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Black hole solutions in string theory with Gauss-Bonnet curvature correction
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We present the black hole solutions and analyze their properties in the superstring effective field theory
with the Gauss-Bonnet curvature correction terms. We find qualitative differences in our results from
those obtained in the truncated model in the Einstein frame. The main difference in our model from the
truncated one is that the existence of a turning point in the mass-area curve, the mass-entropy curve, and
the mass-temperature curve in five and higher dimensions, where we expect a change of stability. We also
find a mass gap in our model, where there is no black hole solution. In five dimensions, there exists a
maximum black hole temperature and the temperature vanishes at the minimum mass, which is not found

in the truncated model.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A black hole always absorbs the ambient matter, and the
mass increases in time classically. However, if we take into
account the quantum effect, a black hole will emit the
Hawking radiation and evaporate away. It behaves as a
thermal object. Of course, such a quantum effect can be
ignored for astrophysical black holes. On the other hand,
for microscopic black holes, the situation drastically
changes. The black hole loses its mass by the radiation
and may vanish. When the mass approaches the Planck
mass, however, the semiclassical approach is no longer
valid. To know what happens at the end of evaporation,
i.e., to answer the questions such as “What is the final state
of black hole?”” or “Does a naked singularity appear?”’, we
may need to study it by quantum gravity.

One of the most promising candidates for the quantum
theory of gravity is the string theory, which may also
provide us a unified theory of fundamental interactions
(the so-called “‘theory of everything”) [1]. String theory
is, however, still in a developing stage and may not yet be
able to treat strong gravitational phenomena such as a
black hole directly. Hence, we shall study black holes in
the effective field theory including string quantum correc-
tion terms. The field theory limit of the string theories leads
to a ten-dimensional supergravity theory at the lowest
derivative level. In addition, it is known that quantum
effect gives higher curvature correction terms. There are
five string theories in ten dimensions, which are related
with each other via dualities. The curvature correction
terms depend on the type of string theory. In the heterotic
string theory, the lowest corrections are described by the
second-order curvature term, i.e., the so-called Gauss-
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Bonnet term [2]. On the other hand, in type II string theory,
the fourth-order curvature terms appear as the lowest [3].

The Gauss-Bonnet term is known as the second-order
Lovelock gravity. The Lovelock theory is a higher curva-
ture generalization of Einstein gravity. Its field equations
contain terms up to the second-order derivatives of the
metric functions, and the second-order derivative terms
are linear [4,5]. The n-th order of Lovelock gravity is
constructed by the Euler density in the 2n dimensional
spacetime. Hence, n-th terms with n < [(D — 1)/2] con-
tribute to the field equations. The black hole solution in the
theory with the Gauss-Bonnet term or with the Lovelock
action has been analyzed in the models in many works
[6,7].

A dilaton field also plays an important role in the string
theory as a dynamical field. Hence, dilatonic models have
been studied intensively in the context of string theory. The
black hole solution in such a dilatonic theory was studied
in [8,9]. The black hole solution with the Riemann curva-
ture squared correction term coupled to dilaton was first
studied by the linear perturbation approach [10]. When the
Gauss-Bonnet term couples to a dilaton, it contributes to
the dynamical equations even in four dimensions. Full
study of this case requires numerical evaluation, and has
been made in [11-16].

In the string frame, the Einstein-Hilbert curvature term
is also coupled to the dilaton field. So usually we perform a
conformal transformation to find the Einstein frame, in
which the Einstein-Hilbert curvature term does not couple
to the dilaton field. When we study a black hole in the
Einstein frame, only the Gauss-Bonnet term is taken into
account as the quantum correction, but some additional
terms appear through a conformal transformation com-
pared with the string frame. It is not so obvious which
frame is to be used in investigating solutions where strong
gravitational effects become strong such as black holes. It
is certainly natural to take the action in the string frame in
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string theory, and then it is important to check if the above
additional terms make any difference in the results. In this
paper, we analyze black hole solutions in the effective
action in the Einstein frame equivalent to that in the string
frame, and compare the results with those in the truncated
effective action, i.e., the model only with the Gauss-Bonnet
term as the correction. Black hole solutions in the four-
dimensional string frame are examined in the context of
black hole—string transition in [17].

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we present
the effective action which we discuss in this paper, and
perform a conformal transformation to obtain the descrip-
tion in the Einstein frame. We also define our truncated
model. In Sec. III, we write down the basic equations for a
spherically symmetric and static spacetime in the dilatonic
Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory, and give the boundary con-
dition for the regular black hole horizon. We transform the
variables in the string frame to those in the Einstein frame
in Sec. IV. In Sec. V, we introduce the thermodynamical
variables. We then show our numerical results in Sec. VI.
In Sec. VII, we briefly summarize the truncated dilatonic
Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet model. We present the basic equa-
tions and the boundary conditions on the black hole hori-
zon. We compare our results in the dilatonic Einstein-
Gauss-Bonnet theory with those in the truncated one in
Sec. VIII. The concluding remarks are made in Sec. IX.

II. EFFECTIVE ACTION AND ITS TRUNCATION IN
THE EINSTEIN FRAME

In this paper, we focus on the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet
gravity coupled to a dilaton field. The effective action of
the heterotic string theory in the string frame is given by
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Ss= g [T R+ 4TI + arltey)
D
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where &3, is the D-dimensional gravitational constant, 43 is
a dilaton field,
— p2 B 5 b

R%y =R*— 4R, ,R* + R, R*""7, 22
is the Gauss-Bonnet curvature term, and a, = a'/8 is its
coupling constant.

In the string frame, the dilaton field couples to the Ricci
scalar curvature nonminimally. Hence, we perform a con-
formal transformation

Euv = exp[—ZyZ(iA)]ng, (2.3)

where y? = ﬁ, in order to find the Einstein-Hilbert

action. The action in the Einstein frame is given by
Sy = de Ner [R—](V¢)2
BT )T T

+ a,e " (R: + FIVo, R])], (2.4)

where we have introduced ¢ = 27(;’3 [18]. R and RéB are
the Ricci scalar curvature and the Gauss-Bonnet curvature
term with respect to the Einstein-frame metric g,,,, respec-
tively. Because we have the Gauss-Bonnet term, if we start
from the effective action in the string frame, there appears
the additional complicated term F in the Einstein frame,
which is given by

FIV, Rl = 4D = 3)yR,,V¥V"$ —2(D = 3)y°R,,, (V¥ $)(V'¢p) — 2(D — 3)yRV*¢ — %(D = 3).7’R(V¢)?
— (D =237’ (V,V,¢)* + (D = 2)37*(V?$)* + (D = 2);7° (V¥ ) (V' $)(V,V, $)

43D = 2D = P (PHTH? + 1 (D = Dy [(THPT

— D(D — 3)y2G,, V V¥ + %(D 1)V (V) + 11—6(1) 1,7 [(Vh)P + (surface term), (2.5

where G v is the Einstein tensor. Here, we have used a
concise notation

(D-—m),=D—-—m(D-—m—1)---(D—n), (2.6)

with m and n being some integers (n > m).

This term ‘F has not been sometimes considered in
many literatures when cosmology or black hole solutions
are studied in the Einstein frame [11-16]. However, if we
start with the effective action in the string frame (2.1), there
exists the complicated term (2.5) because the action with
F in the Einstein frame (2.4) is classically equivalent to the
original one. We note that this does not mean that the

|
theory in the Einstein frame without F is not correct, but
there is an intrinsic ambiguity in the theory. So it is
interesting and important to study if this makes any differ-
ence in the obtained results.

In order to see the effects of this extra term F, we study
a black hole solution in this paper. For this purpose, we
solve two sets of equations; one is a set of equations
including the F term, and the other is that without the F
term. We shall call the former and the latter the dilatonic
Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet (DEGB) theory and the truncated
one (TDEGB), respectively. The action for TDEGB theory
is given by
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St = % dexJ—_g[R - %(V(j))z + a,e "R, :I
D
2.7

Although one can solve the basic equations of the DEGB
theory in the Einstein frame (2.4), it is easier to solve them
in the string frame (2.1) and to transform the solutions in
the string frame into those in the Einstein frame by the
conformal transformation (2.3). This is the strategy we take
here.

II1. DILATONIC EINSTEIN-GAUSS-BONNET
MODEL IN THE STRING FRAME

A. Basic equations in the string frame

First we present the basic equations in the string frame.
To find a black hole solution, we assume a spherically
symmetric and static spacetime, whose metric form is

given by
ds3 = —e?di + A dP? + 21d 03, CRY

where 7, AA., and [ are functions of the radial coordinate 7.
szD,2 is the metric of (D — 2)-dimensional unit sphere.
We derive the explicit form of the action with this ansatz as

1 N . . ~
Sg = P ] dPxeV2¢{e [2(D — 2)Y + (D — 2);A
Kp

— 4/ D]+ 4e AP + @ye (D — 4)5A°

+4(D — 4)Y A —8¢'PAT}, (3.2)
J

rdp
fr Fs(¢)‘
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where we have introduced three variables ¥, A, and W by
y = —(ﬂ” + 1&12 _ ,&'/i/), A= ez()I—,z) _ '&/2’

W=p+A+(D-2a, (3.3)
and dropped the surface term. A prime denotes a derivative
with respect to 7. For brevity, we have introduced the
rescaled coupling constant as &, := (D — 2);a,, and in
what follows, we will normalize the variables by it. Taking
variations of the action with respect to (]3, D, )Au, and [, we
find the basic equations. Since we are interested in a black
hole solution, it may be convenient to introduce new metric
functions f and 6 as

R - 1
ds* = —f(Pe 2°Ddr* + %dﬁ +72d0% ,.  (3.4)

Here, we have fixed one metric component as e?# = 72 by
using the gauge freedom. Using the new variables and
defining the following variables by

(3.5)

Ri=——[a(f's = h) = 2f('? = 0] (3.6)
}’2

the basic equations are written as

—21P[(D =231 — f) = (D =2)(f'# + h) + 2X F 2 + 2(f'7 + h)p'7 + 4(D — 2)f 7 + 4F (" — $)?]
+ @D = 4)s(1 = 2 =20 = 4)(1 = H('? + h) + 48(1 = )] + 2hf'7] = 0,

(3.7)

Fi*Fgp 1= LD = 2)5(1 = f) = (D = 2)(f' — 47 d)i + 4f (" — $)i* + 2¢'f'P2] + @,[(D — 4)5(1 — f)?

—2(D = A1 = N = 4f "7 + 87 (1 = )" = 2677 +4(1 = 3/)¢'f'P] =0,

(3.8)

FHFgg = PUD = 231 = ) = (D = 2)(h — 4 'F) + 2(h — 2f $'P)P'F] + @[(D — 4)5(1 — f)?

—2(D— 41— Nh—4fd'?) + 41 — 3P hd'F] = 0,

(3.9

FitFga) = PLD =2),(1— /)= (D—=2)5(F'#+ 1)+ 4D —2);f ' +2(D—2)X f > + 4D —2)f(§" — )72
+2(D=2)(f'?+ h) ¢ 71+ @ [(D — (1= F)> —2(D — 4)s(1 = P(f'7+h) +8(D—4)5(1 — f)f '#
+4(D—HX(1 - P2 +8(D—4)F(1— )" —2¢) +4(D —4) (1 =3))(f'7 + h)d'# + 2(D — 4)hf'?

—8f h(d" —24")i% —

8hf'¢'i% + 16X ' f#]=0.

(3.10)

Because of the Bianchi identity, there is one relation between the above four functionals; F’ () Fsy, F S(A) and Fg(y), i.e.,

. R 1 s A
—-1/2 1/2 o / !/
7Y Fsu”))’—;Fsm)+<—2f—5)Fs<ﬁ>+¢Fs<$>'

(3.11)

That is, the above four Egs. (3.7), (3.8), (3.9), and (3.10) are not independent. Hence, if we solve three of them, the

remaining one equation is automatically satisfied.
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B. Boundary conditions

In order to find a black hole solution, we need the
boundary conditions both at the event horizon and at the
infinity. Since we are interested in an asymptotically “flat”

spacetime, we assume
A 1
5~@6F?

N ZK%) M
fﬁl_[ ]w4’

(D —2)Ap,
1
d) — @(AD 3) (3.12)
as 7 — oo, where
Ay = 27WNTD2 /TN + 1)/2], (3.13)

is the area of N-dimensional unit sphere, and M is a
gravitational mass in the string frame.

At the event horizon (7y), the metric function f van-
ishes, i.e., f(7y) = 0. The variables and their derivatives
must be finite at 75. Taking the limit of 7 — 74, we have
three independent constraints from the basic equations:

PHl(D = 2)3 = 2(D = 2)épy + 28y + 4€yT1y]
+[(D—4)s — 4D — 4)éy + 4Ly + 2641 =0,

(3.14)
|
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pul(D —2)5 — (D = 2)éy + 2E4714]
+[(D—4)s —2(D — éy + 4éyny] =0, (3.15)

PuL(D —2)y — 2(D — 2)3é + 2(D — 2)&y
+4(D = 2épip] + (D — 4) — 4D — 4)séy
+4(D — )y + 8(D — D éyiy + 2D — H Y
—88%,1=0, (3.16)

where we have denoted the variables at the horizon with the
subscript H, i.e., ¢y, ¢y, frs Oy 04, (X f)y and so on,
and introduced the dimensionless variables as

. 12 2 ._ s B
PH = ”H/ / ¢y = erii:
= 15X P

Eliminating §H and g’H in Eqs (3.14), (3.15), and (3.16)
[we assume that f n # 0 and ¢ n #* 0], we find the qua-
dratic equation for 7y:

) (3.17)
Ny = fHd’H, {u

a=4(p% + 2D — 2)3p% + 2(D?> — 5D + 2D + 14)p}, + 2(D — 4)(3D? — 14D + 7)p%, + 4(D — 3)s],

b= —2[(D —3)(D — 2)?p%, + (D — 2)(7D* —

+2(D — 4)(D — 5)(3D* = 5D — 16)p% + 4(D — 1)(D — 5)(D — 4)?],

¢=—(D—1pH[—(D —2)*p% + 4D — 4)(D - 2)p%

The discriminant of the quadratic Eq. (3. 18) depends on

D and py. If the discriminant is negative (fDD = b -
44 ¢ <0), there is no real value of ¢’ > which means that no
regular horizon exists. The condition for the discriminant
to be non-negative gives some constraint on p% for given
D. Since @, is a fundamental coupling constant it gives
some condition on the horizon radius 7.

For D =4 ~ 10, assuming &, >0, we find allowed
values for the regular event horizon, which are summarized

TABLE I. The allowed values for a regular horizon radius are
shown (py 1= #y/ dfé/ %). The equality gives a double root of ¢/,.
There is a minimum radius in four dimensions. In five dimen-
sions and six dimensions, there are gaps in which there is no
regular horizon. For dimensions higher than six, a regular
horizon always exists for any horizon radius.

D Condition for regular horizon
4 Py =2.95712

5 Py =2.55757 or py = 1.03572
6 py =2.25772 0r py = 1.46781
7=D=10 any values

any + by +¢é=0, (3.18)
where
43D + 72)p%, + 2(D — 4)(D? — 37D + 72)p%
+2(D —4)%(D + 1)]. (3.19)

l

in Table I. There is a minimum horizon radius 7y =
295712”/ ? in four-dimensional spacetime, while in
five- dimenswnal and six-dimensional spacetimes, there is
a small gap in the parameter space of horizon radius
(1.03572aY? < 7y < 2.55757ak/? for five dimensions

and 1.467 81 )2 < 7y <2257 72~‘/2 for six dimen-
sions) where there is no regular horizon. For spacetime
of dimensions higher than six, there is a regular horizon for
any horizon radius.

IV. TRANSFORMATION TO THE EINSTEIN
FRAME

Here, we give the relation between the variables in the
string frame and those in the Einstein frame. The metrics in
both frames are given by Eq. (3.4) and

1
dst = —fe 22dr* + }drz + r2dQ03, _, 4.1
respectively. The conformal transformation (2.3) or
8 uv = explydlg,,, (4.2)
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gives the relation between the metric components as fol-

lows:
P= exp[m]r, 4.3)
2
N yr d¢
f= (1 + 5 E) f, (4.4)
5522 yrdé
0=20 + 1n<1 + 3 dr)’ 4.5)
or inversely,
r=exp[—y2d]?, (4.6)
= (1= 2, @.7)
dar
S5=656+y2p + ln(l - W‘j;f). (4.8)

Since the radial coordinates r and 7 are related by Eq. (4.3)
or Eq. (4.6), the horizon radii must be rescaled:

'y = eXP[‘)’Z@?’H]fH, Py = eXP[Y(ﬁH:IVH- 4.9

The gravitational masses and the scalar charges are also
rescaled as
GM = GM — (D - 3)y*Q,,

(D —3)y
2

(4.10)

GM = GM + 0y,

0y = 27Q¢,

where the scalar charges Q¢ in the string frame and Q4 in
the Einstein frame are defined by the asymptotic behaviors

¢~ [(D —827;AD—2] ’A’giy

¢ [(D _827;\0—2] %?3,

4.11)

(4.12)

as 7 — oo(r — 00), respectively.
The lapse function § in the Einstein frame must drop as
1/r*P=3) As a result, we find
5. _[ 8y ] Oy

it oo

1
m) 4.13)

near infinity.

V. THERMODYNAMIC VARIABLES

Before showing our numerical result, let us introduce
thermodynamical variables of a black hole.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 104032 (2009)

The Hawking temperature is given from the periodicity
of the Euclidean time on the horizon as
. I . 5 1
Ty =—Ffle o Ty =—fle %, 5.1
H 47TfH€ H 47TfH€ (5.1
Although we can define the Hawking temperature both in
the string frame and in the Einstein frame, we find that both
temperatures are the same by using the relation
Fi= (1 + 2t ¢g)e‘<7¢ﬂ/2>f'ﬁ. (52)
As for a black hole entropy, it does not obey the
Bekenstein-Hawking formula, i.e., a quarter of the area
of event horizon, because we have the Gauss-Bonnet terms.
According to the Wald’s formula for a black hole entropy,
which is defined by use of the Noether charge associated
with the diffeomorphism invariance of the system [19], we

find
oL
S = _277./.2 R €uv€pos

nrpo

(5.3)

where 2, is (D — 2)-dimensional surface of the event hori-
zon, L is the Lagrangian density, €,,, denotes the volume
element binormal to X..

For the effective action in the string frame (2.1), it gives

e Ay (1 . 2&2)’

~2
4 g

Sg = (5.4)
where Ay is the area of the event horizon. Using the
variables in the Einstein frame, this entropy is rewritten

as [16]
Sg = IE(l + 2;‘;2(3*7‘1’*').
4 g

(5.5)

We may look at the corrections to the Bekenstein-
Hawking entropy (Sgy ‘= Ap/4), which is
26
SS - SBH = %e_yd’” X SBH > 0.
Ta

(5.6)

Sy is always larger than Sgy.

VI. BLACK HOLES IN THE DEGB THEORY

Now we present our numerical results.

Giving a horizon radius ry, we solve the basic equations.
To solve the equations numerically, we first set 65 = O,
¢y =0, and find the asymptotically flat spacetime. We
then rescale the lapse function and the dilaton field as
8(r) = 8(r) — 8(0) and ¢(r) = ¢(r) — ¢(c0). This is al-
ways possible because 6 and ¢ appear only in the forms of
their derivatives such as &’ and ¢'. As a result, we can set
5(r), ¢(r) = 0 for r — co. Then in our actual solutions,
6y and ¢y do not vanish. In what follows, for brevity, we
omit the tilde of the variables.
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The horizon area Ay in terms of the gravitational mass M. There appear mass gaps in five dimensions and ten

dimensions. In four dimensions and in the L-branches of five dimensions and ten dimensions, we find the M-Aj curves turn around the
minimum masses. We have two black hole solutions near the turnaround points. There is no turnaround behavior in the S-branch.

Depending on the dimension, we classify our solutions
into three types: (a) four dimensions (D = 4), (b) five
dimensions (D = 5), and (c) six or higher dimensions
(D =6~10).

A. Mass-area relation

First we show the relation between the black hole mass
M and the horizon area Ay in Fig. 1. When we give the
numerical result, we show M := k%M for the mass instead
of the gravitational mass M, because its value can be scaled
as d(2D “3/2 when we change the coupling constant «,. In
the unit of xp = 1, both masses are equivalent. Hence, in
what follows, for simplicity, we do not distinguish two
masses and use M for both masses.

In the four-dimensional case, as shown in Fig. 1(a), there
is the minimum radius below which there is no black hole
(Pr(min) = 2.957 IZdé/ 2). The ranges of the horizon radius
where the black holes exist are shown in Table I and are
narrower than those from the regularity condition in Table I
in general, though the minimum radius in the string frame
coincides with the value in Table I for four dimensions. The
minimum mass of the black hole shown in Fig. 1(a) is given

by M i, = 69.351 1&;/2. Near this minimum mass, we find

TABLE II.

that the M-Ay curve turns around, i.e., there are two black
hole solutions for a given mass My, =M <

72.394561%/ %). We suspect that the larger black hole is
stable, while the smaller one is unstable (see the later
discussion about the entropy).

In the five-dimensional case, there appears new type of
solutions near the zero-mass region as shown in Fig. 1(b).
We find two mass ranges: one has the smaller masses (S-
branch), and the other has the larger masses (L-branch).
There is a mass gap between these two branches. It has
been expected from the results which we found from the
regularity condition for the horizon (see Table I). The L-
branch is similar to the solutions in the four-dimensional
case. There exists the lower mass bound. Near the mini-

mum mass (M) = 395.862d,), we find two black hole

solutions in the range of Mx(xt)n <M < 395.880a, (see the
enlarged figure in Fig. 1(b)). The minimum radius in this
branch is found by the existence condition of the regular
horizon, i.e., Py = 2.55757&* (Compare Tables I
and II) just as in the four-dimensional case. In the S-
branch, we find the maximum mass (Mffgx
19.7733&,). There is no turnaround behavior near the
maximum mass in the S-branch. As the horizon radius

The ranges of the horizon radii in which numerically solved black hole solutions

exist both in the string frame (py = fH/dé/z) and in the Einstein frame (py = rH/d;/z). They
are related by the conformal factor. There is a minimum radius in four dimensions. For
dimensions higher than four dimensions, there is a gap, in which there is no regular black
hole solution. The ranges of the horizon radius in the string frame should be compared with those

in Table I.

D String frame Einstein frame

4 Py =295712 pn = 3.65726

5 Py = 2.55757 or py = 0.647 144 pu = 2.84836 or py = 0.636670
6 pn =12.26141o0r py = 0.780228 pn = 2.44467 or py = 0.788059
7 pn =12.13495 or py = 0.835000 pu = 225907 or py = 0.842271
8 pn = 2.12365 or py = 0.848702 pu = 221291 or py = 0.853517
9 Py = 2.15406 or py = 0.842414 pn = 2.22300 or py = 0.845275
10 pn =12.20216 or py = 0.827220 pu = 225818 or py = 0.828 790
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approaches zero, the gravitational mass vanishes. We find

M = 0.100 2955(;/ *ry in the zero-mass limit. (Note that
M o« r% in the case of five-dimensional Schwarzschild
black hole.)

In dimensions higher than five, we find the similar
structures; i.e., there are two branches (the S- and L-
branches). However, in the L-branch, the minimum radius
is not given by the regularity condition (see Tables I and
II). In fact, for D = 7, we find a gap in the range of black
hole radii in numerical solutions, but the regular horizon
condition is always satisfied for any horizon radii. In this
gap, we cannot find any asymptotically flat black hole
solution, although the horizon can be regular. The L-
branch shows the similar properties to those in the four-
dimensional or five-dimensional case. In the S-branch in
ten-dimensions, we find Ml(ggx = 68.6614&;/ 2, and M =
84.1890&,r3; in the zero-mass limit. (Note that M « r}, in
the case of ten-dimensional Schwarzschild black hole.)

We cannot make definite statement about what happens
in the region of a mass gap. Since there is no static black
hole, the spacetime may be always dynamical losing the
mass energy and eventually reaching the S-branch, or it
may evolve into a naked singularity.

B. Thermodynamics

Next we present the thermodynamical variables. First
we give the entropy in terms of the gravitational mass M in
Fig. 2. The entropy behaves very similarly to the area of the
horizon, although there is a correction to the Bekenstein-
Hawking entropy, which is also shown by the (blue) dotted
line as a reference in the figure. In particular, we find
turnaround behaviors near the minimum masses in four
dimensions and in the L-branches of five dimensions and
ten dimensions Near the minimum points, we have two
black holes for a given mass. The larger black hole has the
larger entropy, and then we expect that it is dynamically
stable. On the other hand, the smaller black hole has the
smaller entropy, and then we expect that it is dynamically
unstable.

We also show the temperatures of the black holes in
Fig. 3. The temperature in four dimensions is always finite
and shows the turnaround behavior near the minimum
mass. At this turning point, we expect a change of stability
(see the discussion in [20]). When the black hole evapo-
rates via the Hawking radiation, the mass decreases.
Although the temperature is finite, it does not vanish at
the minimum mass, and the evaporation never stops at the
minimum mass. We may find a naked singularity.

In five dimensions and higher dimensions, we find the
same behavior as for the L-branch. In the S-branch, how-
ever, the temperature in five dimensions is always finite
and vanishes at the zero-mass limit. Then the black hole
may disappear via the Hawking radiation.

On the other hand, the behavior is very different in
dimensions higher than five. The temperature in ten di-
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mensions diverges as M — 0. We find the same behavior
for the case of D = 6 ~ 9. The evaporation never stops
even near the zero-mass limit. Rather the black hole may
explode via the Hawking radiation.

As a result, we can classify our solutions into three
types: (a) D =4, (b) D =15, and (c) D = 6 ~ 10.

The reason why we have three types may be understood
as follows: The Gauss-Bonnet curvature in four dimen-
sions becomes a total divergence if there is no dilaton field,
and then it does not give any contribution in the basic
equations. Even if we include a dilaton field, we expect
the dynamical properties of the Gauss-Bonnet term in four
dimensions is very much different from those in the case of
D = 5, in which the Gauss-Bonnet term gives a significant
change in the basic equations without a dilaton field.

Five dimensions and six dimensions are also different
from other higher dimensions, because the Gauss-Bonnet
term is the highest Lovelock term in five dimensions and
six dimensions, while in higher dimensions (D = 7 ~ 10),
there exist higher Lovelock terms. There may also be a big
difference between odd and even dimensions. Hence, we
expect four types: four dimensions, five dimensions, six
dimensions, and higher dimensions (D =7 ~ 10).
However, it turns out that the solutions in six dimensions
and higher dimensions look similar. As a result, we find
three types.

C. Configuration of the metric and dilaton field

Here, we show the behavior of the mass function defined
by m(r) = r?73(1 — f(r))/2, which approaches the
Arnowitt-Deser-Misner mass at infinity, the lapse function
8(r) and the dilaton field ¢(r), for several values of the
horizon radii in Fig. 4 in four dimensions.

In four dimensions, we find that the mass function, lapse
function and dilaton field behave monotonously smooth.
For the solution with minimum horizon radius, however,
the second derivative of the dilaton field diverges. We show
the Kretschmann curvature invariant defined by K :=
R, ,oR*"P7 for several radii in Fig. 5(a). We can see the
curvature at the horizon increases rapidly near the mini-
mum radius. We find the curvature singularity on the
horizon in the limit of M — M_;,.

For the L-branch of the five-dimensional black holes, we
find very similar behaviors to the case of four dimensions.
For the solution with minimum horizon radius, the second
derivative of the dilaton field diverges. The Kretschmann
curvature invariant also diverges at the horizon in the limit
of M — Mr(rl;i)n, as shown in Fig. 5(b).

In the S-branch, however, we find somewhat different
result. As we see in Fig. 6, we find some irregular behavior
just outside of the horizon (r ~ 2ry) for the black holes

with  ry = 0.636670&)> (the solid line) and

0.554 6305zy 2 (the dotted line), and the corresponding
masses (M = 19.7733&, and 12.7352a,) are close to the
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FIG. 2 (color online).

The entropies Sg of black holes in DEGB in terms of the mass M by the solid (red) line for (a) D = 4,

(b) D =5 and (c) D = 10. As a reference, we also show the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy Sgy = Ay /4 by the (blue) dotted line.

maximum values Mf,i)lx(= 19.7733 &) in the S-branch. We
show the Kretschmann curvature invariant for several radii
in Fig. 5(c). Although we find a strange behavior of the
curvature invariant around r = 2.18ry, the curvature does
not seem to diverge on the horizon. We suspect that the
point with the irregular behavior outside the horizon will
become a singularity in the limit of M — Mﬁfgx.

Next we depict the mass function, lapse function and
dilaton field in ten dimensions in Figs. 7 and 8. We find the
very different behavior in the L-branch from the four-
dimensional case or from the L-branch in five dimensions.
In the L-branch, the lapse function and the dilaton field

does not diverge near the horizon in the limit of ryz — rb

We show the Kretschmann curvature invariant in Fig. 9(a).
There appears a discontinuity in the curvature invariant
around r = 1.09ry for ry; = 2.258 18&'/2. This point does
not evolve into the divergence of the curvature even in the
limit of ry — rf;)n We may regard it as a “‘gravitational
shock wave”, where we have a curvature discontinuity. It is
a new type of singularity. The reason why we find the
minimum radius in the L-branch is different from the
minimum radius found by the regular horizon condition
is that the “‘gravitational shockwave” appears first outside
of the horizon before the singularity appears on the horizon
L

when we take the limit of ry — 7.
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FIG. 3 (color online).

Temperatures of black holes in DEGB for (a) D =4, (b) D =5, and (c) D = 10.
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FIG. 4 (color online).

The solution of the four-dimensional black hole. We choose the following four values for the horizon radius:

ry = 8.80392a)/? (solid), 4.163 83a./* (dotted), 3.124 16&)/* (dashed) and 2.957 12&)/? (dot-dashed).
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FIG. 5 (color online). The Kretschmann curvature invariants for several horizon radii in four dimensions and five dimensions. We
choose four values of the horizon radius in four dimensions: ry = 3.663 91&;/ 2 (solid), 3.658 6507;/ 2 (dotted), 3.657 5154/ 2 (dashed)
and 3.65726a/* (dot-dashed), in the L-branch of five dimensions: r; = 2.849 50&/? (solid), 2.848 61&)/? (dotted), 2.848 41&}/?
(dashed) and 2.848 37/ (dot-dashed), and in the S-branch of five dimensions: r; = 0.636663&}/? (solid), 0.636 652&}/* (dotted),
0.636 5915&/ 2 (dashed), 0.636 40061%/ 2 (dot-dashed). In four dimensions and the L-branch of five dimensions, the curvature invariant
increases rapidly near the horizon, and below the minimum radius, we will find a curvature singularity. On the other hand, in the S-
branch of five dimensions, we find a strange behavior of the curvature invariant near r = 2.18ry, but it does not diverge near the
horizon.
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FIG. 6 (color online). The solution of the S-branch of the five-dimensional black hole. We choose the following four values for the
horizon radius: ry = 0.636 670y (solid), 0.554630&)/* (dotted), 0.319473aL/? (dashed), 0.114232a)/* (dot-dashed). Near the
maximum mass of the S-branch, we find some irregular behavior just outside of the horizon.

In the S—branCh, we also find the similar behavior to the maximum mass Mr(li)lx- It may evolve into a Singularity in
S-branch in five dimensions. Spme irregular.behavior ap-  the limit of M — Ml(ggx-
pears around r = 1.46ry outside of the horizon near the
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FIG. 7 (color online). The solution of the L-branch of the ten-dimensional black hole. We choose the following four values for the
horizon radius: ry; = 6.683 666&/? (solid), 3.150271&}/? (dotted), 2.379 5474/ (dashed) and 2.258 180&}/? (dot-dashed). Near the
minimum mass of the L-branch, the lapse function and the dilaton field diverge at the horizon. The singularity appears on the horizon
in the limit of M — M%)
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FIG. 8 (color online).

The solution of the S-branch of the ten-dimensional black hole. We choose the following four values for the

horizon radius: r; = 0.413545 1@}/ (solid), 0.163 972 7&}/? (dotted), 0.064 515 2&}/* (dashed) and 0.0315 799 4a1/? (dot-dashed).

Now we can summarize our results as follows: For the
four dimensions and the L-branch in five dimensions, there
is a minimum radius, below which the curvature diverges
on the horizon. When D = 6, the singularity of the gravi-
tational shock wave appears in the L-branch below the
minimum radius. On the other hand, for the S-branch of
five and higher dimensions, there exists a maximum mass,
beyond which a black hole does not exist, and a singularity
may appear outside the horizon.

300

1.06 1.08 1.10 1.12

r/ry

(a) 10D L-branch

1.44 1.45 1.46 1.47 1.48

/7y

(b) 10D S—branch

FIG. 9 (color online). The curvature invariants for several
masses in ten-dimensions We choose the following four values
for the horizon radius in the L-branch: ry = 2.279 83&;/ 2
(solid), 2.26830&)/* (dotted), 2.26116&* (dashed) and
2.25820&)* (dot-dashed), In the S- branch: ry =
0.828 778aL/% (solid), 0.828748&)/% (dotted), 0.828366a)>
(dashed) and 0.826 771&;/ 2 (dot-dashed). Near the minimum
radius in the L- branch, the invariant does not diverge, but
evolves into a “gravitational shockwave” at r = 1.09ry in the
limit of minimum radius. In the S-branch, a strange behavior
appears near r = 1.46ry outside the horizon. It may evolve into

a singularity in the limit of M — M,(ng.

VII. TRUNCATED DILATONIC EINSTEIN-GAUSS-
BONNET MODEL

In this section, we discuss the truncated Einstein-Gauss-
Bonnet model, whose action is given by Eq. (2.7). The
properties of black hole solutions in the TDEGB model
with y = % are studied in [16]. This value of the coupling
constant is obtained in ten dimensions. If we start from the
effective action in the string frame in D dimensions, we
have the different value, which is v = 4/2/(D — 2), in the
Einstein frame. Here, we choose this value of the coupling
constant for the TDEGB model. The difference of two
models originates from the compactification. We find
some qualitative differences in thermodynamical proper-
ties in the TDEGB models with these two coupling con-
stants (see the discussion in Sec. IX). In what follows in the
text, we show the black hole solutions and their properties

in the TDEGB model with y = 4/2/(D — 2).

A. Basic equations
The field equations are given by

frFrg) = 3f'r + h+ 2D = 2Df)p'r + "1
— yB[(D — 4)s(1 — f)?
—2(D—4)(1 = NH(f'r+h)

+4Xf(1 = )2 + 2hf'r] =0, (7.1)

friFr) = (D = 2)3(1 = ) = (D = 2)f'r = 1f p”r?
+ B[(D — 4)s(1 — f)?
—2(D =41 = Hf = 2yfP)r
+adyf(1 = f)(@" — yp)r?

+2y(1 = 3f)p'f'r?] =0, (7.2)
friFrpy = (D = 2)5(1 = f) = (D = 2)h + 3f $p”r?

+ B[(D — 4)s(1 — f)?

—2(D =41 = f)h —2yfd'r)

+2yh(1 = 3f)$'r] = 0, (73)
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—2)f¢"r* + B(D — 4)5(1 = f)?

—2(D = 4)s(1 = H(f'r + h) + 4y(D — 4)sf(1 = fHg'r + 4D — 4)(1 — HX[fr
+4y(D = Hf(1 = ))@" = yd)r* + 2(D = Dhf'r + 2y(D = 4)(1 = 3/)(f'r + W) 'r

— 4y fh(@" — y§) — dyhd' ' + 8y Xfr] = 0.

(7.4)

where Einstein frame, the lapse must drop faster than the gravi-
tational potential (f — 1).
X(r)i=— 2[h(f’r —h) = 2f(h'r — h)], (7.5) At the event horizon (ry), the metric function f van-
afcr ishes, i.e., f(rg) = 0. The variables and their derivatives
e e must be finite at 7.
B(r) = r=ae 7, (7.6) The regularity conditions of the event horizon are now
h(r) = r(f" = 2f5"). (7.7) Puéuny —Y(D—4)s—4D —4)éy + 4Ly +264]1=0,
The Bianchi identity gives one relation between these (7.10)
four functionals:
1 p PHLD = 2); = (D = D] +[(D — 4);
PRy = 2Py + (57 8Py + @' Fri, 2D~ ey +2vEgmal =0, (1D
(78)  pHID —2)4 — 2D — 2)3éy + 2(D — 2){y]
Hence, if one solve three of them, the remaining one +[(D —4)s —4(D — 4)séy + 4D — 4) ¢y
equation is automatically satisfied. ) )
+4y(D — 4y +2(D — 4y — 4yEmul =0,
B. Boundary conditions (7.12)
As we discussed in Sec. III B, we need the boundary where
conditions both at the event horizon (r = ry) and at the
D . L =7 €7¢H/2/~1/2 &y = ruf!
infinity (r = o0). The asymptotical “flatness” implies Pu=rTn H: = "H/H (7.13)
26, M 50 1 Ny = rpdy,  and = ry(Xf)y.
— 1 — — [
! [(D — 2)AD2:| rP=3’ (,,2(0—3))’ Eliminating &5 and ¢y in Egs. (7.10), (7.11), and (7.12)
1 [we assume that &y # 0 and {y # 0], we find the qua-
¢— (9(,,1)73)’ (7.9)  dratic equation for n;:
2 =
as r — oo, M is a gravitational mass in the Einstein frame. any +bny +c=0, (7.14)
Since the weak equivalence principle is satisfied in the = where
J
a =2y[((D = 2)3py + (D = 4)5)(D = 2y + 2D = 4) + 29*((D = 2)(D = 43D — 11)p3; + 4D = 3)5)],
b= ~[((D = 2);p3 + (D = 4)5)(D = 2)p3; + 2D — 4)) = 4y*(D = 1)(D = 4)(D — 2)*py
+2(D = 2)py — 2D — 4)5)]
¢ =y(D = 1ppl(D = 2Pl = 4D = 2)(D = 4)p3; = 2(D + (D — 4))] (7.15)

For D=4~10, assum ing &, > 0 and imposing the dis-
criminant is non-negative (D), :=b>—4ac=0), we find
the allowed values for the regular event horizon, which are
summarized in Table III. There is a minimum horizon
radius ry = 1. 86121&1 2¢=7$1/2 in four-dimensional
spacetime, while in five- dlmensmnal spacetime, there is a
small gap in the parameter space of horizon radius
(0.962 88241 2 e~ 79/ < r; < 1.45828a) % e~ v#u/2)
where there i 1s no regular horizon. For h1gher dimensional
spacetime than five dimensions, there is a regular horizon
for any horizon radius.

TABLE III. The allowed values for the regular horizon radius
are shown. The equality gives a double root of ¢},. There is a
minimum radius in four dimensions. In five dimensions and six
dimensions, there are gaps in which there is no regular horizon.
For dimensions higher than six, there is a regular horizon for any

horizon radius. py := r;,e”"’h'/z/al/2

D Condition for regular horizon

4 pn = 1.86121

5 pn = 145828 or py = 0.962 882

6=D=10 any values
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VIII. COMPARISON WITH TDEGB AND EGB

Now we compare the properties of the black hole solu-
tions in the DEGB and TDEGB models. We also show the
results in the EGB model as a reference.

A. Mass-area relation

First we show the mass-area relations of black holes in
Fig. 10. The solid (red) line, dashed (green) line, and dot-
dashed (black) line correspond to the DEGB, TDEGB, and
EGB models, respectively.

In four dimensions, there exists the minimum finite

radius, rymn = 3.65726&)% and 3.138439a), and

minimum mass, MSEEGB) = 069.351 lézé/ 2 and MI(IR?EGB) =
42.7128&'%, both for the DEGB and TDEGB models,
respectively. There is no qualitative difference. A turning
point appears at the minimum mass, near where two black
holes exist in a small mass range (Mfl?iEGB) =M<
72.3945a)> for DEGB and M) <y <
4271524/ for TDEGB). In the EGB model, it is just a
Schwarzschild black hole because the Gauss-Bonnet term
is a total divergence. It is completely different from the
other two.

In five dimensions, the result changes drastically (see
Fig. 10(b)). For the EGB model, the mass-area relation is
very simple (the dot-dashed line). The area increases
monotonically with respect to the mass, and there exists

a minimum finite mass (M ffigB) = 27 @,). In the TDEGB
model, the mass-area relation is also monotonic, but it
splits up into two branches (the S- and L-branches) shown

by the dashed (green) line just as in the DEGB model (the
Mr(fi)n <M < M) and
M > Mr(nLlL for the S- and L-branches, respectively, where
MS = 10.8051a,, MS) :=27.4615a,, and M"Y =

min min
142.382@,. So there exists a finite minimum mass
(Mfs'i)n), and the area in the L-branch increase monotoni-
cally without any turning point as well as that in the S-
branch. However, in the case of the DEGB model, as we

discussed in Sec. VI, the black holes exist from zero mass,

solid [red] line). The ranges are

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 104032 (2009)

and there appears a mass gap (MSEQX = 19.7733a@, <M <
MY = 395.862&,) where no black hole exists. In the L-

min
branch of the DEGB model, we find two black hole solu-
tions with the different horizon radii but with the same
mass in the range of Ml(;)n <M < 395.880a,. The smaller-
radius black hole may be unstable because the entropy is
also smaller.

In ten dimensions, the mass-area relations are almost the
same for the DEGB, TDEGB, and EGB models. However
there is a qualitative difference between the DEGB model
and the TDEGB (or EGB) model. In the TDEGB (or EGB)
model, the area increases monotonically with respect to the
mass from zero to infinity. The mass vanishes at zero area.
However, in the DEGB model, there exists a gap in the
range of mass ME), = 68.6614&;/2 =M< MI(HLI)r1 =
58647.5&;/ %), and a turning point appears near the mini-
mum mass Mg;)n There exist two different solution with

the same mass, in the range of mass (M%i)n <M< Mg;ﬂl +

1.560 19 X 10’554/2). The behavior is the same as that in
five dimensions.

We also find the same behaviors in six to nine
dimensions.

B. Thermodynamics
For the TDEGB model (2.7), the entropy is given by

(8.1)

The corrections from the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy is

2a
ST - SBH = —2287)/4”’ X SBH > (.
T

H

(8.2)

This means that the entropy is always larger than the
Bekenstein-Hawking’s one in the TDEGB model as well.
The difference between (5.6) and (8.2) comes from the
truncated term F (note that the values of ¢y in the
DEGB theory and the truncated one are different).

Here, we show the black hole entropy and temperature in
Figs. 11 and 12, respectively. In these figures, the solid

7 107 1
1000 = e
_ | y
(/ 'y 1000 // 10° P 1
. soof | - P 8 - = e
& d = e W 1000 1
3 // € ~ 3 //
= 200} - < o 7 < 10} ]
o 7
7 2
o / 0.1p 1
00f .~ 1 I
: . . 0.1 i . ] 0.001 . - pe -
50 100 1 10 100 1000 0.1 10 1000 10 10
M/(@)""? M[(@) M)(@)""?
(a) 4D (b) 5D (c) 10D

FIG. 10 (color online).

The mass-area relations of black hole solutions in four dimensions, five dimensions, and ten dimensions. The

dashed (green), dot-dashed (black), and solid (red) lines are the cases of the TDEGB, EGB, and DEGB models, respectively.
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FIG. 11 (color online).

The entropies of black holes with respect to the gravitational mass. The solid (red), dashed (green), and dot-

dashed (black) lines are for the DEGB, TEGBD, and EGB models.

(red) line, dashed (green) line, and dot-dashed (black) line
describe the results for the DEGB, TDEGB, and EGB
models, respectively.

The entropy behaves quite similar to the area for all
models, although the values are slightly different as shown
in Fig. 2 in the DEGB model. There is no qualitative
difference between Ay and S, except for D =4 in the

TDEGB model for which we find a cusp near M =

MSEEGB) instead of a turnaround smooth curve [21]. The

cusp is related to a stability change understood by a catas-
trophe theory [22].

As for the temperature, the behaviors are quite different
in each model depending on the dimensions. In four di-
mensions, just as the area or the entropy, there appears a
turning point, at which stability changes as we expected
[20]. The same behavior is found in the TDEGB model. In
the EGB model, it is just a Schwarzschild black hole, i.e.,
Ty o< 1/M.

In five dimensions, however, there is a maximum tem-
perature Ty, = 0.251938a; "% at M = 15.0506@, in

the DEGB model, just as in the EGB model (T, =
J6 ~—1/2
8

S@, 'Tat M= 472 @,), although we have a mass gap.
The temperature in the TDEGB model decreases mono-
tonically as the mass increases.

In ten dimensions, the temperature decreases monotoni-

cally with respect to the mass except near the turning point

in the L-branch. There is no maximum temperature just as
in the TDEGB and EGB models. In the L-branch of the
DEGB model, however, we always find a turning point.

From this observation, we may conclude as follows: In
four dimensions, both the DEGB and TDEGB models
predict almost the same. When the black hole mass ap-
proaches the minimum value, the temperature is still finite.
So the evaporation may not stop there. We suspect that
either it evolves into a naked singularity, or it becomes
time-dependent.

In five dimensions, however, two models give quite
different predictions. In the DEGB model, in the zero-
mass limit, we find that the temperature also vanishes.
Then we expect that the black hole evaporate quietly. On
the other hand, in the TDEGB model, no black hole exists

below the minimum mass Mf:i)n and beyond the maximum
temperature 7,,,,. When a back hole goes beyond this point
via Hawking evaporation, we will find a naked singularity
or a time-dependent black hole spacetime.

If the spacetime dimension is higher than five, two
models will give the similar fate, i.e., a black hole evapo-
rates violently because the temperature diverges in the
mass-zero limit.

IX. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We summarize our results in Table IV. The main differ-
ence in the DEGB model from the TDEGB model is that
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FIG. 12 (color online).

The temperature of black holes with respect to the gravitational mass. The solid (red), dashed (green), and

dot-dashed (black) lines are for the DEGB, TEGBD, and EGB models.

104032-13



KEI-ICHI MAEDA, NOBUYOSHI OHTA, AND YUKINORI SASAGAWA

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 104032 (2009)

TABLE IV. The comparison between the DEGB and TDEGB models with the EGB model and Schwarzschild black hole as
references. In the four-dimensional TDEGB model, we find a cusp instead of a turnaround smooth curve.

D DEGB TDEGB TDEGB (y = 1/2) EGB Schwarzschild
4 mass range M > M., M > M, M > M., Schwarzschild M=0
turning point yes “yes (cusp)” no black hole no
T nax finite finite finite 0
Ty at M, finite finite finite 0
5 mass range M,ﬁx >M=0, M,(fgx >M > Mfsi)n, M > M, M > M, M=0
M>mb M>mb
turning point yes no no no no
T nax finite finite 00 finite 0
Ty at M, Zero finite 00 Zero 00
6 ~ 10 mass range Mffgx >M=0,M> Mr(r];lL M=0 the same as our TDEGB M=0 M=0
turning point yes no (y =+2/(D —2)) no no
Tmax 00 o0 00 00
Ty at M, 00 00 00 00
the existence of a turning point in five and higher ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

dimensions and a zero-mass black hole in five dimensions.
The Hawking temperature in the five-dimensional
DEGB model vanishes at the zero-mass limit, but that
in the TDEGB model is finite. The DEGB model also
gives a maximum temperature in five dimensions. It
may suggest that the DEGB model is better than the
truncated one. In fact, the maximum temperature is given
by T = 0.251938a, /% = 0.290913a/"1/2 at M =
15.0506&,, which is naively consistent with the result
given by the perturbative approach (T, ~ 0.1a/~'/?)
[10].

We also include the result in the case of y = 1/2 [16].
The result in that model is almost qualitatively similar to
our TDEGB model except for the five dimensions. In five
dimensions, the result is the same as the Schwarzschild
black hole rather than that in our TDEGB or in the EGB
model, although we do not know the reason.

In this paper we consider only the asymptotically
flat spacetime. The asymptotically nonflat spacetimes,
however, are also important. The asymptotically anti-
de Sitter spacetime is especially interesting in the context
of anti-de Sitter/conformal field theory (AdS/CFT) corre-
spondence. AdS/CFT correspondence is a widely-believed
conjecture which suggests that there exists a duality be-
tween bulk gravity and boundary conformal theory. Taking
account into some quantum effects, i.e., the higher curva-
ture correction terms, one may examine a strong coupling
region via AdS/CFT. It may provide another confirmation
for the conjecture. The gravity duals of Gauss-Bonnet
gravity with nontrivial dilaton field was studied in [23].
The asymptotically anti-de Sitter spacetime in the TDEGB
models were also analyzed [24,25]. Since we find some
important difference between the DEGB and TDEGB
models in this paper, it is also interesting to analyze the
asymptotically nonflat spacetimes in the DEGB theory,
which is under study.
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APPENDIX A: BLACK HOLE IN THE EINSTEIN-
GAUSS-BONNET THEORY

In this appendix, we summarize the properties of a black
hole in the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory. The action is

1
SEGB = W /dDX«/_g(R + azRéB). (Al)
D

We find the field equations by setting the dilaton field ¢ =
0, and can reduce them as

[rP73(k = f(r) + aa(D = 3)4rP 75 (k — f(r)*] =0,
8'(r)=0. (A2)

In four dimensions, the Gauss-Bonnet term does not give

any contribution to the solution. We have just a

Schwarzschild black hole, i.e., f(r) = k — 2u/r. For D =
5, we find two branches of the solutions as follows:

fr) = f+(r)

2 _
=k : (1 :\/1 4+ 80— e 3)4“2"“)

+
2(D - 3)461’2 VD71

5(r) =0, (A3)
where u is an integration constant, which is related to the
gravitational mass M as (D —2)Ap_u = KZDM . The
asymptotic behavior or the weak coupling limit, i.e.,
au/rP 1 <« 1, gives
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2K2D M
Sl = k= [(D - 2)AD_2] b= (Ad)
2k3, M (D —2)r?
0= k+ o [ o -

The former is an asymptotically flat spacetime, while the
latter is an asymptotically anti de Sitter spacetime [26].
The black hole mass in the asymptotically flat case is given
by

(D_mﬁyzD{1+ﬂD_®%}

M= khM = = 2
D 2 D -2
(AS)
and the Hawking temperature is
D — 2)3r3; + (D — 4)sa
T, = [( )3VH2 ( )5“21 ' (A6)
daryl(D — 2)ry, + 2(D — 4)a,]
The entropy is given by the Wald’s formula as
A 2a
Tu

In four dimensions, it is just a Schwarzschild spacetime.
There is nontrivial contribution in the entropy from the

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 104032 (2009)

Gauss-Bonnet term. Then we find

Mmin = O, and Smin = 27&2, (Ag)

at ry = 0, when the temperature diverges (T, = ).
In five dimensions, we find the black hole mass and the
Hawking temperature as

M = 72372, + 2d,), (A9)
3rH
Ty=——"F"—+7"—"—"7"7"7. Al10
2731, + 2a,] (A10)
Then we find
Mmin = 277'2&2» Smin = 0! Tmin = O» (All)

at ry = 0. We also find the maximum temperature as

6 __
Tnax = £a2 12, (A12)
8
at ry = \2a,/3 (M., = 47 @, ).
For dimensions higher than five, we find
Myin =0, and S, =0, (A13)

at ry = 0, when the temperature diverges (T, = ).
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