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We apply a recently developed 2+1+1 decomposition of spacetime, based on a nonorthogonal
double foliation for the study of spherically symmetric, static black hole solutions of Horndeski
scalar-tensor theory. Our discussion proceeds in an effective field theory (EFT) of modified gravity
approach, with the action depending on metric and embedding scalars adapted to the nonorthogonal
2+1+1 decomposition. We prove that the most generic class of Horndeski Lagrangians compatible
with observations can be expressed in this EFT form. By studying the first order perturbation of
the EFT action we derive three equations of motion, which reduce to those derived earlier in an
orthogonal 2+1+1 decomposition, and a fourth equation for the metric parameter N related to
the nonorthogonality of the foliation. For the Horndeski class of theories with vanishing G3 and
G5, but generic functions G2 (φ,X) (k-essence) and G4 (φ) (nonminimal coupling to the metric)
we prove the unicity theorem that no action beyond Einstein–Hilbert allows for the Schwarzschild
solution. Next we integrate the EFT field equations for the case with only one independent metric
function and we obtain new solutions characterized by a parameter, which in the simplest cases has
the interpretation of mass or tidal charge, the cosmological constant and a third parameter. These
solutions represent naked singularities, black holes with scalar hair or have the double horizon
structure of the Schwarzschild–de Sitter spacetime. Solutions with homogeneous Kantowski–Sachs
type regions also emerge. Finally, one of the solutions obtained for the function G4 linear in the
curvature coordinate, in certain parameter range exhibits an intriguing logarithmic singularity lying
outside the horizon. The newly derived hairy black hole solutions evade previously known unicity
theorems by being asymptotically nonflat, even in the absence of the cosmological constant.

I. INTRODUCTION

Extensions of general relativity are well-motivated by
its inability to match astrophysical and cosmological ob-
servations unless dark matter and dark energy are intro-
duced, both undetectable otherwise than gravitationally;
the need for an inflationary universe with at least one
scalar added to the gravitational sector; or the study of
the infrared limit of the yet to be developed quantum
theory of gravity. The addition of a scalar field φ to the
metric tensor as a gravitational variable is among the
simplest possible modifications. In order to avoid Os-
trogradski instabilities, such theories should be of second
differential order for both the scalar and the tensor. This
condition is satisfied by the Horndeski class of theories
[1, 2]. A more encompassing class of admissible theo-
ries restrict to second order only the evolution of the
degrees of freedom [3, 4]. As the validity of general rela-
tivity has been accurately confirmed on the Solar System
scale, there is need for a mechanism to switch on any of
its modifications only at a larger radius. The viability
of such a Vainshtein mechanism restricts the Horndeski
class [5–7]. The recent confirmation, at least at LIGO
frequencies, that gravitational waves propagate with the
speed of light [8] adds further restrictions [9–12], leaving
as viable theories only the so-called generalized kinetic
gravity braiding [13, 14] subset of Horndeski theories.
This subset however is still fairly rich, especially con-
cerning the dynamics of the scalar.

Such models were extensively investigated in a cos-
mological context, including the junction along spacelike

hypersurfaces [15, 16]. Similar junction conditions hold
for timelike hypersurfaces, while techniques developed for
null hypersurfaces in general relativity [17, 18] were ap-
plied [19] for the case of null junction hypersurfaces of
kinetic gravity braiding models.
Black hole solutions were also sought for in these type

of scalar-tensor theories. The simplest of them is the
Brans–Dicke theory [20], in which the gravitational con-
stant scales with φ−1 (where φ is a massless scalar field)
and a kinetic term X = ∂aφ∂aφ couples trough ωφ−1

(with ω a parameter) to the curvature part of the action.
Penrose has suggested as early as 1968 that gravitational
collapse (discussed in the Einstein frame) proceeds sim-
ilarly [21]; hence, Brans–Dicke black holes are identical
to general relativistic ones [22] and his no-hair conjec-
ture has been supported in the large ω expansion scheme
[23]. Hawking had proven in 1972 that stationary black
hole solutions of the Brans–Dicke theory exist only for
a constant scalar; hence, they are also solutions of the
Einstein field equations [24]. Key in the derivation is
the existence of a horizon, hence this result does not for-
bid stationary stellar solutions different from their gen-
eral relativistic counterparts. In fact, Brans has found in
1962 all spherically symmetric, static vacuum solutions of
the Brans–Dicke theory [25, 26]. However, none of those
with φ 6=const. possess event horizons; instead they have
naked singularities [23]. Solutions were also found in the
stationary, axisymmetric case as generalizations of the
Kerr–Newman family of solutions to the Brans–Dicke–
Maxwell scenario [27–29], and also solutions correspond-
ing to the observer’s two modes of description of the
static electromagnetic field: as axially symmetric mag-
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netic field or axially symmetric radial electric field [30].
The Kerr–Newman type solution was further analyzed
[31]. Interestingly, when switching off both the rota-
tion and the electric charge, it fails to become spherically
symmetric, a quadrupolar deformation (disappearing for
ω → ∞, the general relativistic limit) being induced by
the scalar field, which itself exhibits a quadrupolar de-
formation from spherical symmetry. The analysis has
shown that the curvature invariants R, RabR

ab and the
Kretschmann scalar RabcdR

abcd vanish at the horizon
candidate ∆ = 0 when ω ∈ (−5/2,−3/2), while they di-
verge otherwise, and concluded that the Kerr–Newman
type solutions of the Brans–Dicke–Maxwell theory in the
above range represent black holes with scalar hair. How-
ever the rest of the curvature invariants (there are 17 in
total, related algebraically by 8 syzygies; see Ref. [32])
were not checked. They also remained unchecked for a
spherically symmetric and static black hole candidate
in Brans–Dicke theory proposed in Ref. [33], based on
the regularity (vanishing) of the Kretschmann scalar on
the horizon. The collapse of collisionless matter to a
black hole in Brans–Dicke theory has been also inves-
tigated numerically [34]. Contrary to general relativity,
in Brans–Dicke theory the Oppenheimer–Snyder collapse
leads to a dynamical black hole, in which the condition
Rabl

alb ≥ 0 (for all null vectors la) assumed in the deriva-
tion by Hawking can be violated; nevertheless, the end
result is the same as in general relativity [35].

The no-hair theorem for asymptotically flat, static,
spherically symmetric black holes in Brans–Dicke theory
has been extended to multicomponent scalar field con-
figurations [36]. Numerical evidence ruling out spherical
scalar hair of static four-dimensional black holes has been
presented for scalar fields satisfying the Positive Energy
Theorem, with a potential derivable from a superpoten-
tial motivated by supergravity [37].

Brans–Dicke theory has been generalized to include
a potential (allowing for massive scalar fields) and a
scalar field dependent coupling ω (φ) (lifting the con-
straint ω > 40000 established for a constant ω from the
frequency shift of radio photons to and from the Cassini
spacecraft as they passed near the Sun [38]). Question
comes whether in this class of scalar-tensor theories sta-
tionary black holes different from general relativistic ones
could exist.

This has been investigated by Sotiriou and Faraoni,
who extended Hawking’s result to stationary black holes
in this class of theories [39]. When there is no potential,
however ω = ω (φ) 6= −3/2 and does not diverge, Hawk-
ing’s original proof still holds. Otherwise they show, that
for stationary and isolated black holes (asymptotically
flat and with a constant φ0 value for the scalar field at
spatial infinity, implying the vanishing of the potential
at infinity through the tensorial equations of motion),
by imposing linear stability for the scalar in the Ein-
stein frame, the scalar field ought to be a constant. Thus
the stationary solutions of these generalized Brans–Dicke
theories include only the general relativistic black holes.

By employing a 1+1+2 decomposition based on kine-
matical quantities, in the particular case of a Klein–
Gordon scalar field ω (φ) = φ/2 with arbitrary potential
and coupled nonminimally to the metric, Ref. [40] con-
firmed, that the Schwarzschild solution implies a constant
scalar field.

Hawking’s no hair theorem in the particular case of
spherically symmetric, static black holes was also gen-
eralized for a wide class of Hordenski theories dubbed
as Galileon, which are invariant under the shift (φ →
φ+const.) of the scalar field [41], as the radial compo-
nent of the Noether current vanishes (Jr = 0) implying
in general the vanishing of the radial derivative of the
scalar field (φ′ = 0); hence, a constant scalar. A notable
exception to this proof was presented in Ref. [42], where
a nontrivial Galileon couples to the Gauss–Bonnet invari-
ant. Another exception arises when the Galileon couples
to the Einstein tensor Gab (in the form Gab∂aφ∂bφ), with
the metric either does (has primary hair) or does not de-
viate from the general relativistic solutions in the pres-
ence of a nontrivial scalar (representing secondary hair)
[43].1 This includes the Schwarzschild black hole unaf-
fected by a time and radial dependent scalar, an example
of a stealth black hole.2 Other hairy black holes with
derivative coupling (to the Einstein tensor) were found
in Refs. [55–62], while for coupling to the Gauss–Bonnet
invariant in Refs. [63–67]. Neither of these exceptional
cases are however observationally preferred, as the gen-
eralized kinetic gravity braiding subset has G4 (φ) and
G5 = 0.
Both black holes with primary hair and stealth solu-

tions with nontrivial scalar have been identified in the
framework of generalized kinetic gravity braiding sub-
class with nonvanishing G3 [68]. They evade the no-hair
theorem of Ref. [41] also due to avoiding φ′ = 0 while
Jr = 0 holds.
Early investigations of stellar solutions showed that

certain scalar-tensor theories could pass the weak-field
tests; however, the predictions in strong field would dif-
fer from the general relativistic ones, opening the oppor-
tunity of testing them with double pulsar experiments
[69, 70]. Indeed, the scalar field is sourced by the trace
of the energy-momentum tensor of the neutron star and
this spontaneous scalarization affects the dynamics of
the double pulsar. The existence and modifications of
spherically symmetric and static neutron stars in both
f(R) gravity and Brans-Dicke theory with scalar po-

1 In terms of the Horndeski coefficients Gi(φ,X) (i = 2, .., 5),
where X = ∂aφ∂aφ is the kinetic term, the occurrence of the
Gab∂aφ∂bφ coupling requires ∂G4/∂X 6= 0, while for the lin-
ear coupling to the Gauss–Bonnet invariant, G5 has to include a
contribution proportional to ln |X|.

2 Other examples of stealth black holes, with the same metric as
in general relativity, but nonconstant scalar field configurations
were discussed in Refs. [44–53]. Both solutions with primary
hair or secondary hair only (stealth black holes) were identified
in beyond Hordenski theories [54].
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tential were investigated for two particular neutron star
equations of state [71]. The stability of spherically sym-
metric solutions of the cubic covariant Galileon model
with a matter source has been studied in the test scalar
field approximation [72], while the stability of relativis-
tic stars composed of perfect fluid minimally coupled in
the Jordan frame has been analyzed in Ref. [73] for a
subclass of Horndeski theories with linear dependence on
the kinetic term.

In discussing geometries with spherical symmetry, it is
natural to single out a radial direction. Temporal evolu-
tion selects another direction; hence, a 2+1+1 decompo-
sition of spacetime could be useful. Such a formalism was
developed in Refs. [74, 75] and explored in the context
of braneworlds. It was based on geometrical quantities
characterizing the embedding of the 2-surface: extrinsic
curvatures, normal fundamental forms and normal fun-
damental scalars constructed with both singled-out vec-
tors. Some of them were related to temporal and radial
derivatives of the metric, playing an important role in the
Hamiltonian treatment. The formalism of Refs. [74, 75]
was based on an orthogonal double foliation. This unnec-
essary restriction was lifted in our previous work, Ref.
[76], allowing for the nonorthogonal double foliation of
spacetime. Hence, a new degree of freedom, a measure of
the nonorthogonality, represented by the metric function
N emerged, reestablishing generic gauge invariance. The
price to pay was that the number of geometric embedding
variables is doubled (as there are two orthogonal bases
adapted to each hypersurface normal); nevertheless the
two sets were expressible in terms of each other.

In this paper we apply this 2+1+1 decomposition of
spacetime, based on a nonorthogonal double foliation for
the study of spherically symmetric, static black hole so-
lutions of Horndeski scalar-tensor theory. Our discussion
adopts an effective field theory (EFT) of modified gravity
approach, with the action depending on a set of scalars
characterizing the embedding of the two nonorthogonal
foliations. We summarize the nonorthogonal 2+1+1 for-
malism in Sec. II. and give the relation between the em-
bedding scalars emerging in the two bases in Appendix
A.

In Sec. III we rewrite the Horndeski Lagrangians L2−4

into the EFT form, by employing half of the embedding
variables, those adapted to the scalar field gradient.3 We
prove in Appendix B the rightness of this choice, as the
Lagrangians are much more complicated in terms of the
other half of variables.

In Sec. IV we present the method to perform the first
order variations of the EFT action, depending on both
metric and embedding variables. We also give both the
intrinsic and embedding variables for a spherically sym-
metric, static background.

3 We do not deal here with the most complicated contribution L5,
as it makes the Vainshtein mechanism unfeasible.

Section V contains the derivation of the equations of
motion, following the similar procedure developed for the
orthogonal double foliation formalism [77]. As a check,
the Schwarzschild solution is recovered through these
EFT equations from the Einstein–Hilbert Lagrangian,
rewritten in terms of the embedding and metric scalars.
For comparison, in Appendix C we present the alter-
native set of equations of motion obtained in the basis
adapted to the temporal foliation.
In Sec. VI we give the equations of motion for spher-

ically symmetric, static backgrounds in terms of generic
Horndeski functions G2 (φ,X) and G4 (φ) (but vanishing
G3 and G5) and prove the unicity theorem that no action
beyond Einstein–Hilbert allows for the Schwarzschild so-
lution in this class. With this, we generalize the pre-
viously announced unicity theorem [39] for the case of
spherical symmetry and staticity.
In Sec. VII we discuss the EFT field equations for the

case with only one independent metric function and we
formally integrate them to obtain the metric function in
terms of the nonvanishing Horndeski function G4 (φ).
In Sec. VIII we obtain new solutions characterized by

a parameter, which can be interpreted as mass or tidal
charge in the simplest particular cases, the cosmologi-
cal constant and a third parameter, emerging for various
choices of G4 (φ). These solutions represent naked sin-
gularities, hairy black holes or have the double horizon
structure of the Schwarzschild–de Sitter spacetime. So-
lutions with homogeneous Kantowski–Sachs type regions
also emerge.
In Sec. IX we rewrite these solutions as the confor-

mally related metrics in the Einstein frame.
Finally we give the concluding remarks in Sec. X.

II. NONORTHOGONAL 2+1+1 SPACETIME

DECOMPOSITION: A SUMMARY

This section summarizes the quantities and notations
applied in the nonorthogonal 2+1+1 decomposition of
doubly foliable spacetimes worked out in Ref. [76].
The spacetime is foliated by 3-dimensional spacelike Mχ

(χ =const.) and timelike St (t =const.) hypersur-
faces, whose 2-dimensional intersection is Σtχ. The 4-
dimensional metric can be decomposed as

g̃ab = −nanb +mamb + gab

= −kakb + lalb + gab . (1)

Here na and la are normals to St and Mχ, respectively.
The metric tensor on Σtχ is gab, while the 1-formma (ka)
is perpendicular to both Σtχ and na (la).
The tangent vectors of the coordinate lines t and χ in

the (na,ma) basis can be given as
(
∂

∂t

)a

= Nna +Na +Nma , (2)

(
∂

∂χ

)a

= Mma +Ma . (3)
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Here N is the lapse function while Na (obeying Nama =
0) and N are the components of the 3-dimensional shift
vector. In addition M is the lapse function of ∂/∂χ in St

and Ma is its 2-dimensional shift vector which is tangent
to Σtχ. The decompositions of ∂/∂t and ∂/∂χ in the
(ka,la) basis are

(
∂

∂t

)a

=
N

c
ka +Na , (4)

(
∂

∂χ

)a

= M (−ska + cla) +Ma , (5)

where s = sinhψ, c = coshψ are defined by the Lorentz-
rotation between the two bases,

(
ka

la

)
=

(
c s

s c

)(
na

ma

)
, (6)

with rapidity ψ obeying

N = N tanhψ . (7)

The covariant derivatives of the normals na, la to the
hypersurfaces are decomposed in their naturally associ-
ated bases as

∇̃anb = Kab + 2m(aKb) +mambK + nambL∗

−naDb (lnN) , (8)

∇̃alb = Lab + 2k(aLb) + kakbL+ lakbK∗

−laDb (ln cM) . (9)

Here we have introduced D-derivatives representing co-
variant derivatives of any 4-dimensional tensor T̃ a1...ar

b1...bq

projected onto Σtχ as

DaT̃
a1...ar

b1...bq
≡ gcag

a1

c1 ...g
ar

cr g
d1

b1
...g

dq

bq
∇̃cT̃

c1...cr
d1...dq

. (10)

The 2-tensors Kab ≡ Danb and Lab ≡ Dalb are the ex-
trinsic curvatures of Σtχ, while

Ka ≡ gcam
d∇̃cnd = gcam

d∇̃dnc ,

La ≡ −gcakd∇̃cld = −gcakd∇̃dlc = Ka +Daψ (11)

are normal fundamental forms, and

K ≡ mdmc∇̃cnd ,

L ≡ kdkc∇̃cld , (12)

the normal fundamental scalars defined by the
hypersurface-orthogonal vectors na and la. The corre-
sponding quantities for the basis vectors ka and ma are4

K∗ ≡ ldlc∇̃ckd ,

L∗ ≡ ncnd∇̃cmd . (13)

4 The embedding variables of the Σtχ surface with respect to the
normals of the hypersurfaces na, la, and those with respect to
the complementary orthogonal basis vectors ma, ka will be dis-
tinguished by a star on the latter set.

The vectorial and tensorial embedding variables generate
additional scalars:

κ ≡ KabK ab , λ ≡ LabLab ,

K ≡ KaKa , k ≡ LaLa ,

K ≡ Ka
a , L ≡ La

a . (14)

The covariant derivatives of the complementary basis
vectorsma, ka can also be decomposed in their naturally
associated bases,

∇̃akb = K∗
ab + laK∗

b + lbLa + lalbK∗ + kalbL

−kaDb

(
ln
N

c

)
, (15)

∇̃amb = L∗
ab + naL∗

b + nbKa + nanbL∗ +manbK
+maDb (lnM) , (16)

in terms of the extrinsic curvatures K∗
ab ≡ Dakb, L

∗
ab ≡

Damb and quantities defined in a similar manner to the
normal fundamental forms,

K∗
a ≡ gdal

c∇̃ckd ,

L∗
a ≡ −gdanc∇̃cmd . (17)

Scalars can be formed once again from the embedding
tensors and vectors as

κ
∗ ≡ K∗abK∗

ab , λ∗ ≡ L∗abL∗
ab ,

K
∗ ≡ K∗aK∗

a , k
∗ ≡ L∗aL∗

a ,

K∗ ≡ K∗a
a , L∗ ≡ L∗a

a . (18)

The scalars introduced for the two bases are intercon-
nected; the starry ones can be expressed in terms of their
unstarred versions together with the metric functions and
their derivatives, as shown in Appendix A.

III. NONORTHOGONAL 2+1+1

DECOMPOSITION OF THE HORNDESKI

ACTION

We assume that the scalar has nowhere vanishing gra-
dient and it solely depends on χ; hence, it defines a folia-
tion through the φ=const level hypersurfaces. Hence the
normal to the χ=const hypersurfaces can be expressed
in terms of the scalar field gradient,

la =
∇̃aφ√
X
, (19)

where X = g̃ab∇̃aφ∇̃bφ is the kinetic term of the scalar
field.
Time evolution along ∂/∂t proceeds on the χ=const

hypersurfaces. In a perturbational setup this can be in-
sured both on the background and after perturbation, by
absorbing the scalar field variation into a proper gauge
choice, dubbed radial unitary gauge [76, 77].
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Although for discussing the general relativistic Hamil-
tonian dynamics the basis (na,ma) turned more advan-
tageous, as fewer embedding variables were related to
time derivatives of the metric components [76], Eq. (19)
clearly indicates that for the purpose of monitoring spher-
ically symmetric, static configurations in scalar-tensor
gravity the (ka, la) basis is better suited.
Hence we proceed in rewriting the second covariant

derivative of φ in the (ka, la) basis,

∇̃a∇̃bφ =
∇̃cφ∇̃cX

2X
lalb +

√
X [Lab + Lkakb

+2K∗l(akb) + 2k(aLb) − 2l(aDb) ln (cM)
]
. (20)

This generalizes Eq. (4.2) of Ref. [77] for the case of
nonorthogonal double foliation.
The Horndeski action is

SH =

∫
d4x
√
−g̃LH , (21)

where the Lagrangian,

LH =

5∑

i=2

LH
i , (22)

is a sum of the contributions

LH
2 = G2(φ,X) , (23)

providing scenarios with accelerated expansion,

LH
3 = G3(φ,X)�̃φ , (24)

enabling the Vainshtein screening-mechanism,

LH
4 = G4(φ,X)R̃− 2G4X(φ,X)

×
[
(�̃φ)2−∇̃a∇̃bφ∇̃a∇̃bφ

]
, (25)

the first term of which leads to a time-evolving gravita-
tional constant and the much more involved LH

5 , which
has been disruled by both the requirement of a working
gravitational screening [5–7] and the observation of the
propagation of gravitational waves equaling the speed of
light [8]. In fact LH

4 was also simplified by the latter
observation, disallowing the X -dependence of G4. Nev-
ertheless, we keep this dependence for the time being as
it does not add considerable difficulty to our calculations.
Now we need to 2+1+1 decompose the respective parts

of the Horndeski Lagrangian and rewrite them in terms of
the variables employed in the decomposition. The trace
of Eq. (20) gives the d’Alembertian

�̃φ =
∇̃aφ∇̃aX

2X
+
√
X (L− L) (26)

Now LH
3 can be written in a more convenient form fol-

lowing Ref. [4] by taking

G3(φ,X) = F3(φ,X) + 2XF3X(φ,X) , (27)

then integrating F3�̃φ by parts and using (26) in the

term 2XF3X�̃φ. Then LH
3 reduces to the sum of

LH′

3 = 2X3/2F3X (L− L)− F3φX (28)

(the same as for orthogonal double foliation in Ref. [77])
and a covariant 4-divergence, to be dropped.
The curvature scalar R̃ appearing in LH

4 has to be also
2+1+1 decomposed in terms of embedding variables de-
fined in the (ka, la) basis. A similar lengthy derivation
to the one employed in deriving Eq. (52) of Ref. [76] for
the (na,ma) basis, here yields

R̃ = R+K∗abK∗
ab − LabLab + 2LaLa −K∗ (K∗ + 2K∗)

+L (L− 2L) + 2Da

(
ln
N

c

)
Da ln (cM)

−2∇̃a [D
a (lnNM)− (K∗ +K∗) ka + (L− L) la] ,

(29)

which still contains a covariant 4-divergence. One can
get rid of it by partially integrating in LH

4 (generating
G4φ and G4X terms), dropping the emerging covariant
4-divergences in the process, obtaining

LH′

4 = G4

(
R+K∗abK∗

ab −K∗2
)
+ 2

√
XG4φ (L− L)

− (G4 − 2XG4X)
[
LabLab − 2LaLa + 2K∗K∗

−L2 + 2LL− 2

(
Da ln

N

c

)
Da ln (cM)

]
. (30)

This can be rewritten in terms of the scalars defined in
Eqs. (14), (18) as

LH′

4 = G4

(
R+ κ

∗ −K∗2
)
+ 2

√
XG4φ (L− L)

− (G4 − 2XG4X)
[
λ− 2k+ 2K∗K∗ − L2

+2LL− 2

(
Da ln

N

c

)
Da ln (cM)

]
. (31)

With this we have almost completed the program of
rewriting the Horndeski Lagrangian (without LH

5 ) in a
form containing exclusively scalars formed from the met-
ric and embedding variables. The Lagrangian depends
on the metric variables (N , N,M) and the embedding
scalars (K∗, k,K∗,κ∗,L, L, λ) related to the (k, l) basis.
It also depends on the scalar φ, through the unspecified
functions G2, F3 , G4 and through X . We address the X
dependence of the Lagrangian by employing the expres-
sion of the inverse metric (B3) of Ref. [74] in the coor-
dinate basis. As in the radial unitary gauge φ = φ (χ),

only g̃χχ =
(
N2 −N 2

)
/N2M2 = (cM)

−2
matters in cal-

culating

X = g̃χχ (∂χφ)
2
=

(
∂χφ

cM

)2

. (32)

Beside the embedding variables the induced curvature
scalar, calculated from the induced metric gab, also ap-
pears in the formalism. We can assume that gab is diago-
nal, as all 2-metrics can be diagonalized. Further, such a
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metric is locally conformally flat. Globally this might not
be the case as there may be singular points of the con-
formal factor. Hence for spherical symmetry we take any
2-metric conformal to the unit sphere, while for cylindri-
cal symmetry to the plane, in both cases with conformal
factor exp (2ζ). The two-metric hence is expressible by
a conformal exponent ζ alone. On the other hand, the
2-dimensional curvature tensor built from this metric has
only one independent component, the curvature scalar R,
also expressible in terms of the conformal exponent. In
summary, the Horndeski Lagrangian (without LH

5 ) only
depends on the generalized coordinates

N , N,M,K∗, k,K∗,κ∗,L, L, λ, ζ, φ (33)

and their derivatives.
On a technical note, the Horndeski Lagrangian derived

above is much simpler, than the one derivable in the
(na,ma) basis, which is presented in the Appendix B,
confirming the rightness of our basis choice.

IV. THE FIRST ORDER VARIATION OF THE

EFT ACTION ON SPHERICALLY SYMMETRIC,

STATIC BACKGROUND

Having the Horndeski action rewritten in terms of the
variables (33) our aim now is to derive the equations of
motion by taking the perturbations of the variables to
first order about a background. We summarize the proce-
dure to be followed below. Quantities on the background
will be denoted by an overbar.

A. First order variation of the action

The variation of the action S =
∫
d4x

√−g̃L to first
order formally reads

δS =

∫
d4x
√
−g̃ δS

δGA
δGA , (34)

where δGA ≡ GA−ḠA for any variableGA (either related
to the metric and scalar field) on which the action func-

tional depends and δS/δGA is the functional derivative
of the action with respect to GA, evaluated on the back-
ground. For a first differential order dependence of the
action inGA it can be expressed as the Euler–Lagrange
expression,

√
−g̃ δS

δGA
=
∂
(√−g̃L

)

∂GA
− ∂a

∂
(√−g̃L

)

∂ (∂aGA)
. (35)

As
√−g̃ does not depend on the derivatives of any

variable,

1
√−g̃

∂a
∂
(√−g̃L

)

∂ (∂aGA)
=

1
√−g̃

∂a

(√
−g̃ ∂L

∂ (∂aGA)

)

= ∇̃a
∂L

∂ (∂aGA)
(36)

and the functional derivative (35) can be further ex-
panded as

δS

δGA
=

∂L

∂GA
− ∇̃a

∂L

∂ (∂aGA)
+ L̄

∂ ln
√−g̃

∂GA
. (37)

This enables us to write the generic form of the variation
of the action,

δS =

∫
d4x
√
−g̃
(
δL+ Lδ ln

√
−g̃
)
, (38)

with

δL =

(
∂L

∂GA
− ∇̃a

∂L

∂ (∂aGA)

)
δGA , (39)

and

δ ln
√
−g̃ = ∂

(
ln
√−g̃

)

∂GA
δGA . (40)

We will employ the expressions (38)–(40) in what follows.
On a spherically symmetric, static background we re-

place χ by the radial coordinate r and we denote the
derivatives with respect to r by a prime.
When rewriting the Horndeski Lagrangian into the

2+1+1 formalism, most of the variables appeared only al-
gebraically. Even if the action depends on the derivatives
of the variables, hence the last term of Eq. (39) is non-
vanishing, when evaluated on the spherically symmetric
and static background, only the r-dependence survives;
hence,

δL =

(
∂L

∂GA
− ∇̃r

∂L

∂ (∂rGA)

)
δGA . (41)

In what follows we further explore the particularities of
the spherically symmetric, static background.

B. Metric and embedding variables on the

spherically symmetric, static background

On the spherically symmetric, static background the
metric can be chosen as

ds2 = −N̄2dt2 + M̄2dr2 + r2
(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
(42)

implying that the following relations hold

N̄a = M̄a = N̄ = 0 . (43)

The latter assures that the two bases coincide on the
background and

n̄a = k̄a =
(
−N̄, 0, 0, 0

)
,

m̄a = l̄a =
(
0, M̄ , 0, 0

)
, (44)
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hence

K̄∗ = k̄ = K̄∗ = κ̄
∗ = 0 . (45)

Further,

L̄ = − ∂rN̄

M̄N̄
,

L̄ =
1

2M̄
ḡab∂r ḡab =

2

M̄r
,

λ̄ =
2

M̄2r2
, (46)

also

L̄ab =
1

2
L̄ḡab (47)

hold. From the 2-dimensional metric expressed in polar
coordinates, ḡab = r2diag

(
1, sin2 θ

)
, the conformal expo-

nent (relating it to the unit sphere) ζ̄ = ln r is found, also
the simple expression,

R̄ =
2

r2
(48)

of the 2-dimensional curvature scalar emerges.

C. The effective field theory type action

The perturbed 2-dimensional metric and the back-
ground metric are related to each other through an in-
finitesimal conformal factor δζ as

gab = e2δζ ḡab ; (49)

hence, the variation of the 4-dimensional metric and of
the 2-dimensional Ricci scalar, under the assumption of
spherical symmetric background emerges as

δ ln
√
−g̃ = 2δζ + δ lnN + δ lnM , (50)

and

δR = R− R̄ = −2R̄δζ − 2ḡabD̄aD̄bδζ . (51)

Based on (50) and assuming for LEFT the same
functional dependence holds as for the Horndeski La-
grangians, we arrive to the following effective field theory
(EFT) type action

SEFT [N , N,M,K∗, k,K∗,κ∗,L, L, λ, ζ, φ] (52)

which can be viewed as a low-energy approximation of a
yet unknown quantum gravity.
Compared to the action (3.1) of Ref. [77] the EFT ac-

tion (52) does not contain the dependence of the variable
M = MaMa, as it did not appear in the Horndeski ac-
tion; nevertheless, it includes an explicit dependence of
the radial shift N , nonexistent in the formalism of Ref.
[77]. Further differences are hidden in the definitions of
the variables (K∗, k,K∗,κ∗) which reduce to the corre-
sponding ones (K,K,K,κ) of Ref. [77] in the orthogonal
double foliation limit.

V. THE FIELD EQUATIONS ON SPHERICALLY

SYMMETRIC, STATIC BACKGROUND

From the definitions of k and κ
∗ given in Eqs. (14) and

(18), respectively, together with their vanishing on the
background the variations δk and δκ∗are second order,
to be dropped from the first order variation leading to
the equations of motion. The X-dependence (32) of the
Horndeski Lagrangians (23), (28) and (31) brings in φ′,
also additionalM - andN -terms. Furthermore, the Horn-
deski Lagrangians do not depend on the derivatives of
any of the remaining geometric variables with the excep-
tion of the −2

(
Da ln N

c

)
Da ln (cM) term in LH′

4 , which

is again second order on the background (on which N̄ and
M̄ have only radial dependence, hence DaN and DaM
are each first order).
As a result, for the purpose of first order variation we

can assume the Lagrangian in the form [we do not explore
yet Eq. (51)],

LEFT (N , N,M,K∗,K∗,L, L, λ,R, φ, φ′) , (53)

with

δLEFT = LEFT
N δN + LEFT

N δN + LEFT
M δM

+LEFT
K∗ δK∗ + LEFT

k δk+ LEFT
K∗ δK∗

+LEFT
κ

∗ δκ∗ + LEFT
L δL+ LEFT

L δL

+LEFT
λ δλ+ LEFT

R δR+ LEFT
φ δφ , (54)

where for all geometric variables GB we denote

LEFT
GB

=
∂ (LEFT )

∂GB
(55)

and for the scalar

LEFT
φ =

∂ (LEFT )

∂φ
− 1

√−g̃
∂r

(
√
−g̃ ∂ (L

EFT )

∂φ′

)
. (56)

These are nothing but the expansion coefficients from Eq.
(41), taking into account that there is no dependence
on the derivatives of the geometric variables GB of the
Lagrangian (53).
Now we proceed to compute the variation of the action

(38) with the contributions (54)–(56). From Eqs. (14),
(46) and (47), to first order,

δλ =
2

M̄r
δL ; (57)

thus,
∫
d4x
√
−g̃
(
LEFT
L δL+ LEFT

λ δλ
)
=

∫
d4x

√
ḡM̄N̄FδL ,

(58)
where we have replaced

√−g̃ by its background value, as
δL is already first order and the quantity,

F = LEFT
L +

2

M̄r
LEFT
λ , (59)
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defined similarly as in Ref. [77], is evaluated on the back-
ground.
Next from Eqs. (9) and (46)

L = ∇̃al
a + L̄+ δL ,

δL =

[
∇̃al

a − ∂rN̄

M̄N̄
− 2

M̄r

]
+ δL . (60)

From Eqs. (4)–(5) for any scalar G its directional deriva-
tive can be expressed as

la∇̃aG =

[
s

N
∂t +

1

cM
∂r

−
(

1

cM
Ma +

s

N
Na

)
Da

]
G ; (61)

thus,

la∇̃aF =
1

cM
∂rF . (62)

Also the expansion of c on the background gives c =
coshψ = 1+ψ2/2+O

(
ψ4
)
; thus, one can safely replace

it by 1 in a first order calculation. Inserting Eq. (60) in
Eq. (58), employing integration by parts and Eq. (62)
we obtain

∫
d4x
√

−g̃FδL =

∫
d4x

[√
ḡM̄N̄∇̃a (F la)− ∂r

(√
ḡN̄F

)]

+

∫
d4x

√
ḡM̄N̄

(
∂rF
M̄2

δM + FδL
)
. (63)

Further as l̄a =
(
0, M̄−1, 0, 0

)
and exploring

√
−g̃ =

√
−g̃
(
1− δ ln

√
−g̃
)
,

∇̃a l̄
a =

1

M̄

(
2

r
+
∂rN̄

N̄

)
,

the variational term (63) can be rewritten as a total co-
variant divergence and a sum of variations δM, δL and
δ ln

√−g̃:
∫
d4x
√
−g̃FδL =

∫
d4x
√
−g̃∇̃a

(
F l̄aδ ln

√
−g̃
)

+

∫
d4x

√
ḡM̄N̄

(
∂rF
M̄2

δM + FδL
)

−
∫
d4x∂r

(√
ḡN̄F

)
δ ln

√
−g̃ . (64)

From the relations among embedding variables and co-
ordinate derivatives, given as Eqs. (35) and (36) of Ref.
[76], the variation δL can be expressed as

δL = −∂tδN
N̄2

− ∂rδN

M̄N̄
+
∂rN̄

M̄N̄

(
δN

N̄
+
δM

M̄

)
, (65)

The variation δK∗ and δK∗ are also related, since

∫
d4x
√
−g̃ LEFT

K∗ δK∗ =

∫
d4x
√

−g̃ ∇̃a

(
LEFT
K∗ ka

)

−
∫
d4x
√
−g̃ LEFT

K∗ δK∗ .

(66)

In addition from Eq. (35) of Ref. [76] we find

δK∗ =
∂tδM

M̄N̄
. (67)

These generate ∂t
[√
ḡ
(
LEFT
K∗ − LEFT

K∗

)]
as the prefactor

of δM in the first order variation of the action, which
vanishes on a static background.
Finally, the variation the action with respect to the

geometrical variables takes the form,

δGS
EFT = δGS

EFT
(B) +

∫
d4x
√

−g̃
{
LEFT
N δN

+
[
L̄EFT + N̄LEFT

N

+
1

M̄

(
2

r
+
∂rN̄

N̄
+ ∂r

)
LEFT
L

]
δN

N̄

+
(
L̄EFT + M̄LEFT

M

+
∂rN̄

M̄N̄
LEFT
L − 2F

M̄r

)
δM

M̄

+2

[
LEFT − 2

r2
LEFT
R

− 1

M̄

(
2

r
+
∂rN̄

N̄
+ ∂r

)
F
]
δζ

}
, (68)

where

δGS
EFT
(B) =

∫
d4x
√
−g̃∇̃a

[
F l̄aδ ln

√
−g̃

+LEFT
K∗ ka +

(
LEFT
K∗ − LEFT

K∗

)
ka
δM

M̄

−
(
F + LEFT

L

)(
ka
δN
N̄

+ la
δN

N̄

)]
(69)

is a boundary term. In the derivation we have used that√
ḡ = r2 sin θ and

∫ π

0

dθ

∫ 2π

0

dϕ
√
ḡD̄a

(
ḡabD̄bδζ

)
= 0 . (70)

(The integral being a covariant divergence can be trans-
formed to another integral on the boundary of the sphere,
which is zero.) The field equations arising from (68) are

LEFT
N = 0 , (71)

L̄EFT + N̄LEFT
N +

1

M̄

(
2

r
+
∂rN̄

N̄
+ ∂r

)
LEFT
L = 0 ,

(72)
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L̄EFT + M̄LEFT
M +

∂rN̄

M̄N̄
LEFT
L − 2F

M̄r
= 0 , (73)

L̄EFT − 2

r2
LEFT
R − 1

M̄

(
2

r
+
∂rN̄

N̄
+ ∂r

)
F = 0 . (74)

Finally, the variation of the action with respect to the
scalar field results in the Euler-Lagrange equation:

(
r2M̄N̄LEFT

φ′

)′
= r2M̄N̄LEFT

φ . (75)

We note that for the Horndeski Lagrangians (23), (28)
and (31), whenever an orthogonal double foliation is cho-
sen on the background, N becomes first order and c, con-
taining only N 2, of second order. As the only place N
enters these Lagrangians is through c, Eq. (71) becomes
trivial. Then the dynamical equations are only (72)-(75).
Despite starting with a modified set of variables and em-
ploying a nonorthogonal double foliation, Eqs. (72)-(74)
are identical with those derived in the orthogonal dou-
ble foliation [77]. For more generic, beyond Horndeski
LEFT , however, Eq. (71) may carry information.
For comparison, Appendix C also enlists the equations

of motion obtained in the (n,m) basis. There, the ana-
log of Eq. (71) is nontrivial. The other equations are
quite similar, but expressed in the complementary set of
variables.

A. Derivation of the Schwarzschild solution from

the EFT form of the Einstein–Hilbert action

As a check of the equations derived we first derive the
Schwarzschild solution of general relativity. As in this
case there is no scalar field, Eq. (75) is trivially satisfied
and in light of the closing remark of the previous section
Eq. (71) is also trivial. For Eqs. (72)-(74) one needs
the Einstein–Hilbert Lagrangian density LEH up to first
order perturbations on static and spherically symmetric
background. The twice-contracted Gauss equation (29)
in the (k, l) basis contains bilinear expressions of K∗,K∗,
which due to Eq. (45) are second order. We can also
drop a covariant four-divergence term; hence,

LEH = R− λ+ L (L− 2L) , (76)

which on the background gives

L̄EH =
2

r2
+

2

M̄2r2
+

4N̄ ′

M̄2N̄r
. (77)

Using Eqs. (46)–(48) and (59), the field equations reduce
to

M̄2 − 1 + 2r
M̄ ′

M̄
= 0 , (78)

M̄2 − 1− 2r
N̄ ′

N̄
= 0 , (79)

r

N̄

(
rN̄ ′

)′ − r2
M̄ ′

M̄

(
1

r
+
N̄ ′

N̄

)
= 0 . (80)

The first two equations immediately give

N̄ ∝ M̄−1 . (81)

The proportionality coefficient can be chosen as 1 by re-
defining the coordinate r. Then the left-hand side of Eq.
(80) can be rewritten as

r

N̄

(
rN̄ ′

)′
+ r2

N̄ ′

N̄

(
1

r
+
N̄ ′

N̄

)
=

[
r2
(
N̄2
)′]′

2N̄2
(82)

such that Eq. (80) immediately gives

N̄2 = K

(
1− C

r

)
. (83)

The factor K can be chosen as 1 by redefining the time
coordinate, and the weak field limit leads to C = 2m.

VI. EFT EQUATIONS OF MOTION FOR

NONMINIMALLY COUPLED K-ESSENCE

In this section we discuss the Horndeski theories with
G3 = G5 = 0, generic G2 (φ,X) (k-essence) and G4(φ)
(nonminimal coupling to the metric).
The Lagrangian density at first order in perturbations

on static and spherically symmetric background reduces
to

LEFT = G2 (φ,X) +G4 (φ)
(
R − λ+ L2 − 2LL

)

+2
√
XG4φ (φ) (L− L) . (84)

On the background

L̄EFT = Ḡ2 + 2Ḡ4

(
1

r2
+

1

M̄2r2
+

2N̄ ′

M̄2N̄r

)

+
2φ′

M̄2
Ḡ4φ

(
2

r
+
N̄ ′

N̄

)
. (85)

The nontrivial field equations (72)–(74) are

M̄2 − 1 + 2r
M̄ ′

M̄
=

r2

Ḡ4

[
−M̄

2

2
Ḡ2

+

(
2

r
− M̄ ′

M̄
+ ∂r

)(
Ḡ4φφ

′
)]

, (86)

M̄2 − 1− 2r
N̄ ′

N̄
=

r2

Ḡ4

[
−M̄

2

2
Ḡ2

+

(
2

r
+
N̄ ′

N̄

)
Ḡ4φφ

′ + φ′2Ḡ2X

]
, (87)
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and

r

N̄

(
rN̄ ′

)′ − r2
M̄ ′

M̄

(
1

r
+
N̄ ′

N̄

)
=

r2

Ḡ4

[
M̄2

2
Ḡ2

−
(
1

r
+
N̄ ′

N̄
− M̄ ′

M̄
+ ∂r

)(
Ḡ4φφ

′
)]

, (88)

while the scalar equation (75) becomes

(
r2N̄

M̄
φ′Ḡ2X

)′

− r2M̄N̄

2
Ḡ2φ =

N̄

M̄

[
M̄2 − 1− 2rN̄ ′

N̄

+r2
M̄ ′

M̄

(
2

r
+
N̄ ′

N̄

)
− r2

N̄ ′′

N̄

]
Ḡ4φ . (89)

For G4 = φ and G2 = 3X/2φ − V (φ) the system
(84) reproduces f (R)-gravity [78], while the even more
generic setup with G4 = φ and G2 = −ω (φ)X − V (φ)
was considered by Sotiriou and Faraoni [39]. Imposing
asymptotic flatness and the vanishing of V (φ) at infin-
ity, also forbidding linear instabilities of the scalar in the
Einstein frame, they proved that i) the scalar field ought
to be constant (then the conformal factor is also constant
and asymptotic flatness also holds in the Einstein frame),
ii) V (φ) = 0 holds in the entire spacetime; therefore
G2 = 0. With these, the surviving theories are described
by the Einstein–Hilbert action.
The consistency of the EFT formalism discussed above

can be also verified by imposing the outcome of the
Sotiriou–Faraoni unicity theorem, G2 = 0 = φ′ lead-
ing to the Einstein-Hilbert action. With these conditions
the right-hand sides of Eqs. (86)-(89) vanish, hence they
are the same as Eqs. (78)-(80), leading immediately to
the Schwarzschild solution. Since φ′ = 0 and G2 = 0
the left-hand side of the scalar equation (89) vanishes.
On the right-hand side the coefficient of Ḡ4φ is a lin-
ear combination of the left-hand sides of Eqs. (87), (88)
and

(
N̄ ′/N̄ + M̄ ′/M̄

)
. For the Schwarzschild solution

the first two obviously vanish, while the third vanishes
due to Eq. (81).

A. Unicity theorem for the Schwarzschild solution

The equations for the geometric variables (86)–(88) re-
duce to the corresponding ones for the Schwarzschild so-
lution, Eqs. (78)-(80), whenever the conditions,

M̄2

2
Ḡ2 =

(
2

r
− M̄ ′

M̄
+ ∂r

)(
Ḡ4φφ

′
)
, (90)

M̄2

2
Ḡ2 =

(
2

r
+
N̄ ′

N̄

)
Ḡ4φφ

′ + φ′2Ḡ2X , (91)

and

M̄2

2
Ḡ2 =

(
1

r
+
N̄ ′

N̄
− M̄ ′

M̄
+ ∂r

)(
Ḡ4φφ

′
)

(92)

hold. Taking the difference of Eqs. (92) and (90) one
gets

(
N̄ ′

N̄
− 1

r

)
Ḡ4φφ

′ = 0 . (93)

As for the Schwarzschild solution the first factor does not
vanish, Ḡ4φφ

′ = Ḡ′
4 = 0; hence Ḡ4 is a constant. Then

from Eq. (92) Ḡ2 = 0 also follows.
With this, we proved the following unicity theorem.

In the Horndeski class of theories with generic G2 (φ,X)
and G4 (φ) functions (but G3 and G5 vanishing) only the
Einstein-Hilbert action can allow for the Schwarzschild
solution.

VII. A CLASS OF EXACT SOLUTIONS FOR

NONMINIMALLY COUPLED K-ESSENCE

We continue our discussion in the framework of Horn-
deski theories with G3 = G5 = 0, generic G2 (φ,X) (k-
essence) and G4(φ) (nonminimal coupling to the metric)
by imposing

N̄ = M̄−1 , (94)

thus, allowing for only one undetermined metric func-
tion. With this choice in the weak and stationary field
limit there is only one potential appearing in the metric.
If that deviates only slightly from the Newtonian poten-
tial, both Solar System and gravitational lensing tests of
general relativity could be reproduced. One can rewrite
the line element in the Eddington–Finkelstein forms

ds2 = −N̄2du2−2dudr+r2
(
dθ2+sin2 θdϕ2

)

= −N̄2dv2+2drdv+r2
(
dθ2+sin2 θdϕ2

)
, (95)

with r∗ =
∫
dr/N̄2 (r) the tortoise coordinate, u = t− r∗

and v = t+ r∗ as the retarded (outgoing) and advanced
(ingoing) time, respectively. For outgoing radial light
rays in the ingoing Eddington–Finkelstein coordinates
dr/dv = N̄2/2; hence at N̄ = 0 there is an apparent
and event horizon.
With the choice (94), Eqs. (86)–(89) reduce to

1− N̄2 − r
(
N̄2
)′

=
r2

Ḡ4

[
−1

2
Ḡ2

+

(
2N̄2

r
+

(
N̄2
)′

2
+ N̄2∂r

)
(
Ḡ4φφ

′
)
]
, (96)

1− N̄2 − r
(
N̄2
)′

=
r2

Ḡ4

[
−1

2
Ḡ2

+

(
2N̄2

r
+

(
N̄2
)′

2

)
Ḡ4φφ

′ + N̄2φ′2Ḡ2X

]
, (97)
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[
r2
(
N̄2
)′]′

2
=

r2

Ḡ4

[
1

2
Ḡ2

−
(
1

r
N̄2 +

(
N̄2
)′
+ N̄2∂r

)(
Ḡ4φφ

′
)]

, (98)

and

(
r2N̄2φ′G2X

)′ − r2

2
Ḡ2φ

=


1− N̄2 − r

(
N̄2
)′ −

[
r2
(
N̄2
)′]′

2


 Ḡ4φ . (99)

Both for the left-hand side of Eq. (98) and the right-hand
side of Eq. (99) we have explored Eq. (82). By taking
the difference of Eqs. (96) and (97) the following simple
equation emerges:

(
Ḡ4φφ

′
)′

= φ′2Ḡ2X . (100)

Taking the sum of Eqs. (96) and (98) and multiplying
by Ḡ4 one obtains an equation with only Ḡ4 and N̄ ,

[
1− N̄2 − r

(
N̄2
)′]

Ḡ4 +

(
r2
(
N̄2
)′

2
Ḡ4

)′

= rN̄2Ḡ′
4 ,

(101)
which can be rewritten as

Ḡ4 = −
[(

N̄2

r2

)′
r4Ḡ4

2

]′
, (102)

with the solution

N̄2 = −2r2
∫ r dσ

σ4Ḡ4 (φ (σ))

∫ σ

dρḠ4 (φ (ρ)) . (103)

With this, the metric is fully determined in terms of Ḡ4

and two integration constants. Then Eqs. (100) and (99)
give Ḡ2X and Ḡ2φ, respectively, while Ḡ2 itself is given
by Eq. (97).

VIII. BLACK HOLE, NAKED SINGULARITY

AND HOMOGENEOUS SOLUTIONS

Let us explore a few particular cases of the general
solution derived in the previous section.

A. Constant Ḡ4

Assuming Ḡ4 = (16πG)
−1

a constant, a minimal cou-
pling of constant scalar and metric is realized, hence the
Einstein and Jordan frames coincide. In this case the
metric function becomes

N̄2 = 1− 2m

r
− Λr2 . (104)

Here m and Λ are integration constants and we ob-
tained the Schwarzschild–de Sitter metric for Λ > 0 and
Schwarzschild–anti de Sitter metric for Λ < 0. Then
Eq. (100) gives φ′Ḡ2X = 0. With φ′ = 0 also X = 0
holds, hence Ḡ2X = 0. Next Eq. (99) yields Ḡ2φ = 0,
yielding Ḡ2 to a constant, to be found from Eq. (97)
as Ḡ2 = −6Λ/ (16πG). Thus Ḡ2 contributes a cosmo-
logical constant term to the action. This is why the
Schwarzschild–(anti) de Sitter metric emerged.5

B. The case Ḡ4 = φ = r

When both Ḡ4 and its inverse are regular, Ḡ4 can
be identified with the scalar [39]. If further, the scalar
is a monotonic function of the radial coordinate with a
nowhere vanishing derivative, it can be chosen as the ra-
dial coordinate itself. Here we explore the case when the
scalar is the curvature coordinate. The metric function
in this case becomes

N̄2 =
1

2
+
Q

r2
− Λr2 . (105)

Here Q and Λ are integration constants, interpreted as
tidal charge and cosmological constant. The metric has a
curvature singularity in the origin and evades asymptotic
flatness due to the term 1/2 even in the absence of the
cosmological constant, as

lim
r→∞

Λ=0

R ϕ
θϕθ =

1

2
, lim

r→∞

Λ=0

R θ
θϕϕ = − sin2 θ

2
. (106)

Equation (100) gives Ḡ2X = 0. Next Eq. (99) yields
Ḡ2φ = −12Λ− 1/r2, which easily integrates to

Ḡ2 (φ) = −12Λφ+
1

φ
. (107)

Equation (97) fixed the integration constant to zero.

1. Horizons

The metric function N̄2 vanishes for

r21,2 =
1±√

1 + 16QΛ

4Λ
,

provided 16QΛ ≥ −1. In this range for Λ > 0 and Q < 0
there are two positive roots, hence horizons. The metric
function N̄2 is positive only between them. In this case
the metric represents a Kantowski-Sachs type homoge-
neous solution inside the smaller horizon, a spherically

5 In another context, in the particular case of a constant Ḡ4 and
Ḡ2 (X) Ref. [62] also arrived to a constant Ḡ2, leading to the
Schwarzschild–(anti) de Sitter metric.
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symmetric, static black hole in between, while outside
the larger, cosmological horizon it is homogeneous again,
asymptotically approaching anti de Sitter.
For Λ < 0 and Q > 0 there is no horizon hiding the

central singularity.
For Λ < 0 and Q < 0 there is a positive root (hence

horizon) at

r1 =
1

2

√
1−√

1 + 16QΛ

Λ
. (108)

Above this horizon N̄2 > 0 and below N̄2 < 0; hence the
solution represents a spherically symmetric, static black
hole with homogeneous interior.
Finally, for Λ > 0 and Q > 0 a horizon appears at

r2 =
1

2

√
1 +

√
1 + 16QΛ

Λ
. (109)

Then N̄2 > 0 holds below the anti de Sitter type cosmo-
logical horizon.

C. The case Ḡ4 = φ = rα

The metric function becomes

N̄2 =
1

1 + α
+

C

r1+α
− Λr2 , (110)

with C and Λ integration constants. This metric includes
the previous two cases for α = 0, 1 (with C = 2m, Q in
these cases, respectively). Here we allow all α ≥ 0; hence
the metric is singular in the origin. The metric has a
curvature singularity in the origin and evades asymptotic
flatness when α 6= 0, even in the absence of the cosmo-
logical constant, as

lim
r→∞

Λ=0

R ϕ
θϕθ =

α

1 + α
, lim

r→∞

Λ=0

R θ
θϕϕ = −α sin2 θ

1 + α
. (111)

Then Eq. (100) gives

Ḡ2X =
α− 1

αrα
. (112)

Next Eq. (97) gives

Ḡ2 =
2α2rα−2

1 + α
+
α (α− 1)C

r3
− 2

(
3 + 2α+ α2

)
Λrα .

(113)
In the particular case α = 1 Eq. (107) is recovered,
while for α = 0 the desired cosmological constant type
contribution to the action emerges.
From Eq. (99) we find

Ḡ2φ = − 2

(1 + α) r2
− α (α− 1)C

rα+3
− 6 (α+ 1)Λ . (114)

With

X = N2φ′2 = α2

(
r2α−2

1 + α
+ Crα−3 − Λr2α

)
, (115)

Eq. (113) can be rewritten in terms of the scalar field
and kinetic term as

Ḡ2 =
α− 1

α

X

φ
+ αφ

α−2

α −
(
6 + 5α+ α2

)
Λφ , (116)

which correctly reproduces both Ḡ2X and Ḡ2φ. For α = 1
we recover Eq. (107) while for α = 0 (taking into account
that X ∝ α2 and for constant G4 the scalar is also a
constant) the cosmological constant type contribution to
the action reemerges.

1. Discussion of the horizons

The location of the horizons is determined by

− Λr3+α +
1

(1 + α)
r1+α + C = 0 . (117)

For Λ = 0 and for C < 0 there is one real solution, hence
horizon at

r = 1+α
√
− (1 + α)C . (118)

Similarly, for C = 0 and Λ > 0 a horizon can be found at

r =

√
1

(1 + α) Λ
. (119)

For Λ 6= 0 and integer α the number of positive real roots
is given by the Descartes’ rule of sign. According to it
for Λ negative and C positive there is no horizon. When
Λ and C have identical signs, a horizon exists. When Λ
is positive and C negative there is either no horizon or
there are two horizons, according to this rule.

D. The linear case Ḡ4 = φ = A (1 +Br)

With two integrations the metric function (103) be-
comes

N̄2 = 1 + 3Bm− 2m

r
−B (1 + 6Bm) r − Λr2

−B2 (1 + 6Bm) r2 ln

∣∣∣∣
Br

1 +Br

∣∣∣∣ , (120)

wherem and Λ are integration constants. The caseB = 0
reproduces the earlier found Schwarzshild–(anti) de Sit-
ter metric. Asymptotically the last term of Eq. (120)
vanishes and the solution approaches (anti) de Sitter with
the cosmological constant Λ. The independent, nonva-
nishing components of the Riemann tensor at spatially
infinity for Λ = 0 are

lim
r→∞

Λ=0

R ϕ
θϕθ = −3Bm , lim

r→∞

Λ=0

R θ
θϕϕ = 3Bm sin2 θ ,

(121)
hence a nonvanishing parameter B obstructs asymptotic
flatness.
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Equation (100) gives Ḡ2X = 0 (unless B = 0 , a case
already discussed). Then Eq. (97) yields

Ḡ2

2A
= − 3mB2

r (1 +Br)
− 3 (1 + 2Br) Λ

−B
2 [11 + 72mB + 12 (1 + 6mB)Br]

2 (1 +Br)

−3B2 (1+6mB) (1+2Br) ln

∣∣∣∣
Br

1+Br

∣∣∣∣ ,(122)

or in terms of the scalar,

Ḡ2 = −6mA2B3

φ−A
− 6 (2φ−A) Λ

+AB2

(
A

φ
− 12

)
(1 + 6mB)

−6B2 (1+6mB) (2φ−A) ln
∣∣∣∣
φ−A
φ

∣∣∣∣ , (123)

and Eq. (99) is also verified.

1. Horizons and singularities

Although the leading terms of (120) at low r/m val-
ues may be negative, for negative Λ and positive B the
cosmological and logarithmical terms are positive, domi-
nating the behavior of the metric at larger distances. To
illustrate this we plot the metric function with Bm = 1
on Fig. 1. In the parameter range with negative Λ
this represents a new spacetime with one horizon. For
positive values of Λ there is no horizon, N̄2 < 0 and a
Kantowski-Sachs type geometry emerges.

A similar plot for Bm = −1 is represented on Fig. 2.
There a horizon emerges for all values of Λ, nevertheless
an intriguing feature shows up. Outside the horizon there
is a singularity generated by the blowing up of the loga-
rithmic term in Eq. (120). Outside the logarithmic sin-
gularity the spacetime is spherically symmetric for neg-
ative Λm2 values, while in the positive regime another
horizon appears, rendering the spacetime homogeneous
outside it.

The metric coefficient for Λm2 = −1 is represented as
function of the radial distance and the parameter Bm on
Fig. 3. For positive Bm values the black hole structure
emerges again. For negative values ofBm the logarithmic
singularity (positive for Bm < −1/6, negative otherwise)
appears outside the horizon, at Br = −1. This feature
has already been encountered on Fig. 2.

We illustrate this singularity for Bm = −1 and Λm2 =
−1 on Fig. 4. We checked that both the Ricci curvature
scalar and the Kretschmann scalar diverge at the log-
arithmic singularity, confirming the singularity is not a
coordinate artifact.
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FIG. 1: The metric function N̄2 represented as function of
the radial distance from the central singularity (in units of
mass) and of the parameter Λm2, for Bm = 1. For negative
values of Λ the singularity is hidden by a horizon (represented
by the intersection of N̄2 with the zero plane, depicted in
sky blue). For positive values of Λ the metric function stays
negative, representing a homogeneous spacetime with central
naked singularity.

IX. THE EINSTEIN FRAME DESCRIPTION OF

THE SOLUTIONS

In the previous section we have identified black hole,
naked singularity and homogeneous solutions for the sim-
ple Horndeski-type action

SEFT =

∫
d4x
√
−g̃
[
G2 (φ,X) +G4 (φ) R̃

]
, (124)

with the ansatz (94) of only one independent metric func-
tion. For nonconstant G4 this action is in Jordan frame,
the natural frame of the Horndeski-type theories. The
advantage of the Jordan frame is that only the metric
couples to matter (minimally), however the coupling of
the metric and scalar is intricate.
By a conformal transformation ĝab = Ω2g̃ab the expres-

sion
√−g̃R̃ generates Ω−2

√
−ĝR̂ as the only curvature

term [79]. In order to ensure a minimal coupling of the
scalar to the metric tensor, hence achieve the Einstein
frame, the conformal factor Ω2 = Ḡ4 (φ) > 0 should be
chosen. The line element conformal to (42) in the Ein-
stein frame becomes

d̂s2 = −N̂2dt2 + M̂2dr̂2 + r̂2
(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
, (125)

with the new curvature coordinate r̂ = Ḡ
1/2
4 r and new

metric functions

N̂2 = Ḡ4N̄
2 , M̂2 =

M̄2

[
1 + r

2

(
ln Ḡ4

)′]2 . (126)
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FIG. 2: The metric function N̄2 represented as function of the
radial distance from the central singularity (in units of mass)
and of the parameter Λm2, for Bm = −1. For all values of
Λ the central singularity is hidden by a horizon (represented
by the intersection of N̄2 with the zero plane, depicted in sky
blue). Another, logarithmic singularity is generated outside
the horizon, rendering the spacetime to a naked singularity.
Outside the logarithmic singularity the spacetime is spheri-
cally symmetric for negative Λm2 values, while after stepping
into the positive regime, another horizon appears, the space-
time becoming homogeneous outside it.

In deriving these we have employed the identity

1

1 + r
2

(
ln Ḡ4

)′ = 1− r̂

2

d ln Ḡ4

dr̂
. (127)

For the special cases discussed in Sec. VIII the metric be-
comes more complicated in the Einstein frame, as shown
in Table I.

Ω2 = Ḡ4 = φ Eq. for N̄2 N̂2 M̂2

(16πG)−1 (104) 1
16πG

N̄2 N̄−2

rα (110) rαN̄2 4
(2+α)2

N̄−2

A (1 +Br) (120) A (1 +Br) N̄2 4(1+Br)2

(2+3Br)2
N̄−2

TABLE I: The metric in Einstein frame in the particular cases
investigated, the Einstein frame and Jordan frame curvature

coordinates being related as r̂ = rG
1/2
4 .

X. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper we have explored the recently devel-
oped 2+1+1 decomposition of spacetime [76], based on
a nonorthogonal double foliation, for the study of spher-
ically symmetric, static solutions of a particular subclass
of the Horndeski scalar-tensor theory. This subclass con-
tains k-essence models nonminimally coupled to the met-
ric (however the coupling depends only on the scalar field,
not its derivatives).
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FIG. 3: The metric function N̄2 represented as function of the
radial distance from the central singularity (in units of mass)
and of the parameter Bm, for Λm2 = −1. For all values of
B the central singularity is hidden by a horizon (represented
by the intersection of N̄2 with the zero plane, depicted in
sky blue). For negative values of B however a logarithmic
singularity appears outside the horizon along the hyperbola
Br = −1. This singularity is positive for Bm < −1/6 (de-
picted), and negative for −1/6 < Bm < 0 (consequently for
r > 6).
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FIG. 4: The metric function N̄2 represented as function of
the radial distance from the central singularity (in units of
mass), for Bm = −1 and Λm2 = −1. The logarithmic sin-
gularity appears outside the horizon, which hides only the
central singularity.

We started the analysis by employing the approach of
the effective field theory (EFT) of modified gravity, in
which the action is conceived as a functional of a suffi-
ciently large set of scalars, constructed from metric and
embedding variables, all adapted to the nonorthogonal
2+1+1 decomposition. The choice of variables roughly
followed and generalized the earlier analysis [77], per-
formed in the orthogonal double foliation particular case,
with the notable inclusion of a nonorthogonality param-
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eter.
First, we proved that the class of Horndeski La-

grangians with G5 = 0 (the inclusion of the latter would
be incompatible with observations) can be expressed
in this EFT form (in terms of the scalars constructed
from the metric and embedding variables adapted to the
nonorthogonal double foliation).
Next, by studying the first order perturbation of the

EFT action, we derived three equations of motion for the
metric and embedding variables, which reduce to those
derived earlier in an orthogonal 2+1+1 decomposition,
and a fourth equation for the metric parameterN related
to the nonorthogonality of the foliation. An additional
equation emerged for the scalar field. As a check, we
recovered the Schwarzschild solution for the Einstein–
Hilbert action rewritten in this framework.
Then, for the Horndeski class of theories with vanishing

G3 and G5, but generic functions G2 (φ,X) (k-essence)
and G4 (φ) (scalar field dependent nonminimal coupling
to the metric) we proved the unicity theorem, according
to which no action beyond Einstein–Hilbert allows for the
Schwarzschild solution. With this, for a spherical sym-
metric and static setup, we extended the unicity theorem
previously announced in the literature, which applies for
a function G2 linear in X (asymptotycally homogeneous
in X) and asymptotical flatness.
After that, we integrated the EFT field equations for

the case with only one independent metric function. We
assumed G4 (φ) = φ, while G2 (φ,X) was fixed by the
equations of motion. We discussed in particular scalar
fields with polynomial and linear radial dependences, ob-
taining new solutions characterized by mass, tidal charge,
a parameter generalizing both, the cosmological constant
and an additional parameter. We have also written them
up as conformally related metrics in the Einstein frame.
These solutions represent naked singularities, black

holes or have the double horizon structure of the
Schwarzschild–de Sitter spacetime. Solutions with ho-
mogeneous Kantowski–Sachs type regions also emerged.
Finally, one of the solutions obtained for the function G4

linear in the curvature coordinate in certain parameter
range exhibits an intriguing logarithmic singularity lying
outside the horizon. All these solutions were asymptot-
ically nonflat (even when the cosmological constant was
switched off). Hence, the black hole solutions evade pre-
viously known unicity theorems, and exhibit scalar hair.
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Appendix A: The relation among the scalar

variables in the two bases

From Table III. and Eqs. (34) of Ref. [76], the tensorial
and vectorial embedding variables turn out to be related
as

K∗
ab =

1

c
(Kab + sLab) ,

L∗
ab =

1

c
(Lab − sKab) ,

K∗
a = Ka +

s

c
Da ln

N

cM
,

L∗
a = La +

s

c
Da ln

N

cM
, (A1)

from which the relations connecting the sets of scalars
(14) and (18) emerge:

κ
∗ =

1

c2

(
κ + 2sKabL

ab + s
2λ
)
,

λ∗ =
1

c2

(
λ− 2sKabL

ab + s
2
κ

)
,

K
∗ = K+ 2

s

c
KaDa ln

N

cM
+
(
s

c

)2 (
Da ln

N

cM

)2

,

k
∗ = k+ 2

s

c
LaDa ln

N

cM
+
(
s

c

)2(
Da ln

N

cM

)2

,

K∗ =
1

c
(K + sL) ,

L∗ =
1

c
(L− sK) , (A2)

where (DaF )
2 ≡ (DaF ) (D

aF ) for any function F .
Similarly, the scalars (12) and (13) are related through

K∗ =
1

c
(K − sL) + c

M
(∂χ −MaDa)

(N
N

)
,

L∗ =
1

c
(sK + L) + c2

N
(∂t −NaDa)

(N
N

)
. (A3)

These emerge from Table III. of Ref. [76] and the inverse
relations

na =
1

N

(
∂

∂t

)a

− s

c

1

M

(
∂

∂χ

)a

− 1

N
Na +

s

c

1

M
Ma ,

ma =
1

M

(
∂

∂χ

)a

− 1

M
Ma , (A4)
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and

la =
s

N

(
∂

∂t

)a

+
1

cM

(
∂

∂χ

)a

− s

N
Na − 1

cM
Ma ,

ka =
c

N

(
∂

∂t

)a

− c

N
Na (A5)

of Eqs. (2)-(5), giving

la − sna =
c

M

[(
∂

∂χ

)a

−Ma

]
,

sla + na =
c2

N

[(
∂

∂t

)a

−Na

]
. (A6)

Finally, from the last equality of Eq. (11) one obtains

K = k− 2c2LaDa

(N
N

)
+ c

4

[
Da

(N
N

)]2
. (A7)

Remarkably, in the particular subcase of orthogonal fo-
liations (s = 0 = N and c = 1) all starry scalars coincide
with their unstarred versions in Eqs. (A2) and (A3),
while Eq. (A7) implies a further simplification K = k,
further reducing the number of independent scalars.
For nonorthogonal foliations the number of indepen-

dent embedding scalars is reduced to 7 by Eqs. (A2)-
(A7), which also involve the three metric components N ,
M , and N .

Appendix B: The decomposed Horndeski

Lagrangian in the (n,m) basis

We give in this appendix the expressions of �̃φ and
LH′

4 in terms of the kinematical quantities arising in the
(n,m) basis. For this first we calculate

∇̃a∇̃bφ = s
√
X
(
Kab + 2m(aKb) +mambK − naab

+nambL∗) + c
√
X (L∗

ab + naL∗
b + nbKa

+nanbL∗ +mab
∗
b +manbK) +

√
Xnb∇̃as

+
√
Xmb∇̃ac+

1

2X
(sna + cma) (snb + cmb)

×∇̃cφ∇̃cX +
√
X (snb + cmb) (sn

c + cmc)

×
(
na∇̃cs+ma∇̃cc

)
+
√
X (cna + sma)

× (snb + cmb) (cK − sL∗) +
√
X (snb + cmb)

×
[
sc (Ka − L∗

a) + s
2Da (lnN)

−c
2Da (lnM)

]
. (B1)

Hence,

�̃φ =
∇̃aφ∇̃aX

2X
+
√
X [s (K +K)

+c (L∗ − L∗)+c
2 (cna + sma) ∇̃a

s

c

]
(B2)

and

LH′

4 = G4

[
R+KabK

ab − L∗
abL

∗ab −K2 + (L∗)
2
]

+2
√
XG4φ [s (K +K) + c (L∗ − L∗)

+c
2 (cna + sma) ∇̃a

s

c

]

− (G4 − 2XG4X) [2KK+ 2L∗L∗

−2
(
Ka + c

2Da s

c

)(
Ka + c

2Da
s

c

)

+2c2 (cK + sL∗) (sna + cma) ∇̃a
s

c

−2c2 (cL∗+sK) (cna + sma) ∇̃a
s

c

−Db

(
ln
N

c

)
Db ln (cM)

]

+2XG4X

[
s
2KabK

ab + c
2L∗

abL
∗ab − s

2K2

−c
2 (L∗)2 + 2scL∗

abK
ab − 2scL∗K

]
. (B3)

These equations, when compared with Eqs. (26) and
(31), clearly show that the Hordenski action takes simpler
form in terms of the kinematical quantities defined in the
(k, l) basis. This is because the scalar function φ depends
only on χ; therefore it is adapted to la.

Appendix C: The field equations in the (n,m) basis

By choosing the (n,m) basis as primary, the action is
naturally rewritten as depending on the variables

SEFT (2) [N , N,M,K,K,K,κ,L∗, L∗, λ∗, R, φ] . (C1)

This action depends on the scalar φ, the metric vari-
ables (N , N,M), the induced curvature scalar R and the
embedding scalars (K,K,K,κ,L∗, L∗, λ∗) related to the
(n,m) basis. Beside switching the starry / nonstarry
variables when going from the (k, l) basis to the (n,m)
basis the only step needing additional explanation is the
change of the variable k into K, as the complementary
variables k∗ into K∗ are not formed from normal fun-
damental forms. Note that cf. Appendix A the set
(K,K,K,κ,L∗, L∗, λ∗) cannot be transformed to the al-
ternative set (K∗, k,K∗,κ∗,L, L, λ) employed in the main
part of the paper without the use of the new variables
KabL

ab and LaDa

(
N
N

)
appearing in the transformations

(A2) and (A7), respectively.

A similar variation procedure of the EFT action (C1)
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as described in Sec. V yields the following field equations:

L
EFT (2)
N +

∂r

(
r2L

EFT (2)
K

)

r2N̄M̄
− 2L

EFT (2)
K

rN̄M̄
= 0 ,

L̄EFT (2) + N̄L
EFT (2)
N +

DrL
EFT (2)
L∗

M̄
= 0 ,

L̄EFT (2) + M̄L
EFT (2)
M − 2F (2)

rM̄
+
∂rN̄

M̄N̄
L
EFT (2)
L∗ = 0 ,

L̄EFT (2) − DrF (2)

M̄
− 2L

EFT (2)
R

r2
= 0 , (C2)

where

Dr =
2

r
+
∂rN̄

N̄
+ ∂r ,

F (2) = L
EFT (2)
L∗ +

2

M̄r
L
EFT (2)
λ∗ . (C3)

It is not simple to show the equivalence of these to the set
(71)-(74), although the last three equations are formally
quite similar in the two approaches and both reduce to
the same set in the orthogonal double foliation limit. The
comparison is nontrivial as LEFT and LEFT (2) depend on
different sets of variables (and there is need for additional
variables to relate them, as emphasized above). Beside
also they differ by total covariant divergencies (obvious
from the procedure they were derived). Taking into ac-
count these should lead to the same set of solutions.

[1] G. W. Horndeski, Second-order scalar-tensor field equa-
tions in a four-dimensional space, Int. J. Theor. Phys.
10, 363 (1974).

[2] C. Deffayet, X. Gao, D. A. Steer, and G. Zahariade,
From k-essence to generalized Galileons, Phys. Rev. D
84, 064039 (2011) [arXiv:1103.3260 [hep-th]].

[3] J. Gleyzes, D. Langlois, F. Piazza, and F. Vernizzi, New
Class of Consistent Scalar-Tensor Theories, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 114, 211101 (2015) [arXiv:1404.6495 [hep-th]].

[4] J. Gleyzes, D. Langlois, F. Piazza, and F. Vernizzi, Es-
sential building blocks of dark energy, J. Cosmol. As-
tropart. Phys. 08 (2013) 025 [arXiv:1304.4840 [hep-th]].

[5] R. Kimura, T. Kobayashi, and K. Yamamoto, Vainshtein
screening in a cosmological background in the most gen-
eral second-order scalar-tensor theory, Phys. Rev. D 85,
024023 (2012) [arXiv:1111.6749 [astro-ph.CO]].

[6] R. Kase and S. Tsujikawa, Screening the fifth force in
the Horndeski’s most general scalar-tensor theories, J.
Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 08 (2013) 054 [arXiv:1306.6401
[gr-qc]].

[7] K. Koyama, G. Niz, and G. Tasinato, Effective theory
for the Vainshtein mechanism from the Horndeski action,
Phys. Rev. D 88, 021502(R) (2013) [arXiv:1305.0279
[hep-th]].

[8] LIGO Scientific and Virgo Collaborations, Fermi
Gamma-ray burst monitor, and INTEGRAL, Gravita-
tional waves and gamma-rays from a binary neutron star
merger: GW170817 and GRB170817A, Astrophys. J.
Lett. 848, L13 (2017) [arXiv:1710.05834 [astro-ph.HE]].

[9] T. Baker, E. Bellini, P. G. Ferreira, M. Lagos, J. Noller,
and I. Sawicki, Strong Constraints on Cosmological Grav-
ity from GW170817 and GRB 170817A, Phys. Rev. Lett.
119, 251301 (2017) [arXiv:1710.06394 [astro-ph.CO]].

[10] J. M. Ezquiaga and M. Zumalacárregui, Dark Energy
after GW170817: Dead Ends and the Road Ahead, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 119, 251304 (2017) [arXiv:1710.05901 [astro-
ph.CO]].

[11] P. Creminelli and F. Vernizzi, Dark Energy after
GW170817 and GRB170817A, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119,
251302 (2017) [arXiv:1710.05877 [astro-ph.CO]].

[12] J. Sakstein and B. Jain, Implications of the Neu-
tron Star Merger GW170817 for Cosmological Scalar-
Tensor Theories, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 251303 (2017)
[arXiv:1710.05893 [astro-ph.CO]].

[13] R. Kase and S. Tsujikawa, Dark energy in Horndeski the-
ories after GW170817: A review, Int. J. Mod. Phys. Vol.
28, No. 05, 1942005 (2019) [arXiv:1809.08735 [gr-qc]].

[14] C. Deffayet, O. Pujolas, I. Sawicki, and A. Vikman, Im-
perfect dark energy from kinetic gravity braiding, J. Cos-
mol. Astropart. Phys. 10, 026 (2010) [arXiv:1008.0048
[hep-th]].

[15] A. Padilla and V. Sivanesan, Boundary terms and junc-
tion conditions for generalized scalar-tensor theories, J.
High Energy Phys. 8 (2012) 122 [arXiv:1206.1258 [gr-qc]].

[16] S. Nishi, T. Kobayashi, N. Tanahashi, and M. Yam-
aguchi, Cosmological matching conditions and galilean
genesis in Horndeski’s theory, J. Cosmol. Astropart.
Phys. 03, (2014) 008 [arXiv:1401.1045 [hep-th]].

[17] C. Barrabés and W. Israel, Thin shells in general relativ-
ity and cosmology: The lightlike limit, Phys. Rev. D 43,

1129 (1991).
[18] E. Poisson, A Relativist’s Toolkit: The Mathematics

of Black-Hole Mechanics (Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge, England 2004).

[19] B. Racskó and L. Á. Gergely, The Lanczos equation on
light-like hypersurfaces in a cosmologically viable class
of kinetic gravity braiding theories, Symmetry 11, 616
(2019) [arXiv:2006.13247 [gr-qc]].

[20] C. Brans and C. H. Dicke, Mach’s principle and a rela-
tivistic theory of gravitation, Phys. Rev. 124, 925 (1961).

[21] R. Penrose, On Gravitational Collapse, p. 545-557 in
Contemporary Physics Vol. 1., Proceedings of the Trieste
Symposium 1968, Eds. L. Fonda, A. Salam (International
Atomic Energy Agency, Vienna 1969).

[22] R. Penrose, Lecture at Fifth Texas Symposium on Rela-
tivistic Astrophysics, Austin, Texas, December 16 (1970);
P. Hajicek, Report on the Fifth Texas Symposium on
Relativistic Astrophysics, Gen. Rel. Grav. 2, 173 (1971).

[23] K. S. Thorne and J. J. Dykla, Black holes in the Dicke-
Brans theory of gravity, Astrophys. J. 166, L35 (1971).

http://arxiv.org/abs/1103.3260
http://arxiv.org/abs/1404.6495
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.4840
http://arxiv.org/abs/1111.6749
http://arxiv.org/abs/1306.6401
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.0279
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.05834
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.06394
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.05901
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.05877
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.05893
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.08735
http://arxiv.org/abs/1008.0048
http://arxiv.org/abs/1206.1258
http://arxiv.org/abs/1401.1045
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.13247


18

[24] S. W. Hawking, Black holes in the Brans-Dicke theory of
gravitation, Commun. Math. Phys. 25, 167 (1972).

[25] C. Brans, Mach’s Principle and a varying gravitational
constant, Ph.D. Thesis, Princeton University, Princeton
New Jersey (1961).

[26] C. Brans, Mach’s principle and a relativistic theory of
gravitation. II, Phys. Rev. 125, 2194 (1962).

[27] R. N. Tiwari and B. K. Nayak, Class of the Brans-Dicke
Maxwell fields, Phys. Rev. D 14, 2502 (1976).

[28] B. K. Nayak and R. N. Tiwari, Axisymmetric stationary
Brans-Dicke vacuum fields, J. Math. Phys. (N.Y.) 18,
289 (1977).

[29] T. Singh and L. N. Rai, Stationary axially symmetric
Brans-Dicke-Maxwell fields, Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 11, 37
(1979).

[30] T. Singh and L.N. Rai, On stationary axially symmet-
ric Einstein–Maxwell scalar and Brans–Dicke–Maxwell
fields, J. Math. Phys. (N.Y) 22, 136 (1981).

[31] H. Kim, New black hole solutions in Brans-Dicke
theory of gravity, Phys. Rev. D 60, 024001 (1999)
[arXiv:gr-qc/9811012].

[32] J. Overduin, M. Coplan, K. Wilcomb, and R. C. Henry,
Curvature invariants for charged and rotating black
holes, Universe 6, 22 (2020).

[33] M. Campanelli and C. O. Lousto, Are black holes
in Brans-Dicke theory precisely the same as in gen-
eral relativity? Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 02, 451 (1993)
[arXiv:gr-qc/9301013].

[34] M. A. Scheel, S. L. Shapiro, and S. A. Teukolsky, Collapse
to black holes in Brans-Dicke theory: I. Horizon bound-
ary conditions for dynamical spacetimes, Phys. Rev. D
51, 4208 (1995) [arXiv:gr-qc/9411025].

[35] M. A. Scheel, S. L. Shapiro, and S. A. Teukolsky, Col-
lapse to black holes in Brans-Dicke theory: II. Compari-
son with general relativity, Phys. Rev. D 51, 4236 (1995)
[arXiv:gr-qc/9411026].

[36] J. D. Bekenstein, Novel “no-scalar-hair” theorem for
black holes, Phys. Rev. D 51, R6608 (1995).

[37] T. Hertog, Towards a novel no-hair theorem for
black holes, Phys. Rev. D 74, 084008 (2006)
[arXiv:gr-qc/0608075].

[38] B. Bertotti, L. Iess, and P. Tortora, A test of general
relativity using radio links with the Cassini spacecraft,
Nature (London) 425, 374 (2003).

[39] T. P. Sotiriou and V. Faraoni, Black Holes in Scalar-
Tensor Gravity, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 081103 (2012)
[arXiv:1109.6324[gr-qc]].

[40] S. Carloni, P. K. S. Dunsby, The 1 + 1 + 2 formalism
for scalar-tensor gravity, Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 48, 136
(2016) [arXiv:1306.2473 [gr-qc]].

[41] L. Hui and A. Nicolis, A No-Hair Theorem for
the Galileon, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 241104 (2013)
[arXiv:1202.1296 [hep-th]].

[42] T. P. Sotiriou and S-Y Zhou, Black Hole Hair in General-
ized Scalar-Tensor Gravity, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 251102
(2014) [arXiv:1312.3622 [gr-qc]].

[43] E. Babichev and C. Charmousis, Dressing a black hole
with a time-dependent Galileon, J. High Energy Phys.
08, (2014) 106 [arXiv:1312.3204 [gr-qc]].

[44] M. Minamitsuji, Black hole quasinormal modes in a
scalar-tensor theory with field derivative coupling to the
Einstein tensor, Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 46, 1785 (2014)
[arXiv:1407.4901 [gr-qc]].

[45] E. Babichev and G. Esposito-Farèse, Cosmological self-

tuning and local solutions in generalized Horndeski the-
ories, Phys. Rev. D 95, 024020 (2017) [arXiv:1609.09798
[gr-qc]].

[46] H. O. Silva, J. Sakstein, L. Gualtieri, T. P. Sotiriou, and
E. Berti, Spontaneous Scalarization of Black Holes and
Compact Stars from a Gauss-Bonnet Coupling, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 120, 131104 (2018) [arXiv:1711.02080 [gr-qc]].

[47] M. Minamitsuji and H. Motohashi, Stealth Schwarzschild
solution in shift symmetry breaking theories, Phys. Rev.
D 98, 084027 (2018) [arXiv:1809.06611 [gr-qc]].

[48] H. Motohashi and M. Minamitsuji, Exact black hole so-
lutions in shift-symmetric quadratic degenerate higher-
order scalar-tensor theories, Phys. Rev. D 99, 064040
(2019) [arXiv:1901.04658 [gr-qc]].

[49] M. Minamitsuji and J. Edholm, Black hole solu-
tions in shift-symmetric degenerate higher-order scalar-
tensor theories, Phys. Rev. D 100, 044053 (2019)
[arXiv:1907.02072 [gr-qc]].

[50] J. B. Achour and H. Liu, Hairy Schwarzschild-
(A)dS black hole solutions in DHOST theories be-
yond shift symmetry, Phys. Rev. D 99, 064042 (2019)
[arXiv:1811.05369 [gr-qc]].

[51] C. Charmousis, M. Crisostomi, R. Gregory, and N. Ster-
gioulas, Rotating black holes in higher order gravity,
Phys. Rev. D 100, 084020 (2019) [arXiv:1903.05519 [hep-
th]].

[52] R. C. Bernardo, J. Celestial, and I. Vega, Stealth black
holes in shift symmetric kinetic gravity braiding, Phys.
Rev. D 101, 024036 (2020) [arXiv:1911.01847 [gr-qc]].

[53] K. Takahashi and H. Motohashi, General relativity so-
lutions with stealth scalar hair in quadratic higher-order
scalar-tensor theories, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 06

(2020) 034 [arXiv:2004.03883 [gr-qc]].
[54] E. Babichev, C. Charmousis, and A. Lehébel, Asymp-
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