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A bstract

W e considerthe lagrangian L = F (R ) In classical = non-quantized)
two-din ensional fourth-order gravity and give new relations to E in-—
stein’s theory w ith a non-m inim ally coupled scalar eld.

W e distinguish betw een scale-invariant lagrangians and scale-invariant

eld equations. L is scale-invariant orF = ¢R**! and a divergence
forF = R .The eldequation is scale-invariant not only forthe sum
ofthem ,butalso orF = R nR . W e prove this to be the only excep—
tion and show in which sense it isthe lim k of t:R** ! ask ! 0.More
generally: Let H be a divergence and F a scale-invariant lagrangian,
then L = H InF has a scale-invariant eld equation.

Further, we comm ent on the known generalized B irkho theorem

and exact solutions including black holes.
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1 Introduction

In recent years there has been a great Interest In two-din ensional theories
ofgraviyy [1-10], due in part to their connection w ith string theories [11-15].
H ow ever, tw o-din ensional gravity m odels have a great interest in them selves,
since their qualitative features are sin ilar to those of general relativity, even
if the m athem atical structure ismuch simnplr. They can therefore be used
to gain som e insight on the fourdin ensional theory.

T he essential property w hich distinguishes the 2-din ensional theory from
the higherdin ensionalones is the fact that the E instein-H ibert lJagrangian is
a totalderivative in two din ensions. Thisprcblem isusually circum vented by
Introducing a scalar eld (som etin es called dilaton) non-m inin ally coupled
to the Ricciscalar [1, 21.

T he action ishowever not uniquely de ned in thisway, essentially because
ofthe freedom in the choice of the kinetic and potential temm s for the scalar

eld. Thus one can generate a lJarge class ofm odels, by sin ply requiring the
renom alizability of the theory [11, 12]. Som e special exam ples are given by
the Jacki Teiteboin theory [, 2], the treelevel string lagrangian [13-15],
and the 2-din ensional lim it of general relativity [16-18]. A oneparam eter
class of m odels with constant potential containing these special cases has
been studied n B-9].

A di erent solution to the problem of de ning a suitabl action for 2-
din ensional graviy is given by higher derivative theories. In this case one
de nesa lagrangian which isa non-linear function oftheR iociscalar, avoiding
In thisway the problem s found w ith the E lnstein lagrangian In 2 dim ensions

B, 6].

A siswelltknown, In din ensions higherthan two, higherderivative m odels
follow Ing from a non-linear lagrangian F R ) are confom ally equivalent to
general relativity m inin ally coupled w ith a selfinteracting scalar eld [19-
23].



In two din ensions, since it is not possbl to de ne a m nin ally coupled
theory, the situation ism ore subtle. T he existence of an equivalence between
higherderivative and gravity-scalar theories has been noticed by several au—
thors [/, 10, 11, 28]. However, no general form ulation of the equivalence is
available in the literature. M oreover, its relation w ith confom altransform a—
tions of the m etric has not been stated explicitly.

In thispaper, we give an explicit classi cation ofthe gravity-scalar actions
which are equivalent to higherderivative actions up to conformm al transfor-
m ations. The existence of a non-trivial special case leads us to discuss the
nature of scale-invariance for two-din ensional theories. M oreover, we brie v
discuss the signi cance ofthe Birkho theoram in this context and the black
hole solutions of the theory.

Som e further discussion on di erent aspects of two-din ensional gravity
can be found R4-32]. In B3], also two-din ensional graviy is considered, but
they apply Independent variation w ith respect to m etric and connection, so
the resuls are not directly com parable. In [34], there is cbserved a universal
behaviour in the process of form ng a two-din ensional black hole. Ref. [35]
deals w ith the evaporation of two-din ensional black hols, where N scalar

elds have been added as source.

T he paper is organized as follow s: In section 2 we review 2-din ensional
higherderivative theories and discuss their connection with the m ore com —
m on approach given by the addition ofa non-m inin ally coupled scalar eld.
M oreover, we study the action of a conformm al transform ation on the la—
grangian. In section 3 we clarify the r®k of scale transfom ations for the
lagrangian and the eld equations. Section 4 is devoted to a review of the
Birkho theoram in the context of two-din ensional gravity. In section 5 we
com pare the exact solutions of the theory In various gauges. W e discuss the

results n the nalsection 6.



2 Transform ation from fourth to second or—

der

A s is by now well known, higherderivative gravity m odels in dim ensions
D > 2 can be reduced by m eans of a confom al transfom ation to E instein’s
theory m Inim ally coupled to a scalar eld [19-23]. Consider for exam pl the
D -dim ensional action . _

I= LR) Fix @1)
whereL R) = R¥'!,k6 0; 1landR 6 0.For sin plicity, we w rite the next
form ulas for the region R > 0 only, the other sign gives analogous ones. If
one de nes the scalar eld by

e ? T _ k+ 1)R*
drR

and perfom s a confom al transfom ation

9y = € 2 9ij
where n is a param eter to be xed, one obtains the action

Z
I= e &0 20l Rionp 1)7?

2 ~ 2 k+1 q._-D
nn® 1L)0O 2)& )] expf (@ +nD) g W x

where = k=k+ 1) ™. In particular, only if one chooses n = D—22, the

scalar eld ism Inim ally coupled to the E instein action as follow s:

Z

1=k 2 ey apr 2P P gy g
= i X
D 2 k D 2 93
This choice of n is of course singular or dimension D = 2. This is due

to the fact that In 2 din ensions Rp g is a total derivative and therefore no

analogue of the higherdim ensionalm inin ally coupled action exists. Tt is In



fact necessary to m ake use of a non-m inim ally coupled scalar eld  and
de ne an action ofthe kind
z q__
e? R gix
A ctually, in 2 din ensions, it isnot even necessary to perform a confom al

transform ation In order to get a lnear lagrangian from egq. 2.1). In fact, if

one de nes asbeforee 2 % = (k+ 1)R* onegets
z X k+1 93—
I= Re expf 2 » gl pI'x @2)

This is a perfectly well de ned action for 2-dim ensional gravity. If one per-

form s a conform al transform ation on eq. 22) g5 = e 2n Jij, One gets

Z
1 q—
I= e? R+4n@E )  expf 2<£+ n) gl Pi¥x 23)

o that the gravitational part is unchanged, whik the scalar eld acquires a
kinetic tem . A 1l the actions 2 3) are conform ally equivalent in the sense
that if g;; is a stationary point of action (22) then g;; is one of 23). In

particular, orn = 1 one cbtains the weltknown "string-lke" action [7]:

7
1 qd—
I= e? R+4@F ) expf 2(:+ 1) g Firx

whose solutions are given by g5 = e * gij.
The previous discussion can be generalized to the case when the la-

grangian is a generic function L = F R) of the curvature. In this case,

dF R)
dr

relted to L = F R) by a conform al transform ation g5 = e 2n gy of the

onedenese ? = G where G R) = and the m ost general action

tw o-din ensionalm etric takes the form
Z q__
I= fe? R+4n@E )*] V()g Tix @ 4)

where n is a free param eter and

V()= RG Fle™ @.5)



Forn = 0, this is found in 28].
To conclude, we notice that the action (2.2) adm is two wellknown the—
ories as soecial Iim iting cases. First, both ork ! 1 and

fork ! 1 it reduces to the action ofthe Jackiw —Teitelboin theory
Z q__
I= R 1 @¥¥x
where we have put = e 2 . Second, it can be shown that the stationary

pointsof 1) and 22) coincide n thelimitk ! 0 wih those ofthe tree-
level string action. This lim it is not at all trivial, shce fork = 0, 1) isa
total derivative, whilke (22) isnot de ned. Asmentioned in [10, eq. 2.18)],
thek ! 0 Iin i actually corresoonds to the action
z q__

I= RhR pi¥x 2 .6)
This isnot fully trivialbut can be understood starting from the wellknown
formula

Jj.moi@x D= x @.7)

Wehsrt x= nR,multiply by R and get

1o
10_CR R) = R IR 2.8)

W hen inserted into the action (2.6), the R tem is a totalderivative, so one

has

Z q__ z _
1
R hR ix = boundary term s + lim = R ogifx 2.9)

There is an essential di erence between the m inin ally and the non-
m inin ally coupled scalar eld: If the kinetic tem (¢ )? is absent, then
In them nim ally coupled case no dynam ics for exists at all, whereas in the
non-m nin ally coupled case, the Introduction of the kinetic tetm does not

alter the order of the corresponding eld equation. This is the reason for
the possibility of actions 22)/ (2.3) becom ing equivalent. In form ulas: For



L=F (;R)withG = S—g one gets 0 = E—F,F = GR + 2 G and the tracefree
part of G ;5 has to vanish. In the non-m inim ally coupled case, ie. E—G & 0,

the parts w ith G ;;; contain the dynam ics for

3 On di erent notions of scale—invariance

The lagrangian density R InR eg. (2.8) possesses also som e peculiar prop—
erties In relation w ith the scale nvarance of the theory. For the notion of
scale-invariance one has to specify to which situation it refers. Here, we
distinguish two di erent notions for the llow ng situation: W e consider a
tw o-dim ensionalR jem annian or P seudoriem annian m etric g;; w ith curvature
scalar R. Let a Lagrangian L = F R) be given where F is a su clently
an ooth function (three tines di erentiable is enough) and G = = The
variational derivative of Lq ij ith respect to gi; gives a fourth order eld
equation. T he trace of that equation reads

0= GR F +2G GBI

The eld equation is com pleted by requiring that the trace—free part of G ;5
vanishes.

First de nition: Let be an arbitrary constant and It g;; = & i3 -
Then, eg, R = e ? R etc. The Lagrangian L is called scale-nvariant if
there exists a function £ ( ) such that for allm etrics it holds

T=£f()L

O ne can get som e know Jledge on the function £ as follow s: W e apply the
de ning condition with instead of and wih ¢ = € g;. This kadsto

L=f()o=f()f()L=Ff( + )L B 2)



T his last equality can be ful Iled only if there exists a constant realnum ber
m such that
f( ): eZ m

Ourde nition is therefore equivalent to:
The Lagrangian L is called scale-invariant if there exists a constant m
such that for allm etrics it holds

T=¢&"1 3B3)

W ewant to nd out all scale-invariant Lagrangians. To thisend we insert

R = 1 into eq. (33), ie. Into

Fe?R)=&"F R)

Weusex=e?

andc=F (1). WegetF (x) = <x ™. This isthe sense in
which usually L = R*"! iscalled the scale-invariant gravitationall.agrangian.

L is a divergence 1 the eld equation is identically fiul lled. For the
situation considered here this takes place if and only if F R) = R wih a
constant c.

Letusnow ocom e to the second de nition: Let  be an arbitrary constant
and ket gy = e gi5.- The eld equation follow ing from the Lagrangian L is
called scale-nvariant if there exist functions £ ( ) and g( ) such that or all
m etrics i holds
I=£f()L + g()R

This de nitjon is equivalent to: The eld equation follow ing from L is
called scale-nvarant 1 L is scale-nvariant up to a divergence. It ismo—
tivated by the fact that for a scale-invariant eld equation and one of its
solutions gi5, the hom othetically transform ed g3 is a solution, too.

To nd out all scale-nvariant eld equations, we w rite the analogue to
eg. (32), ie.

O=1ME(C+ ) fOE(O)F R) +



B(+ ) g()f() g()e?R

A Inear function F R ) gives always rise to a scale-invariant eld equation.
For non-lnear functions F R ), however, both lines of the above equation
must vanish ssparately. The vanishing of the st line gives again £ ( ) =
e ™ . W e fnsert this into the second line and get

2m 2

g( + )=g()e” +g()e
To solve this equation it provesusefultode neh ( ) = g( )e? Jleading to
h( + )=h( )" +h()

l.case:m 6 1:AftersomecalculisonegetsF R)= R ™ + kR, just
the expected sum .
2.case:m = 1: Then there exists a constant ¢ such that h( )= ¢

ie,g( )= —c e? . To nd the corresponding F (R) we have to solve

Fe’R)=e? FR)+cR]

which is done by
c
FR) = ER InR + kR 34)

k being a constant. Sowe see: L = R InR isnot a scale-nvariant lagrangian
but i has a scale-nvariant eld equation and one lkams: To nd out all
lagrangians being "scale-nvariant up to a divergence" it does not su ce

to add all possibl divergencies (here: kR , k being constant) to all scale-
nvariant lagrangians there: L = R ™).

T he distinction m ade here can analogously be form ulated for higher di-
m ensions. O ne gets the ollow ing: Let H be a divergence and F be a scale-
Invariant lJagrangian, then L = H IhF gives rse to a scale-nvariant eld
equation. This covers the above example forD = 2with H = F = R.

O ne m ight have got the in pression that if a scale-invariant lagrangian

is rew ritten w ith a confom ally transform ed m etric then the resulting eld



equation ram ains essentially the sam e. But this is not always the case. The
typical exam pk is: Take the E instein —H ibert action I = RRq Eij x and
de ne §;; = R™gy; HrR > 0. Thenqgj= RDmZZqu. ForDm = 2,
I= ngdi x,0oonly orDm & 2 the coresponding eld equationsbecom e

equivalent.

4 The generalized B irkho theorem

In B] and [11] the follow ing was shown: Let L = F (R) be a non-linear
Lagrangian in two dinensions and G = &; then ' = 939G is a Killing
vector. This resul is called "generalized B irkho theorem " for its type being
"a soherically sym m etric vacuum solution has an additionalK illing vector™;
In fact, In one spatial dim ension, the assum ption of spherical symm etry is
en pty.

To know whether the existence of a K illing vector im plies a local sym —
m etry, one must be sure that it does not vanish. Supposed, ! identically
vanishes, then G must be a constant, and so R isa constant. Then the space
is of constant curvature and a non-vanishing non-lightlike K illing vector ex—
ists. Supposed, ! isa non-vanishing nullvector, then agai, the space tums
out to be of constant curvature. So the only possbility ©r * becom ing
lightlike is at a line (the horizon) where it changes its signature. These are
the solutions being known under the nam e "tw o-din ensionalblack holes".

G enerically (m eaning here: In a region where the K illing vector is non—

lightlike) one can always w rite the solution as
ds’ = A? ®)dx* B? (x)dy’ 41)

A s usual, the free transfom ation of x can be used to elin hate A or B;
especially the condition AB = 1 leads to generalized Schwarzschild coordi-
nates. W hat is essential foreq. (4.1): The change between Euclidean and

10



Lorentzian signature is possible by the complex rotation y ! iy. This isof
course only local and generically, so that the global topology m ay be (and
Indeed, is) di erent, but In higher din ensions such a relation does not need
to take place even locally. (T he reason is: in two dim ensions, a K illing vector
is autom atically hypersurface-orthogonal.)

T his generalized B irkho theorem has the consequence that special solu—
tions having symm etries (see sct. 5 below) found in the past already cover
the whole space of solutions. O f course, the theoram can be extended to
the gravity-scalar theordes, ow ing to their equivalence w ith higherderivative

theories.

5 Exact solutions

The solution ofthe eld equations stemm ing from egs. (2.1)/ (2.3) have been
found In B, 6] and, n a conform algauge, n [7]. W e shortly discuss them in
this section.

Fork & 1=2, the Lorentzian signature solutions can be w ritten In the
so—called Schw arzschild gauge as 5, 6]:

ds’ = A?x)d¥ + A ? (x)dx? 61)
w ih
AP)= C+ kI
whilke ork= 1=2,
Afx)= C + h¥kj

where C is a free param eter, proportional to the m ass of the solution. In
particular, for positive C one gets in generalblack hol solutions, whilke for
negative C one hasnaked sihgularities. C = 0 corresoonds to the selfsim ilar

11



ground state of the theory. The confom al gauge solutions found in [7] can

be cbtained from (51) ork & 1=2 by the coordinate transform ation
z
= dx[ C+ xS

In particular, ifC = 0, = x ¥ and
dSZ — 2k+ 1)=(k+ 1) (d 2 d,tZ):

Let us discuss In som e detail the properties of the solutions: In the
Schwarzschid gauge the curvature is sinply given by: R = d? @?%)=dx?.
T hus one sees that a singularity (in the sense of a diverging curvature scalar
R) ispresent at the origin only ifk is negative. M oreover, for positive C , a
horizon is present at x = C*%*2 for any k. The horizon is absent ifC is
negative.

T he asym ptotic properties of the solutions are also interesting: for nega—
tive k the curvature vanishes at in nity, but only In the Ilin it case k = 0 the
solutions are asym ptotically at In the usualsense (ie. A ! 1 at in niy).
Forpositive k the curvature divergesat in niy. Fnally, in the Iim itk ! 1
(Jackiw -Teitelboin theory), the solutions are asym ptotically antide-Sitter.

The Imi casek ! 0 hasbeen studied In B]. In this case the solutions
coincide w ith the "stringy" solutions found in [13, 14] and w ith a solution of
Liouville gravity (see B0-32] for details):

A?x)=1 Cé&

and describe asym ptotically at black holes.

To summ arize, regqular black hol solutions are found only fork 0 and
positive C .

In a sin ilarm anner, one can discuss the solutions ofthe E uclidean theory.
Apart from the horizon, theses are sin ply obtained by sstting t ! it. In
the black holk case, the conical singularity at the origin (ie., the point corre—
soonding to the horizon) can be rem oved by a standard procedure, requiring

12



that the Euclidean tin e hasperiodicity which is related to the tam perature
T ofthe black holk via

T— - 2k + 1C (et 1)= 2K+ 1)
4 k

6 D iscussion

In thispaper, we considered several types oftw o-din ensional theories ofgrav—
ity. W e restricted to the classical = non-quantum ) case; the m etric and one
scalar el are the only ingredients (no torsion, no fiurtherm atter). The ain
of the paper was to clarify the conformm al relation between di erent versions
of the theory; especially, we carefully distinguished between transfom ations
on the lJagrangian and on the eld equation’s level.

Section 2 deal with the confom al transformm ation from a non-linear la-
grangian L R) (corresponding to a fourth-order eld equation) to E Instein’s
theory wih one additional scalar eld. To simplify the formulas we st
considered the case LR) = R*!, k 6 0; 1) to show how the transfor-
m ation breaks down for dinension D = 2 if the scalar eld is required to
bem nhim ally coupled. The reason is that for D = 2 the curvature scalar
is a divergence. So, orD = 2, the confom al equivalence becom es possible
for a non-m nim ally coupled scalar eld only. W e showed this In two steps:

st or LR) = R*"!, and second, egs. (24, 2.5), the oneparam eter set
(the param eter isn) of conform al transform ations from a general non-linear
L R) to Enstein’s theory with a non-m inin ally coupled scalar eld. (The
points w here this transfom ation becom es singular are not explicitly w ritten
down but becom e clear from the formulas.) Only few soecial cases of this
result can be found in the literature. From eq. (2.4) it beocom es clear that
the kinetic tetm ofthe scalar eld vanishes forn = 0. T his does not destroy

the equivalence because the dynam ics of the scalar eld now com es from the

13



non-m inim al coupling to R . So, the change from n = 0 ton & 0 represents
a confom al transform ation of a scalar eld without to a scalar eld wih
kinetic temm . T his generalizes the class of conformm al transform ation of [12]
relating betw een

L=>(@ )?’+F()R+U()

NI

and

d

L==( )2+?R+V()

1
2

To avoid possiblem isunderstandings: Som e papers do not have the factor
4 In front of the kinetic term aswe have. In [L0], eg., one has

L=e R+ (r )?+ 1]
Ifone inserts = 2 then one gets
L=e? R+4@® P+ ]

0 thisisonly a notationaldi erence. A furtherm isunderstanding can appear
by noting that R¥*! tendstoR R ask ! 0.Inegs. 2.6-2.9)wechr ed
In which sense this is a m athem atically correct statem ent.

In section 3 we distinguished di erent notions of scale-invariance. It
tumed out that two of them are essentially di erent: Scale-nvariant la-
grangians and scale-nvariant eld equations. It is trivial to see that the
sum of a scale-invariant lagrangian and an aritrary divergence gives rise
to a scale-nvariant eld equation. Surprisingly, these sum s do not yield all
scale-invariant eld equations. One (the only !) counterexam ple is the often
discussed case L = R InR.

Tn section 4 we discussed the fact that in the m odels under consideration
a non-vanishing K illing vector always exists (generalized B irkho theorem ).
Here we want to em phasize: A) that this does not need the scale-invariance
ofthe action (a case orwhich it is often form ulated) but that it takes place
for allm odels. B) The conform al transformm ation show s that the B irkho

14



theoram is valid in all the versions of two-din ensional gravity under consid—
eration, and C) it is just thisB irkho theorem which m akespossibl (at least
Jocally) the com plex rotation from Euclidean signature to Lorentz signature
solutions; the Jatter are discussed as two-din ensional black holes. Section 5
represents known exact solutions in a better readable form .
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