the case of type
IIB on S%, they yield a shift N> — N? — 1 in the expression for a = ¢ [74].

A different type of corrections, arising from o/3 eight-derivative terms in type I1IB on
S5, has been analyzed in [6]. These do not generate the terms in our effective action. They
encode corrections in the 't Hooft coupling and thus cannot contribute to the holographic
description of the SCFT index, which is independent of continuous parameters. In fact,
the authors of [6] evaluated these corrections on the black hole solution of [11], finding that
they yield a vanishing contribution to the on-shell action when supersymmetry is imposed.

It will be interesting to extend our study to the case where vector multiplets of five-
dimensional supergravity are included, so as to incorporate multiple electric charges in the
discussion.
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It would also be intriguing to study how the four-derivative corrections affect the near-
BPS thermodynamics that has recently been studied, from different viewpoints, in [75—
77]. In particular, one could extend the Schwarzian theory of [75] and determine the
contributions of our Ay, Ay terms to the gap found there.

We use the rest of the present section to discuss two subtle open issues of the analysis.

In order to obtain our effective action we have used the standard Weyl multiplet for-
mulation of N' = 2 off-shell supergravity. Working with this formulation has the limitation
that only two out of three four-derivative supersymmetric invariants are explicitly known in
components. Nevertheless, we have given an argument indicating that our two-parameter
effective action is in fact the most general one compatible with supersymmetry. This is
based on imposing the vanishing of the Gibbs free energy G = I/ for the BPS black hole
of [10], which gives enough conditions to conclude that the third invariant would not give
contributions of a new form. One way to test this conclusion would have been to use the
alternative dilaton Weyl multiplet formulation of supergravity [78, 79] (see also [80]), as
recently done in [5]. Indeed in this formulation the three supersymmetric invariants were
given in components in [44]. There are however a number of technical issues why we have
decided not to do so in this paper. The first and more important is that the off-shell
four-derivative invariants in [44] were obtained for the ungauged theory, g = 0. Then, it
is reasonable to expect there are O(ag?) corrections missing, which as we have seen play a
key roéle in the story. In spite of this issue, what one can check is whether the combination
of four-derivative terms (which does not depend on g) that one obtains in the dilaton Weyl
multiplet is the same as in (3.7). This question was answered in [5] in the affirmative and
we have also made an independent check of their findings. A second issue is that, when the
auxiliary fields are integrated out, one does not arrive directly to the minimal supergravity
theory. This remains coupled to an additional vector multiplet, and a further truncation is
needed. While the corrected values of the fields in the additional vector multiplet are not
needed, we do not see an immediate way to argue that the truncation is still consistent at
O(a), although the results of [5] would indicate that this is the case.?”

Another issue that should be clarified regards the BPS limit of the corrected charges.
The BPS limit we have taken in Section 5 is the same as the one discussed in [59], while
it differs from the one that reaches the BPS point along a supersymmetric trajectory in
parameter space. As discussed in [13], the different limiting procedures lead to different
expressions for the BPS on-shell action and chemical potentials wy,ws. However, the two
limits should lead to the same BPS values of the charges and the entropy. While this can
be verified at the two-derivative level, we have not been able to prove so for the corrected
charges. Perhaps revisiting the entropy function formalism [64, 65| in the present context
will shed light on this question. We leave the clarification of this point to future work.

2"t should however be noted that the Ricci scalar squared invariant was actually treated in the standard
Weyl formalism there.
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A Dictionary with superconformal anomalies

In this appendix, we derive the dictionary between the dimensionless gravitational quan-
tities ¢3G and ag? and the dual superconformal anomaly coefficients. We stress that this
dictionary is universal, namely it is valid for any holographic N' = 1 SCFT; the details of
the SCFT only affect the explicit expression of the anomaly coefficients in terms of the field
theory data.

N =1 SCFT’s have a superconformal anomaly controlled by coefficients a,c. This
shows up in the trace of the energy-momentum tensor Tj; and in the divergence of the
R-current J* as [81, 82]

C

. a - N c A
T = — E c? - —F? Al
! 1672 * 1672 6m2 " (A-1)
. c—al .5~ . ba—3c 1l ...~ =~
ViJ' = 2472 2 EUklRijabRklab + ) GZ]klﬂijl ) (A.2)

where C? and E = I:Zijkll%ijkl - 4Rinz‘j + R? denote the Weyl? and Euler invariants of the
four-dimensional background geometry, respectively, while Fl-j is the field strength of the
background U(1) gauge field that canonically couples to the R-current.

Comparing with the general expression for the anomaly of a U(1) current with cubic
and linear coefficients denoted by TrR3 and TrR, respectively,

. TTR 1 ...;n TTR3 1 .. -
Vil = oo 5 M R B + o 5 €M FyF (A.3)
one finds the relations
3 1
a=503 TrR® — TrR),  c= 39 TrR? — 5TrR). (A.4)

In the large-N expansion, these anomaly coefficients are related to the dimensionless
gravitational quantities ¢g3G and ag?. Let us determine the precise dictionary in our setup.
We proceed as in [46] and use results of [83] (see also [3, 4]).

The Weyl anomaly can be read off from the logarithmically divergent term in the
on-shell action [84]. It is sufficient to switch off the gauge field and only consider the

gravitational part of the bulk action, which in general may take the form

_ 1 v vpo
e IL = 167Gog (R+ 12923 + a1R2 + OZQR;WRM +043R,uz/poRM P ) ) (A5)
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where, importantly, Geg and geg may also contain terms of order a. It is easy to check that

the radius ¢ of the AdSs5 solution is given by
1 2

0= — |1 et

101 + 200 + 013) . (A6)
Geft

This equality, as well as the following ones, is meant to hold at linear order in the «
corrections. Identifying the logarithmically divergent piece of the action evaluated on a
general solution with the conformal anomaly of the dual SCF'T, one obtains the corrected
holographic formulae for the anomaly coefficients,

mf3 4
a = G 1-— 6—2(1004 +2as +a3)| ,
(A.7)
mf3 4
c = G 1-— 6—2(1004 +2a9 —a3)| .

In the main text, we focus on the supersymmetric action (3.7), where the only purely
gravitational four-derivative term is the Gauss-Bonnet one. This fixes

a] — Oé)\l s Qo — —40[)\1 s a3 — Oé)\l s (A8)
while from the Ricci scalar and cosmological constant term we read

Geg =G (1 — 4)\2(192) ,

) (A.9)
gerr =9 (1 = 5\iag®) .
Plugging these values in the above expressions, we obtain the AdS radius
1 2
(= —(1+4\ag’) , (A.10)
g
and the anomaly coefficients
m 2
a — ng (1+4)\2(Xg ) s
- (A.11)
= —— (1+4(2\ + \2)ag?) .
8Gg3( + 427\ + A2)ag?)
Note that at leading order this matches the familiar two-derivative result a = ¢ = ﬁ.
Inverting (A.4), we can also give the holographic expression of the R-symmetry anomaly
coeflicients: 16 4
3 _ _ &7 2
TrR® = K(Ba— 3c) = TerE (1 —4(3\ — A2)ag?) ,
(A.12)
167‘1’0&)\1

TrR = 16(a—c) = Ga

We can check the dictionary above by matching the non-invariance of the bulk ac-
tion (3.7) under a U(1)r gauge transformation with the R-current anomaly [85]. One can
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see that the boundary value A;, i = 0,...,3, of the bulk gauge field is to be identified
with the background gauge field A; coupling canonically to the R-current of the dual SCFT
as A; = —2— A;. Making the gauge transformation 64; = —2 9;), the bulk action (3.7)

V3g V3g
transforms as
1 G a4 MNag? o a R
oM

where the hat symbol denotes that the quantities are evaluated at the boundary.
Through the identification e = Zgrav = Zcrr, this should match the anomalous
variation of the field theory partition function Z under the background gauge transformation

ONA; = O\,

Sxlog Zepr = —i / d*z eV, J
oM (A.14)

ha—3c 1l ..., ~ =~ c—al ..~ N
. 4.4 klfo Z ikl b
= — /a/\/td xe)\< 573 56“ Fi;Fr + 5172 3 € Rijap R ™ ) )
Imposing the holographic matching condition §S = —id log Zcpt and recalling the value of
¢3 given in (3.8), we obtain the following O(«) dictionary between the coefficients:

TC3 T

Ba— 3c = - T
amoe 4Gg3  4AGg3

(1 =43\ — \)ag?) , a—c = — (A.15)
which perfectly agrees with the dictionary found by considering the Weyl anomaly. This
can be seen as a consistency check for the supersymmetry of our action (3.7).

B Corrected entropy, electric charge and angular momentum for a =0

We give here the expressions for the corrected non-supersymmetric entropy, electric charge
and angular momentum that we determined from the thermodynamics starting from the on-
shell action with equal rotational parameters, given in (4.23). The energy can be deduced
from the quantum statistical relation. Here we set g = 1 to make the expressions a little
simpler.
For the entropy we find:
7 [rt +at 4 a2 (g4 22)]

S = 14 4)90) + \aAS B.1
2G7“+(1—a2)2 ( 20) ! (B-1)
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with

AS= Fg {a4 (a2 + q)6 (a2 + 2q) +at (a2 + q)4 (2a6 —5a%q + 3a*q — 3q2) ri
+a? (a2 + q)g [77118 +a'® — 38a%¢* — 4¢® — 2a*q(37 + 8¢q) — 2a°(14 + 13q)} ri

—a® (a® + q)” [14a" + 13¢® + a®¢* (104 + 5¢) + 3a5(32 + Tq) + 16a5(7 + 13¢) + a*q(211 + 108¢)] S

—a? (a2 +q) [108@10 + 7a'? 4 ¢3(23 4+ 2q) + 5a%¢* (31 + 4q) + 4a®(77 + 38¢q) + 6a*¢(55 + 53¢)
+a5 (210 + 593¢ + 34¢%) ] r} — a® [40a'? + 2(11 — 4q)¢® + 2a'°(140 + 9¢) + a®¢* (155 + 48q)
+a®(476 + 451q) + a’q(347 — 2(—260 + q)q) + a®(224 + ¢(920 + 153¢))] r}° — a® [84a'”
+a®(322 — 15q) + (14 — 23¢)q* + 14a®(27 + 20q) + a* (140 + (409 — 55¢)q)
+aq(110 + (65 — 17¢)q)] r? + [—56a' + 3¢ + 6a*(—2 + 3¢)(4 + Tq) + 4a®(—21 + 25¢)
+a®(—112 + 73¢) + a’q(—13 + q(28 + 3¢))] r}* + [70a® + 3¢* + 44a* (1 + 4q) + a®(196 + 135q)
+a® (=7 +45q + 48¢°)] 7i° + [168a® + 3¢(3 + q) + a®(42 + 75q) + a* (232 + 78q)] r!®

+ [140a* + 9(1 + q) + a*(105 + 17¢)] r3° + 2 (9 + 28a%) r3? + 93} |
(B.2)
where
272

FS = - 9
Gr3 (1 - a2)2 (a2 + ri) 2D

(B.3)

and

D=a*(a® + q)3 (a* +2q) + a* (a® + q)2 (5a* + a* + 6q) 73

+ (a2 + q) [3a +8a%q — ¢ + a*(10 + ¢)] 4 — [~10a* — 20 + 20® + a>(—8 + ¢)q + ¢*] 1S
— [2a* +8a° + (=1 + q)g + a*(=5 + 4¢)] . — (=1 + 3a® + 12a* + 2¢) 7’

— (1 + 8a2) rf — 2r}r4 .

(B.4)
The electric charge is given by:
V3mg
= ——— (1 + 4 0) + MaAQ), B.5
Q e (1 _ a2)2 ( 2 ) 1 Q ( )
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with

AQ= Fo {a*q® +2a* (a® —2r3) (1477) % (a® +77) " (a® + 7] —2r}) + a’¢" (9a* + 2a%r3 + 1))
+q* (a®+72) % [3r1° + 5a® (21 + 14r2 +7%) — a'r} (87 +193r2 + 3r1)
+a®r (=22 = 3r% +10rY) — %2 (40 + 2133 + 2473 + ¢° [-3r + a®r% (19— 22r%)

—a’rS (942r) +a® (35 4+ 4r7) —6a* (r} +2r9)] + ¢ (a® +r3) * [a® (1 +77) (49 + 31r7 +2rY)
+3r% (1+3r3 +8r}) —a*ry (70 +273r% +151r% +2rS) — a3 (20 + 12507 + 8471 + 61%)
+a®r (11— 27r3 + 547 +38r%)] + ¢° (a® + 7)) [-107a’ + a®rG (=32 + 3r7)
—21a*r} (24 3r%) +a® (774 26r%) — 3 (1} +ri?)]
+q(1+73) (a®+73)5[a® (1 +73) (154 4r7) + 3a’r (=3 — 9% +2r%)
—a'ry (21 4+49r7 +22r%) + 3 (rS + 3% +8r10)] + ¢® (a® +13) ? [a® (91 + 10077 + 214%)
+ar} (13 = 1573 +44r}) — a*rd (99 + 323r7 + 68r7) — a®rF (53 + 2213 + 72r})

()]}
(B.6)
where
T
Fo=-— T (B.7)
V3G (1 — a?)? ri (a2 + ri) D

The angular momentum reads:

arm (1 + 4)z0) )
J = 41— ) Gr2 [(a2 +q) + (a'+q+a*2+q) i+ (1+24%) r} + ri] + MaAJ,
(B.8)

with

AJ= F;{-2a*¢® + ¢° [-49a° + a* (33 + 7a®) r} + 51a® (1 + a*) r} + (94 7a®) v + 3r% ]
+q" [4rf +a* (=15 +77) + a2 (5+r])] - (L+73) % (e +73) " [a* (1 - 3r3)

—2a%r3 (441973 + 7)) + 0L (T+13r7 + 1805 ] + ¢° [—2r8 (=5 +72) +a'rl (2334 28103 — 4r)
+a®rS (93 +47r2 — 2r%) + a® (=91 + 2102 +8r) +afr2 (91 + 31712 + 38r})]
+q" [P} (-1 +7r3) +a®r} (71 +103r3 — 6617 ) + 2a*rS (1814 36177 — 14r7})
+a'® (=105 + 3577 + 34r% ) + 5a®r% (27 4 169r7% + 60r1) + 2a°r% (265 + 71507 + 152r1) ]
+q(1+71) (a®+73)5 [ab (—9+16v3 +9r) — 2rS (34 17r% +26r7)
+2a'ry (29 4 14077 + 907 + 7r%) — a®rf (19 — 2207 + 5778 + 34r%)]
+ % (a® +7%) ? [8a*ry (13 +82r7 +58r% — 2r%) +a® (=35 + 2107 +53r% +9r%)

—r% (142505 + 57 +21r%) — 4a®rS (7 + 4r3 + 4607 + 37r%) + 4% (40 + 21573 + 20977 + 467 ]

+¢* (a®+ 1) % [—2r% (44307 4+ 23r]) + a'rf (209 + 7913 + 2317 — 397
+5a%rS (3 +17r% — 31rf —5r%) + a® (=77 + 3575 + 59r% + 3r%)
+ar% (269 + 111977 + 687r +53r%)]} ,
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where
am

F; = .
/ 2G(1 — a?)3(a® +72)%r4iD

(B.10)

C Equations of motion

In this appendix we derive the equations of motion from the higher-derivative action. We
start with a general discussion, that may also be useful in other contexts, for a higher-
derivative action constructed out of the metric and a gauge field, also allowing for Chern-
Simons terms. Then we specialize to the action (3.7) studied in the main text.

Let us consider the following general action (where we set 167G = 1 for simplicity),

S = /d5xe£’ (Ruvpo Flu) + Scs (C.1)

where L' (Rp0, Fju) denotes a Lagrangian constructed out of arbitrary contractions (via
the inverse metric g"”) of the Riemann tensor R, ,, and the field strength F),,, while

C3 A A1 a vpo af
Scs :/d5xe [——EWW FuFppAy — ==e"" R ,05R AA] : C.2

123 WA T 93 prabtes (©2)
are the Chern-Simons terms, which will be treated separately for convenience. Here the
choice of the coefficients ¢3, A1 reflects the one in the main text. The variation of the
Lagrangian with respect to the inverse metric g"” and the gauge field A, is

oL’ 1 oL’
5 v v,
0S5 = /d Te [<8gl“/ — §gw/£/> dg"" + P*P7 SR 00 — 2V, <0TW> 0A,
(C.3)
+ VﬂE“:| + 6Scs ,
where =# is a boundary term
=9 08 54 (C.4)
— 8FMV V>
and the tensor P#P? is defined as
oL’
PrYPe = , (C.5)
ORvpo
assuming it inherits the following symmetries of the Riemann tensor
Puupa = _Puupa s P;u/pa = _Puuap ; P;u/pa = Ppauu . (06)
Recalling the well-known variation of the Riemann tensor
RN, =2V, M’g}y ) (C.7)
1
oTH = §gl“f (V60gry + Vi0gro — Vidgo) , (C.8)
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and performing integrations by parts, we obtain that
/dSLEGPMVpU 5Rl“’p0' == /d5$€ [(_Paﬁy“Raﬁ'yy - QVO(VBPﬁMVOé) 59!“/ + VU@V ) (Cg)

where the boundary term reads

©" = 2P, M7 0TH  — 2V, PP 5g,,

= 2PPM7 Y 36gp0 — 2V AP 6g,0 . (C.10)
Then,
oc’ 1 oL’
5 v
68 = [ d°ze [<agl“/ — §gw/£/ _ PaﬁvﬂRaﬁw - QV“VBP@W&> dgh” =2V, <OTW> 0A,
+VM(@M + E“)] +0Scs,
(C.11)
This first line can be expressed exclusively in terms of % and Py, 0, once gq% is expressed

in terms of the latter [86]. To this aim, let us write the Lie derivative of the Lagrangian in
two different ways. First, we can write it as

oL’ oL’ oL’
££/: aaaﬁlza an ozRua a ozw/ aFu
b =1t ¢ (aprav pops + gV ad" g Vakl >
or (C.12)
:504 (PuupavaRyg—i- VaFy> .
v p OF,, Iz
However, another possibility is
oL’ oL’ L, oL

.fgﬁ,: m.f&Ruypg—i_W.fggu + aFlw.nglW. (C.13)

After a bit of algebra, we can rewrite each of the terms appearing in this equation as follows,

/
BT gﬁ LeRypo = EPYPN o R o + 4P, PV Ry0p, VHEY (C.14)
Hvpo
oL’ oL’
gy Led” = =2 ang(%”), (C.15)
oL’ oL’ oL’
_ ¢ PXT MV
oF,, £eF,, =€ —8FWVQFW+2—3FWF,, VHEY . (C.16)

Substituting in (C.13) and making use of (C.12), we get the following identity

oL oL’

V(Hé‘l/) <2Pﬂa6A{Ruaﬁ'y _ W + W

oL’
Fyﬁ) + V[Héfl/} <2PHQ6A{RV045’Y + WFVP> =0.
(C.17)
Since this equality must be true for an arbitrary vector &*, we conclude that the terms in
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brackets must vanish, which leads to

oL’ oL
— aBy hdadi p
D 2P Ryyapy + aF(Mth,) ) (C.18)
oL’
— af
o i’ = —2P " Ry, (C.19)
Then, we can eliminate aagﬁ/l, in (C.11) by using (C.18), which yields
58S = [ dze || —sguwl + P Ropy — 2VOVP Pypn + L b o) g
g;u/ afyv Buva oY g
(C.20)

oL’
-2V, <8FW> 0A, + V,(0F +Z2#)| + 0Scs -

Now let us perform the variation of the Chern-Simons terms explicitly. They yield,

53 )\10&
8Scs = [ dPre || ——="*PVE 3F. 5 — =—"*PVR 5. R PU) §A, — 2V°VPT 4,00 9"
cs / K 3 BL~6 23 Bpodiys Buvadd

+V,. (06s +Es)]

(C.21)
where the boundary terms are given by
elés = QHMUPA vAégPU - 2VAH)\0pM59p07 (C.22)
B = %e”“p‘”\FpgA,\éAy. (C.23)
and where we have defined
A
[THvPo = ——\;;e“”amRaﬁp(’A,y. (C.24)

Arranging all the terms together, we arrive to the final form for the variation of the action,

/

1
5 o ol
0S = /d xe { |:_§gl“/£/ +p ﬁ’yﬂRaﬁ’Y” — 2V VB(PB;WCV + Hﬁuya) Eya

—F, p] ogh”

oL’ : A
[—QVH (—) — B el F - ﬂe”aﬂvéRaﬁpngm} SA, + vﬂv“} :

OF 44/3 2V/3
(C.25)
where
vt = 0" + O+ EF + 2. (C.26)
Therefore, the equations of motion of the metric and gauge field are given by
—lg L'+ P R —2vevA(p, + 10 )+ oL L (C.27)
o I (| FraBy|v) Bluv)a Bluv)e) T 5 a(ulp " =0,
oL A«
oV, () 4 BB gp s+ DL B R o RsPT = 0. (C.28
u(aFW> 4\f astrs + 57 aBpo Tt (C.28)
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We now specialize to the action (3.7) that we study in the main text. The concrete
expressions for P,,,, and % are the following,

Puvpo =Cogulpdoly + A1 [2Ryp0 — 4 (Ru[pgcf]l/ - RV[pgvlu) T 29up 9ol R
1 1 2 1 « [
_§FMVFPU - Egu[pgvlvF + 3 (Fra Pl 9oy = FraFl,"go1u) | (C.29)

oL & 1
= 2w Na-CmF,, + SR, Y
OF,, T 1O‘< pr H )
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