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Abstract

We study a class of solutions within the context of modified gravity theories, characterized by a

non-trivial field that does not generate any back-reaction on the metric. These stealth configurations

are effectively defined by the stealth conditions, which correspond to a vanishing stress-energy tensor.

In this work, we introduce a novel approach to constructing this class of solutions. In contrast to

the standard procedure, the starting point requires satisfying the stealth conditions for a given ansatz

independently of the gravitational dynamics. This approach simultaneously determines the non-

trivial field and the geometries capable of supporting it as a stealth configuration. Consequently, a

gravity model can accommodate a stealth field only if its vacuum solution falls within the geometries

permissible under stealth conditions. By applying this reverse procedure in the non-minimal Rφ2

coupling, we recover all previously known stealth configurations and present new solutions. Although

it seems intuitive to assume that this “gravitationally undetectable” scalar field leaves no physical

traces, it remarkably reveals thermodynamic imprints, as its presence screens the black hole mass and

modifies the entropy according to the first law.

∗cristian.erices@ucentral.cl
†luis.guajardo.r@gmail.com
‡klara@cecs.cl

http://arxiv.org/abs/2410.13719v1
mailto:cristian.erices@ucentral.cl
mailto:luis.guajardo.r@gmail.com
mailto:klara@cecs.cl


Contents

1 Introduction 3

2 Constructing stealth configurations: The reverse procedure 7
2.1 Time-independent configuration . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

2.1.1 Spatial-coordinates dependent scalar field . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9
2.1.2 Radial-dependent scalar field . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10

2.2 Time-dependent configuration . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11

3 Three-dimensional case 11

4 Applying the reverse procedure: Concrete examples 14
4.1 Stealth solutions in General Relativity . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14
4.2 Stealth solutions beyond General Relativity . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16

5 Thermodynamic imprints of stealth black holes 18

6 Summary and outlook 22

A Case ξ = 1/4 23

B Explicit form of T t
t − T i

i 24



1 Introduction

The no-hair conjecture states that black holes cannot be described by any quantity apart from their mass,

electric charge, and angular momentum [1]. This means that in an appropriately chosen reference frame,

isolated black holes can be described by the well-known Kerr-Newman solution [2–4]. According to this

conjecture, in the final stage of gravitational collapse, black holes are defined solely by these quantities,

which adhere to a Gauss law and are measurable at infinity. This implies that any other information about

the matter that falls into a black hole is irretrievably lost. This can be understood from a mathematical

perspective; in General Relativity (GR), a set of assumptions renders black hole solutions incompatible

with non-trivial matter fields, apart from the electromagnetic one. Specifically, it has been shown that

there are no non-trivial regular solutions in GR when minimally coupled scalar fields are considered [5].

Consequently, under particular conditions that violate these assumptions of the no-hair conjecture, hairy

black hole solutions are expected to emerge. One of these assumptions is violated if there is a non-minimal

coupling between the scalar field and gravity. This provided one of the earliest examples of a black hole

solution with a non-trivial scalar field in an asymptotically flat spacetime more than five decades ago [6].

Exploring hairy black holes in scalar-tensor theories has been especially interesting, considering the

great interest resurfaced in the community when it was proved that the generalized Galileon theory [7, 8] is

equivalent to the Horndeski theory [9]. Horndeski theory was proposed fifty years ago as the most general

scalar-tensor theory, whose action principle leads to second-order field equations, and consequently, it

is free of Ostrogradski instabilities [10]. Subsequently, the first hairy black hole solution in Horndeski

theory [11] was found, and a plethora of hairy black hole solutions were investigated in scalar-tensor

theories, motivated by no-hair extensions specially adapted to these theories [12–14].

However, during the last decade, it was proved that more general scalar-tensor theories can gener-

ate higher-order field equations and still avoid Ostrogradski instabilities by adding suitable higher-order

modifications. This generalization of Horndeski theory was presented first in Beyond Horndeski and then

in Degenerate Higher Order Scalar Tensor (DHOST) theories, providing a rich class of effective field

theories [15–20].

Some particularly interesting configurations in modified theories of gravity possess a non-trivial field

and do not generate any back-reaction, resulting in a metric that coincides with GR solutions. In scalar-

tensor theories, this translates to a vanishing effective stress-energy tensor originating from all the scalar-

tensor terms in the action except for the purely metric sector. These solutions, initially introduced in

[21], are the so-called stealth black holes and represent the simplest example of hairy black holes that are

regular at the horizon.

The search for stealth solutions in scalar-tensor theories has a long story. They were introduced almost

two decades ago, dubbing this phenomenon a “Gravitational Cheshire effect” [22]. Over the years, this

became a seminal work in the field, showing that it was possible to dress a flat spacetime with a real scalar

field that satisfies a nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation without curving spacetime. This configuration is

possible due to the non-minimal coupling of the scalar field with the curvature and a self-interacting

potential. A footprint of the coupling remains in the stress-energy tensor even when gravity is switched

off, and the condition for a vanishing stress-energy tensor fixes the self-interaction potential as a local

function of the scalar field depending on two coupling constants. The solutions can describe shock waves

and, in the Euclidean continuation, D-dimensional instanton configurations.

Stealth black holes with planar topology were obtained in the bi-scalar extension of Horndeski [23].

For the shift-symmetric Horndeski theory, it was found that Schwarzschild and a partially self-tuned de-

Sitter Schwarzschild black hole are supported by a space and time-dependent scalar field [24], and a Kerr
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background can be supported by a static scalar field [25]. Schwarzschild and Kerr backgrounds with non-

trivial scalar field were also found in shift-symmetric breaking Horndeski theories [26, 27]. Stealth scalar

fields were described in shift-symmetric scalar-tensor theories of gravity in the family of Degenerate Higher

Order Scalar-Tensor (DHOST) theories for Schwarzschild-(A)dS black holes [28], rotating backgrounds

such as Kerr black holes [29] and in cosmological setups [30–32]. The existence and geometric properties

of stealth solutions have been explored in different scenarios other than scalar-tensor theories, such as 3D

New Massive Gravity [33], hypergravity [34], and interacting gauge fields [35–37].

To find stealth black holes in those scenarios, one must circumvent the underlying no-hair theorems

and additionally ensure that the stress-energy tensor vanishes. In general terms, a scalar-tensor action

can be decomposed as

S[φ, g] = Sg[g] + Sst[φ, g] , (1.1)

where Sg is a purely geometric part and consequently depends only on the metric tensor gµν . The last

term Sst denotes the scalar-tensor part and is the only one that contains the scalar field φ.

A nontrivial1 scalar field φ defines a stealth solution if the following conditions are satisfied

Eµν = 0 , (1.2a)

Tµν = 0 . (1.2b)

Here, we denote by

Eµν =
δSg

δgµν
, (1.3)

to the Euler-Lagrange equations generated by the purely metric sector Sg. It is worth emphasizing that

Eµν is not necessarily the Einstein tensor Gµν , as Sg can contain purely geometric terms other than the

Einstein-Hilbert one. On the other hand, the stress-energy tensor associated with the scalar-tensor part

is

Tµν = − 2√−g
δSst

δgµν
. (1.4)

Equations (1.2) defy Wheeler’s paradigm, which states that “spacetime tells matter how to move; matter

tells spacetime how to curve” [38]. In a broader sense that fits with scalar-tensor theories, the scalar field

φ is generating no backreaction in the spacetime, yielding an effective equation Eµν = 0, forgoing the

sourcing of the stress-energy tensor Tµν .

The usual procedure for the construction of stealth solutions is the following: a) For a given spacetime

ansatz, one solves the set of field equations (1.2a) generated from a specific action Sg, obtaining the

corresponding solution gµν . Then, step b) requires solving the stealth conditions (1.2b), with gµν as a

background, to obtain a nontrivial scalar field. This last step, of course, depends on Sst and how the

assumptions of the corresponding no-hair conjecture are circumvented. We dub this procedure as the

“a) → b)” method or standard procedure.

This paradigm has been applied extensively, where the standard non-minimal coupling of the form Rφ2

has proven to be highly successful in constructing stealth solutions. It was useful not only for dressing

Minkowski spacetime with stealth solutions but also for constructing a stealth scalar field compatible with

the non-rotating Bañados-Teitelboim-Zanelli (BTZ) black hole in 2+1 dimensions [21]. The black hole

1By nontrivial, we refer to a non-constant scalar field φ.
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was supported by a time-dependent scalar field and a self-interacting potential. These works represent

one of the simplest ways to obtain stealth solutions. For this reason, it was exploited systematically in

other theories that include this term, finding stealth scalar fields in the particular case with conformal

coupling [39–41], with the generic non-minimal coupling in Anti-de Sitter (AdS) spacetimes [42–44], and

even in Lifshitz spacetimes [45]. In higher dimensional scalar-tensor theories, stealth solutions were

also found in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity non-minimally coupled to a scalar field [46], its Lovelock

extension [47], and recently in more general contexts [48, 49]. Besides, stealth configurations over the

Riegert black hole were found for conformal gravity with a conformally coupled scalar field in [50, 51].

Since the standard non-minimal coupling admits different specific geometries, it seems natural to ask

whether those spacetimes fit into a more general family of solutions. We have found that, to answer

this question, it is necessary to reverse the aforementioned “a) → b)” method. In this way, our starting

point is b), which means to satisfy the stealth conditions (1.2b), without fixing the background gµν to

any particular solution, or equivalently, without specifying any purely geometric sector Sg. Consequently,

only the stealth conditions (1.2b) on the scalar field constrain the spacetime geometry. The final step is

to find purely gravitational theories compatible with the geometry induced by the stealth conditions. We

dub this procedure as the “b) → a)” method, or reverse procedure.

The reverse procedure in constructing stealth solutions brings new implications that are easy to over-

look when the standard procedure is applied. This is because different purely geometric actions can admit

the same particular solution for their field equations (1.2a) and are compatible with the same non-trivial

scalar field obtained in (1.2b). In this sense, the mapping that associates elements from the set of solutions

obtained in step a) to the elements of the set of solutions obtained in step b) is not bijective. This means

that solely the stealth conditions determine the family of spacetimes compatible with a non-minimally

coupled scalar field. As a consequence, any purely geometric action whose metric solution fits in this

family of metrics can be endowed with a stealth scalar field, broadening the landscape of theories that

generate non-minimally coupled stealth solutions. Thus, it is possible not only to recover and extend

existing solutions in the literature but also to find new solutions by easily identifying the theories that

admit stealth configurations.

The generality of the solution obtained in this work puts us in a position to explore its physical conse-

quences. While it is intuitive to think that no physical imprints are left by “gravitationally undetectable”

objects, such as stealth configurations, unexpectedly, we found that the mass of stealth black holes is

shifted compared to its trivial counterpart. The latter phenomenon can be seen explicitly in a concrete

example by selecting, as the purely geometric theory, the five-dimensional Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity.

This article is organized as follows. To address point b), in Section 2, we present the reverse approach

in D ≥ 4 dimensions and construct the stealth solution. We analyze its different branches and discuss their

implications. Given its particular nature, Section 3 is devoted to the three-dimensional case. A scheme

of the reverse procedure can be seen in Fig. 1. Then, we develop step a) in Section 4. We apply the

reverse procedure to different gravitational theories, as seen in Table 1, recovering and generalizing known

results from the literature. We also report novel stealth solutions. In Section 5, the Euclidean approach

is applied to study thermodynamic aspects of stealth black holes in the five-dimensional Einstein-Gauss-

Bonnet theory, demonstrating that the stealth scalar field shifts the black hole mass. In Section 6, we

summarize, discuss, and explore potential avenues for further research.
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Tµν = 0 ,

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + dr2

f(r)
+ r2dΣ2

D−2,γ ,

dΣ2
D−2,γ = Ω(~x)

2
dxidx

i , Ω (~x) = 1
1+ γ

4 xixi .

ξ = 0 ξ = 1/4

ξ 6= 1/4 ,

φ = ψ
2ξ

4ξ−1 ,

ψ = T (t)
√
f(r) +R(r) + rΩ (~x)

D−2∑

i=1

Xi(xi) .
D = 3

D ≥ 4

Time-independent

T (t) = 0

Time-dependent

T (t) 6= 0

Transverse
sector

Purely radial
sector

We aim
to solve

in background

For coupling

we find the general
stealth profile

In dimension

In dimension

Section 3

Scalar field
is constant

Appendix A

Section 2.2

Section 2.1.1 Section 2.1.2

Figure 1: Guide route
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2 Constructing stealth configurations: The reverse procedure

The reverse approach proposes a generic procedure to construct stealth solutions. However, we must

ground this approach in a specific scalar-tensor theory. Accordingly, hereafter, we will focus on the

non-minimally coupled scalar field in D dimensions,

Sst[φ, g] = −
∫
dDx

√−g
(
1

2
∇µφ∇µφ+

1

2
ξRφ2 + U (φ)

)
, (2.1)

where ξ 6= 0 is the coupling constant and U(φ) is a self-interacting potential. Inspired by works [21, 22,

24, 33, 42, 46, 47], we will only consider static and homogeneous spacetimes,

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + dr2

f(r)
+ r2dΣ2

D−2,γ , (2.2)

where dΣ2
D−2,γ denotes the line element of a Euclidean, codimension-two base manifold, locally isometric

to the sphere S
D−2, flat space R

D−2, or to the hyperbolic manifold H
D−2, with normalized constant

curvature γ = {+1, 0,−1}, respectively. Namely, it can be written as,

dΣ2
D−2,γ = Ω(~x)2 dxidx

i , Ω (~x) =
1

1 + γ
4xix

i
, (2.3)

where xi are the Euclidean coordinates of the base manifold with i = {1, . . . , D − 2}. Any contraction

between upper and lower Latin indices is understood to be performed using the Kronecker delta δij . If

both indexes are at the same level, they are not contracted but fixed.

Here, we construct stealth solutions in D ≥ 4 dimensions without restricting, in principle, the coordi-

nate dependence of the scalar field. In this context, the Euler-Lagrange equations allow us to define the

following stress-energy tensor2

Tµν = ∇µφ∇νφ− gµν

(
1

2
∇σφ∇σφ+ U(φ)

)
+ ξ (gµν�−∇µ∇ν +Gµν)φ

2 . (2.4)

We aim to solve Tµν = 0 in the ansatz (2.2). The potential U (φ) required to sustain the stealth solution

is sensitive to the curvature γ, so it is kept undetermined at the moment.

We begin analyzing the off-diagonal components of the stress-energy tensor. For fixed, but distinct

indices µ and ν, it reads

T ν
µ = ∇µφ∇νφ− ξ∇µ∇νφ2 , µ 6= ν. (2.5)

The above can be rewritten in appealing form, according to the following change of variables

φ = ψ
2ξ

4ξ−1 , (2.6)

with ξ 6= 1/4, obtaining

T ν
µ = − 4ξ2

(4ξ − 1)
ψ

1
4ξ−1∇µ∇νψ = 0 , µ 6= ν . (2.7)

2The scalar field equation is satisfied by virtue of the Bianchi identity.
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Regarding case ξ = 1/4, it is treated in Appendix A. Therefore, the off-diagonal equations (2.7) are akin

to the sum-separability condition. Because of this, we can obtain a simple generic profile for the scalar

field. In terms of the auxiliary function ψ, it reads

ψ(t, r, x1, . . . , xD−2) = T (t)
√
f(r) +R(r) + rΩ (~x)

D−2∑

i=1

Xi(xi) , (2.8)

where T (t), R(r) and Xi (xi) are functions that depends only on t, r and the base manifold coordinates

xi, respectively.

Using this expression, the next step is to determine the form of the unknown functions T (t), R(r), and

Xi(xi). Taking the difference T i
i − T j

j = 0 for fixed but distinct spatial coordinates i, j = {1, . . . , D − 2}
(the components of the difference shall not be confused with the trace), we arrive to

T i
i − T j

j ∝ d2Xi

dx2i
− d2Xj

dx2j
= 0 , i, j = {1, . . . , D − 2} . (2.9)

The solution is given by

Xi(xi) = ax2i + bixi + ci , i = {1, 2, . . . , D − 2} , (2.10)

where a, bi and ci are integration constants. Thus far, we have T 1
1 = T 2

2 = · · · = TD−2
D−2 .

The difference T t
t − T r

r yields

T t
t − T r

r = − ψ
1

4ξ−1 ξ2√
f(4ξ − 1)

(
−4f3/2R′′ − 4T̈ − 2Tff ′′ + Tf ′

2
)
= 0 . (2.11)

In the above expression, primes and dots denote radial and time derivatives, respectively.

It is necessary to distinguish in (2.11) that the function T (t) can be constant, generating an additional

branch of solutions. These can be seen explicitly by differentiating the expression inside the brackets with

respect to the time and the radius, leading to the compatibility condition

2ff ′′′Ṫ = 0 . (2.12)

The latter admits two nontrivial branches with a time (in)dependent scalar field. After removing redun-

dancies, we get,

R(r) = R1r +R0 ,

{
T (t) = 0 → Time-independent scalar field

T (t) 6= cst → Time-dependent scalar field
(2.13)

At this stage of the procedure, the stress-energy tensor is diagonal, with T t
t = T r

r , and T
1
1 = T 2

2 = · · · =
TD−2
D−2 . The next subsection 2.1 is devoted to developing the time-independent branch of solutions. We

must mention that the time-dependent branch in Subsection 2.2 has some overlap with an unpublished

work3.

2.1 Time-independent configuration

The construction of time-independent stealth solutions will require distinguishing between those with a

scalar field depending on the spatial coordinates and those with purely radial dependence. To see this, we

3Ayón-Beato, Mart́ınez, Troncoso and Zanelli, private communication.
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focus our attention on the difference T t
t − T j

j (do not confuse with the trace), which can be schematically

written in the form

T t
t − T j

j =
Ω(~x)

8r2
√
f(4ξ − 1)ψ

8ξ−1
4ξ−1

(
Ξ2xix

i + Ξ1bix
i + Ξ0

)
= 0 , (2.14)

where Ξ2,1,0 are differential equations detailed in Eq. (B.4) of Appendix B. At this point, we see that the

time-independent branch provides two sub-branches of solutions:

bi 6= 0 , φ = φ(r, ~x) , → Spatial coordinates-dependent scalar field, (2.15)

bi = 0 , φ = φ(r) , → Radial-dependent scalar field. (2.16)

It is worth emphasizing that since the reverse approach does not impose any prior restrictions on the co-

ordinate dependence of the scalar field, the spatial coordinates-dependent scalar field has been overlooked

in the literature. This aspect gives rise to novel classes of stealth solutions.

2.1.1 Spatial-coordinates dependent scalar field

The condition bi 6= 0 leads to solve the set of differential equations Ξ0 = 0, Ξ1 = 0 and Ξ2 = 0. We start

with Ξ1 = 0, which is a differential equation for the metric function f(r), whose solution is

f(r) = Ar2 +Br
(D−3)−4(D−2)ξ

4ξ−1 + γ , (2.17)

where A and B are integration constants. Replacing in Ξ0 = 0 and Ξ2 = 0, the following conditions are

obtained,

BR0 = 0 , (2.18)

γ

(
2R1 +

D−2∑

i=1

ci

)
+ 4a = 0 , (2.19)

where a and ci are the integration constants of (2.10). Note that equation (2.18) prevents having non-

vanishing constants B and R0 simultaneously. On the other hand, equation (2.19) allows us to write a in

terms of γ, R1, and ci. Then, the auxiliary scalar field ψ obtained in (2.8) lead to the following profile for

the scalar field,

φ(r, ~x) =

{
R0 + r

[
(2Ω (~x)− 1)

(
R1 +

D−2∑

i=1

ci

)
+Ω(~x) bix

i

]} 2ξ
4ξ−1

. (2.20)

At this stage, all the diagonal components of the stress-energy tensor are equal. Finally, the stealth

conditions Tµν = 0 are satisfied by the following self-interacting potential,

U(φ) = λ1φ
2 + λ2φ

−
2ξ−1

ξ + λ3φ
1
2ξ , (2.21)

with

λ1 =
ξAD(D − 1)(ξ − ξD)(ξ − ξD+1)

2 (ξ − 1/4)
2 , (2.22a)

λ2 =
ξ2

8(ξ − 1/4)2



AR2
0 + γ

(
R1 +

D−2∑

i=1

ci

)2

+
D−2∑

i=1

b2i



 , (2.22b)

λ3 = −AR0ξ
2(D − 1)(ξ − ξD)

(ξ − 1/4)
2 . (2.22c)
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In general, since the supporting potential determines the theory given in the action principle, its constants

must be considered as parameters of the theory. Therefore, they are fixed without variation, implying

a relation between the variations of the integration constants. In particular, we see that (2.22) implies

δλ1 = δλ2 = δλ3 = 0. This feature is relevant for the thermodynamic aspects discussed in Section 5. As

it is expected, the potential in (2.21), restore conformal invariance when ξ = ξD =
D − 2

4(D − 1)
.

So far, a spatial-coordinate dependent scalar field dictates a family of admissible geometries given by

the metric function (2.17). The additional restriction BR0 = 0 (2.18) preserves this structure if R0 = 0

and B 6= 0. Otherwise, if R0 6= 0 and B = 0, the geometry is isometric to (A)dSD, meaning that any

purely gravitational theory whose background solution is maximally symmetric admits a non-minimally

coupled stealth scalar field.

2.1.2 Radial-dependent scalar field

In contrast to the previous subsection, the condition bi = 0 implies solving the set of differential equations

given by Ξ0 = 0 and Ξ2 = 0. A suitable combination of such equations gives,

γ

D−2∑

i=1

ci − 4a = 0 . (2.23)

This implies, after absorbing redundant constants, a radial-dependent scalar field, whose form is given by

φ(r) = (R1r +R0)
2ξ

4ξ−1 . (2.24)

The aforementioned set of differential equations is solved by lengthy expressions for the metric function

that depends on Gauss’ hypergeometric and Gamma functions. However, familiar solutions are found in

the conformal case where ξ = ξD = D−2
4(D−1) . Namely 4,

f(r) = Ar2 + 2γ
R1

R0
r + γ +

B(R1r +R0)
D−1

rD−3
, R0 6= 0 , (2.25)

from where we find the conformally-invariant potential

U(φ) = λφ
2D

D−2 , with λ = AR2
0 − γR2

1. (2.26)

In the conformal case with R0 = 0, the scalar field gets rigid, i.e., its integration constant R1 is fixed

without variation as the potential requires it to be a parameter of the theory. Nevertheless, the stress-

energy tensor vanishes for a geometry ruled by f(r) = Ar2 + Br − 2γ, and a conformally invariant

potential.

With the reverse approach, we can confirm that in dimension D ≥ 4, the time-independent stealths

compatible with General Relativity, with or without cosmological constant, are the stealth solutions in

Minkowski [22] and (A)dSD spacetimes1. Therefore, in this set-up, finding black hole geometries for a

given dress necessarily requires going beyond General Relativity (see Section 4 for examples).

4Conformal couplings of different dimensions generate logarithmic contributions in the metric function. We opt not to

elaborate further on those cases.
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2.2 Time-dependent configuration

Now, we will turn to some comments about the time-dependent branch. From the compatibility condition

(2.12), one can deduce that the metric function is at most a quadratic polynomial in r,

f(r) = Ar2 +Br + C . (2.27)

Plugging the metric function in equations T t
t − T r

r = 0 and T t
t − T i

i = 0, determines C = γ, and the

following scalar profile,

φ(t, r, ~x) =

{
R0 + T (t)

√
f(r) +R1r + rΩ(~x)

D−2∑

i=1

Xi (xi)

} 2ξ
4ξ−1

, (2.28)

where the nature of this time-dependent configuration is provided by T (t) which is given by,

T (t) = T1 cos

(√
−∆

2
t

)
+

T0√
−∆

sin

(√
−∆

2
t

)
, ∆ = B2 − 4Aγ . (2.29)

A real scalar field requires a positive leading term in the asymptotic behavior of the metric function

f(r). This implies, in particular, that asymptotically AdS metrics can be supported by real stealth

configurations, unlike their dS counterparts. The solution for Minkowski stealths from Ref. [22] is recovered

when f(r) is a constant (A = B = 0 and γ = 1).

The functional form of the self-interacting potential is the same as in the time-dependent configuration

(2.21),

U(φ) = λ1φ
2 + λ2φ

−
2ξ−1

ξ + λ3φ
1
2ξ , (2.30)

except that the parameters λk = λk (A,R0, R1, bj , cj , T0, T1) with j = {1, . . . , D − 2}, k = {1, 2, 3} obeys

new relations with the integration constants. However, these new relations do not give new insights about

the solution. It is worth noticing that the case B = 0 forces R1 = 0. Otherwise, ξ must be fixed to the

conformal value ξD, and R1 = BR0/2.

3 Three-dimensional case

The reverse approach used in the previous section is slightly different in D = 3, with γ = 0, mainly

because we lack angular components to perform non-trivial subtractions in the spatial sector of T µ
ν . This

situation will be reflected in the metric function, whose additive constant might differ from the spatial

curvature γ. Apart from this fact, three cases arise depending on the coordinate dependencies for the

scalar field, as in the previous section. Again, we focus on homogeneous configurations,

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + dr2

f(r)
+ r2dθ2 .

Radial-dependent scalar field: In the purely-radial case, we readily check that

φ(r) = (R1r +R0)
2ξ

4ξ−1 , (3.1)

while the metric function f(r) is generically written in terms of a hypergeometric function. However, as

in the D ≥ 4 case, some particular choices relax the latter behavior. For example, choosing R0 = 0 is
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consistent with taking D = 3 and γ = 0 in Eq.(2.17). The interesting choice is the conformal case with

ξ = 1/8, where the metric function is a quadratic polynomial,

f(r) = Ar2 +Br + C , (3.2)

and the constants B and C are tied with the constants R0 and R1 coming from the scalar field via

BR0 = 2CR1 . (3.3)

For this particular choice, the potential also preserves the conformal invariance,

U(φ) =
1

8
λφ6 , with λ = AR2

0 − CR2
1 . (3.4)

Spatial-coordinates dependent scalar field: Now, we deal with the case φ = φ(r, θ). Here, for

ξ 6= 1/8 we find

φ(r, θ) =

{
R0 + r

[
χ0 cos

(√
Cθ
)
+

χ1√
C

sin
(√

Cθ
)]} 2ξ

4ξ−1

, (3.5)

while f(r) reads

f(r) = Ar2 +Br−
4ξ

4ξ−1 + C . (3.6)

Similarly to the D ≥ 4 case, the functional form of the metric function is preserved if R0 = 0. Otherwise,

we are restricted to demand B = 0. In any case, the potential reads

U(φ) =
Aξ (8ξ − 1) (6ξ − 1)

(4ξ − 1)2
φ2 +

2ξ2
[
AR2

0 + Cχ2
0 + χ2

1

]

(4ξ − 1)
2 φ−

2ξ−1
ξ − 4Aξ2R0 (8ξ − 1)

(4ξ − 1)
2 φ

1
2ξ . (3.7)

On the other hand, the conformal case with ξ = 1/8 restores the quadratic polynomial (3.2) and the

relation (3.3) between the constants B,C,R1 and R0, so that the scalar field reads

φ(r, θ) =

{
R0 + r

[
R1 + χ0 cos

(√
Cθ
)
+

χ1√
C

sin
(√

Cθ
)]}−

1
2

, (3.8)

and

U(φ) =
1

8

[
AR2

0 − CR2
1 + Cχ2

0 + χ2
1

]
φ6 . (3.9)

Time-dependent configuration: Finally, some comments regarding the time-dependent branch are

in order. Similarly to the D ≥ 4 case, one easily checks that a time-dependent scalar field is compatible

with

f(r) = Ar2 +Br + C , (3.10)

with a scalar field given by,

φ(t, r, θ) =
(
T (t)

√
f(r) +R1r +R0 + rX1(θ)

) 2ξ
4ξ−1

, (3.11)

12



where,

T (t) = T1 cos

(√
−∆

2
t

)
+

T0√
−∆

sin

(√
−∆

2
t

)
, ∆ = B2 − 4AC . (3.12)

The function X1(θ) fulfills the following differential equation

d2X1

dθ2
+ CX1 + CR1 −

1

2
BR0 = 0 . (3.13)

Interestingly, in contrast with the D ≥ 4 case, here the equation T t
t − T θ

θ = 0 forces us to choose B = 0

unless ξ = 1/8, without any restriction on R0. For later purposes, we focus on the C 6= 0 case, where the

scalar field reads

φ(t, r, θ) =

{
R0 +

[
T1 cos

(√
−∆

2
t

)
+

T0√
−∆

sin

(√
−∆

2
t

)]√
Ar2 +Br + C

+r

[
BR0

2C
+ χ1 cos

(√
Cθ
)
+

χ0√
C

sin
(√

Cθ
)]} 2ξ

4ξ−1

.

(3.14)

Note that a real scalar field requires A > 0 as it is the coefficient of the leading term in the asymptotic

region. The self-interacting potential U(φ) is given by

U(φ) = λ1φ
2 + λ2φ

−
2ξ−1

ξ + λ3φ
1
2ξ , (3.15)

where

λ1 =
Aξ (8ξ − 1) (6ξ − 1)

(4ξ − 1)2
, (3.16a)

λ2 =
2ξ2

(4ξ − 1)2

[
−1

4
T 2
0 +

∆

4
T 2
1 + χ2

0 + Cχ2
1 −

∆R2
0

4C

]
, (3.16b)

λ3 = −4Aξ2R0 (8ξ − 1)

(4ξ − 1)2
. (3.16c)

Summarizing the previous sections, using this reverse approach we have solved the stealth condition

Tµν = 0 for D ≥ 3, without any reference to the gravitational sector. In all the cases presented above, the

stealth condition fixes the scalar field and the geometry, so the matter content codified in the stress-energy

tensor dictates the form of the admissible geometries. In this sense, the scalar field does have an impact

on the geometry, even when Tµν = 0 is commonly interpreted as “no backreaction”. Indeed, recognizing

that the scalar field does not need to share the symmetries of the geometry significantly broadens the

spectrum of non-trivial scalar profiles. In this respect, three different geometries are determined by a

radial-dependent, spatial-coordinates-dependent, and time-dependent scalar field. In the latter case, a

quadratic polynomial in the metric function rules the admissible geometries. Taking pertinent limits, this

family includes familiar solutions such as the BTZ black hole or the (A)dSD spacetime, as we will explain

in detail in the next section. On the other hand, a time-independent, axisymmetry-breaking scalar field

can incorporate an extra term proportional to r
(D−3)−4(D−2)ξ

4ξ−1 , which is different from the usual 1/r(D−3)

decay in the metric function from GR. In this regard, it is worth emphasizing that within the non-minimal

coupling Rφ2, the Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-AdS black holes are only recovered with a constant

scalar field, precluding the existence of a stealth scalar field for such backgrounds.

We stress that, as mentioned in the introduction, we only have addressed point b). In the next section,

we move to point a) and complete the construction of a stealth solution, revisiting known results and

presenting novel solutions.
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4 Applying the reverse procedure: Concrete examples

In this section, we show concrete examples where the reverse approach is used. Following the path from

b) to a), we now delve into the search for purely gravitational theories that are compatible with the

nongravitating scalar field. This problem is simplified to find gravity theories whose vacuum solutions fit

in any of the cases presented in the previous sections, matching the constants from the gravity part with

the ones obtained in the scalar-tensor part through this novel procedure. Through this study, we recover

and generalize known cases, as well as finding novel stealth configurations. Even though we apply the

reverse procedure to specific metric theories, we emphasize that the geometries determined by the stealth

conditions presented in the previous section are, in principle, applicable to any other purely metric theory

whose vacuum solution matches such geometries. A concrete example of these ideas is the stealth solution

in AdS background (c.f. (4.5)). Any theory that contains AdS as a vacuum solution is susceptible to

being non-minimally coupled to a stealth scalar field.

We begin by conducting a literature review of all cases where the scalar-tensor sector Sst[φ, g] is given

by (2.1), in the background (2.2). These works are presented in Table 1 for Sg[g] =
∫
dxD

√−gLg, given

by the Lagrangian density Lg, in General Relativity with and without cosmological constant [21, 22], New

Massive Gravity (with graviton mass m) [33], Einstein–Gauss–Bonnet [46], Lovelock [47] and Conformal

Gravity [50, 51].

Lg Set-up Coupling value of ξ Reference

R− 2Λ D = 3 Arbitrary [21]

R D ≥ 3, and γ = 1 Arbitrary [22]

R− 2Λ− 1

m2

(
RµνR

µν − 3

8
R2

)
D = 3 1/8 [33]

1

2
(R− 2Λ + αG) D = 5, and γ = 0 1/6 [46]

n∑

p=0

αpǫa1···aD
Ra1a2 · · ·Ra2p−1a2pea2p+1 · · · eaD D ≥ 5, and γ = 0

(n− 1)(D − 1)

4(nD −D + 1)
[47]

Wαβ
µν W

µν
αβ D = 4, for any γ 1/6 [50, 51]

Table 1: List of works recovered by the reverse approach. Here, m is the graviton mass, n = [D/2], and α and αp are the

coupling constant of the Gauss-Bonnet and Lovelock densities, respectively

4.1 Stealth solutions in General Relativity

Stealth over BTZ: In three dimensions, General Relativity with negative cosmological constant admits

the BTZ black hole [52]. The stealth overflying this black hole was first introduced in [21], and here we

revisit the solution from our approach, as a particular case of the time-dependent branch analyzed in

Section 3. Concretely, the authors considered time and radial scalar configurations over the following

metric

ds2 = −F (r) dt2 + dr2

F (r)
+ r2

(
dφ− J

2r2
dt

)2

, (4.1)

with F (r) =
r2

ℓ2
−M +

J2

4r2
. In their analysis, which corresponds to the standard a) → b) approach under

our notation, the equations to solve the stealth condition Tµν = 0 force J = 0, rendering the metric to be
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static, with a scalar field obeying the following profile

φ(t, r) =
[
T (t)

√
F (r) + h(t)

] 2ξ
4ξ−1

. (4.2)

In the static case, the BTZ metric simply reads F (r) =
r2

ℓ2
−M . From our procedure, including time-

dependent scalar fields restricts the metric function to be a quadratic polynomial, namely,

φ = φ(t, r) , f(r) = Ar2 +Br + C . (4.3)

Hence, we can link the standard and reverse procedures just by fixing,

A =
1

ℓ2
, B = 0 , C = −M . (4.4)

At this point, we explicitly see that our constructive approach is not completed until the gravity theory

is included, and gluing both parts is substantial to realize the physical relevance of the parameters or

integration constants we have found. In this case, the outcome was that A is a parameter related to the

cosmological constant, while −C represents the mass of the black hole. We stress that the scalar field

itself cannot provide interpretations regarding the parameters, and there is no guarantee that the ones

obtained hold arbitrarily.

We can recover the stealth scalar field from [21] as a particular case from the most general structure

of the scalar fields presented in Eq. (3.14), as well as the self-interacting potential (3.15)-(3.16a), just by

applying the gluing conditions (4.4) and additionally T0 = χ0 = χ1 = 0.

Stealth overflying Anti-de Sitter: In GR, maximally symmetric spacetimes are uniquely character-

ized by the cosmological constant Λ. For negative values of Λ, the solution of the Einstein equations with

the maximal number of symmetries is Anti-de Sitter (AdSD), and it is described by

ds2 = −
(
r2

ℓ2
+ 1

)
dt2 +

(
r2

ℓ2
+ 1

)−1

dr2 + r2dΣ2
D−2,1 , (4.5)

with Λ = − (D − 1)(D − 2)

2ℓ2
. The reverse approach reduces the difficulty of finding stealth solutions by

linking the geometries. This is why it is easy to obtain time-dependent stealth scalar fields over AdSD
for any dimension D ≥ 3. As remarked in the previous section, time-dependent scalar fields constrain the

metric function to be a quadratic polynomial. For D = 3, the stealth solution is of the form,

φ = φ(t, r, θ) , f(r) = Ar2 +Br + C . (4.6)

Clearly, we can link our procedure to the AdS3 spacetime by fixing

A =
1

ℓ2
, B = 0 , C = 1 . (4.7)

Applying these conditions to (3.14), a novel solution is obtained. This is,

φ(t, r, θ) =

[
R0 + T1 cos

(
t

ℓ

)√
r2

ℓ2
+ 1 + χ1 cos(θ)

] 2ξ
4ξ−1

, (4.8)
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after absorbing integration constants T0 and χ0 due to the isometries of the metric, while the potential

is obtained from (3.15)-(3.16a). The stealth solution over (A)dSD can be obtained in D ≥ 4 just by

considering (4.7) in the solutions provided in Section 2. Finally, our procedure also recovers the Minkowski

stealth from Ref. [22], by considering A = B = 0 and C = 1 in the time-dependent branch (2.13).

It is noteworthy that the reverse approach allows coupling a stealth scalar field in a non-minimal

manner to any metric theory that admits a maximally symmetric spacetime as a solution.

4.2 Stealth solutions beyond General Relativity

New Massive Gravity: A stealth solution from Ref. [33] was found in New Massive Gravity, which is

also a sensitive metric theory that can be coupled to a stealth scalar field. This means that we consider

the following action principle,

S[g, φ] =

∫
d3x

√−g
[
R − 2Λ− 1

m2

(
RµνR

µν − 3

8
R2

)
−
(
1

2
∇µφ∇µφ+

1

2
ξRφ2 + U (φ)

)]
. (4.9)

Then, the corresponding stealth solution belongs to the radial dependent configuration in D = 3 presented

in Section 3. In the conformal case, ξ = 1/8, we have

φ = φ(r) , f(r) = Ar2 +Br + C . (4.10)

Hence, the stealth solution from the above reference can be successfully retrieved by fixing

A =
1

ℓ2
, B = b , C = −4GM , (4.11)

and the conformal potential

U(φ) = λφ6 . (4.12)

From the reverse approach, when the scalar field depends on time, the metric function also behaves as

a quadratic polynomial. This simple observation and the linear decay in the vacuum solution of New

Massive Gravity make it possible to present an extension of the stealth from Ref. [33]. Concretely, using

φ = φ(t, r) , f(r) = Ar2 +Br + C , (4.13)

and the same conditions (4.11), the novel time-dependent scalar field reads

φ(t, r) =

[
T1 cosh

(
∆

2
t

)√
r2

ℓ2
+ br − 4GM +R0 −

bR0

8GM
r

]
−

1
2

, (4.14)

where ∆ = b2 + 16GM
ℓ2 , and we have already absorbed T0 by time translations invariance. This time-

dependent configuration demands the relation for the parameter of the potential

λ =
∆

4
T 2
1 − ∆R2

0

4C
, (4.15)

which is fixed without variation. When T1 → 0, we recover the purely-radial stealth from Ref. [33]

previously mentioned.
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Gauss-Bonnet and Lovelock: Lovelock gravity [53] is the most general D−dimensional gravity model

with second order equations. It coincides with GR in three and four dimensions. The n−th member of

the Lovelock family is a topological invariant in D = 2n, so they modify GR in D ≥ 2n+ 1 dimensions.

To apply the reverse procedure to this theory, we coupled the scalar field in the following form,

S[φ, g] =

∫
dDx

√
−g

n∑

p=0

αpδ
β1···β2p

γ1···γ2pR
γ1γ2

β1β2 · · ·Rγ2p−1γ2p
β2p−β2p

−
∫
dDx

√−g
(
1

2
∇µφ∇µφ+

1

2
ξRφ2 + U (φ)

)
, 1 ≤ n ≤

[
D − 1

2

]
.

(4.16)

In Lovelock gravities, maximally symmetric solutions demand some relations between the coupling

constants αp of the curvature terms. Under the hypothesis that the theory admits a unique AdS-vacua,

black hole solutions have been found in Ref. [54], and the metric function is given by

f(r) =
r2

ℓ2
+Br−

D−2n−1
n + γ . (4.17)

The shape of the metric function allows us to enhance these black hole solutions with a scalar field

depending on the transverse coordinates, as shown in Section 2.1.1. This is,

φ = φ(r, ~x) , f(r) = Ar2 +Br
(D−3)−4(D−2)ξ

4ξ−1 + γ , (4.18)

recovers the metric function (4.17) after the following conditions are applied

A =
1

ℓ2
, ξ =

(n− 1)(D − 1)

4(nD −D + 1)
. (4.19)

The integration constant B is related to the mass of the black hole. Stealths in Gauss-Bonnet and

Lovelock gravities were found a few years ago [46, 47], where the authors restrict the analysis to flat

manifolds (γ = 0) only. Our approach not only confirms their result but also generalizes it to base

manifolds with non-vanishing curvature and to spatial-coordinates dependent scalar fields.

Conformal gravity: Like the Schwarzschild black hole in General Relativity, Birkhoff’s theorem yields

the Riegert black hole in conformal gravity, whose stealth was originally found in [50], and reconsidered

recently as part of a scalar-tensor renormalization program in [51]. Following the notation of the latter,

for ξ = 1/6 the solution is given by,

φ = φ(r) , f(r) = k +
6mG

r0
− 2

r0

(
k +

3mG

r0

)
r − 2mG

r
− λr2

3
. (4.20)

It is clear that from our reverse procedure, this solution is recovered by the four-dimensional time-

independent branch with a metric function (2.25), a potential with the form presented in (2.26), and

a purely radial scalar field given in (2.24). This is achieved by imposing the conditions,

A = −λ
3
− 2mG

r30
, B =

2mGσ3

r30
, R1 =

1

σ
, R0 = −r0

σ
, σ =

√

−
k + 2mG

r0
+

λr20
3

2ν
, (4.21)

where m, λ and r0 are integration constants, whereas ν is a parameter that modules the behavior of the

associated potential.
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Quasitopological gravities: Although they do not possess a topological origin as Lovelock’s model,

Quasitopological Gravities [55–58] are constructed in D ≥ 5 upon n−th order curvature interactions. Un-

like Lovelock, the value of n in Quasitopological Gravities is not restricted by the spacetime dimension and

can grow arbitrarily5. These theories emerge as gravitational models with second-order Euler-Lagrange

equations when evaluated precisely in constant curvature internal spaces, as in our ansatz (2.2), and they

satisfy a n−th order algebraic equation for the metric function f(r) [60, 61]. It was shown that the n−th

Quasitopological gravity fulfills

D − 2

2
rD−2n−1 [γ − f(r)]

n
=M ,

where M is an integration constant associated with the ADM mass of the solution. For that reason,

the reverse procedure allows straightforwardly accommodating a novel stealth solution considering the

spatial-coordinates dependent scalar field (2.20),

φ = φ(r, ~x) , f(r) = Ar2 +Br
(D−3)−4(D−2)ξ

4ξ−1 + γ , (4.22)

by fixing ξ as

ξ =
(n− 1)(D − 1)

4(nD −D + 1)
, (4.23)

and the self-interacting potential as shown in (2.21).

To end this section, we remark on some general features. As shown through the previous examples

and as emphasized in the introduction, the approach a) to b) is not bijective. Furthermore, the reverse

construction does not impose restrictions on the purely gravitational sector (i.e., the left-hand side of

(1.2b)). For example, if ξ = ξD−1 =
D − 3

4(D − 2)
, the metric function acquires the form

f(r) = Ar2 −M , (4.24)

which we recognize as a non-rotating BTZ-like black hole [52]. Thus, any gravitational theory whose vac-

uum solution admits such a profile is compatible with stealth, with the aforementioned coupling constant.

In sum, we retrieved and generalized known stealth solutions from the literature. Judging by the form

of the metric function (2.17) in the time-independent branch, the values of ξ and B become significant,

with the former controlling the decay of the metric function and the latter being an integration constant

that cannot be interpreted solely by solving Tµν = 0. Therefore, the physical interpretation of such

constants is understood once the gravitational theory is specified.

5 Thermodynamic imprints of stealth black holes

It is well known that gravitational perturbations on the stealth background can backreact, and in con-

sequence, at the perturbative level, the presence of this “gravitationally undetectable” object is exposed.

Consequently, perturbations departing from the stealth configuration manifest clear differences with those

departing from its trivial counterpart [62]. However, what is less known and has not yet been explored is

whether these differences persist at the thermodynamic level, allowing one to distinguish the stealth black

5Recently, it was shown that in D ≥ 5, the infinite tower of Quasitopological Gravities regularizes the curvature singularity

of the Schwarzschild black hole [59].
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hole from the trivial one. The spectrum of stealth solutions obtained by the reverse procedure leaves us in

a good position for these purposes. This section aims to show that, indeed, there are differences induced

by the presence of a stealth scalar field exposed in the thermodynamic quantities.

Let us choose, as an exemplary case, the five-dimensional Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet action as the purely

metric theory Sg[g], endowed with a non-minimally coupled scalar field in Sst[φ, g]. This is,

S[φ, g] =

∫
d5x

√−g
[
1

2κ
(R− 2Λ + αG) − 1

2
∇µφ∇µφ− ξ

2
Rφ2 − U(φ)

]
, (5.1)

where the term G stand for the Gauss-Bonnet invariant given by G = R2 − 4RαβR
αβ +RαβµνR

αβµν , the

self-interacting potential is given by,

U(φ) =
1

6ℓ2
φ2 , (5.2)

whose stealth solution was found in [46], and it reads,

φ(r) =
φ0
r
, f(r) =

r2

ℓ2
−M . (5.3)

The reverse procedure recovers this solution by setting D = 5 and n = 2 in (4.19).

The Euclidean approach in the calculation of the thermodynamical quantities establishes that the

partition function for a thermodynamical ensemble is identified with the Euclidean path integral in the

saddlepoint approximation around the classical Euclidean solution [63]. Once the symmetries of the space-

times are known, Palais’ “principle of symmetric criticality” states that the extremum of the action can

be found imposing such symmetries on a minisuperspace metric and then varying the action. These sym-

metries extremely simplify the Euclidean procedure, as the general Hamiltonian formalism is not always

available. However, this principle is not universal, as the symmetries imposed on the minisuperpsace

must not over-reduce the degrees of freedom in the action, otherwise the set of field equations emerging

from the reduced action will not correspond to the covariant field equations. Accordingly, the Euclidean

continuation of this solution reads,

ds2E = N(r)f(r)dτ2 +
dr2

f(r)
+ r2(dx21 + dx22 + dx23) , (5.4)

with φ = φ(r). The flat coordinates span xi ∈ (0, βi) with i = {1, 2, 3}. The period β of the Euclidean time

τ is related to the temperature T of the black hole by β = 1/T . In consequence, the reduced Euclidean

action SE can be written in Hamiltonian form as follows,

SE = βσ

∫
∞

r+

drNH +BE , (5.5)

where BE is a boundary term introduced in action (5.1) and σ = β1β2β3 is the volume of the base

manifold. The variation of BE cancels out all the contributions coming from variations of the bulk action,

defining a well-posed variational principle to have an extremum on the classical solution. The reduced

constraint is given by,

H =− 3r

2κ
(2f + rf ′)− 1

2
rδij∂iφ∂jφ− r3

[
1

2
f(∂rφ)

2 + U(φ) +
Λ

κ

]
+ 6αff ′

+ ξ

{
3

2
rφ2(rf ′ + 2f) + 2rδij(∂iφ∂jφ+ φ∂i∂jφ) +

√
f∂r

[√
fr3

(
φ2
)′]
}
.

(5.6)
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It is reassuring to check that, despite H being an involved expression, the following off-shell relations are

satisfied,
δSE

δN
= −2

√
g

Ett
N3f

,

δSE

δf
=

√
g

(
Err −

Ett
N2f2

)
,

δSE

δφ
=

√
gEφ ,

(5.7)

confirming the validity of the boundary term. Its variation is given by,

δBE = βσ

{
− r2

2κ
(3δf + 2κrφ′fδφ) +

1

2
r2ξ [2rφ′(2fδφ+ φδf) + φ (4rfδφ′ + 3φδf)

−2rφf ′δφ+ 6αfδf ]

}∣∣∣∣
∞

r+

(5.8)

The variation of the fields at the horizon r+ acquires the following form,

δf |r+ = − f ′|r+ δr+ , δφ|r+ = δφ (r+)− φ′|r+ δr+ . (5.9)

Then, the variation of the boundary term at the horizon is

δBE(r+) = δ

{
2π

κ
σr3+

[
1− κξφ(r+)

2
]}

, (5.10)

which can be readily integrated as

BE(r+) =
A+

4G̃+

with , G̃+ =
G(

1− κξφ (r+)
2
) , (5.11)

where A+ = σr3+. On the other hand, the variations of the fields at infinity are,

δf |
∞

= −δM , δφ|
∞

=
δφ0
r
. (5.12)

With these quantities, the variation of the boundary term at infinity is,

δBE(∞) =
3r2

2ℓ2κ
βσ(ℓ2 − 4ακ)δM + βσ

(
6αM − 1

12
φ20

)
δM − 1

3
βσMφ0δφ0 . (5.13)

There is a potential quadratic divergence in the first term of this expression. However, solution (5.3)

requires that ℓ2 = 4κα (the Chern–Simons point), which ensures the finiteness of the variation of the

boundary term (5.13). This is,

δBE(∞) = βσ

(
3ℓ2

2κ
M − 1

12
φ20

)
δM − 1

3
βσMφ0δφ0 . (5.14)

Observe that δBE(∞) is not necessarily a closed 1-form. Condition δ2BE (∞) = 0 leads,

φ0δφ0 ∧ δM = 0 . (5.15)

This equation raises two possibilities: φ0 = 0 or δφ0 ∧ δM = 0. The former switches off the scalar field,

while the latter allows the possibility of computing the mass for the stealth solution. This implies to
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consider φ0 as a function of M , and the variation δBE(∞) is now exact by Poincaré’s lemma. Since we

are working in the grand canonical ensemble, the temperature is fixed, and the boundary term at infinity

can be integrated as,

BE(∞) = βσ

∫
dM

[
3ℓ2

2κ
M − 1

12
φ20(M)− 1

3
Mφ0(M)

∂φ0(M)

∂M

]
. (5.16)

It is remarkable to see that the value of the Euclidean action is finite for any differentiable function φ0(M)

(see below for concrete examples), in which case,

SE = B(∞)−B(r+) = βσ

∫
dM

[
3ℓ2

2κ
M − 1

12
φ20(M)− 1

3
Mφ0(M)

∂φ0(M)

∂M

]
− A+

4G̃+

, (5.17)

up to an arbitrary constant without variation. Since the Gibbs free energy F is related to the Euclidean

action by SE = βF = βM−S, the massM and the entropy S are given by the standard thermodynamical

relations

M =
∂SE

∂β
= σ

3ℓ2

4κ
M2 +∆M , (5.18)

S =

(
β
∂

∂β
− 1

)
SE =

A+

4G̃+

. (5.19)

It is clear from (5.18) that the shift in the mass with respect to the trivial configuration is given by,

∆M = σ

∫
dM

[
− 1

12
φ20(M)− 1

3
Mφ0(M)

∂φ0(M)

∂M

]
, (5.20)

and the value of the mass is altered by different choices of φ0 as a function of M . This is precisely the

case for a hairy black hole with secondary hair. Stealth solutions with primary hair are excluded from a

thermodynamic perspective as their mass is not integrable.

In general, the shift in the mass generated by the stealth field must fulfill two conditions: It has to

be non-trivial, meaning that δ (∆M) 6= 0; and non-divergent, which in this case is already guaranteed by

construction for any differential function φ0(M), according to formula (5.16). In this regard, consider the

following examples.

In the case that the scalar field is rigid, ∂φ0 (M) /∂M = 0, the mass reads

M = σ

(
3ℓ2

4κ
M2 − 1

12
φ20M

)
, (5.21)

fulfilling the above criteria. A healthy and non-trivial example can be achieved by φ0(M) =Mℓ, obtaining

M = σ

(
3ℓ2

4κ
M2 − 5ℓ2

36
M3

)
. (5.22)

It is interesting to analyze some extreme cases at this point. It could be the case that the shift in the

mass is tuned in such a way that it cancels out the black hole’s mass. To achieve this, and according to

(5.20), it is straightforward to see that

M = 0 , (5.23)

is achieved by choosing φ0(M) =

√
6Mℓ2

κ
. This kind of black hole with vanishing mass is not new. Black

hole configurations with zero mass have already been reported in [64–66]. However, the novelty of our

result relies on the fact that the black hole mass is screened by a non-gravitating source.
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6 Summary and outlook

In this article, we presented a novel method for constructing stealth solutions using a reverse approach. The

latter proposes a generic procedure to construct stealth solutions by restricting the spacetime geometry

only by imposing the stealth conditions Tµν = 0. As opposed to the standard procedure of obtaining

stealth solutions — from step a) to step b) — starting with step b) by solving Tµν = 0 leads to a wide

range of geometries compatible with stealth configurations. Then, if such geometries match the vacuum

solutions of some gravity theory, such theory can be coupled to a non-gravitating scalar field, completing

step a). Another consequence of this approach is that the role of the integration constants in the conserved

charges may not be immediately clear. This is expected, as their nature relies on the specific theory to

which the stealth solution is coupled. To ground this approach in a specific scalar-tensor theory, we

focused on the non-minimally coupled scalar field in D dimensions.

As we show in Section 2 and 3, the reverse approach makes it evident that the coordinate dependence

of the scalar profile controls the form of the metric function in the homogeneous ansatz. For a time-

dependent scalar field, the metric function is determined by f(r) = Ar2 + Br + C. In contrast, in the

time-independent case, there are two possible scenarios for the metric function: A spatial-coordinates

dependent φ(r, ~x) and a purely radial φ(r) scalar field. The spatial-coordinates dependent scalar field

is compatible with a metric function f(r) = Ar2 + Br
(D−3)−4(D−2)ξ

4ξ−1 + C exhibiting a term whose decay

depends on the coupling parameter ξ. This term is inherently different from the term found in pure GR,

which is proportional to 1/rD−3 and incompatible with a stealth solution as it is obtained only when

ξ = 0, yielding a constant scalar field. For the purely radial stealth scalar field, the metric function

admits an involved expression of Gauss’ hypergeometric and Gamma functions, which, in the conformal

case ξ = ξD, reduces to f(r) = Ar2 + 2γR1r/R0 + γ +B (R1r +R0)
D−1

/rD−3.

In this work, the inclusion of a self-interacting potential in the scalar-tensor sector Sst[φ, g] of the

action that supports stealth configurations takes the form

U(φ) = λ1φ
2 + λ2φ

−
2ξ−1

ξ + λ3φ
1
2ξ . (6.1)

This potential consists of three terms: one massive ∝ φ2 and two terms involving powers of ξ. The massive

term of the potential provides the vacuum of the theory, given by (A)dS or Minkowski spacetimes. The

second term ∝ φ−
2ξ−1

ξ emerges as an extension of the conformal sector, in the sense that if ξ = ξD, the

associated power reduces to the conformal case. Lastly, the term ∝ φ
1
2ξ induces pure deviations from the

conformally coupled scalar field. Its effect is controlled by a parameter that modulates the affine profile

of the scalar field.

The reverse approach was applied to some concrete examples analyzed in Section 4, along with its

thermodynamic implications as seen in Section 5. Naturally, all the known stealth solutions with non-

minimally coupled scalar fields were recovered, and additionally, in some cases, they were generalized. This

is because, in this reverse procedure, the problem finally reduces to match the parameters and integration

constants in the stealth solution with those generated from the purely metric side. For instance, if one

fixes the coupling parameter to its conformal value in one dimension lower, ξ = ξD−1 =
D − 3

4(D − 2)
, the

metric function (2.17) acquires a non-rotating BTZ-like form

f(r) = Ar2 −M , (6.2)
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irrespective of the gravity model under consideration. This means that not only

S[g, φ] = Sg[g]−
∫
dDx

√−g
[
1

2
∇µφ∇µφ+

1

2
ξD−1Rφ

2 + U (φ)

]
, (6.3)

with Sg[g] =
R− 2Λ

2κ
admits a stealth solution as shown in [21], but also any D−dimensional gravity

theory Sg[g] whose family of solutions contains a BTZ-like metric function (6.2) and in particular AdSD
spacetimes. Furthermore, we have shown that the reverse approach paves a direct path to finding new non-

gravitating configurations. Concretely, novel stealth solutions have been found in New Massive Gravity,

Lovelock, and Quasitopological Gravities (see Section 4.2).

It is important to note that even when the stress-energy tensor vanishes, the stealth solution can still

exhibit tangible physical effects. With the solutions provided by the reverse procedure, we focused on

studying the thermodynamic imprints left by the non-gravitating configurations. To develop this point,

the five-dimensional Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet action with a non-minimally coupled scalar field is considered

in Section 5. Surprisingly, the black hole mass is screened by the non-gravitating source. Consequently,

a stealth scalar field is not only detectable at the perturbative level but also at the thermodynamic level.

This result is physically relevant as it may have phenomenological implications: If we measure the mass

of a celestial body with our current tools, we would not be able to distinguish whether the measurable

mass includes a contribution from a stealth scalar field.

As shown in this article, the reverse approach only requires a Sst action and a particular ansatz for

the geometry. Here, we explored the non-minimal coupling Rφ2 over a static and spherically symmetric

ansatz. In this regard, it is possible to go beyond the aforementioned non-minimal coupling towards, for

example, Gµν∇µφ∇νφ, where it is known that a stealth configuration φ = φ(t, r) is compatible with the

Schwarzschild solution [24]. Motivated by the existence of this solution, it is feasible to explore the reverse

approach within this framework. On the other hand, it is natural to consider an anisotropic ansatz, where

stealth solutions are already known on a Lifshitz-type background [67]. For such an ansatz, the reverse

approach could unveil black hole solutions with (bulk or asymptotic) anisotropic scaling.

In this work, we have seen that the stealth scalar field has a physical effect on the mass. Another

avenue to pursue is to consider a rotating ansatz and explore the consequences of a stealth configuration on

the angular momentum. More generally, one can naturally ask if some electric or color charge is changed

under the presence of a stealth configuration. The latter may be achieved through a charged non-minimal

coupling.
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A Case ξ = 1/4

This appendix deals with the case ξ = 1/4 that we omitted in the main article. Starting from the metric

ansatz (2.2), the off-diagonal components of the T ν
µ tensor are simultaneously solved only in the case when
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the scalar field is separable, and it does not depend on the transverse sector, namely

φ(t, r, xi) = T (t)R(r) . (A.1)

Furthermore, the T r
t equation imposes an additional constraint, proportional to

Ṫ f ′ = 0 , (A.2)

which forces purely-radial scalar fields or metrics with f(r) = cst. In any case, we automatically have

T 1
1 = T 2

2 = · · · = TD−2
D−2 for the spatial sector, meaning that we have three effective equations to solve:

T t
t = 0, T r

r = 0, and T i
i = 0.

In the first case, when φ = φ(r) is a purely-radial scalar field, the combination T t
t − T r

r = 0 turns out

to be a differential equation for φ(r), which is solved by

φ(r) = R0e
R1r , (A.3)

but in this case, f(r) is generically given by an elliptic integral.

Regarding the second case, when φ = φ(t, r) forces the metric function to be a constant. In this case,

we can only dress the Minkowski spacetime, obtained when f(r) = γ = 1. The scalar field reads

φ(t, r) = R0e
R1(r

2
−t2) , (A.4)

and the potential U(φ) yields

U(φ) =

[
(D − 1)R1

R0
+ 2 ln

(
φ

R0

)]
φ2 , (A.5)

in agreement with the results of Ref. [22].

B Explicit form of T t
t − T i

i

In this appendix, we show the subtraction T t
t − T i

i for a general ansatz of the form

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + dr2

f(r)
+ h2(r)dΣ2

D−2,γ , (B.1)

with h(r) an arbitrary function, where

dΣ2
D−2,γ = Ω(~x)

2
dxidx

i , Ω (~x) =
1

1 + γ
4xix

i
. (B.2)

The construction of Section 2 is recovered for the particular case h(r) = r.

The difference T t
t − T i

i is

T t
t − T i

i =
ψ

1
4ξ−1Ω (~x)

8
√
fh2(4ξ − 1)

(
Ξ2

D−2∑

i=1

x2i + Ξ1

D−2∑

i=1

bixi + Ξ0

)
= 0 , (B.3)
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where Ξ2,1,0 are, in general, differential equations for T , h and f . Concretely, Ξ2 is

Ξ2 ≡8kξ2h2T̈ +
{
γξ(8ξ − 2)f2hh′′ + 2(D − 3)γξ(4ξ − 1)f2h′

2

+ γξ [4(5−D)ξ +D − 4] ff ′hh′ +
[
γξ(1− 4ξ)ff ′′ − 2γξ2f ′2

]
h2

+ 2(D − 3)γ2ξ(1 − 4ξ)f
}
T + 2ξ(4ξ − 1)(4ah+ γR)f3/2hh′′

+ 8(D − 3)ξ

[
4(D − 2)ξ −D + 3

D − 3
h+

γ(4ξ − 1)

4
R

]
f3/2h′

2

+
{
4aξ [D − 4− 4(D − 3)ξ]

√
ff ′h2 +

[
γ(D − 4)(1− 4ξ)

√
ff ′R+ 8kξ2f3/2R′

]
h
}
h′

+ 4aξ(1− 4ξ)
√
ff ′′h3 + (γξ(1− 4ξ)

√
ff ′′R− 4kξ2

√
ff ′R′)h2 + 4kξ

{
2(D − 3)a

+ ξ

[
γ

D−2∑

i=1

ci − (8D − 20)a

]}√
fh+ 2(D − 3)γ2ξ(1− 4ξ)

√
fR

}
,

(B.4a)

whereas Ξ1,

Ξ1 ≡8ξ(4ξ − 1)f3/2h2h′′ + 8ξ [4(D − 2)ξ −D + 3] f3/2hh′
2 − 4ξ [4(D − 3)ξ −D + 4]

√
ff ′h2h′

+ 4ξ(1− 4ξ)
√
ff ′′h3 − 8γξ(4(D − 2)ξ −D + 3)

√
fh ,

(B.4b)

and finally,

Ξ0 ≡ 32ξ2h2T̈ +
{
8ξ(4ξ − 1)f2hh′′ + 8(D − 3)ξ(4ξ − 1)f2h′

2
+ 4ξ [4(5−D)ξ +D − 4] ff ′hh′

+
[
−4ξ(4ξ − 1)ff ′′ − 8ξ2f ′2

]
h2 − 8(D − 3)γξ(4ξ − 1)f

}
T + 8ξ(4ξ − 1)f3/2hh′′×

×
(
R+ h

D−2∑

i=1

ci

)
+ 32(D − 2)ξ

[(
ξ − D − 3

4(D − 2)

)
h

D−2∑

i=1

ci +
D − 3

4(D − 2)
(4ξ − 1)R

]
f3/2h′

2

+

{
− 16ξ(D − 3)

D−2∑

i=1

ci

[
ξ − D − 4

4(D − 3)

]√
ff ′h2 +

[
−4ξ(D − 4)(4ξ − 1)

√
ff ′R

+32ξ2f3/2R′

]
h

}
h′ − 4ξ(4ξ − 1)

D−2∑

i=1

ci
√
ff ′′h3 +

(
−4ξ(4ξ − 1)

√
ff ′′R

−16ξ2
√
ff ′R′

)
h2 + ξ

[
−16(2D− 5)

(
ξ − 2(D − 3)

8D − 20

)D−2∑

i=2

ciγ + 64ξa

]
√
fh

− 8(D − 3)γξ(4ξ − 1)
√
fR .

(B.4c)

Particularly, for the time-independent scalar fields of Section 2.1, the discussion of Eq. (2.14) follows

by imposing T (t) = 0, R(r) = R1r +R0, and g(r) = r.
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