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We consider a modified gravity model which we call “dynamical Henneaux-Teitelboim gravity”
because of its close relationship with the Henneaux-Teitelboim formulation of unimodular gravity.
The latter is a fully diffeomorphism-invariant formulation of unimodular gravity, where full diffeo-
morphism invariance is achieved by introducing two additional non-dynamical fields: a scalar, which
plays the role of a cosmological constant, and a three-form whose exterior derivative is the space-
time volume element. Dynamical Henneaux-Teitelboim gravity is a generalization of this model that
includes kinetic terms for both the scalar and the three-form with arbitrary couplings. We study
the field equations for the cases of spherically symmetric and homogeneous, isotropic configurations.
In the spherically symmetric case, we solve the field equations analytically for small values of the
coupling to obtain an approximate black hole solution. In the homogeneous and isotropic case, we
perturb around de Sitter space to find an approximate cosmological background for our model.

I. INTRODUCTION

A. Overview

Cosmic inflation solves a number of fundamental prob-
lems in cosmology by positing an early period of rapid
expansion driven by a constant part of the stress energy
tensor—it provides a framework for explaining why the
observable universe is nearly flat and isotropic [1–3], and
gives a mechanism for large-scale structure to form from
density perturbations in the early universe [4]. Mean-
while, the present cosmological epoch is dominated by
dark energy that is usually attributed to a cosmologi-
cal constant, albeit a vastly smaller one [5, 6]. In light
of these facts, as well as the recent controversy over the
Hubble tension [7, 8], and the long-standing cosmological
constant problems [9–11], simple modifications of general
relativity where the cosmological constant is promoted to
a dynamical field are worthy of consideration.

One route to accomplishing this is to consider modified
gravity models where the Bianchi identities no longer im-
ply conservation of the stress energy tensor, but only the
weaker condition that the divergence of the stress tensor
is a total derivative. A minimal modification of general
relativity in which this can be achieved is unimodular
gravity [12]. In the standard formulation of unimodular
gravity, the spacetime volume element is constrained to
be equal to a prescribed background density, with the
result that the equations of motion become the trace-free
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Einstein equations

Rµν − 1
4Rgµν = κ(Tµν − 1

4Tgµν), κ = 8πGN . (1)

Taking the divergence of (1) and using the contracted
Bianchi identity ∇µRµν = 1

2 ∇νR, leads to

∇µTµν = 1
4∇ν(R+ κT ). (2)

If one imposes conservation of the stress tensor, then we
learn that Λ ≡ 1

4 (R + κT ) is a constant, which is just
the pure-trace part of the Einstein equations, in which
case unimodular gravity is classically equivalent to gen-
eral relativity. However, if we are willing to consider
non-conserved stress tensors, then unimodular gravity
is physically distinct from general relativity even at the
classical level.1 Some recent proposals for modified grav-
ity models that draw on ideas from unimodular grav-
ity and topological field theory lead to the same type
of non-conservation of the stress tensor, and consequent
fluctuations in the effective cosmological constant[14–16].
Here, we promote the cosmological constant to a dynam-
ical field by considering a minimal modification of a fully
diffeomorphism invariant, background independent refor-
mulation of unimodular gravity due to Henneaux and
Teitelboim [17] and we study the implications for spher-
ically symmetric black holes and homegeneous, isotropic
cosmology.

The paper is structured as follows: in section I B, we
give a brief review of unimodular gravity; in section II, we

1 For a recent review of the sometimes subtle differences between
unimodular gravity and general relativity, see [13].
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introduce dynamical Henneaux-Teitelboim gravity; sec-
tion III is devoted to the study of spherically symmetric
black holes, and in section IV we take a first look at the
implications of dynamical Henneaux-Teitelboim gravity
for a simple homogeneous, isotropic cosmological model.

B. Unimodular Gravity

The action for unimodular gravity is simply the
Einstein-Hilbert action where the spacetime volume el-
ement

√
−g has been replaced with a fixed background

density ϵ:

SUMG =
∫

M
ϵ

(
1

2κR(g) + LM (g, ψ)
)
d4x, (3)

where gµν is a metric satisfying
√

−g = ϵ, and ψ rep-
resents any matter fields that are present. Varying (3)
with respect to gµν leads to the trace-free Einstein equa-
tion (1). The introduction of the background density ϵ
breaks diffeomorphism invariance down to transverse dif-
feomorphism invariance—i.e., invariance with respect to
diffemorphisms generated by vector fields ξ satisfying

Lξ(ϵ d4x) = 0. (4)

In order to preserve full diffeomorphism invariance
while retaining the spirit of unimodular gravity, Hen-
neaux and Teitelboim [17] considered the action2

SHT = 1
κ

∫
Vol(g)

(
1
2R(g) − φ+ κLM (g, ψ)

)
+ φdH,

(5)
where φ is a scalar, H is a three-form, and Vol(g) =√

−g d4x is the volume form associated with gµν . Vary-
ing with respect to gµν gives the full set of Einstein’s
equations with φ playing the role of the cosmological con-
stant:

Rµν − 1
2Rgµν + φgµν = κTµν . (6)

On the other hand, varying with respect to H leads to
dφ = 0, so the gravitational equations of motion are
equivalent to the usual Einstein equations. Finally, vary-
ing with respect to φ gives Vol(g) = dH, so while H is
varied in the action, it can be thought of as a potential
for the spacetime volume in much the same way that ϵ
fixes the spacetime volume in the standard formulation of
unimodular gravity. Since there are no background struc-
tures, the action (5) is invariant under the full group of
diffeomorphisms. There is also a gauge symmetry under
H → H + dΩ for any two-form Ω.

2 Smolin has shown in [18] that certain aspects of the cosmological
constant problem can be resolved using path integral methods
based on the action (5).

In addition to restoring background independence and
full diffeomorphism invariance, the Henneaux-Teitelboim
formulation of unimodular gravity automatically has a
conserved stress tensor, unlike the standard formulation.
However, if one introduces additional terms into the La-
grangian that couple the new fields φ and H to the met-
ric, this may no longer be the case. As we shall see in
the following section, introducing kinetic terms for both
φ and H is sufficient to violate conservation of the stress
tensor just enough to induce fluctuations in the effec-
tive cosmological constant φ, although including a kinetic
term for just one of them is not.

II. DYNAMICAL HENNEAUX-TEITELBOIM
GRAVITY

We now consider “dynamical Henneaux-Teitelboim
gravity,” defined by the action

SDHT = SHT − α

∫
dH ∧ ∗dH − β

∫
dφ ∧ ∗dφ, (7)

which enjoys the same symmetries as the Henneaux-
Teitelboim formulation of unimodular gravity—it is
background independent and fully diffeomorphism-
invariant, and it retains the gauge symmetry H →
H + dΩ for any two-form Ω. Here, and for the remain-
der of the article we use geometrized units c = GN = 1,
which renders κ dimensionless, and gives the action di-
mensions of (length)2. As a result, α acquires dimensions
of (length)−2, while β ∼ (length)4.

Varying (7) with respect to gµν leads to the Einstein
field equations with the dynamical field φ playing the
role of the cosmological constant, and where the stress
tensor gets contributions from the old matter Lagrangian
LM (g, ψ), as well as the kinetic terms for H and φ:

Rµν − 1
2Rgµν + φgµν = κTµν , (8)

Tµν = T (ψ)
µν + T (φ)

µν + T (H)
µν , (9)

where

T (ψ)
µν = − 2√

−g
∂LM
∂gµν

+ gµνLM , (10)

T (φ)
µν = −β

(
∇µφ∇νφ− 1

2gµν∇ρφ∇ρφ

)
, (11)

T (H)
µν = −αQ̃

2

|g|
gµν , (12)

with Q = dH, and Q̃ = 1
4!Qabcdϵ

abcd. The trace-free part
of the gravitational equation (8) is just the trace-free Ein-
stein equation (1), which, as we noted in the introduc-
tion, implies that the divergence of the stress tensor is a
total derivative ∇µTµν = 1

4 ∇ν(R + κT ). On the other
hand, the pure trace part of (8) is simply φ = 1

4 (R+κT ).
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Putting these together gives

∇νφ = ∇µTµν . (13)

So we see that fluctuations in φ are sourced by non-
conservation of the stress tensor of precisely the type we
have alluded to. As for the scalar and three-form equa-
tions of motion, we can vary (7) with respect to φ to
obtain

dH = Vol(g) − 2βd ∗ dφ, (14)

while varying (7) with respect to H gives

dφ− 2αd ∗ dH = 0. (15)

Taking the Hodge star of (14) and inserting the result
into (15) leads to

d(φ+ 4αβ□φ) = 0, (16)

while taking the Hodge star of (15) and plugging into
(14) gives

d(H + 4αβd†dH) = Vol(g), (17)

where d† ≡ ∗ d ∗. From equations (16) and (17), we
see that if either α = 0 or β = 0, then we recover
dH = Vol(g) and dφ = 0, and the model is equivalent
to the Henneaux-Teitelboim formulation of unimodular
gravity. However, when αβ ̸= 0, we obtain non-trivial
dynamics for φ.

III. BLACK HOLES

We would like to investigate the implications of this
model for black holes. Our approach is similar to [19], in
which metrics for black holes and other compact objects
were studied for the general case of unimodular gravity
with a non-conserved stress tensor, although here we fo-
cus on the black holes solutions of dynamical Henneaux-
Teitelboim gravity in particular. For this, we consider
the static, spherically symmetric ansatz

ds2 = −A(r)dt2 +B(r)dr2 + r2dΩ2
2, (18)

H = h(r) sin θ dt ∧ dθ ∧ dϕ, (19)
φ = φ(r), (20)

where the ansatz for H is the most general spherically
symmetric, static three-form up to gauge transforma-
tions, and dΩ2

2 = dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2 is the round metric
on the unit two-sphere. Additionally, we will only con-
sider contributions to the stress tensor from H and φ,
i.e., we will set LM = 0 in (7).

Since the stress tensor for H is pure trace, it will be
convenient to divide the Einstein equations into trace-
free and pure trace parts. The trace-free equations are

(1), while the pure-trace equation is

φ = 1
4(R+ κT ), (21)

where

R = 1
2r2A2B2

[
r2BA′2 + r2AA′B′ − 2rAB (rA′′ + 2A′)

+ 4A2 (
rB′ +B2 −B

) ]
(22)

and

T =
(
β
φ′2

B
− 4αh′2

ABr4

)
(23)

for the static, spherically symmetric ansatz (18)-(20).
Similarly, the trace-free equations reduce to

u+ 1
2rAB2 (AB′ +A′B) = −κβ

4B (φ′)2 (24)

−u+ 1
2rAB2 (AB′ +A′B) = −3 κβ4B (φ′)2 (25)

u = βκ

4B (φ′)2 (26)

where we have defined

u = 1
8r2A2B2

(
2ABA′′r2 −AB′A′r2 −B(A′)2r2

+ 4A2B2 − 4A2B
)
. (27)

In the above, (24), (25) and (26) are the tt, rr and θθ
components of the trace-free Einstein equations, while
the ϕϕ component is identical to the θθ component, and
all the off-diagonal components vanish. Equations (24)-
(26) are linearly dependent: by either subtracting (26)
from (24) or adding (26) to (25), we obtain

1
2rAB2 (AB′ +A′B) = − κβ

2B (φ′)2 (28)

which can be integrated to give

AB = e
−κβ

∫ r

r0
r̃φ′(r̃)2dr̃ ≡ ef(r). (29)

Inserting the above into (26) and using (27) leads to

1
4A

′′ + 1
8βκrA

′φ′2 − A

2r2 + 1
2r2 e

f(r) = βκ

4 (φ′)2A. (30)

Doing the same for the trace part of the Einstein equation
(21), (22), (23) and inserting the result into (30) gives

−A′

r
−A

(
1
r2 − κβφ′2

2

)
+

(
1
r2 − φ

)
ef(r) = ακ

r4 h
′2,

(31)

which is a first-order linear equation for A(r). The gen-
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eral solution is

A(r) = 1
r
e

f(r)
2

(∫ r

ℓ

e
1
2 f(R) (

1 −G(R)R2)
dR− 2m

)
(32)

where the mass m appears as an integration constant,
the lower endpoint of integration ℓ =

√
3

Λ0
, and Λ0 is

fixed by matching to the (A)dS-Schwarzschild metric in
the “decoupling limit,” on which we expand below, and
we have defined

G(r) = φ+ ακ

r4 e
−f(r)h′2. (33)

From (14) and (15), we notice that we can recover
the (A)dS-Schwarzschild metric in the limit as β → 0,
1/α → 0 and 1/(αβ) → 0, which we call the decoupling
limit. Notice that this limit does not reduce the order of
the equation of motions for the scalar φ (16) or for the
three form H (17). In this case, equation (14) leads to
dH = Vol(g) and consequently d ∗ dH = 0 in equation
(15). Then equation (17) is redundant, while equation
(16) becomes d□φ = 0 for which φ = constant is a con-
sistent solution. When dH = Vol(g), the stress energy
tensor for H, is just a constant times the metric, which
can be absorbed into the cosmological constant. At the
level of the action, we can integrate out H by insert-
ing the solution to the equation of motion for φ which
is dH = Vol(g). Then, the gauge kinetic term just be-
comes SH = α

∫
Vol(g), which contributes as a cosmo-

logical constant term. We now turn our attention to the
equations of motion (16), (17) for H and φ. In order to
make progress, through the decoupling limit, we replace
gµν in equations (16), (17) with the (A)dS-Schwarzschild
metric, g(0)

µν . Now the equation of motion for H (17) can
be integrated once to give

h(r) − 4αβA0(r)
(
h′′(r) − 2h′(r)

r

)
= 1

3r
3 + C, (34)

where A0(r) = 1 − 2m
r − Λ

3 r
2 is the metric function for

an (A)dS-Schwarzschild black hole. This is a linear, in-
homogeneous equation for h(r), so the general solution
is of the form

h(r) = h0(r) + hp(r), (35)

where h0(r) is the solution of the homogeneous equation
and hp(r) is a particular solution. One can check that
hp(r) = 1

3r
3 +C is a satisfactory particular solution. The

corresponding homogeneous equation can be solved using
the method of Frobenius—i.e., we make a generalized
power series ansatz

h0(r) =
∞∑
n=0

cnr
−n+q. (36)

The allowed values of q and coefficients cn are calculated

in A. Since the equation is second order, we find two
possible values for q corresponding to the two linearly
independent solutions of the homogeneous equation cor-
responding to (34):

q = q± ≡ 3
2 ± 3

2

√
1 − 1

3Λαβ . (37)

Now the solution to the homogeneous equation becomes

h0(r) =
∞∑
n=0

c+
n r

−n+q+ +
∞∑
n=0

c−
n r

−n+q− , (38)

where the coefficients are determined by the following
base cases and recursion relation

c±
1 = 0 (39)

c±
2 = c±

0 4αβ q±(q± − 3)
4Λαβ

3 (q± − 2)(q± − 5) + 1
(40)

c±
n = 4αβ

1 + 4αβΛ
3 (−n+ q±)(−n+ q± − 3)

×[
c±
n−2(−n+ q± + 2)(−n+ q± − 1) (41)

−2m c±
n−3(−n+ q± + 3)(−n+ q±)

]
, n > 2.

The scalar field equation of motion is given by

φ− 4αβ
(
A′ + 2

r
A

)
φ′ − 4αβAφ′′ = Λ, (42)

where A and φ both depend on the radius r. Again,
we work around the Schwarzschild-(A)dS metric A(r) =
A0(r), and apply the method of Frobenius, with our
ansatz given by

φ− Λ =
∞∑
n=0

anr
−n+s. (43)

We once again refer the reader to appendix A for the
computation of the allowed values of s and the coefficients
an. The roots of the indicial equation are

s = s± ≡ −3
2 ± 3

2

√
1 − 1

3Λαβ , (44)

so again, we have two independent solutions, as we would
expect for a second order equation. Now the solution
becomes

φ = Λ +
∞∑
n=0

a+
n r

−n+s+ +
∞∑
n=0

a−
n r

−n+s− , (45)
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where the coefficients are

a±
1 = 0 (46)

a±
2 =

a±
0

(
2s± + 3

4Λαβ

)
2Λ
3 (2s± + 1)

(47)

a±
n = 1

Λ
3 (−n+ s±)(−n+ s± + 3) + 1

4αβ
×[

a±
n−2(−n+ s± + 2)(−n+ s± + 3) (48)

−2m a±
n−3(−n+ s± + 3)2

]
, n > 2.

Note that ℜ(s±) < 0 for all values of Λ, α and β, so
that limr→∞ φ(r) = Λ, with s± being real for Λ < 0 or
Λ ≥ 1

3αβ . On the interval 0 < Λ < 1
3αβ , s± become

complex, including the physically realistic case when Λ
is small and positive. One might worry that such a situ-
ation precludes a physically meaningful solution for the
most relevant region of parameter space, however this is
not the case. So far, we have been assuming that the
integration constants a+

0 and a−
0 are real and indepen-

dent, but they still define a solution of the homogeneous
equation even when they are complex, albeit a generi-
cally complex-valued one. If we instead take a−

0 = ā+
0 ,

then φ is real when s± are complex conjugates. After
some algebra, one finds the explicitly real form

φ = Λ +
∞∑
n=0

2r−n+ℜ(s+) [
wn cos

(
ℑ(s+) ln(r)

)
− zn sin

(
ℑ(s+) ln(r)

)]
. (49)

where wn = ℜ(a+
n ) and zn = ℑ(a+

n ). The series ex-
pansions above completely characterize the solutions for
φ and H in the asymptotic region. However, the series
will not converge for all values of r. We will provide ex-
pressions for the radii of convergence of all of our series
solutions at the end of this section. With this in mind,
we now search for a solution to the equations of motion
for small r.
The equation of motion for h(r) is still given by (34),
but now we guess a power series of the form h0(r) =
∞∑
n=0

c̃nr
n+q̃. The indicial equation is simply q̃(q̃− 3) = 0,

giving the two roots q̃1 = 3 and q̃2 = 0. In general, the
full solution for the case of roots q̃1 > q̃2 differing by an
integer is given by

h0(r) =
∞∑
n=0

c̃nr
n+q̃1 + k ln(r)

∞∑
n=0

c̃nr
n+q̃1 +

∞∑
n=0

d̃nr
n+q̃2 ,

(50)
where the procedure for determining the coefficients d̃n
depends on whether or not k vanishes. If k does van-
ish, the d̃n can be obtained using the usual recurrence
relation, and otherwise they must be computed using a
more complicated approach. In general, the value of k is

determined by

k = lim
q̃→q̃2

(q̃ − q̃2)c̃q̃1−q̃2(q̃). (51)

For this particular differential equation, the recurrence
relation for general q̃ is given by

c̃1(q̃) = c̃2(q̃) = 0 (52)

c̃n+3(q̃) = 1
8αβm(n+ 3 + q̃)(n+ q̃) ×[
4αβc̃n+2(n+ 2 + q̃)(n− 1 + q̃) (53)

−c̃n(1 + 4αβΛ
3 (n+ q̃)(n− 3 + q̃))

]
, n ≥ 0,

from which we conclude that

k = lim
q̃→0

q̃ c̃3(q̃) = 0. (54)

Hence, the general solution becomes

h0(r) =
∞∑
n=0

c̃nr
n+3 +

∞∑
n=0

d̃nr
n, (55)

where the coefficients are given by:

c̃1 = c̃2 = 0 (56)

c̃n+3 =
4αβc̃n+2(n+ 5)(n+ 2) − c̃n(1 + 4αβΛ

3 (n+ 3)n)
8αβm(n+ 6)(n+ 3) ,

(57)

and

d̃1 = d̃2 = 0 (58)

d̃n+3 =
4αβd̃n+2(n+ 2)(n− 1) − d̃n(1 + 4αβΛ

3 n(n− 3))
8αβm(n+ 3)n ,

(59)

with n ≥ 0. The equation of motion for φ(r) is given
by (42), but now we guess a power series of the form
φ(r) = Λ +

∞∑
n=0

ãnr
n+s̃. The indicial equation is

s̃2 = 0, (60)

giving repeated root s̃1 = s̃2 = 0, while the recurrence
relation for general s̃ is given by

ã1(s̃) = ã2(s̃) = 0 (61)

ãn+3(s̃) = 1
2m(n+ s̃+ 3)2 ×[
ãn+2(n+ s̃+ 2)(n+ s̃+ 3) (62)

−ãn
( 1

4αβ + Λ
3 (n+ s̃)(n+ s̃+ 3)

)]
, n ≥ 0.

In the special case of a repeated root, the solution takes
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the general form

φ(r) = Λ +
∞∑
n=0

ãnr
n+s̃

+ K̃
(

ln(r)
∞∑
n=0

ãnr
n+s̃ +

∞∑
n=1

b̃nr
n+s̃

)
(63)

where K̃ is an integration constant. Here the coefficients
an are given by

ã1 = ã2 = 0 (64)

ãn+3 =
ãn+2(n+ 2)(n+ 3) − ãn( 1

4αβ + Λ
3 n(n+ 3))

2m(n+ 3)2 ,

(65)

and the coefficients bn are related to the an by

b̃n = d

ds̃
ãn(s̃)

∣∣∣
s̃=0

, (66)

with n ≥ 0.
The radius of convergence of each power series solution

is the distance in the complex plane between the point
around which the series is expanded and the nearest other
regular singular point of the differential equation. For
both (34) and (42), the regular singular points are located
at r = 0, r = ∞, and the zeros of A0(r). Thus, the radii
of convergence are determined by the roots of a general
depressed cubic equation

r3 − 3
Λr + 6m

Λ = 0 (67)

with discriminant

∆ = 1
Λ3 − 9m2

Λ2 . (68)

The roots can be written as

R1 = S+ + S− (69)

R± = −1
2R1 ± 1

2 i
√

3(S+ − S−) (70)

where

S± = 3

√
−3m

Λ ±
(

− 1
Λ3 + 9m2

Λ2

)1/2
.

If Λ < 0, the discriminant is always negative and
R1 will be real, while R± are complex conjugates.
The moduli are |R1|2 = (S+ + S−)2 while |R±|2 =
(S+ + S−)2 − 3S+S−. Then, S+ > 0 and S− < 0, lead-
ing to |R±| > |R1|. So the radius of convergence of the
r-series is given by 0 < r < |R1| while the radius of
convergence of the 1

r -series is given by 0 < 1
r <

1
|R±| .

If Λ > 0, we have two cases. If Λ > 1
9m2 then the

discriminant is negative and we still have R1 real with

R± being complex conjugates. Since S+ < 0 and S− <
0, |R1| > |R±|. Then the radius of convergence of the
r-series is given by 0 < r < |R±| while the radius of
convergence of the 1

r -series is given by 0 < 1
r <

1
|R1| .

Finally, if 0 < Λ < 1
9m2 , then S+ and S− become

complex conjugates and we have three real roots. This
can be seen by writing S± = (a ± ib)1/3 = ρ1/3e±iθ/3,

where a = − 3m
Λ , b =

(
1

Λ3 − 9m2

Λ2

)1/2
, ρ =

√
a2 + b2 and

θ = arctan−1(b/a). Then, |R1| = 2ρ1/3 cos(θ/3), and
|R±| = ρ1/3(cos(θ/3) ±

√
3 sin(θ/3)). Since b/a < 0,

i.e. −π/2 ≤ θ ≤ 0, we have |R1| ≥ |R−| ≥ |R+| with
equalities occurring only at the endpoints of the interval.
Hence, the radius of convergence of the r-series is given
by 0 < r < |R−| , while the radius of convergence of the
1
r -series is given by 0 < 1

r <
1

|R1| .
With the series solutions for φ and H in hand, one can

now, take into account the approximate back-reaction on
the (A)dS-Schwarzschild background by substituting the
solutions for the fields into the general solution for the
metric function (32).

Using the series solutions for large r, one can perform
a numerical integration to plot the profile function A(r)
whose zeros are the black hole and cosmological horizons
for different values of a−

0 and ā+
0 , as shown in figure 1.

As expected, for appropriate values of the couplings and
integration constants, we find a pair of horizons which
tend to the dS-Schwarzschild ones as a±

0 → 0. Note
that the discrepancy from A0(r) of the inner horizon is
greater than the outer horizon. However, as φ is allowed
to fluctuate more strongly, i.e., as a±

0 becomes large, the
solution does not have a horizon. In figure 2 we show
the results for different values of Λ0. In order for the
solution to approach dS-Schwarzschild in the decoupling
limit, we fix Λ0 = Λ + ακ. For Λ0 < 0, the lower end-
point of integration in (32) becomes imaginary and the
solution becomes complex and unphysical. Hence, we see
that the model has a dynamical preference for black holes
with Λ0 ≥ 0.

This completes our analysis of spherically symmetric
black holes in dynamical Henneaux-Teitelboim gravity.
Another very natural question to consider is how the dy-
namics of the effective cosmological constant modify the
standard cosmological background of general relativity,
which we study in the following section.

IV. COSMOLOGICAL ANALYSIS

We will now consider homogeneous, isotropic configu-
rations sourced only by the fields φ and H with no addi-
tional matter content. Our analysis runs along the same
lines as other work on cosmology in unimodular gravity
with a non-conserved stress tensor, e.g. [20], where the
model we consider here serves as a concrete realization
of the general proposal.
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FIG. 1. Plots of the metric function A(r) are shown
for various choices of the initial values (ā+

0 , ā−
0 ) =

{0, 0.002, 0.004, 0.008, 0.01} × (m−(s++2)
⊙ , m

−(s−+2)
⊙ ), where

the label Ai(r) coincides with the position of the value in
the list, m⊙ is the mass of the sun, and s+ ≈ 0, s− ≈ −3.
Here we have fixed m = 50 m⊙, Λ0 = 10−5m−2

⊙ , r0 = 105m⊙,
β = 10−3m4

⊙, α = 1
8 × 106m−2

⊙ and chosen the particular
solution h(r) = 1

3 r3. As a±
0 → 0, the solution approaches

the dS-Schwarzschild metric A0(r), while for larger values of
a±

0 the event horizon is pushed outward while the cosmolog-
ical horizon is pushed inward. At some critical values of a±

0
the horizons degenerate and the black hole becomes extremal,
while for still larger values of a±

0 the solution has a naked sin-
gularity.

FIG. 2. Plots of the metric function A(r) are shown for var-
ious values of Λ0 = {1.00, 0.25, 0.50, 2.00, 4.00} × 10−5m−2

⊙ ,
where the label Ai(r) coincides with the position of the value
in the list, m⊙ is the mass of the sun, and we have fixed a+

0 =
.005m

−(s++2)
⊙ , a−

0 = .005m
−(s−+2)
⊙ , with s+ ≈ 0, s− ≈ −3,

m = 50m⊙, r0 = 105m⊙, β = 10−3m4
⊙, α = 1

8 × 106m−2
⊙ and

chosen the particular solution h(r) = 1
3 r3. We see that for

small values of Λ0 both horizons occur for larger values of r,
while for larger values of Λ0 the horizons are pushed inward
and closer together until at some critical value, the horizons
degenerate and the black hole becomes extremal. For even
larger values of Λ0, no horizons exist and the solution has a
naked singularity.

We consider the FRW metric

ds2 = −dt2 + a(t)2(dx2 + dy2 + dz2) (71)

along with the homogeneous and isotropic fields

H = h(t) dx ∧ dy ∧ dz, (72)
φ = φ(t). (73)

Again, we are only considering contributions to the stress
tensor from H and φ, so we set LM = 0 in (7).

We decompose the Einstein equations into trace-free
and pure trace parts, recalling that the stress tensor for
H is pure trace. The trace-free equation is given by (1),
and plugging in our symmetry-reduced expressions for
the metric, three-form, and scalar, we find a single inde-
pendent equation:

κ

2βφ̇
2 = − ȧ2 − aä

a2 . (74)

The trace equation (21) gives

φ = 3
2

(
ä

a
+ ȧ2

a2

)
− κ

4

(
βφ̇2 + α

ḣ2

6a6

)
, (75)

which can be combined with (74) to give

φ = ä

a
+ 2 ȧ

2

a2 − κα

24
ḣ2

a6 . (76)

The equations of motion for the scalar and three-form
imply (16) and (17), which upon symmetry reduction
become

ḣ− 4αβ d
dt

(
a3 d

dt

( ḣ

a3

))
= a3 (77)

φ− 4αβ
(

3 ȧ
a
φ̇+ φ̈

)
= Λ. (78)

Making use of the Hubble parameter H = ȧ
a , defining

u = φ
Λ , v = ḣ

a3 , and adimensionalizing, we simplify our
problem to three equations3:

u− 1 = 3H̃u̇+ ü (79)
v − 1 = 3v̇H̃ + v̈ (80)

Λ̃u = ˙̃H + 3H̃2 + pv2, (81)

where Λ̃ = 4αβΛ, p = −κα2β/24, H̃ =
√

4αβH, and
t̃ = t/

√
4αβ. Thus, we search for a fixed point, and find

one at u = 1, v = 1, and H̃ = H0 ≡
√

Λ̃−p
3 . Perturbing

around this fixed point decouples two of the equations,

3 It is worth noting the close similarity between equations (79),
(80) and (81) and the slow roll equations. See e.g. [21].
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yielding

δu = 3H0δu̇+ δü (82)
δv = 3H0δv̇ + δv̈ (83)

Λ̃δu− 2pδv = δ ˙̃H + 6H0δH̃. (84)

These equations are solvable. The first two equations
simply give

δu = Aue
ω+ t̃ +Bue

ω− t̃ (85)

δv = Ave
ω+ t̃ +Bve

ω− t̃ (86)

where ω± = − 3H0
2 ±

√
9
4H

2
0 + 1. The last equation has

a homogeneous solution given by

δH̃(h) = CHe
−6H0 t̃ (87)

and a particular solution given by

δH̃(p) = AHe
ω+ t̃ +BHe

ω− t̃, (88)

where the coefficients are

AH = Λ̃Au − 2pAv
ω+ + 6H0

(89)

BH = Λ̃Bu − 2pBv
ω− + 6H0

. (90)

If we impose initial conditions such that Au = Av = 0,
which imply that AH = 0, then φ relaxes to a constant
at late times, allowing for a de Sitter-like phase of accel-
erated expansion in the late universe. However, in gen-
eral both the exponentially growing and decaying modes
will be present, so we expect that the solution that is
compatible with observations of our current cosmologi-
cal epoch will be unstable to small perturbations around
this background. Still, having a solution of the linearized
equations of motion which approaches de Sitter at late
times may be useful for more sophisticated analyses that
include matter other than H and φ.

V. DISCUSSION

In this work we have introduced dynamical Henneaux-
Teitelboim gravity, a minimal modification of general rel-
ativity based closely on the Henneaux-Teitelboim formu-
lation of unimodular gravity that realizes fluctuations in
the cosmological constant sourced by non-conservation
of the energy-momentum tensor. Furthermore, we have
considered the implications of this model for spherically
symmetric black holes and homogeneous, isotropic con-
figurations. In order to make progress analytically, we
have made a number of simplifying assumptions that
should ultimately be lifted in order to probe more re-
alistic physical scenarios. For the analysis of black holes,

we have only presented an approximate solution of all the
field equations by perturbing around the Schwarzschild-
de Sitter metric and using series methods. In order to
establish whether such an approximate solution is phys-
ically viable we would need, at a minimum, to study
the geodesic motion of a massive particle orbiting such
a black hole around the equator and compare with as-
trophysical observations. The assumption of spherical
symmetry dramatically simplifies the equations of mo-
tion, reducing them to ordinary differential equations,
but of course, in order to model rotating black holes,
this restriction must be lifted. Studies of rotating black
holes in similar modified gravity models such as dynam-
ical Chern-Simons gravity [22–26] suggest that going to
the slowly-rotating limit and making use of numerical
methods are likely to be necessary. Finally, the series so-
lutions we have presented for small and large r have finite
radii of convergence, leaving the possibility of intermedi-
ate regions, possibly containing the event horizon, which
are not covered by either series solution. Here again, nu-
merical methods for interpolating between the solutions
for small and large r might be useful. We leave such
numerical studies for the future, but note that for the
solutions we have studied in the decoupling limit that
are close to Schwarzschild-de Sitter, the radius of conver-
gence is well below the scale of the event horizon. On the
cosmology side, we have only considered the contribution
to the stress tensor from the fields H and φ for simplicity.
In order to make realistic predictions, we would need, at a
minimum, to include contributions from general baryonic
matter and radiation as well, consider the effects of cos-
mological perturbations, and, if they are stable, study the
matter-power spectrum for deviations from ΛCDM. We
have also seen that while a solution of the linearized equa-
tions of motion that approaches de Sitter at late times
exists, this solution is apparently unstable. It would be
interesting to see whether this instability persists in a
more realistic analysis including additional matter and
radiation, or whether, perhaps, the exponentially grow-
ing modes might be dynamically suppressed by the inclu-
sion of additional matter degrees of freedom. The model
we have considered in this article is a natural extension
of the Henneaux-Teitelboim formulation of unimodular
gravity because the kinetic terms for the scalar and three-
form fields are invariant under the local symmetries of the
latter—spacetime diffeomorphisms and two-form-valued
gauge transformations. Consequently, the kinetic terms
are forced upon us by “Gell-Mann’s totalitarian prin-
ciple,” which dictates that “everything that is not for-
bidden (by local symmetries) is compulsory.” To put it
plainly, renormalization group flow will generate every
term that is compatible with the local symmetries of the
action (5), and that includes kinetic terms for the scalar
and three-form fields. In this sense, the model we have
studied in this article follows straightforwardly from (5)
and general principles of effective field theory.
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Appendix A: Coefficients and Indices for Series
Solutions

In this section we perform detailed calculations of the
coefficients and indices for the series solutions of the
equations of motion for H and φ in the spherically sym-
metric case. Let us first focus on the homogeneous equa-
tion

h0(r) − 4αβA0(r)
(
h′′

0(r) − 2h′
0(r)
r

)
= 0. (A1)

Putting the series ansatz h0(r) =
∞∑
n=0

cnr
−n+q into (A1)

gives
∞∑
n=0

[
cnr

−n+q − 4αβcn(−n+ q)(−n+ q − 3)

(
r−n+q−2 − 2m r−n+q−3 − Λ

3 r
−n+q) ]

= 0. (A2)

Now, reindexing
∞∑
n=0

cn(1 + 4αβΛ
3 (−n+ q)(−n+ q − 3))r−n+q

−4αβ
∞∑
n=2

cn−2(−n+ q + 2)(−n+ q − 1)r−n+q (A3)

−4αβ
∞∑
n=3

(−2m)cn−3(−n+ q + 3)(−n+ q)r−n+q = 0

Now, let us find the recurrence relation and the allowed
values of q. Firstly, consider the base cases. For n = 0
we have only terms of order rq, which yields the indicial
equation

c0

(
1 + 4Λαβ

3 q(q − 3)
)

= 0. (A4)

Hence,

c0 = 0 or q = q± ≡ 3
2 ± 3

2

√
1 − 1

3Λαβ . (A5)

We can discard c0 = 0 without loss of generality, since
this amounts to reindexing the sum to start from n = 1.
For n = 1, we have only terms of order rq−1, so

c1

(
1 + 4Λαβ

3 (q − 1)(q − 4)
)

= 0, (A6)

which tells us that either

c1 = 0 or q = 5
2 ± 3

2

√
1 − 1

3Λαβ . (A7)

We accept the first solution since the second one is in-
consistent with c0 ̸= 0. For n = 2, we have only terms of
order rq−2, so

c2

(
1 + 4αβΛ

3 (q − 5)(q − 2)+
)

− c04αβq(q − 3) = 0,

(A8)

which tells us that

c2 = c0 4αβ q(q − 3)
4Λαβ

3 (q − 2)(q − 5) + 1
(A9)

Then, for n ≥ 3 we have only terms of order rq−n, so

cn = 4αβ
1 + 4αβΛ

3 (−n+ q)(−n+ q − 3)
×[

cn−2(−n+ q + 2)(−n+ q − 1) (A10)

−2m cn−3(−n+ q + 3)(−n+ q)
]

We now work with the scalar field equation

φ− 4αβ
(
A′φ′ + 2

r
Aφ′ +Aφ′′

)
= Λ (A11)

Subtracting Λ from both sides and letting y = φ− Λ:

A(r)y′′(r) +
(

2
r
A(r) +A′(r)

)
y′(r) − 1

4αβ y(r) = 0

(A12)
Noting the Schwarzschild-AdS metric A(r) = 1 − 2m

r −
Λ
3 r

2, we have:(
1 − 2m

r
− Λ

3 r
2
)
y′′ +

(
2
r

− 2m
r2 − 2Λ

3 r

)
y′ − 1

4αβ y = 0

(A13)
Plugging in the series ansatz y =

∞∑
n=0

anr
−n+s yields:

∞∑
n=0

an(−n+ s)(−n+ s+ 1)r−n+s−2

−
∞∑
n=0

2m an(−n+ s)2r−n+s−3 (A14)

−
∞∑
n=0

an

(
(−n+ s)(−n+ s+ 3)Λ

3 + 1
4αβ

)
r−n+s = 0
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Reindexing gives:
∞∑
n=2

an−2(−n+ s+ 2)(−n+ s+ 3)r−n+s

−
∞∑
n=3

2m an−3(−n+ s+ 3)2r−n+s (A15)

−
∞∑
n=0

an

(
(−n+ s)(−n+ s+ 3)Λ

3 + 1
4αβ

)
r−n+s = 0

Now we focus on the recurrence relation. First consider
the base case n = 0. Here we only have terms of order
rs, so we have:

a0

(
Λ
3 s(s+ 3) + 1

4αβ

)
= 0. (A16)

Hence

a0 = 0 or s = s± ≡ −3
2 ± 3

2

√
1 − 1

3Λαβ . (A17)

We can discard a0 = 0 without loss of generality since
this amounts to reindexing the sum to start from n = 1.
For n = 1, we have only terms of order rs−1, so we have

a1

(
Λ
3 (s− 1)(s+ 2) + 1

4αβ

)
= 0, (A18)

Thus we have

a1 = 0 or s = s± + 1. (A19)

The second solution is inconsistent with a0 ̸= 0. For
n = 2, we have only terms of order rs−2, giving us:

−a2

(
Λ
3 (s+ 1)(s− 2) + 1

4αβ

)
+ a0(s+ 1)s = 0, (A20)

and so we find

a2 = a0(s+ 1)s
Λ
3 (s+ 1)(s− 2) + 1

4αβ

=
a0

(
2s+ 3

4Λαβ

)
2Λ
3 (2s+ 1)

, (A21)

where we used s2 + 3s = − 3
4Λαβ . Finally, for n ≥ 3, we

have terms of order rs−n, so we have:

−an
(

Λ
3 (−n+ s)(−n+ s+ 3) + 1

4αβ

)
+an−2(−n+ s+ 2)(−n+ s+ 3) (A22)
−2man−3(−n+ s+ 3)3 = 0

which gives us the recurrence relation

an = 1
Λ
3 (−n+ s)(−n+ s+ 3) + 1

4αβ
×[

a±
n−2(−n+ s+ 2)(−n+ s+ 3) (A23)

−2m an−3(−n+ s+ 3)2
]
, n > 2.

[1] A. H. Guth, “Inflationary universe: A possible solution
to the horizon and flatness problems,” Physical Review
D, vol. 23, no. 2, p. 347, 1981.

[2] M. Kleban and L. Senatore, “Inhomogeneous anisotropic
cosmology,” Journal of Cosmology and Astroparticle
Physics, vol. 2016, no. 10, p. 022, 2016.

[3] W. E. East, M. Kleban, A. Linde, and L. Senatore, “Be-
ginning inflation in an inhomogeneous universe,” Journal
of Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics, vol. 2016, no. 09,
p. 010, 2016.

[4] A. R. Liddle and D. H. Lyth, Cosmological inflation and
large-scale structure. Cambridge university press, 2000.

[5] R. R. Caldwell, R. Dave, and P. J. Steinhardt, “Cos-
mological imprint of an energy component with general
equation of state,” Physical Review Letters, vol. 80, no. 8,
p. 1582, 1998.

[6] B. Ratra and P. J. Peebles, “Cosmological consequences
of a rolling homogeneous scalar field,” Physical Review
D, vol. 37, no. 12, p. 3406, 1988.

[7] E. Di Valentino, O. Mena, S. Pan, L. Visinelli, W. Yang,
A. Melchiorri, D. F. Mota, A. G. Riess, and J. Silk,

“In the realm of the hubble tension—a review of solu-
tions,” Classical and Quantum Gravity, vol. 38, no. 15,
p. 153001, 2021.

[8] L. Knox and M. Millea, “Hubble constant hunter’s
guide,” Physical Review D, vol. 101, no. 4, p. 043533,
2020.

[9] S. Weinberg, “The cosmological constant problem,” Re-
views of modern physics, vol. 61, no. 1, p. 1, 1989.

[10] R. J. Adler, B. Casey, and O. C. Jacob, “Vacuum catas-
trophe: An elementary exposition of the cosmological
constant problem,” American Journal of Physics, vol. 63,
no. 7, pp. 620–626, 1995.

[11] A. Padilla, “Lectures on the cosmological constant prob-
lem,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1502.05296, 2015.

[12] T. Josset, A. Perez, and D. Sudarsky, “Dark energy from
violation of energy conservation,” Physical review letters,
vol. 118, no. 2, p. 021102, 2017.

[13] R. Carballo-Rubio, L. J. Garay, and G. Garćıa-Moreno,
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