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ABSTRACT: Employing the covariant phase space formalism, we discuss black hole thermo-
dynamics in four-dimensional scalar-tensor Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity. We argue that
logarithmic corrections to Wald entropy previously reported in this theory do not appear,
due to the symmetry of the theory under constant shifts of the scalar field. Instead, we
obtain the standard Bekenstein entropy of general relativity. Then, to satisfy the first
law of black hole mechanics, the Hawking temperature must be modified. It has been
proposed that such temperature modifications occur generically in scalar-tensor theories,
due to different propagation speeds of gravitons and photons. We show that the tempera-
ture modifications also emerge in the Euclidean canonical ensemble approach to black hole
thermodynamics. Notably, the boundary terms of the type we consider here can be consid-
ered in any scalar-tensor gravitational theories. Hence, we illustrate that adding a suitable
boundary term to action may drastically affect black hole thermodynamics, changing both

the entropy and the temperature.
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1 Introduction

Formulations of Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity in four spacetime dimensions have been
studied in a number of recent papers. The original idea of rescaling the Gauss-Bonnet cou-
pling constant as & — (n — 4) « [1] unfortunately does not lead to a theory derivable from a
diffeomorphism invariant action. Furthermore, the theory has a number of pathologies [2—
6]. Nevertheless, its physical consequences have been extensively explored, including its
black holes solutions and their thermodynamics [7-9].

On the one hand, a consistent purely metric, local, diffeomorphism invariant gener-
alisation of Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity in 4 dimensions appears to be impossible. On
the other hand, starting from the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity in n > 4 dimensions and



compactifying n — 4 dimensions yields a consistent four-dimensional theory [10-13]. The
result is special case of Horndeski gravity [14], i.e., a local, diffeomorphism invariant, scalar-
tensor theory that generalises the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity to four dimensions in a
way free of basic pathologies.! In fact, this procedure leads to a well-defined scalar-tensor
Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet action in any spacetime dimension n > 2. Remarkably, the static,
spherically symmetric black hole solutions in four dimensions coincide with the ones found
in the coupling rescaling approach [7, 11, 12]. Thermodynamics of static, spherically sym-
metric black holes has been also reported to agree in both approaches [7]. Notably, Wald
entropy found for scalar-tensor Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity contains a term logarithmic
in the horizon area. Since logarithmic corrections to black hole entropy appear as the
leading order quantum gravitational correction on very general grounds [17-20], it would
be rather interesting to recover them for a local classical modified theory of gravity.

Herein, elaborating on our previous short letter [21], we take a critical look at this
reported logarithmic correction to entropy. By applying the covariant phase space formal-
ism [22-25], we derive the first law of black hole mechanics and the expression for Wald
entropy. We argue that the presence of logarithmic term in entropy leads to inconsisten-
cies. The key point is that the equations of motion possess a symmetry under constant
shifts of the scalar field. This symmetry is not respected by Wald entropy, unless one
introduces an extra boundary term in the action. Then, Wald entropy reduces to Beken-
stein entropy of general relativity. Since the total mass of the spacetime, being defined
at asymptotic infinity, is also the same as the ADM mass in general relativity, fulfilling
the first law of black hole mechanics requires modifying the black hole temperature.? Such
modifications to temperature have been argued to occur generically in Horndeski theories,
due to the propagation speed of gravitons no longer being equal to the speed of light [27].
Interestingly, the same modified temperature, that we fixed ‘add hoc’ to fulfil the first law
of thermodynamics, can be derived via Euclidean methods, by employing the Euclidean
canonical ensemble approach [28]. This provides yet another independent indication that
the black hole temperature should be modified in this theory.

Although we use a particular form of 4D scalar-tensor Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity
as an example, our conclusions regarding the effects of shift symmetry on black hole ther-
modynamics in principle apply to any shift symmetric theory of gravity. In particular, this
includes theories with the 4D action of the form

Ioc/d4x\ﬁ—g(R+a¢g+...), (1.1)
and/or to 2D Liouville gravity,
Ioc/de\ﬁ—g(tﬁR—i—...), (1.2)

where R denotes the Ricci scalar, G is the Gauss-Bonnet invariant and dots denote ‘ar-
bitrary terms’ that may depend on derivatives of ¢ but not ¢ itself. Moreover, these

! Alternatively, a possibility of formulating a diffeomorphism symmetry breaking theory has been con-
sidered in [15]; see also a recent proposal for an alternative limit of Einstein gravity to two dimensions [16].

2The recovery of area law in shift symmetric Horndeski theories was recently noted [26]. However, they
do not discuss temperature modifications.



ambiguities in principle appear even in theories not possessing the shift symmetry. We will
have more to say about this in the discussion.

The paper is organised as follows. First, in section 2, we recall the basics of the
covariant phase space formalism which offers a consistent way to derive the Smarr formula
and the first law of black hole mechanics. Section 3 reviews the formulation of scalar-tensor
Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity we work with. In section 4, we derive the covariant phase
space formalism for this theory, including the Noether current and charges. Then, we
apply it in section 5 to find expressions for mass, angular momentum and Wald entropy in
stationary black hole spacetimes. We also argue why Wald entropy should coincide with
Bekenstein entropy. We derive the Smarr formula and the first law of black hole mechanics
for static, spherically symmetric black hole spacetimes in section 6, and show that our
proposal for entropy requires a modified temperature. Section 7 further supports the
modified temperature proposal by obtaining it from a grandcanonical Euclidean ensemble
calculation. Finally, section 8 sums up our findings and touches on some possible future
developments.

Throughout the paper, we set G = h = ¢ = kg = 1, yp = 1/4w, and use metric
signature (—,+,...,+). Unless specified otherwise, we keep the spacetime dimension n
arbitrary. Other conventions follow reference [29].

2 Covariant phase space formalism

Before going to the expressions for Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity, we start by reviewing the
basics of the covariant phase space formalism in general setting. Consider an n-dimensional
manifold equipped with a volume n-form, €. Introduce a Lagrangian density, L, constructed
from a collection of dynamical variables, ¢, and their covariant derivatives, V,, which
satisfy V,e = 0 (clearly, V, is not unique). An arbitrary variation of the dynamical
variables, d1¢, leads to a change in L

0L = A¢51d> + V,ﬂ“ [51] . (21)

It is easy to see that Ay = 0 correspond to the equations of motion for ¢, whereas the
second term V0" [61] contributes only a boundary integral to the variation of the action.
Vector density 6* [§1] is called the symplectic potential [22].

Next, introduce a second independent variation of the dynamical variables, do¢. The
commutator of the variations acting on L yields

(5152 — 6251) L= 51A¢52¢ — 52A¢51¢ + V#Qp“ [51, 52] R (22)

where

QF [01, 62] = 610" [02] — 020" [61], (2.3)



is the symplectic current [22]. Finally, integrating Q [0, d2] over an initial data surface C
yields a symplectic form?

Q[51,65] = /C QrdC,,. (2.4)

Suppose that one of the variations is generated by a vector field &, ie., d1¢p = £Le¢. If
Hamiltonian H¢ corresponding to evolution along & exists, its change under an arbitrary
variation of the dynamical variables, do¢p = d¢, equals

SHe = Q[£e,6]. (2.5)

by the virtue of the Hamilton equations of motion [22].

For a diffeomorphism invariant theory, any vector field £# with continuous first deriva-
tives also generates a local infinitesimal symmetry of the theory [22, 23]. Then, we can
define the corresponding conserved Noether current

= 0 6] — Lev. (2.6)
This current can be written as [23, 24]
Jg = —ApLed+ V. Q" (2.7)

where Qg“ is an antisymmetric tensor density. It follows that the divergence of jg vanishes
on shell and Qg“ is the Noether charge corresponding to the diffeomorphism generated by
&H. Now suppose one introduces a small perturbation that changes one solution of the
equations of motion to another (in other words, the perturbation satisfies the linearised
equations of motion, 6A4 = 0). Then it can be shown that a perturbation of the Hamilto-
nian, 0 He, is equal to an integral of the Noether charge variation 5Qg“ and the symplectic
current 6" [§] over the boundary 9C of the initial data surface C, i.e.,

5H = /8 (0Qe = 26707 8]) dc. (2.8)

If ¢€# is a Killing vector field, the variation of the Hamiltonian vanishes identically. For a
stationary black hole spacetime, equation (2.8) evaluated for the Killing vector field which
defines the Killing horizon yields the first law of black hole mechanics. Using the expression
for the Hawking temperature Ty = /27, with k being the surface gravity of the horizon,
one can then identify the Wald entropy of the black hole?

2T
_ a7 Vi
Sw =" /H QY"dC,u, (2.9)

where the integration is carried out over the spatial cross-section of the horizon orthogonal
to the Killing vector &*.

3The form defined in this way can be degenerate [22]. To make it a well-defined symplectic form, we
must restrict it from the space of field configurations to the space of solutions. However, this subtlety is
not relevant for our purposes.

4We should note that this procedure is not fully consistent. The Hawking temperature represents a result
of quantum physics in curved spacetime that must be identified in an otherwise fully classical expression.



3 Scalar-tensor Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity in four dimensions

In this section, we recall the basic properties of electrovacuum scalar-tensor Einstein-Gauss-
Bonnet gravity in four spacetime dimensions. The theory can be obtained by a Kaluza-
Klein reduction of electrovacuum Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity in any higher dimension
to four dimensions (see, e.g. [11, 12] for details). The resulting action reads®

1
Ics = 7o / [R =20 + 0gG + a (4G VGV 1 — AVAGV VIV 10

+2VA0VIOV,0776) - By, P | gd', (3.1)

where

G = R* — 4Ry, R + Ry o, RM7, (3.2)

denotes the Gauss-Bonnet term. The action (3.1) possesses a shift symmetry, i.e., it is
invariant under shifting the scalar field ¢ by any constant, as one can easily check. This
symmetry of the action is not exact, but only up to a boundary term. To see this, note
that the Gauss-Bonnet term in four spacetime dimensions can be written as a divergence
of some vector field

g =V,g". (3.3)

Unfortunately, no closed, coordinate-independent expression for G* is known [30]. Never-
theless, introducing G* allows us to easily show that shifting the scalar field by an arbitrary
constant C, i.e., ¢ = ¢ + C, changes the action as

AIEGB = C/V#g"\/ —g4nm. (3.4)

Of course, this term has no effect on the equations of motion. However, any boundary term
added to the action affects the symplectic potential and through it the Noether currents
and charges. In particular, we have [24]

(07
Al [0] = 16.C°%9" (3.5)
. a y
Ajfiane = 5OV (€46") (3.6)
14 « v
AQip e =5 CE G, (3.7)

Hence, the shift symmetry breaks down on the level of the covariant phase space formalism.
To restore it, we may add a total divergence to the Lagrangian, in order to make it exactly
invariant. We then have the following shift-invariant action

1
Iinv = IEGB - 1677'[' /vu (a¢gu) \/jgd4x7 (38)

where Ipgp is given by equation (3.1). This modified action is only meaningful in four
spacetime dimensions. In dimensions lower than four, the Gauss-Bonnet term vanishes

5Tt is straightforward to show that dimensional reduction of the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet-Maxwell theory
does not lead to any coupling between the Maxwell term and the scalar field.



identically and there is no divergence term breaking the symmetry, whereas for dimensions
higher than four the symmetry is not present even on the level of the equations of motion.
Varying the action with respect to ¢ yields a scalar equation

84V, V,¢ (—2V“¢V”¢> — GUVAGV sp — VAV + VAV 3 — GW)
—8aR"'V 6V, ¢+ aG = 0. (3.9)
Notably, this equation provides a closed, covariant on-shell expression for G
G =8GH'V,¢p —8V"V,oVHp + 8V oV, VFp + 8V, oV oVHp + V, FH, (3.10)

where arbitrary antisymmetric tensor F“# represents an ambiguity in G¥. We will see
that this equation allows us to write the on shell Noether charges in a simple, manifestly
covariant form.

Continuing, we vary the action with respect to the metric to obtain the following
equations

1
G + Mgy + 200 {RMAPURVAP" ~ 2Ry RY — 2RR, N+ Ry — (R? - 4R, R
+R,\meAp”> gw} + 204(2]%“’\,//) + 2R )60+ 2R N5 — 2R, g™ — 2R g, — RS, 6
+ngg*f))va¢ + 2a (23,}/) + 2R, 05 + 2R,05 — Ryug™ — 2R g, — RS,

1
+5 Ry’ ) VaAdV o0 + 20(29776567 — 296567 + 9977 g — 9779”7 9u) VAV 00
VUVT¢ +4a (9)055517; + g)\U(S;(sll/’ - 9”5255 - g)\angg;W> v)\d’vpd)vavfrd)

1
+4aVr OV AoV 10V, 0 — aV AV OV poVP b, — 2F,0F, > + §F>\pF}‘ng =0,
(3.11)

In the following, we will write these equations as F,,,, = 0 to simplify our notation. Likewise,
we will use E4 = 0 for equation (3.9).
A particular combination of the equations of motion, E,,, g"” + Ey, yields the following
useful condition [12]
AN~ R~ %g = 0. (3.12)

This equation is scalar and completely independent both of ¢ and of the electromagnetic
field. Hence, it offers a simple way to check whether a particular ansatz for the metric is
viable, without solving the full equations of motion. We will use this in section 6 to discuss
black hole solutions.

4 Covariant phase space formalism for Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity

We now apply the covariant phase space formalism reviewed in section 2 to the case of
scalar-tensor Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity. To show the significance of the shift symme-
try, we first do so for action Iggp (3.1), which is shift-symmetric only up to a boundary



term. The calculations necessary to obtain the covariant phase space formalism are involved
but straightforward. For the symplectic potential, we find®

V=8
167
+ RMPOYV 40y, + AadVPGH 5g,, + 20 (2RI 4 AR P — 2RM P
— 2R g™ — Rg" g™ + Rg™ g"" )V Addgup + 20:(29" g g7 — g7 g™ g7
— g g g — g" " g + 9" g g ) VAV OV 0 0gu, + 20 (29" g gPT
— 29 g" g — "GP g + gNG PG T )V AV o V- O gu, + 20(29" g7

— g" GP\V AV oV 4Gy, + 4 (2GS p — VY OV, 6V I

Ohen 8] = Y2 { (69 — 9"°6") (1+ 200R) + 1ag(~2R"g" + RI7g" + R

— V'V, ¢V G5 + 2VV ¢V, VHpdd + 2V 0V ¢V ) — 2F“”6A,,}. (4.1)

Next, we want to find the Noether current corresponding to infinitesimal diffeomor-
phism transformations. However, a subtle problem occurs for fields with gauge freedom,
such as A,. The usual definition of an infinitesimal diffeomorphism transformation, i.e.,
a Lie derivative along the diffeomorphism generator £, is not gauge invariant. The issue
can be systematically dealt with by generalising the Noether charge formalism to vector
bundles [31]. However, a simpler solution sufficient for our purposes lies in modifying the
action of infinitesimal diffeomorphisms on A, to make it gauge invariant [32]. We have

Sedy = LeA, — V, (Ag” — PEMS) (4.2)
where PFM£ | is a gauge invariant quantity satisfying [32]
k'F,, = -V, PPMF (4.3)

for any vector field k* generating a symmetry of all the dynamical fields. For a suitable
gauge fixing of potentials, we have simply PPM:£ = A,¢*, and the gauge invariant diffeo-
morphism transformation reduces to the standard Lie derivative, but this is not generally
the case.

We are now ready to compute the Noether current corresponding to an infinitesimal
diffeomorphism transformation generated by a vector field £#. Starting from the general
definition (2.6), we get
Jhepe = \/8? <§”E,,“ — o pEME V,,F”“) + gvy{v%ﬂl (2 + 409 R) — 160 RNV ¢!

+4agRMPV L, — 8aRVI¢eH + 16V ¢ RN EM + 16aR, VY g

+ 8aRM™MNN \ o€, + 4aVIHEIV ¢V b + 8aV VI pVA ) + 80PV VAV

— 8t VVIgpVAV b + 8a VAVIHOVY § + 8aV ¢V VI e 4 2 v pEME }
(4.4)

5As an aside, upon setting ¢ = 0, the results of this section also hold for the purely metric Einstein-
Gauss-Bonnet gravity in any spacetime dimension n > 5.



The first two terms are proportional to the equations of motion for the metric and the
electromagnetic field. Note that the equations of motion for the scalar field ¢ as well as
the second set of the Maxwell equations V|, F,,; = 0 do not appear in the Noether current.

The total divergence term in the Noether current (4.4) gives us directly the Noether
charge antisymmetric tensor density

Qlip.e = 716_9 VIer (2 + 4agR) — 16ap RNV \eH + 4ad RV \E, — 8aRVIY et
? T

+16a VAR EM +16aR, Vg + 8aRMAV ¢, + 4aVIHE IV ¢V ¢
+8aV, (W gvr g + 8at M VVIVA ¢V ¢ — 8tV VAY

+ 8V \ VoV g 4+ 8aV ¢V oV ¥ ¢t + 2 PEME | (4.5)

In the previous section, we have shown that the symplectic potential GQGB [0], the
Noether current ngB,gv and the Noether charge QE%B,{ are not invariant under shifting
the scalar field by a constant, ¢ — ¢ + C. Since the equations of motion and, therefore, all
the solutions of the theory do not change under such a shift, it is somewhat unsatisfactory
that the locally defined Noether currents and charges, which are used to define measurable
quantities such as mass and entropy, do not share this invariance. The solution lies in
deriving the symplectic potential from the action I,y (3.8), which is exactly shift-invariant.
Then, we obtain

o
Oy [0] = Opp [0] - ﬁqbég”, (4.6)
: ) o .
]ilfw,{ :chB,g - 87Vu (¢§[ Q“]) (4.7)
v, v « v
Qimve = Q¥GBe — 87(255[ gHl, (4.8)

where we recall that G* is defined so that its divergence equals the Gauss-Bonnet term,
G = V,G". The expressions 0} [0], ji, . and Q1 . have the advantage of being explicitly
invariant under constant shifts of the scalar field. On shell, using equation (3.10), we can
express G* in terms of derivatives of ¢ and curvature tensors, making the formulas for the
symplectic potential and Noether currents and charges explicitly covariant.

Of course, the covariant phase space formalism is also affected by other boundary
contributions to the action, most notably by the Gibbons-Hawking-York boundary term.
For the scalar-tensor Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory we consider, this term has been derived
in the literature [33]. In section 6, we show that it has no effect on thermodynamics of
static, spherically symmetric black holes. We expect this result to hold in general as well,
since it requires only regularity of the Gibbons-Hawking-York term on the horizon and its
sufficiently fast fall-off in the asymptotic region [34].

One might wonder whether the shift symmetry also carries a nontrivial Noether charge
that might affect the covariant phase space formalism. Starting from the symplectic po-
tential (4.6), and setting dc¢p = C, dcgu = 0, we easily obtain the Noether current
corresponding to shift symmetry

4 = aC (8GN ,,¢ — 8VV,,¢VH ¢ + 8V ¢V, VF ¢ + 8V, 6V ¢VF ¢ — aGH) . (4.9)



On shell, the Noether current vanishes due to equation (3.10). Hence, there is no nontrivial
Noether charge associated with shift symmetry and it will not generate any contributions
to conserved quantities.

At this point, we have a complete covariant phase space formalism for electrovacuum
scalar-tensor Finstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory. Deriving an explicit expression for the sym-
plectic current would again be straightforward (albeit laborious), but we do not need it for
our purposes. We stress that the expression for the symplectic form is not affected by the
boundary term we added to the action — it is explicitly shift symmetric regardless whether
we derive it from 0fp [6] or 0% [6]. The difference in both expressions is proportional to
(0102 — 0201) G, see equation (2.3), which vanishes identically. Therefore, the fundamental
theorem of covariant phase space formalism [35], which asserts the uniqueness of the sym-
plectic form, is respected. In the remainder of the paper, we apply this formalism to the
particular case of black hole spacetimes. The general formalism can be, of course, equally
applied to any other setting of interest, such as spacetime causal diamonds, cosmological
spacetimes, or gravitational waves.

5 Conserved quantities in stationary black hole spacetimes

5.1 Mass and angular momentum

We are ready to identify the conserved quantities in 4D scalar-tensor Einstein-Gauss-
Bonnet gravity. We will do so on the example of an asymptotically flat, stationary space-
time containing a single black hole. In particular, we require that there exist a coordinate
system in which one can write the metric as g,, = nu + O (1/r). Consequently, the Rie-
mann tensor behaves asymptotically as O (1/ r3). Inspecting equations of motion for the
metric (3.11) and the scalar field (3.9) we can see that this allows asymptotic behaviour
of the scalar field at most ¢ = O (7’1/ 4). Otherwise, ¢ would source a contribution to the
Riemann tensor larger than O (1/ r3). In an asymptotically flat, stationary spacetime, the
canonical mass M is defined as the contribution to the Hamiltonian corresponding to the
evolution along the time translation Killing vector t* coming from the asymptotic infin-
ity [23, 24]. Therefore, we have for a small on-shell perturbation of M (the perturbation
must be such that it does not spoil the asymptotic flatness)

SM = / (5QU" — 2670 [5]) AC,y. (5.1)

Interestingly, all the correction terms yield vanishing contributions. Therefore, we recover
the GR result for canonical mass which is equivalent to the ADM mass. In total, it holds
M = Mapm,gr- The same applies to the canonical angular momentum 7, defined with
respect to the rotational Killing vector ¢*

5T = — / 5Q2"ACpy = 6JADM.GR. (5.2)

To sum up, the conserved charges of asymptotically flat spacetimes in the scalar-tensor
Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity defined at the asymptotic infinity are the same as their



counterparts in general relativity. This is natural, since one does not expect the higher
order curvature corrections to significantly affect the weak gravity regime. For the same

reason, these results hold regardless of whether we consider the shift-symmetric Noether

v
inv,&

scalar filed.

charge @) or the Noether charge QE‘&B £ which changes under constant shifts of the

5.2 Entropy prescription

The situation with black hole entropy is more interesting. The definition of Wald entropy
of a stationary asymptotically flat black hole spacetime reads

2w Vi
= d Vs .
Sw =" /HQ£ C, (5.3)

where £# = tH 4+ Que* is the Killing vector tangent to the horizon (€ denotes the constant
angular frequency of the horizon), x the corresponding surface gravity, and H a spatial
cross-section of the horizon.

We first look at the entropy computed from the Noether charge QE’&B@ which is not
shift-symmetric. Using that V,§,; = ke, where €,, denotes the binormal to the horizon,
we easily obtain, in agreement with the previously reported results [7]

1
SwEGB = 6 /H {e“l’ (2 + 4a¢R) — 16 PR, + 4ae>\p¢Rl’“)‘p] euud®A
1
= é +3 /H ag ("R — 4Ry + €, R ) €,,d* A (5.4)

where d2A is the area element on the horizon. The first term is the well known Bekenstein
entropy, the second one is a Gauss-Bonnet correction. Notably, the correction term is
independent of the derivatives of ¢. In fact, it is simply the correction to entropy obtained in
the purely metric Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity in dimensions higher than four, multiplied
by the scalar field ¢. Since, as we discussed, ¢ can be shifted by any constant C, we have
a constant ambiguity in the total entropy of the form

1
AS = 5C /H a ("R — 4N R + 3, R ) €’ A = dmaC, (5:5)

where we used that the integral is proportional to the Euler characteristic of the horizon

spatial cross-section.

v
inv,&"

&M is a null vector tangent to the horizon (and, if the horizon possesses a bifurcation surface,

Next, we look at the entropy given by the shift-symmetric Noether charge @ Since
&M vanishes there), the terms in Qg“ proportional to £# (and not containing its derivatives)
should integrate to 0 over the horizon and not contribute to Wald entropy. The difference
between Q% ¢ and Qs ¢ equals —apg [vGHl / (87), which is proportional to £*. Hence, it
would seem that the black hole entropy does not depend on whether we work with Qﬁff; ¢
or QEMGB@' However, the properties of the Gauss-Bonnet term change this picture. It has
been shown that adding the boundary term V,G* to the Einstein-Hilbert action in four
dimensions, while leaving the Einstein equations unchanged, shifts Wald entropy of a black

hole by a constant proportional to the Euler characteristic of the horizon [36, 37]. In our

~10 -



case, with the Gauss-Bonnet term being multiplied by the scalar field, the entropy changes
more substantively. The easiest way to see that the Gauss-Bonnet term contributes to
Wald entropy is by considering its form in a spacetime with Killing symmetries. There,
the vector G* reads [30]

0G
ORvpo

Hence, G* depends on the derivative of the Killing vector and can contribute to Wald

gﬂ = -2 guvpfa- (56)

entropy.” The contribution to Wald entropy given by the extra term —a¢&G#/ (8) in

v

inv.E equals

the shift-invariant Noether charge @

27 1
-7 v ou] 24 - won o AL v VAP 2
- /Hoquf g/ (8m) ey d A= 1 /Hozgi) (e R — 4Ry + €\pR )e,,ud A. (5.7)

Therefore, the total Wald entropy corresponding to Q. ¢ reduces to the well-known Beken-
stein entropy of general relativity

A
1
without any correction terms. At the first glance, this is a surprising result that differs from

SW,inv = (58)

the ones arrived at in various studies of black hole thermodynamics in four-dimensional
Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity. However, this is also essentially the only entropy prescrip-
tion compatible with the symmetry of the equations of motion under ¢ — ¢ + C. Stated
differently, the equations of motion imply that physics depends only on derivatives of ¢
and not on the value of the field itself. Hence, ¢ is not a physical observable. It would
then be fairly strange if entropy depended on the value of ¢ in any way. We stress that
the ambiguity one obtains when entropy depends on the value of ¢ on the horizon is more
serious than that from adding the Gauss-Bonnet term to the Einstein-Hilbert action. In
that case, the entropy is shifted by a universal constant depending only on the value of the
Gauss-Bonnet coupling. However, the dependence on the arbitrary value of ¢ allows for two
otherwise physically identical black hole spacetimes to have different entropies. Moreover,
we are free to choose a suitable negative ¢ on the horizon to make the overall entropy of
the black hole zero (or even negative). Since the entropy of the (minimally coupled) matter
outside of the black hole does not depend on the value of ¢, a small variation of ¢ can
in principle violate the second law of thermodynamics. An alternative argument for the
area law entropy in shift symmetric theories was recently proposed [26]. It suggests that,
since the value of the scalar field is arbitrary, it is natural to eliminate its contribution to
entropy by setting it to zero on the horizon.

Since we do not have a general, manifestly covariant expression for G#, one might in
principle worry whether the entropy formula we obtained respects the covariance. How-
ever, Wald entropy is an on shell quantity. Then, the on shell expression for G* (3.10)
guarantees that entropy (and, hence, the first law of black hole mechanics) remains fully
covariant. Equation (3.10) does contain an ambiguity given by divergence of an an-
tisymmetric tensor F¥*, but it can be shown that this ambiguity does not affect the

" Another way to see this is by noting that G* diverges on the bifurcation surface of the horizon (if one
exists), compensating the vanishing of £¥. The overall contribution of the Gauss-Bonnet boundary term is
then finite.
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conserved quantities. To see this, note that the ambiguity in the conserved quantities
(both at the Killing horizon and at the asymptotic infinity) would be proportional to
¢lnlgy (H]—" ’\M) §[umw), where n# denotes a spacelike vector normal to the boundary and
we used that covariant derivative of an antisymmetric tensor density of weight 1 reduces
to a partial derivative. Any contributions to F** orthogonal to bi-normal §[unwy) contract
to zero. Hence, we can only study FN = f¢n¥l, where f is an arbitrary function. If
we adapt the coordinate system so that dyn¥ = 0 &Y = 0, we are left with contribu-
tion 4Py (V=gf) §luny) = ERnrERON (V—gaf) §umy)- This is proportional to the Lie
derivative of \/—gf with respet to Killing vector £*. If the Killing symmetry is respected,
this Lie derivative must vanish. Therefore, the ambiguity in G* does not affect any of the
conserved quantities.

To sum up, the consistency of black hole thermodynamics in scalar-tensor Einstein-
Gauss-Bonnet gravity seems to favour the unmodified entropy prescription (5.8). In the
following, we study the implications of this choice of entropy on the example of a static,
spherically symmetric black hole spacetime. We will see that it requires a modified pre-
scription for the black hole temperature.

6 Spherical black holes

6.1 Black hole solutions

We now apply the general covariant phase space formalism to the particular case of static,
spherically symmetric, electrovacuum black hole solutions in four spacetime dimensions.
For the sake of clarity, we consider asymptotically flat spacetimes. Our treatment can be
straightforwardly generalised to the asymptotically anti-de Sitter case, upon introducing a
suitable regularisation [38] (the asymptotically de Sitter case must be treated separately
due to the presence of the cosmological horizon).

Any static, spherically symmetric metric can be written as

ds? = — f (r)de + + 72 (6% + sin® 9dg?) . (6.1)

f(r)h(r)
where f (r), h (r) are arbitrary functions. Here we are interested only in the solutions with
h (r) = 1, which can be found analytically.

The requirements of staticity and spherical symmetry together with the Maxwell equa-
tions imply Fy, = —F.y = Q/ r2v/h, where Q is the constant electric charge and, for h = 1,
we have PEMS — —Q/r. We note that this result does not depend on the equations of
motion for the metric (3.11) and the scalar field (3.9), and applies to static, spherically
symmetric solutions of any gravitational theory, provided that the electromagnetic field is
minimally coupled.

To determine the function f, we may first use condition (3.12) which is independent
of the scalar field ¢. It implies

af?— (r2+2a)f—Cg—Clr+r2:0, (6.2)
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which has a general solution

2 4aCy 4o (C
Je=1+ - 1i\/1+ S+ a(:fo‘)). (6.3)

Plugging this ansatz into the equations of motion® yields three independent conditions.
Two of them are solved by setting ¢ to [11, 12]

o) =m (1) [ de. (6.4)

The third equation yields a further constrain on f
(r3 + 2ar — 2arf) i+ <r2 — 20+ af) f+a—-r’+@Q*=0, (6.5)

where ’ denotes a partial derivative with respect to . The ansatz (6.3) for f solves this
equation provided we set Co = —Q? — av. In the following we study only the asymptotically
anti-de Sitter/flat branch of the solution which corresponds to the minus sign between the
terms in the brackets in ansatz (6.3). This branch approaches the Schwarzschild-anti-de
Sitter black hole in the limit of & — 0. The last unspecified constant is then related to
Schwarzschild mass parameter, C; = 2M. As we have shown in the previous section, the
Schwarzschild mass parameter also gives the canonical mass of the black hole solution we
consider. In total, we have the following solution for f:

r? S8aM  4aQ?

2

By computing the Kretschmann scalar, one can easily check that even with the Gauss-
Bonnet corrections, the resulting black hole spacetime remains singular in the origin at
r = 0. Function f has two real roots. The larger one corresponds to the location of the
event horizon, the smaller to the inner, Cauchy horizon. In between the horizons, f is
negative. The event horizon is a Killing horizon with respect to the time translational
Killing vector t* = (1,0,0,0).

6.2 Thermodynamics and modified temperature

Let us now look at the thermodynamics of these black hole solutions. Integrating the
on-shell identity j{flv’t = VZ,Q;/H’ﬁ,,t over a spatial Cauchy surface C connecting the spatial

8In practice, it is easier to first use the symmetries to simplify the action and then derive the equations
of motion specialised for the static, spherically symmetric case [11, 12].
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infinity and the black hole event horizon yields the Smarr formula®

/ Qiyrffz,tdcuv_/ Qiynlf/,tdclw = /jﬁv,tdcu (6'8)
0 H C
M kA Q? Q? o
—_— -t — = = — 6.9
2 T oma Tor, e, T (6.9)

where the non-zero contribution to the volume integral of jf , = 6}, [0¢] — Linyt" comes

from the Lagrangian Li,, evaluated for the black hole solution we study.
The first law of black hole mechanics can be derived from the equation (2.8) for vari-
ation d H; of the Hamiltonian corresponding to evolution along Killing vector t*

/ (6Q" — 26761 [5]) AC,uy — / (8Q" — 26761 [5]) AC,uy =0, (6.10)
0o H
K 2\ 0 A Q@ B

In deriving this equation we assume, as is usually done [23, 39], that the surface gravity ~
is held fixed, i.e., dx = 0. We would like to interpret the first law of black hole mechan-
ics (6.11) as the first law of black hole thermodynamics. We can easily identify the last
term as the electric field work contribution, ®4Q, where ® = @Q/r; denotes the electric
potential on the horizon. The mass term dM corresponds to a variation of the black hole
enthalpy [38] (though no variation of A is considered here). The second term should then
be interpreted as TyoSw rgB, where T denotes the Hawking temperature at which the
black hole radiates. The standard calculations of the black hole radiation yield for the
Hawking temperature x/ (27). However, our form of the first law (6.11) implies

K 2c
Thy=—114+—5|. 12
H 2 ( + ri) (6 )

As the Hawking temperature should depend on the kinematic features of the black hole
spacetime and not on the gravitational dynamics [40], the idea of modifying it in this
case may seem curious. However, it is well known that scalar-tensor theories of gravity
generically lead to propagation speeds of gravitons which differ from the speed of light. It
has been pointed out that, since gravitons contribute to black hole radiation, the change
in their propagation speed can affect the Hawking temperature [27]. Computations of the
Hawking temperature always somehow rely on the assumption that the emitted particles
move with the speed of light. For instance, the geodesic peeling approach to computing the
black hole temperature relies on choosing the null geodesics [41]. If the gravitons in fact

If we instead use the ¢-dependent Noether current jh , and charge Qe ,, the integral of Qi ,
over the horizon contains an extra term 47« ln % The same extra term appears in the volume integral of
Jkcs,.- Hence, the Smarr formula we find reads

753

T4 Q? a T4
2 idram ) o5 Y ok Ik 6.7
4+ ﬂanL) T oan—i—om, (6.7)

which agrees with the previously reported result [7, 8]. The only difference is that the other references chose
to set L = y/a, although the constant L is in fact completely arbitrary.
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move along timelike/spacelike geodesics, the resulting temperature found in this way will
be altered [27]. That the speed of propagation influences the Hawking effect also becomes
apparent in the field of analogue Hawking radiation, where the experimental detection of
the effect is possible precisely because the relevant speed is that of sound waves in the
medium which is of course much lower than that of light [42-44]. Moreover, for certain
Horndeski theories of gravity, the first law of black hole mechanics apparently cannot be
satisfied without introducing the modified Hawking temperature [27]. All these theories
share an interesting feature. In the Smarr formula (6.7), we have two contributions to
the term —THSw inyv. The one coming from the integral of the Noether charge over the
horizon reads — (k/2m) Swnv. The second contribution is given by the volume integral
of the Noether current and equals — (k/27) (2a/7%) Sw iny. Thus, the surface integral
over the horizon gives us the standard Hawking temperature /27, whereas the volume
integral contributes the correction term to it. The same situation occurs in other Horndeski
theories with modified temperature [27]. At the moment, we cannot say whether this is just
a mathematical coincidence or it suggests that the temperature corrections are somehow
related to what happens far outside the horizon.

6.3 Modified speed of gravitons argument

We can try to evaluate the modified temperature in scalar-tensor Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet
gravity directly, using the method proposed for generic Horndeski theories [27]. The pre-
scription for the modified Hawking temperature in static, spherically symmetric solutions
of Horndeski theories depends only on the radial speed of the gravitons [27]. Metric per-
turbations in the static spherically symmetric black hole background has been analysed in
general Horndeski gravity [45, 46]. As part of the analysis, an expression for the radial
speed of graviton propagation was derived. Unfortunately, metric perturbations of the
black hole spacetime we consider diverge on the horizon (due to diverging ¢’). Hence, the
black hole solution we consider is apparently unstable under perturbations, preventing us
from evaluating the corrections to black hole temperature. However, it has been observed
that the invariance of the equations of motion under a constant shift of ¢ implies that
one has a freedom to add a function linear in time to ¢ in a static spherically symmetric
spacetime. Notably, this has no effect on the metric. Hence, the most general solution time
dependent solution for ¢ reads

-
6(r,t) = In (2) 4 /r+ NfiT[ﬂdp L L+ C (6.13)
where C, L are constants. Since function f has a finite minimum fu;, < 0 somewhere
between the event and the Cauchy horizon, we have a range of values of L for which ¢ is
well defined everywhere except at the singularity » = 0. The additive constant C' is then
an arbitrary real number. The previously done analysis of perturbations fails for this time
dependent ¢ (the linear time dependence is only innocuous due to spherical symmetry,
which the perturbations break). Therefore, the analysis of both stability and graviton
speed in this case needs to be done separately. For these reasons, we are unable to derive
our proposed modified temperature (6.12) by the modified graviton propagation approach.
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However, we know that the consistency of the first law of black hole thermodynamics
requires this form of the temperature and that the temperature generically appears to be
modified in Horndeski theories. Hence, the temperature prescription (6.12) seems plausible.
Moreover, in the next section, we employ a Euclidean grandcanonical ensemble approach
to black hole thermodynamics and show that it leads to the modified temperature (6.12).

6.4 York-Gibbons-Hawking boundary term

We have seen that adding the Gauss-Bonnet boundary term affects black hole thermo-
dynamics. Since the action should also contain an appropriate York-Gibbons-Hawking
boundary term, it is natural to ask whether it influences thermodynamics as well. For
completeness, we discuss the boundary terms both for the usually considered action Iggp
and for the shift invariant action Ii,y.

First, suppose we take the action Iggp which is not exactly shift invariant and set
Dirichlet boundary conditions both for the metric, g, |aq = 0, and the scalar field, d¢|pn =
0. For this case, the boundary term necessary to have a well posed variational problem
reads'®

1

8

1
8t

/ Kv/—hd3z

Ivgn =

/ [K - 7a¢ (K3 — 3K K\, K™ 4 2K,, K" K, + 3(3)G,\pK’V’>

+2a (KM — KW) NPy + ganpap¢8)\¢6’\¢] vV=hd®z, (6.14)

where h,, = g, —nyun, denotes the induced metric on the boundary, n? the normal to the
boundary (which is taken to be spacelike), )G ap the boundary Einstein tensor, and K, =
hﬁv ANy, its extrinsic curvature. The first term corresponds to the Ricci scalar in the bulk
action, the second one to the Gauss-Bonnet term, the third one to the term coupling the
Einstein tensor with derivatives of ¢ and the last one to the term containing d’Alembertian
of ¢. The York-Gibbons-Hawking boundary term shifts the Noether charge tensor by
Ql{(‘éH = ﬁIC\/—ihf nel . If an integral of Q;‘éH over the spacetime boundary does not
vanish, it will affect its Hamiltonian (and, therefore, the first law of thermodynamics for
black hole spacetimes). In our case of static, spherically symmetric black hole spacetime,
we have the boundary normal corresponding to a unit, radial vector, i.e., n* = (0,1/f,0,0).
The York-Gibbons-Hawking boundary term then reads

_ Y A0 B S
K= 2{”7 8 +3¢\/f+3

VI saslY] () (6.15

10As far as we can tell, reference [33] missed the terms proportional to )Gy, K and n?V,¢V ¢V 6.
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Then, we have for the integral of Qv over the horizon

f ff 2 (VF-1)’
e gty (4]

friaQ’

=0, (6.16)

r=r4

f

since f (r4+) = 0. At the asymptotic infinity, we obtain
r—r00

3
/ QG = = /( Nf Sz (@1) ) Fr2d0?
(6.17)

VIR
This contribution diverges. However, the corrections proportional to « vanish. Hence,

the divergent contribution is exactly the same as in general relativity and can be removed
by regularisation of the York-Gibbons-Hawking boundary term (i.e., by subtracting K©,
the flat spacetime contribution to K). The Gibbons-Hawking-York term corresponding
to action Iggp with Dirichlet boundary conditions therefore does not affect black hole
thermodynamics in any way.

Let us now consider the York-Gibbons-Hawking term for the exactly shift invariant
action Ii,,. Suppose that we again set Dirichlet boundary conditions, dg,, = 0, d¢ = 0.
The action no longer contains the ¢G term, and the corresponding boundary term thus no
longer appears. It turns out that no extra York-Gibbons-Hawking term is required for the
—GM'V ¢ present in [in,. Thus, we simply have

IYGH jny = % » [K + 20 (KAP - KW) NGO,y + %anpapqﬁéb\qﬁ@)‘(b V—hd®z, (6.18)
which again does not affect gravitational dynamics. However, there is some tension between
the invariance of the action under shifts of ¢ by a constant, and fixing the variation of ¢ to
zero on the boundary. It would be better to impose a boundary condition on the derivative
of ¢. A suitable choice is a restricted Neumann boundary condition

n” (G" — 8GMV ¢ — VYV, ¢V + 8VY GV, VF 6 + 8V, ¢V ¢V ) |gn = 0. (6.19)

If we also impose Dirichlet boundary conditions for the metric and take our action to be
Iiny + IvGgH,inv, We have a well posed variational problem without the need to fix either ¢ or
d¢ on the boundary. Therefore, the boundary conditions we impose do not break the shift
symmetry. Moreover, the boundary condition (6.19) for the derivatives of ¢ is automatically
satisfied by any solution of the equations of motion, as a consequence of equation (3.10).
Hence, we lose no potential solutions by imposing it. Since, as we discussed, the York-
Gibbons-Hawking term Iyg invy has no influence on black hole thermodynamics, all the
conclusions of the previous sections are valid for this choice of boundary conditions.

In summary, the York-Gibbons-Hawking boundary term does not affect the black hole
thermodynamics. Therefore, the only boundary term relevant for the definition of the
conserved quantities is the Gauss-Bonnet one.
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7 Grandcanonical ensemble derivation of the modified temperature

Upon discussing black hole thermodynamics in 4D Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity from
the perspective of the covariant phase space formalism, we study the same problem from
the perspective of Euclidean canonical ensemble [28]. It has the crucial advantage of
directly obtaining the black hole temperature by finding stationary points of the Euclidean
action. Entropy is then derived by the standard grandcanonical ensemble methods only
upon fixing the temperature. Hence, this method supplements the covariant phase space
formalism approach, which is unable to directly derive the temperature.

In our case, the only variable describing the grandcanonical ensemble is the hori-
zon radius, 74 (other variables, e.g. the electric potential can be easily added [28]). The
key point of the method lies in introducing an artificial boundary (and the appropriate
York-Gibbons-Hawking contribution to action) at finite radial distance. The usual ther-
modynamic quantities are then recovered in the limit of taking this boundary to infinity.

7.1 Gauss-Bonnet boundary term in 4D general relativity

As a warm-up and to introduce the machinery of the grandcanonical ensemble method,
we show how the Gauss-Bonnet boundary term in 4D changes entropy of a standard
Schwarzschild black hole. We work with a general Euclidean ansatz for a spherical, static
black hole metric

ds® = (b(y))> dr? + (a (y))* dy® + (r (y))* A (7.1)

where the 7 denotes the Euclidean time coordinates 7 € [0, 27), and coordinate y € [0, 1] is
chosen so that 7 (0) = r4 corresponds to the black hole event horizon and r (1) =, > r4
to the artificial boundary of the spacetime with topology S! x S2. To have the geometry
regular at the horizon, we require b(0) = 0 and (b'/a),_, = 1 [28]. The inverse temperature
 measured by a static observer on the boundary is given by the proper length of its S!
component, i.e., 5 = 2mb (1) [28].

The Euclidean action we work with corresponds to vacuum general relativity (for
simplicity with A = 0) with the Gauss-Bonnet term, i.e.,

= 1; (R +aV,G") Vad'a. (7.2)

where ) denotes the spacetime. Moreover, we need to fix Dirichlet boundary conditions.
Hence, it is necessary to add the appropriate Gibbons-York-Hawking boundary term, which
reads (combining the contributions for the Ricci scalar and the Gauss-Bonnet term)

T —
YGH — 8

2
K-K"~Za (K® = 8K K K™ 4 2K, K77 K, + 331Gy KA”)} Vhd'z.
In total, the Euclidean action reads

1 1
- = o 4 - o 0
Total = = 70— /Q (R+av,g") vad's + — /a ) {K K

2
-0 (K — 3K K, K™ + 2K, K" K, + 30 GA,;KAP> } Vhdiz. (7.3)
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Evaluating this action for our static spherically symmetric black hole spacetime yields
2 1 20\ ab [ ' RN
I = — d / dy [— - — — 20 | ——
total /0 T 0 Yy [ ( % ) o 22 r| +2«a a + pE

2 br2 / by 12y
+/ dr l—(r)—i-Zbr—Qa <—+T . (7.4)
0 a ot

a al

The constraint equation obtained by varying the symmetry reduced action with respect
to b implies 7//a = \/1 — 1 /r, where r, is an integration constant corresponding to the
Schwarzschild radius. Plugging this into equation (7.4) and carrying out the integration

gives us
_ T+ 2
Liotal (1) = Bry, (1 — H) — i —4na, (7.5)
where we used § = 27b(1). This action corresponds to the grandcanonical partition

function for the black hole system we study. To determine the equilibrium configuration,
we must find its stationary points with respect to r, leading to the condition

amrltotal (TJr) = 07 (76)

,8:47r7"+1/1—%. (7.7)

This corresponds to the redshifted inverse Hawking temperature measured by a stationary

which is solved by

observer at a radial finite distance 7, from the black hole. In the limit r, — oo we
recover the standard Hawking temperature Ty = 1/4nr,. The entropy obeys the standard
relations

S — B (8Itotal) o Itotal — 71'7“3_ + 471-057 (78)
aB /),

giving the well known constant correction to black hole entropy appearing due to the
presence of the Gauss-Bonnet boundary term [36, 37].

7.2 Modified temperature in 4D scalar-tensor Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity

Upon reviewing the approach on the example of general relativity with the Gauss-Bonnet
boundary term, we move on to the 4D scalar-tensor Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity. Again
considering the metric ansatz (7.1), we work with the shift symmetric Euclidean action

1
Ty = — Ton / [R — aG Vo + a(4G’\pV)\¢Vp¢) A VS AVAA VA V0
Q

1
1 2V,\¢VA¢VP¢V"¢)} Jad'z + — / lK ~K%42a (K’\" - KW)
8w Joaa
2
NPy + Sanpﬁp@?)\qb@’\d)} Vihd3z. (7.9)
The action already contains the York-Gibbons-Hawking term, which does not include the

part corresponding to the Gauss-Bonnet term. This is because, in the shift invariant ac-
tion, the Gauss-Bonnet term is replaced by —aG*V ¢ which allows a well-posed Dirichlet
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boundary conditions for the metric without any York-Gibbons-Hawking boundary contri-
bution. For the scalar field we set the restricted Neumann boundary condition (6.19) which
is consistent with the shift symmetry.

Evaluating the action for the black hole metric (7.1) yields

2 2 b/ b 12 /2 b/ 12
Tgp = — /'dr/<m[ ( )-—“,CZ ) +mw<—+ ) +ag
2r a a

) 2 ! 2 114 27 ’
(—a2b+ 2rr'y +br'2) — oqu—z <br¢,> br ¢ } +/ dT{ ~— 4+ 2br
a a 0
bl I2b/ b 2 113
+ 200 ——+T3 +arq§)} . (7.10)
a a 3a y=1

The constraint equations implied by variation of the action with respect to b requires

_ () _ () [, dary a
(= = (1 J1+T3(y) <1+ri>)’ (7.11)

where 74 is an integration constant. Moreover, to satisfy the restricted Neumann boundary

condition (6.19) for a boundary at an arbitrary ry,, we must have

ry) Y _a(§
¢(y) =1In / ————d¢. 7.12
W= T or© (712)
where L denotes an integration constant. Plugging this into the action and integrating
gives
4o 9
T = Bro (1= C (1)) 1= 555 (C(ro) = 1) (20 () = )| =mrl. (7.13)
b

Looking for stationary points with respect to r yields the following condition on /3

PR S M A L (7.14)
inv — 7TT+1_% b 1_%@(%)—1)(3((%)—2)' ‘

In the limit of 7, — oo we get precisely the modified temperature (6.12) we guessed by
requiring the validity of the first law of thermodynamics
1 27 1
N -
= +

Biny = 474 (7.15)

T
Interestingly, at finite distance 7}, the inverse temperature (7.14) does not just contain the
expected redshift factor ¢ (1), but also an extra correction. We are currently not aware of
any natural interpretation of this correction term. For entropy, we obtain

oI inv )
op

‘%m,:/3< — Ly = 7%, (7.16)

i.e., the area law of general relativity.
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The Euclidean grandcanonical ensemble approach shows that the modified temperature
indeed naturally emerges in 4D scalar-tensor Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity if its shift
symmetry is respected by the thermodynamic description. Unfortunately, it provides no
clear hints regarding the origin of the temperature modification. Nevertheless, it clearly
shows that black hole temperature is sensitive to certain boundary terms appearing in the
action. Reasons for this sensitivity require further exploration.

8 Discussion

We have studied black hole thermodynamics in scalar-tensor Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity
that is symmetric under the shift of the value of the scalar field by a constant. We argue
that one naturally obtains the standard (uncorrected) Bekenstein entropy and a modified
Hawking temperature rather than the usual picture of entropy with a logarithmic correction
and the standard Hawking temperature. This result is based on three key ideas. First,
the shift symmetry ought to be respected by all the physical quantities in the theory,
including Wald entropy. Second, the Gauss-Bonnet boundary term affects Wald entropy,
even if it does not change the equations of motion. Third, scalar-tensor theories generically
have modified propagation speed of gravitons, which may lead to changes in the process
of the Hawking radiation (as the majority of the emitted particles are gravitons). This
modified temperature can also be derived directly in the Euclidean grandcanonical ensemble
approach. While we lack detailed explanation as to how the temperature modifications
appear, it might be associated with modified propagation of gravitons in scalar-tensor
theories, or perhaps due to a change in thermodynamic ensemble [47]. Our reasoning is not
limited to the particular action we studied in this work, but applies to any shift-symmetric
gravitational theory in four dimensions containing a term of the form ¢gG.

It is interesting to ask what impact can our ideas have on thermodynamics of other
gravitational theories. For instance, Liouville gravity, a scalar-tensor theory of gravity in
two spacetime dimensions is also shift symmetric [48, 49]. It depends on the value of ¢
only through a term of the form ¢R and the scalar curvature R is a total divergence in
two dimensions. Nevertheless, Wald entropy for two dimensional black hole is held to be
proportional to the horizon value of ¢. Applying the logic we outlined here to this case
would instead suggest that the entropy is equal to zero. This might make some sense given
that the horizon spatial cross-section in two dimension is point-like, but the issue certainly
deserves a more careful study in the future.

More generally, we have shown that certain boundary terms in action both affect Wald
entropy and equilibrium temperature of a Euclidean grandcanonical ensemble correspond-
ing to a black hole spacetime. In fact, this is true not just for the shift symmetric theories
we discuss above, but essentially for any scalar-tensor theory of gravity. For example, to
any scalar-tensor action in four dimensions (among others, any Horndeski theory) we can
add a boundary term of the form aV, (¢G*) /167. This leads to a change in the black hole
entropy

1
AS = 1 /H ag <€‘LWR — 4Ry + e,\pR”“Ap) e d® A (8.1)
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To then satisfy the first law of black hole mechanics, we must also modify the temperature.
In principle, nothing prevents us to add a surface term like this to action, in the same way
as we are free to add the Gauss-Bonnet boundary oV, G+ /167 without a scalar field to
four dimensional Einstein-Hilbert action. A possibility to affect black hole thermodynamics
by boundary terms is not limited to four dimensions. We can similarly add any Lovelock
density in its critical dimension, where it becomes a total derivative. Do these terms have a
genuine impact on physics that can explain these changes? Or do they signify an ambiguity
in both covariant phase space and Euclidean approaches to black hole thermodynamics?
In that case, is there a physical way to fix this ambiguity? In the case of 4D scalar-tensor
Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity we relied on the shift symmetry as guiding principle, but
it is unclear how to approach this problem in general. On the one hand, it might be
tempting to fix these ambiguities by demanding the recovery of the standard Hawking
temperature. On the other hand, the first law of black hole mechanics then appears to be
violated in certain Horndeski theories. Moreover, fixing the standard Hawking temperature
is inconsistent with shift symmetry in the case we analysed here. Thus, in our opinion, the
possibility of temperature modifications should be taken seriously.

Furthermore, the modified propagation speed of gravitons occurs even beyond scalar-
tensor theories, e.g. in Lovelock gravity [50-52]. It would be interesting to see whether a
modified temperature can occur even in these cases (as speculated in [21]). In particular,
is it possible that we have entropy in modified gravity given by the Bekenstein formula and
move the modifications entirely to the temperature instead? If so, what are the necessary
conditions?

A possible way to decide whether the modified thermodynamics we discuss here is
physically reasonable would be to check the validity of the second law of thermodynamics.
Unfortunately, this is far from straightforward. For example, in the case of four dimen-
sional Einstein-Hilbert action it has been suggested that the Gauss-Bonnet boundary term
violates it [37], which could be a reason to exclude it. However, a way to make this term
consistent with the second law has been recently proposed [53].

Another possibility is that, in this theory, the first law and Smarr relation receive a
new contribution. This contribution could be independent from 7" and S in the generic case
but become degenerate with it in the case of spherical symmetry, leading to the modified
temperature. For example, something similar happens for Taub-NUT solutions for the
entropy, which in the traditional view receives contributions from the horizon and the
Misner string. Testing this idea would be possible once more complicated solutions to the

theory have been constructed.
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A Variational principles in shift symmetric theories: a toy example

In the main text we have shown that by adding a certain boundary term to the 4D Gauss-
Bonnet theory, we can restore its shift symmetry at the level of the action. We also briefly
discussed how to then obtain a well-posed variational problem without breaking the shift
symmetry in the process. Herein, for the sake of clarity, we discuss this question on a toy
example of a 2D gravity. Thus we start from the action:

Iy = /Qd%\/?g(qu + %(w)?) , (A1)

where in 2D, we can write R = V,R*. Such an action is not manifestly shift symmetric,
as under ¢ — ¢ + C it changes as

Al =C / e/ gV, R (A.2)
Varying with respect to the scalar field we find
5olo = /Q e/ ~g(Ro6 + Vo - Vio)
_ /Qd2x\/jg(R —V2¢)56 + /{m diy/ZB(n - V)66 (A.3)
We thus have a well posed variational principle with Dirichlet boundary conditions (DBC)
dplon =0, (A.4)
which yields the following equation of motion for the scalar field
V¢ -R=0. (A.5)
Alternatively, one can impose a restricted Neumann boundary condition (RNBC)
(n-Vo)lon =0, (A.6)

which of course yields the same EOM.
The latter can be generalized to the full NBC by adding the corresponding boundary
term, namely by considering

1§ = to= [ dzy/=ho(n- Vo)
1
— [ dey=g[(R - V20)s - 5(Vo)]. (A7)
which is shift-symmetric on-shell. The variation then yields

551 = [ av=a(R-V2e)00— [ day/=hoo(n- Ve, (A3)
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giving the (full) Neumann boundary condition (NBC):
5(n-Vo)loa =0. (A.9)

To summarize so far, we have seen that the original action I is not shift symmetric. It
leads to a well posed variational principle with DBC, which also break the shift symmetry
on the boundary. Alternatively, it gives rise to a variational principle with restricted NBC
which respects the shift symmetry on the boundary but is not general and will exclude
some physically interesting solutions. On the other hand, the Neumann action I}V is shift-
symmetric on-shell and the (full) NBC respects the shift symmetry as well. However, to set
Dirichlet conditions for the metric, we must add a York-Gibbons-Hawking term of the form
¢ K which again breaks the on shell shift symmetry. It has been noted that imposing the
Neumann boundary conditions for the metric still allows one to recover the correct black
hole entropy [34]. However, even this option appears to break the shift symmetry in our
setup. So far, we were unable to find a way to consistently set the boundary conditions,
that allows us to both keep the on-shell shift invariance and define the Euclidean canonical
ensemble.

Let us finally turn to the type of action studied in the main text:

1
I=1y— /de\/—gVH(weu) = /de\/—g(—R“VMqﬁ + 5(qu)?) : (A.10)
This is manifestly shift symmetric even off-shell. Varying this now yields
551 = / Pay/=5(R~ V20)50 + / dr/7B[n - (Vo —R)]60. (A.11)
Q o0

This again admits a well posed Dirichlet problem, which, however, breaks the shift sym-
metry on the boundary. Instead, thus, we can consider the RNBC:

(n-Alpn=0, A=Veo-—TR. (A.12)
Note that in this notation we then also write the EOM, (A.5), as
V-A=0 (A.13)

Hence, setting the RNBC does not restrict the solutions of the equations of motion in any
way. Moreover,the shift symmetry is respected even off shell.

B Alternative boundary term

A possible problem with using vector G* in the action is that we lack a general expression
for it [30]. However, we can circumvent this issue by considering an explicitly covariant

vector
St =8G"'V, ¢ — 8V*'V,oVH e + 8VYdV VO + 8V, VY dVH . (B.l)

By the virtue of equation (3.10), we have S# = G* on shell (we have shown in subsection 5.2
that the ambiguity in G# has no effect on thermodynamics).
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Then, adding boundary term —V, (a¢S*) to action Iggp (3.1) makes it on shell shift
invariant. The expressions for symplectic potential, Noether current and Noether charge
obtained from this action read

(6%
Al 6] = 1o CoS", (B.2)
, o y
Ajfcne = g-CV (¢lvs) (B.3)
1% « 14
AQuGpe = 877705[ sHl. (B.4)

On shell, these expressions precisely reduce to the ones obtained for the invariant action
Iy we considered in the main text. Since the covariant phase space construction is on
shell, we obtain exactly the same conclusions as before, in particular, modified Hawking
temperature and Wald entropy proportional to the horizon area.

We may similarly repeat the Brown-York style construction of the Euclidean grand-
canonical ensemble. Since S* coincides with G# the final result for the partition function
is not going to be affected by swapping both vectors, except we in principle need to add
different York-Gibbons-Hawking boundary terms. Unfortunately, we do not know the ap-
propriate York-Gibbons-Hawking term corresponding to —V, (a¢S*). Nevertheless, we
can look for the relevant contributions in the static spherically symmetric case correspond-
ing to the metric (7.1). There, we only need to concern ourselves with the terms that do
not vanish on the horizon. Since b (r = r) = 0, these are only the terms proportional to b'.
For the boundary term corresponding to —V, (a¢S*), these contribute to the Euclidean
action

v I v 2 412
— {20@ (23rr ¢ — —r¢ )} = 2a¢ (B.5)
a a r—r
where we used V' /al,—,, = 1,7 /al,—, =0, r'|,—,, =1,and ¢’ =r'/r—a/(rr"). Compared
to the analysis we carried out for I, in subsection 7.2, we also have to include the York-
Gibbons-Hawking boundary term corresponding to a¢G which is given in equation (6.14).
This term contributes —2a¢ to the Euclidean action, precisely cancelling the term we
obtained above. Therefore, we exactly recover the Euclidean action expression (7.13),
which implies modified temperature and area law entropy.

To summarize, we have shown that all our results can be reproduced using S*. This
has the potential advantage that the covariant expression is known explicitly, as opposed
to G#, for which we have an explicit expression only on-shell. Overall, having two paths to
the same result strengthens our conclusion.
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any medium, provided the original author(s) and source are credited.
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