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The 4D gravitational model with a real scalar field φ , Einstein and Gauss-Bonnet terms is considered.
The action contains the potential U(φ) and the Gauss-Bonnet coupling function f(φ). For a special
static spherically symmetric metric ds2 = (A(u))−1du2 − A(u)dt2 + u2dΩ2 , with A(u) > 0 (u > 0 is
a radial coordinate), we verify the so-called reconstruction procedure suggested by Nojiri and Nashed.
This procedure presents certain implicit relations for U(φ) and f(φ) which lead to exact solutions to the
equations of motion for a given metric governed by A(u). We confirm that all relations in the approach of
Nojiri and Nashed for f(φ(u)) and φ(u) are correct, but the relation for U(φ(u)) contains a typo which
is eliminated in this paper. Here we apply the procedure to the (external) Schwarzschild metric with the
gravitational radius 2µ and u > 2µ . Using the “no-ghost” restriction (i.e., reality of φ(u)), we find two
families of (U(φ), f(φ)). The first one gives us the Schwarzschild metric defined for u > 3µ , while the
second one describes the Schwarzschild metric defined for 2µ < u < 3µ (3µ is the radius of the photon
sphere). In both cases the potential U(φ) is negative.

1 Introduction

The pursuit of a unified description of gravity with
quantum mechanics has driven theoretical physics
for decades. String theory, which was conjectured
to be a promising candidate for this unification,
”predicted” the existence of higher-dimensional
space-time and a plethora of new fields, including
the scalar dilaton. String theory also predicted, in
the low energy limit, certain extensions of General
Relativity (GR). One such extension involves incor-
porating the Gauss-Bonnet (GB) term [1–4], cou-
pled to a function of a scalar field (dilaton), leads
to a rich and complex landscape of scalar-Einstein-
Gauss-Bonnet (sEGB) gravity. We note that the
pure GB term gives us a topological invariant in
four dimensions while it is dynamically relevant in
higher dimensions.

The advent of sEGB gravity challenges the con-
ventional understanding of black holes established
by GR. A nontrivial coupling between the scalar
field and the GB term leads to deviations from
the Schwarzschild solution, ushering in a new “era”
of “hairy” black holes characterized by scalar hair.
This scalarization, studied extensively by Kanti et
al. [5, 6] and other authors, has profound implica-

1e-mail: ivas@vniims.ru

tions for the properties of black holes, influenc-
ing their stability, computability, thermodynam-
ics, and interaction with the surrounding matter
— see [7, 8] and references therein. J. Kunz et al.
and some other authors extensively studied static
and rotating black hole solutions in this model, re-
vealing their unique characteristics [8]. These black
holes possess a scalar charge, which affects their
gravitational field and thermodynamic properties.
The paper by Bronnikov and Elizalde [9] made an
important contribution to the theoretical descrip-
tion of possible black hole configurations in the
sEGB model (with a scalar field potential term):
it was found that the GB term, in general, vio-
lates certain well-known “no-go” theorems, which
are valid for a minimally coupled scalar field in GR.

While the theoretical foundations of sEGB
gravity are compelling, observational evidence re-
mains crucial for validating its predictions. For-
tunately, sEGB black holes exhibit distinct obser-
vational signatures that can be detected through
various astrophysical probes. One such probe in-
volves gravitational waves. Merging black holes in
sEGB gravity are expected to emit gravitational
waves with characteristic deviations from GR pre-
dictions. The possible detection and analysis of
these gravitational waves by detectors like LIGO

ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

01
30

1v
1 

 [
gr

-q
c]

  3
 J

un
 2

02
4



2

and Virgo offer a powerful tool for testing the va-
lidity of sEGB gravity and constraining the param-
eters of the model [10].

Another promising avenue for probing sEGB
black holes lies in studying their shadows [11] and
quasinormal modes [12]. The shadow of a black
hole, a dark silhouette against a bright background,
is influenced by the black hole’s geometry and the
surrounding space-time. As shown by Cunha et al.
[7], sEGB black holes exhibit distinctive shadow
morphologies, deviating from the circular shadows
predicted by GR. Similarly, the quasinormal modes
of black holes, characteristic frequencies emitted
during perturbations, are also sensitive to the pres-
ence of the scalar field and the GB term [14]. These
observational signatures offer unique opportunities
to distinguish sEGB black holes from their GR
counterparts.

This paper is inspired by the recent article of
Nojiri and Nashed [15], which delves into the realm
of special spherically symmetric black holes within
the sEGB model governed by the coupling function
f(φ) and the potential function V (φ), where φ is
a scalar field. In Ref. [15], the authors were dealing
with special static spherically symmetric metric

ds2 = (a(r))−1 dr2 − a(r)dt2 + r2dΩ2.

They have solved (partly) the reconstruction prob-
lem: for a given redshift function a(r) > 0, they
found implicit relations for f(φ) and V (φ), which
lead to exact solutions to the equations of motion
with the given metric. The problem was solved
up to (global) resolution of the ghost avoiding re-
striction, coming from the reality condition for the
scalar field solution φ(r). Here we verify all recon-
struction relations from [15], and after eliminating
a typo in the relation for V (φ) we apply the re-
construction procedure to the simplest case of the
Schwarzschild metric. In this case, the ghost avoid-
ing problem may be readily solved.

2 The scalar-Einstein-Gauss-
Bonnet model

We are dealing with the so-called scalar-Einstein-
Gauss-Bonnet model which is governed by the ac-

tion

S =

∫
d4z

√
|g|
(
R
(
g
)

2κ2
− 1

2
gMN∂Mφ∂Nφ

− U(φ) + f(φ)G
)
, (2.1)

vvwhere κ2 = 8πG/c4 , φ is a scalar field,
gMNdzM ⊗dzN is the 4D metric, R[g] is the scalar
curvature, G is the Gauss-Bonnet invariant, U(φ)
is potential, and f(φ) is a coupling function.

We study spherically-symmetric solutions with
the metric

ds2 = gMNdzMdzN

= e2γ(u)du2 − e2α(u)dt2 + e2β(u)dΩ2, (2.2)

defined on the manifold

M = R× R∗ × S2. (2.3)

Here R∗ = (2µ,+∞), and S2 is a 2D sphere with
the metric dΩ2 = dθ2+sin2 θdφ2 , where 0 < θ < π ,
and 0 < φ < 2π .

By substituting the metric (2.2) into the action
we obtain S = 4π

∫
du(L + d(. . . )/du), where the

Lagrangian L reads

L =
1

κ2

[
eα−γ+2ββ̇

(
β̇ + 2α̇

)
+ eα+γ

]
− 1

2
eα−γ+2βφ̇2 − eα+γ+2βU(φ)

− 8α̇φ̇
df

dφ

(
β̇2eα+2β−3γ − eα−γ

)
, (2.4)

and the total derivative term d(. . . )/du is irrele-
vant for our consideration.

Here and in what follows we denote ẋ = dx/du .
The equations of motion for the action (2.1) with
the metric (2.2) involved are equivalent to the La-
grange equation corresponding to the Lagrangian
(2.4).

The Lagrange equations read

∂L

∂γ
=

1

κ2

[
− eα−γ+2ββ̇

(
β̇ + 2α̇

)
+ eα+γ

]
+

1

2
eα−γ+2βφ̇2 − eα+γ+2βU(φ)

− 8α̇φ̇
df

dφ

(
β̇2eα+2β−3γ − eα−γ

)
= 0, (2.5)
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d

du

(
∂L

∂α̇

)
− ∂L

∂α

=
d

du

[
2

κ2
eα−γ+2ββ̇ − 8φ̇

df

dφ

(
β̇2eα+2β−3γ −eα−γ

)]
− 1

κ2

[
eα−γ+2ββ̇

(
β̇ + 2α̇

)
+ eα+γ

]
− 1

2
eα−γ+2βφ̇2 − eα+γ+2βU(φ)

− 8α̇φ̇
df

dφ

(
β̇2eα+2β−3γ − eα−γ

)
= 0, (2.6)

d

du

(
∂L

∂β̇

)
− ∂L

∂β

=
d

du

[
1

κ2
eα−γ+2β

(
2β̇ + 2α̇

)
− 8α̇φ̇

df

dφ
2β̇eα+2β−3γ

]
−
[
2

κ2
eα−γ+2ββ̇

(
β̇ + 2α̇

)
− eα−γ+2βφ̇2 − 2eα+γ+2βU(φ)

− 16α̇φ̇
df

dφ
β̇2eα+2β−3γ

]
= 0, (2.7)

and

d

du

(
∂L

∂φ̇

)
− ∂L

∂φ
=

d

du

[
− eα−γ+2βφ̇

− 8α̇
df

dφ

(
β̇2eα+2β−3γ − eα−γ

)]
+

[
eα+γ+2β dU

dφ

+ 8α̇φ̇
d2f

dφ2

(
β̇2eα+2β−3γ − eα−γ

)]
= 0. (2.8)

3 The reconstruction procedure

As in Ref. [15], we consider a special ansatz for the
metric (2.2),

ds2 =
du2

A(u)
−A(u)dt2 + u2dΩ2, (3.1)

where

e2γ(u) = 1/A(u), e2α(u) = A(u) > 0,

e2β(u) = u2 > 0. (3.2)

In what follows we use the identities

α̇ =
Ȧ

2A
, β̇ =

1

u
. (3.3)

As was done in Ref. [15], we put without loss of
generality κ2 = 1. We also denote

f (φ(u)) = f (u) , U (φ(u)) = U (u) , (3.4)

and hence,

d

du
f(u) =

df

dφ

dφ

du
⇐⇒ ḟ =

df

dφ
φ̇, (3.5)

d

du
U(u) =

dU

dφ

dφ

du
⇐⇒ U̇ =

dU

dφ
φ̇. (3.6)

Strictly speaking, one should use other notations
in (3.4), for instance: f(φ(u)) = f̂(u), U(φ(u)) =
Û(u). We hope that notations in (3.4) will not lead
to a confusion.

Multiplying (2.5) by (−2) and using the rela-
tions (3.3), (3.5), we get

Ȧ
[
8ḟ (1− 3A) + 2u

]
+ 2A− 2

− u2Aφ̇2 + 2u2U = 0. (3.7)

Equation (3.7) coincides with Eq. (10) from Ref.
[15].

Multiplying (2.5) by (-2) and using the relations
(3.3) and (3.5), we get

16f̈A (1−A) + 8ḟ
(
Ȧ− 3AȦ

)
+ 2uȦ

+ 2A+ u2Aφ̇2 − 2 + 2u2U = 0. (3.8)

Equation (3.8) coincides with Eq. (9) from [15].
Analogously, using (3.3) and (3.5), we rewrite

Eq. (2.7) as(
u2 − 8uḟA

)
Ä− 8uf̈ȦA

− 4ḟ
(
Ȧ2u2 + 2ȦA− 2ȦA

)
+ 2uȦ+ u2

(
Aφ̇2 + 2U

)
= 0. (3.9)

Equation (3.9) coincides with Eq. (11) from [15].
Now, multiplying Eq. (2.8) by (−φ̇), we obtain

4ḟ (A− 1) Ä+ φ̈φ̇Au2 + 4ḟ ȦȦ

+
(
Ȧu2 + 2uA

)
φ̇2 − u2U = 0. (3.10)

In the case where

φ̇ ̸= 0 for u ∈ (u−, u+) , (3.11)

in some interval (u−, u+) belonging to R , the re-
lations (3.10) and (2.8) are equivalent in this inter-
val. Equation (3.10) coincides with Eq. (12) from
Ref. [15].

By adding Eqs. (3.8) and (3.7) and dividing the
result by 4, we get the expression for the potential
function U = U(u)

U =
1

u2

[
1− 4A (1−A) f̈

− Ȧ
[
4ḟ (1− 3A) + u

]
−A

]
. (3.12)
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Here we note that Eq. (3.12) coincides with Eq. (13)
from [15] up to a typo: in Eq. (13) from [15] the
term a′ in square brackets should be omitted.

The relation (3.12) may be written as

u2U = EU f̈ + FU ḟ +GU , (3.13)

where

EU = −4A (1−A) , (3.14)

FU = −4Ȧ (1− 3A) , (3.15)

GU = 1− Ȧu−A. (3.16)

Subtracting (2.5) from (2.6) and dividing the result
by 2A , we obtain a relation for φ̇ :

φ̇2 = 8f̈ (A− 1)u−2 ≡ Φ. (3.17)

This relation coincides with Eq. (14) from [15]. Due
to (3.11) and u > 0, we get a ghost avoiding re-
striction (GAC) explored in [15],

Φ = Φ(u) > 0 (3.18)

for all u ∈ (u−, u+).
Subtracting (2.6) from (2.7), we get the master

equation for the coupling function f = f(u):

Ef̈ + F ḟ +G = 0, (3.19)

where

E = 8A
(
2A− uȦ− 2

)
,

F = −8uÄA− 8uȦ2 + 8 (3A− 1) Ȧ,

G = u2Ä− 2A+ 2. (3.20)

The master equation (3.19) coincides with Eq. (15)
from [15].

Let us consider the master equation (3.19). We
put

E(u) ̸= 0 for u ∈ (u−, u+) , (3.21)

where (u−, u+) is the interval from (3.11). Denot-
ing y = ḟ , we rewrite Eq. (3.19) as

ẏ + a(u)y + b(u) = 0, (3.22)

where

a(u) =
F (u)

E(u)
, b(u) =

G(u)

E(u)
. (3.23)

The solution to the differential equation (3.22) can
be readily obtained by standard methods:

ḟ = y = C0y0(u)

− y0(u)

∫ u

u0

dwb(w) (y0(w))
−1 , (3.24)

where u ∈ (u−, u+), C0 is a constant, and

y0(u) = exp

(
−
∫ u

u0

dva(v)

)
(3.25)

is the solution to the homogeheous equation: ẏ0 +
a(u)y0 = 0. Integrating (3.24), we obtain

f = C1 + C0

u∫
u0

dvy0(v)

−
∫ u

u0

dvy0(v)

∫ v

u0

dw b(w) (y0(w))
−1 , (3.26)

where C1 is a constant. We note that the GAC
(3.18) impose restrictions only on C0 and u0 since
the function Φ(u) depends on ḟ and f̈ . Here C1

is an arbitrary constant.

4 The Schwarzschild metric test

Here we test the reconstruction procedure by using
the Schwarzschild metric.

4.1 Basic relations

Let us start with the simplest case of the
Schwarzschild solution with

A(u) = 1− 2µ

u
, (4.1)

where µ > 0 and u > 2µ . In this case, for the mas-
ter equation (3.19) we get for the functions E(u),
F (u) and G(u) defined in (3.20), (3.20) and (3.20),
respectively:

E = −48µ

u2
(u− 2µ) , (4.2)

F =
64µ

u3
(u− 3µ) , (4.3)

G = 0. (4.4)

Solving the master equation Ef̈ +F ḟ +G = 0, we
obtain

f(u) = c1 + c0
3

7
(u− 2µ)1/3

×
(
u2 + 3µu+ 18µ2

)
, (4.5)
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and

ḟ = c0u
2 (u− 2µ)−2/3 ,

f̈ = c0
4u (u− 3µ)

3 (u− 2µ)5/3
, (4.6)

where c0 and c1 are constants, and u > 2µ . Here
the integration constants in the solution (3.26) are
related to those in the solution (4.5) as follows:
c0 = C0(u0)

−2(u0 − 2µ)2/3 , c1 = C1 .
The GAC relation (3.18) in this case reads

Φ = φ̇2 = 8u−2f̈ (A− 1)

= −c0u
−2 64µ(u− 3µ)

3(u− 2µ)5/3
> 0. (4.7)

It is satisfied if

c0 < 0, for u > 3µ, (4.8)

and

c0 > 0, for 2µ < u < 3µ. (4.9)

This means that for c0 < 0 we have a real scalar
function at u > 3µ , i.e., out of the photon sphere,
obeying

dφ

du
= 8ε

(
−c0µ

3

)1/2 (u− 3µ)1/2

u (u− 2µ)5/6
, (4.10)

ε = ±1, which becomes a nonreal complex one for
2µ < u < 3µ , i.e., between the photon sphere and
the horizon.

On the contrary, for c0 > 0 we have a real scalar
function at 2µ < u < 3µ , i.e., inside the photonic
sphere and out of the horizon, obeying

dφ

du
= 8ε

(c0µ
3

)1/2 (3µ− u)1/2

u(u− 2µ)5/6
, (4.11)

ε = ±1, which becomes a (nonreal) complex one
at u > 3µ , i.e. out of the photon sphere. Re-
call that the radius of the photon sphere in the
Schwarzschild solution in the present notations is
3µ . In a domain where a ghost is absent, we have
a monotonic function φ(u), either increasing or de-
creasing one.

For U(u) we obtain the relation (3.13) with the
following functions (3.14), (3.15), (3.16):

EU = 8u−2 (−µ) (u− 2µ) ,

FU = 16u−3µ (u− 3µ) , GU = 0. (4.12)

Hence we get the following expression for the po-
tential function:

U(u) = c0
16

3
u−3µ(u− 3µ)(u− 2µ)−2/3. (4.13)

According to Eqs. (4.13), (4.8), and (4.9), for a
given c0 we get: U(u) < 0 in a domain where
there are no ghosts, and U(u) > 0 in a domain
where there is a ghost. The same is true for f̈ , see
(4.6).

4.2 The scalar field

Here we consider the scalar field φ = φ(u) in detail.
We start with Eqs. (4.10), (4.11), written in the
following form:

dφ

du
= εb0

(u− 3µ)1/2

u (u− 2µ)5/6
, for c0 < 0, (4.14)

dφ

du
= εb0

(3µ− u)1/2

u (u− 2µ)5/6
, for c0 > 0, (4.15)

where ε = ±1 and

b0 ≡ 8

(
|c0|µ
3

)1/2

. (4.16)

Consider the first case c0 < 0, u > 3µ . We
obtain

dφ

du
∼ 1

3
εb0 (u− 3µ)1/2 µ−11/6, (4.17)

as u → 3µ , and hence

φ(u)− φ(3µ+ 0)

∼ εb0
2

9
(u− 3µ)3/2 µ−11/6, (4.18)

as u → 3µ . For u → +∞ we obtain another
asymptotic relation

dφ

du
∼ εb0u

−4/3, (4.19)

which implies

φ(+∞)− φ(u) =

∫ +∞

u
dū

dφ

dū

∼
∫ +∞

u
εb0ū

−4/3 dū = 3εb0u
−1/3, (4.20)

as u → +∞ . We also obtain

φ(+∞)− φ (3µ+ 0) =

∫ +∞

3µ
dū

dφ

dū

= εb0

∫ +∞

3µ
dū

(ū− 3µ)1/2

ū (ū− 2µ)5/6
= εb0µ

−1/3I1,(4.21)
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where

I1 =

∫ +∞

3
dx

√
x− 3

x (x− 2)5/6
. (4.22)

By using Wolphram Alpha we find

I1 =

√
π

4Γ
(
5
6

)[7 2F1

(
−1

2 , 1;
2
3 ;

1
3

)
− 18 2F1

(
1
2 , 1;

2
3 ;

1
3

)
+ 18

]
Γ
(
1
3

)
+ π

6
√
2 ≈ 2.01431. (4.23)

Here and below 2F1(x, a; b; c) is the hypergeometric
function, and Γ(x) is the Gamma function.

Now we consider the second case c0 > 0, 2µ <
u < 3µ . We get

dφ

du
∼ εb0

√
3µ− u

3µ11/6
, (4.24)

as u → 3µ . This relation implies

φ (3µ− 0)− φ(u) =

∫ 3µ

u

dφ

dū
dū

∼ 2

9
εb0 (3µ− u)3/2 µ−11/6, (4.25)

as u → 3µ . For u → 2µ we get another asymptotic
relation,

dφ

du
∼ εb0

µ1/2 (u− 2µ)−5/6

2µ
, (4.26)

which implies

φ(u)− φ (2µ+ 0) =

∫ u

2µ
dū

dφ

dū

∼ 3εb0µ
−1/2 (u− 2µ)1/6 , (4.27)

as u → 2µ .
We also find another relation,

φ (3µ− 0)− φ (2µ+ 0) =

∫ 3µ

2µ
dū

dφ

dū

= εb0

∫ 3µ

2µ
dū

(3µ− ū)1/2

ū (ū− 2µ)5/6
= εb0µ

−1/3I2, (4.28)

where

I2 =

∫ 3

2
dx

√
3− x

x (x− 2)5/6
. (4.29)

The use of Wolphram Alpha gives us

I2 =
3
√
π

Γ
(
5
3

)[2 2F1

(
−5

6 , 1;
2
3 ;−

1
2

)
− 3 2F1

(
1
6 , 1;

2
3 ;−

1
2

)]
Γ
(
7
6

)
≈ 2.61887. (4.30)

In what follows we put for simplicity

φ (3µ− 0) = φ (3µ+ 0) = 0, ε = +1. (4.31)

Then, for c0 < 0, the function φ(u) is defined on
the interval (3µ,+∞). It is monotonically increas-
ing from 0 to

φ1 ≡ φ(+∞) = b0µ
−1/3I1. (4.32)

For c0 > 0 the function φ(u) is defined on the in-
terval (2µ, 3µ). It is monotonically increasing from
(−φ2) to 0, where

φ2 ≡ −φ (2µ+ 0) = b0µ
−1/3I2. (4.33)

4.3 The coupling function

Now we explore the coupling function, assuming
the relations (4.31). We start with Eq. (4.5) ,

f(u) = c0
3

7
(u− 2µ)1/3

(
u2 + 3µu+ 18µ2

)
, (4.34)

where we put (without loss of generality) c1 = 0.
Indeed, the inclusion of c1 ̸= 0 into the relation
(4.5) will not contribute to the equations of motion
since the Gauss-Bonnet term gives us a topological
invariant. We obtain

f(u) ∼ c0
3

7
(u− 2µ)1/3 28µ2

= 12c0 (u− 2µ)1/3 , (4.35)

as u → 2µ ,

f (3µ) =
108

7
c0µ

7/3, (4.36)

and

f (u) ∼ 3

7
c0u

7/3, (4.37)

as u → +∞ .
The functions f(u), corresponing to c0 > 0 and

c0 < 0, are depicted at Fig. 1 (for µ = 1 and b0 = 1
).
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Figure 1: Two functions f(u) ≡ f(φ(u)) for µ = b0 =
1. Here the φ(u) correspondence obeys in our notations:
φ(2) = −φ2 < 0, φ(3) = 0, and φ(+∞) = φ1 > 0.

Let us consider the first case c0 < 0. Due to

φ1 − φ(u) ∼ const · u−1/3 (4.38)

as u → +∞ (see (4.20), (4.31), and (4.32)), and
(4.37), we obtain

f(φ) ∼ −Cf,1 (φ1 − φ)−7 (4.39)

as φ → φ1 . Here Cf,1 > 0 is constant.
Now we use the asymptotical relation

f(u)− f (3µ+ 0) ∼ ḟ (3µ+ 0) (u− 3µ) , (4.40)

as u → 3µ+ 0. We denote

f0 = −f (3µ+ 0) = f (3µ− 0)

= |c0|
108

7
µ7/3 > 0. (4.41)

Due to φ ∼ const · (u− 3µ)3/2 as u → 3µ (see
(4.18), (4.31)), (4.40), and (4.41), we get

f(φ) + f0 ∼ −Cf,+φ
2/3, (4.42)

as φ → +0. Here Cf,+ > 0 is a constant propor-
tional to ( ḟ (3µ+ 0) < 0).

Let us consider the second case c0 > 0. By
using the asymptotical relations

f(u)− f (3µ− 0) ∼ ḟ (3µ− 0) (u− 3µ) , (4.43)

as u → 3µ , and (−φ) ∼ const (3µ− u)3/2 , as u →
3µ , (see (4.25), (4.31)) and (4.41), we are led to the
following asymptotical relation:

f(φ)− f0 ∼ −Cf,− (−φ)2/3 , (4.44)

as φ → −0. Here Cf,− > 0 is a constant, propor-
tional to ḟ (3µ− 0) > 0.

Now we rewrite the asymptotic relation (4.35).
By using φ + φ2 ∼ const · (u − 2µ)1/6 (see (4.27)
and (4.33)), we obtain

f(φ) ∼ Cf,2 (φ+ φ2)
2 , (4.45)

as φ → −φ2 . Here Cf,2 > 0 is constant.
For c0 < 0 the coupling function f(φ) is de-

fined on the interval (0, φ1). It is negative-definite,
f(φ) < 0, and unbounded since f(φ) → −∞ as
φ → φ1 . For c0 > 0 the function f(φ) is defined
on the interval (−φ2, 0). It is posive-definite and
bounded since 0 < f(φ) < f0 . At φ → −φ2 it
vanishes: f(φ) → +0.

4.4 The potential function

Now we consider the potential function. Here we
keep our agreement (4.31). We start with the rela-
tion (4.13) for U(u).

At c0 < 0 and u > 3µ we obtain

U(u) ∼ − |c0|
16

3
u−8/3 (4.46)

as u → +∞ , and

U(u) ∼ − |c0|
16

81
µ−8/3 (u− 3µ) , (4.47)

as u → 3µ . For c0 > 0 and 2µ < u < 3µ , we get

U(u) ∼ −c0
16

81
µ−8/3 (3µ− u) , (4.48)

as u → 3µ and

U(u) ∼ −c0
2

3
µ−1 (u− 2µ)−2/3 , (4.49)

as u → 2µ .
The functions U(u) corresponing to c0 > 0 and

c0 < 0 are depicted in Fig. 2 (for µ = 1 and b0 =
1).

In the case c0 < 0 the point of minimum is
reached at

u∗ =
3
√
33 + 45

16
≈ 3.8896, (4.50)

with U (u∗) ≡ U∗ = −(16/3)|c0|N∗ , where
N∗ ≈ 0.0098908, obtained as

N∗ = N1/N2,

N1 =
(
11072

√
33 + 49344

)(3√33 + 45

16
− 2
)1/3

,

N2 =

(
3
√
33 + 45

) (
645165

√
33 + 3765123

)
16

− 1290330
√
33− 7530246. (4.51)
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Figure 2: Two functions U(u) ≡ U(φ(u)) for µ = b0 =
1. The function φ(u) obeys: φ(2) = −φ2 , φ(3) = 0,
and φ(+∞) = φ1 .

Now we consider the potential function in terms
of the original variable, i.e., U(φ). For c0 < 0, we
find

U(φ) ∼ CU,1(φ1 − φ)8, (4.52)

as φ → φ1 , where CU,1 < 0 is constant, and

U(φ) ∼ CU,0φ
2/3, (4.53)

as φ → +0, where CU,0 < 0 is constant. For c0 > 0
we obtain

U(φ) ∼ CU,0 (−φ)2/3 , (4.54)

as φ → −0, and

U(φ) ∼ CU,2(φ+ φ2)
−4, (4.55)

as φ → −φ2 , where CU,2 < 0 is constant.
We see that in both cases U(φ) < 0. For c0 < 0

we obtain

U(φ) ≥ U (φ∗) = U∗, (4.56)

where φ∗ = φ (u∗) ≈ 0, 01145, i.e., the potential
U(φ) is bounded. For c0 > 0 we get U(φ) → −∞
as φ → −φ2 , i.e., potential is unbounded.

5 Conclusions

We have studied the 4D gravitational model with
a real scalar field φ , Einstein and Gauss-Bonnet

terms. The action contains the potential term
U(φ) and the Gauss-Bonnet coupling function
f(φ). For a special (static) spherically symmet-
ric metric ds2 = du2/A(u)−A(u)dt2+u2dΩ2 , with
a given redshift function A(u) > 0 (u > 0 is a
radial coordinate), we have verified the so-called
reconstruction procedure suggested by Nojiri and
Nashed [15], according to which there exists a pair
of U(φ) and f(φ), described by certain implicit
relations, which leads us to exact solutions to the
equations of motion with a given metric governed
by A(u). Here we have confirmed that all relations
in Ref. [15] for f(φ(u)) and φ(u) are correct, but
the expression for U(φ(u)) contains a typo which
is eliminated in this paper.

We have applied the reconstruction procedure
to the external Schwarzschild black hole metric
with the gravitational radius 2µ > 0 and u > 2µ .
Using the “no-ghost” restriction (i.e., reality of
φ(u)), we have found two sets of (U(φ), f(φ)).
The first one gives us the Schwarzschild metric de-
fined at u > 3µ , and the second one describes the
Schwarzschild metric defined for 2µ < u < 3µ . In
both cases the potential U(φ) is negative. For the
first set (U(φ), f(φ)) with φ ∈ (0, φ1), the poten-
tial U(φ) is bounded, and the coupling function
f(φ) < 0 is unbounded, while for the second set
(U(φ), f(φ)) with φ ∈ (−φ2, 0) the potential U(φ)
is unbounded, and the coupling function f(φ) > 0
is bounded.

It should be noted that here 3µ is the radius
of the photon sphere, which means that the two
domains, where we have real scalar field solutions,
are separated by the photon sphere. The general
analysis of Ref. [15] and its application to the Hay-
word black hole solution indicates the possibility
to solve the ghost avoidance problem at least lo-
cally, i.e,. in two ranges of the radial variable:
(rh, r1,∗) and (r2,∗,+∞), where rh is the horizon
radius, and rh < r1,∗ < r2,∗ . The problem of en-
larging these intervals such that r1,∗ = r2,∗ = r∗
was not studied in Ref. [15]. This problem may
be addressed in the forthcoming publications de-
voted to the reconstruction procedure for a gen-
eral class of static spherically symmetric metrics
ds2 = du2/A(u) − A(u)dt2 + C(u)dΩ2 (with the
areal function C(u) > 0), with application to dila-
tonic black holes, e.g., those from [16,17].

We note also that the reconstruction problem
for general sperically symmetric metrics which ap-
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pear in sEGB model was explored (up to resolv-
ing of the ghost avoiding problem) in Ref. [18].
Meanwhile, it was shown in Ref. [19] that arbi-
trary static spherically symmetric metric may be
presented (though, in local parts) as a solution
to equations of motion of some scalar tensor the-
ory belonging to the class of Bergmann et al. In
Ref. [20] and in some other papers the authors were
able to present an arbitrary static spherically sym-
metric metric obeying R0

0 = R1
1 as coming from a

“magnetic” solution of certain GR+NED theory
(NED means nonlinear electrodynamics).
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