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Abstract In this chapter we review the state-of-the-art of black holes in asymptot-
ically safe gravity. After a brief recap of the asymptotic safety program, we shall
summarize the features of asymptotic-safety-inspired black-hole models that have
been constructed in the past by the so-called renormalization group improvement.
Specifically, we will discuss static configurations, both in spherically- and axially-
symmetric settings, the role played by the cosmological constant, and the impact of
the collapse dynamics in determining black-hole configurations realized in Nature.
In particular, we will review how quantum gravity could modify the Buchdahl limit
and the corresponding conditions to form ultra-compact objects and Planckian black
holes. We will then proceed by describing the most recent developments, particu-
larly those aiming at making model building in asymptotic safety more rigorous and
free from ambiguities. These include self-consistent and coordinate-independent
versions of the renormalization group improvement, and next steps to fill the gap
between model building and renormalization group computations in asymptotic
safety. Finally, we will focus on a selection of results that have been obtained
from first-principle calculations or arguments, within and beyond asymptotic safety.
Concretely, we will review the state-of-the-art in determining black-hole entropy in
asymptotic safety from a microstate counting, and progress in deriving the quantum-
corrected Newtonian potential. We will discuss how in quantum gravity theories
linked to a gravitational path integral singularity resolution could be achieved by
a dynamical suppression of singular configurations. Finally, we will show that—
independent of the specific ultraviolet completion of gravity—asymptotic modifica-
tions to Schwarzschild black holes are strongly constrained by the principle of least
action at large distance scales.
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1 Introduction

Unraveling the quantum nature of black holes is among the most important ob-
jectives of research in quantum gravity. Despite the impressive achievements of
Einstein’s general relativity, the singularities and instabilities characterizing clas-
sical black holes indicate that a more fundamental description ought to take over
the classical framework. How such a fundamental theory of gravity looks like is an
outstanding open question.

Over the years, several proposals have been put forth. Insofar as quantum grav-
ity lives at extremely high energies—above the Planck scale—testing and discrim-
inating between theories is challenging, and theoretical consistency has become a
fundamental guidance in constraining different theories. Among the variety of con-
sistency constraints, recovering a gravitational effective field theory in the infrared
(IR) starting from the deep ultraviolet (UV) is arguably one of the most important
requirements, and only a few theories have managed to pass this test so far. Among
them, asymptotically safe gravity [1, 2] has emerged as a minimal while promising
proposal, conjecturing that quantum gravity be described by a quantum field theory
(QFT) whose UV behavior is controlled by an interacting fixed point of the gravi-
tational renormalization group (RG) flow. The fixed point acts as an attractor for a
subset of RG trajectories, providing a UV completion for the theory and rendering
it renormalizable à la Wilson.

The presence of an asymptotically safe fixed point for quantum gravity, akin to
the asymptotically-free one in quantum chromodynamics, is responsible for a dis-
tinctive hallmark of asymptotic safety: its anti-screening character [3]. On the for-
mal side, gravitational anti-screening is tied to the attractivity properties of the fixed
point; on the phenomenological side, this hallmark can be encoded in an effective
Newton coupling which vanishes in the regimes where quantum-gravity effects are
expected to be important. This intuitive picture has been extensively exploited in
the literature to model deviations from general relativity induced by an asymptoti-
cally safe UV completion of gravity. The corresponding asymptotic-safety-inspired
models are typically obtained by replacing the observed Newton constant with an
effective, coordinate dependent one, which smoothly interpolates between the ob-
served value in the IR and its fixed-point scaling in the UV. This procedure is better
known as RG improvement and the resulting gravitational models are dubbed RG-
improved spacetimes.

The RG improvement has been a valuable instrument to explore possible impli-
cations of asymptotically safe gravity in astrophysics and cosmology, particularly at
the dawn of asymptotically safe phenomenology. The method has even inspired an
entirely new program, which is by now detached from asymptotically safe gravity,
and goes under the name of “scale-dependent gravity” [4–7]. Yet, more rigorous
derivations and arguments, grounded either on the functional integral or on the ef-
fective action, are in order to unravel asymptotic-safety-induced modifications of
classical black holes and early-universe cosmology. Such fundamental approaches
have been the focus of the asymptotic safety program in the past few years.
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In this chapter we review of the state-of-the-art of black holes in asymptotically
safe gravity (see also [8–10]), from the early works on RG-improved black holes
to the most recent developments involving computations and considerations based
on the gravitational effective action. In our narrative we will mostly be following a
chronological order.

The chapter is organized as follows. In Sect. 2 we will briefly review the asymp-
totic safety scenario for quantum gravity, providing all basic ingredients required
for the understanding of the subsequent sections on asymptotically safe black holes.
The ideas behind the RG improvement, its recipe, and its most pressing issues will
be the topic of Sect. 3. We will discuss the resulting RG-improved black holes, in
all their facets, in Sect. 4. Attempts to ameliorating the method and removing its
ambiguities will be the focus of Sect. 5, where we will also comment on the phys-
ical implications of these improvements and how they compare with past results.
Sect. 6 will be devoted to the subject of black holes from the effective action: we
will discuss the most important developments of the past years, which unlocked in-
triguing aspects of black holes within and beyond asymptotic safety, grounded on
first-principle calculations in quantum gravity. We will summarize all these points
in our conclusions, Sect. 7.

2 Asymptotic safety in a nutshell

Asymptotically safe gravity [1, 2] is one of the most conservative approaches to
quantum gravity. It relies on the framework of QFT, and conjectures that the high-
energy behavior of the gravitational RG trajectory realized by Nature be controlled
by a UV fixed point, where all (essential) running couplings approach a finite, non-
zero value. This condition is known as “asymptotic safety”, and can be regarded as a
non-perturbative generalization of the well-known concept of asymptotic freedom,
whereby couplings vanish in the UV. Asymptotic freedom or safety guarantee that a
theory be renormalizable, as well as UV complete with respect to a free or interact-
ing fixed point, respectively. The first case can be related to perturbative renormal-
izability. The second one corresponds to a generalized notion of renormalizability,
often regarded as “non-perturbative renormalizability”. Power-counting arguments
only hold for the former, while the existence of the latter cannot be determined a pri-
ori, and must be investigated by appropriate RG techniques, typically beyond pertur-
bation theory. One of their analytical realizations is the framework of the FRG [11],
while corresponding lattice approaches are employed within the eucliden and causal
dynamical triangulation programs [12, 13]. Thanks to these powerful methods, the
asymptotic safety conjecture has been tested within a large number of approxima-
tions and against a variety of different starting assumptions (see [1, 2] and references
therein). Notably, the asymptotic safety approach to quantum gravity does not need
new physics, at least in principle, as long as its introduction is not required by com-
pelling experimental evidence.
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The FRG combines together two ingredients: on the one hand, the Wilsonian idea
of renormalization [14] and, on the other hand, the functional approach introduced
in QFT to perform a path integral quantization and to study scattering amplitudes.
The result of this combination is a functional approach to renormalization, by which
one can

• Handle with any QFT, including those that are (perturbatively or power-counting)
non-renormalizable but non-perturbatively renormalizable.

• Determine the bare action from first principles, i.e., as an RG fixed point.
• Derive the quantum effective action stemming from an RG fixed point and an

appropriate number of initial conditions.

To this end, one needs to introduce a scale-dependent version of the effective ac-
tion, Γk, dubbed the “effective average action” (EAA). Here k is an artificial RG
scale and not a physical momentum. It can be shown that the (Euclidean2) path inte-
gral can be translated into the following functional integro-differential equation for
the effective average action,

k∂kΓk =
1
2

STr
((
Γ(2)

k + Rk

)−1
k∂kRk

)
, (1)

better known as the Wetterich equation [28, 29]. Here Rk ∝ k2 is a RG-scale de-
pendent mass term which is added to the original Lagrangian to regularize the path
integral and to integrate quantum fluctuations with momenta p2 ≳ k2. The sym-
bol “STr” stands for a supertrace, summing over internal indices and integrating
over the volume in coordinate or momentum space. Finally, Γ(2)

k denotes the second
functional derivative of the EAA with respect to all fields appearing in Γk.

The RG fixed points are identified by the conditions k∂kgi(k) = 0, where the
index i labels the running couplings in Γk, and gi(k) denotes their dimensionless
counterpart. A fixed point can be reached by some RG trajectories either in the IR
or in the UV. Accordingly, a given fixed point provides a UV completion for all RG
trajectories belonging to its basin of attraction. The dimension of the latter deter-
mines the number N of relevant directions, and thus the number of free parameters
of the theory. Note that this number depends on the specific fixed point considered.

Once one identifies the set of fixed points, the next question to ask is whether
any of the RG trajectories departing from a fixed point in the UV can reach an IR
that is compatible with experimental and observational data. This can be verified
by integrating the flow equation (1) complemented by a sufficient number of ini-
tial conditions dictated by observations. If a solution compatible with these initial
conditions exists, and if it reaches a fixed point in the UV, then

• The RG trajectory Γsol
k realized by the particular system analyzed is consistent at

all scales and in particular it is UV complete.
• The theory associated with the RG trajectory Γsol

k is renormalizable.

2 FRG computations are typically performed in Euclidean. First steps towards Lorentzian calcula-
tions have been taken in [15–24], while Lorentzian computations based on the spectral FRG have
been developed and applied in [25–27].
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• Its observables, including scattering amplitudes, can be computed using the stan-
dard effective action, which is obtained as the limit Γ0 ≡ limk→0 Γ

sol
k .

• If the theory Γsol
k is UV completed by a fixed point with N relevant directions, all

infinitely many couplings in the corresponding effective action Γ0 will be written
in terms of N free parameters only.

The next ingredient to discuss is the practical resolution of the Wetterich equa-
tion. Albeit this is exact and provides a clear recipe to compute the functional in-
tegral, solving it is involved and one has to resort to approximations. In particular,
independent of the specific theory—identified by a set of fields and the symmetries
of their interactions—the functional Γk contains infinitely many interaction terms.
In order to make computations doable, one possibility is to project the RG flow onto
a managable sub-space of couplings. The calculation can then be improved in a step-
by-step fashion, exploring larger and larger sub-spaces. In practice, this projection
is performed by expanding Γk according to a certain criterion (e.g., a derivative or
vertex expansion) and by “truncating” the resulting series to a certain order. Obtain-
ing the same results independent of the type of expansion and truncation order is
considered as evidence of their stability [30].

In the case of gravity a particularly convenient way to express Γk is via a curva-
ture expansion of the form [31]

Γk =

∫
d4x
√
−g

(
1

16πGk
(R − 2Λk) + R gR,k(□) R +Cµνσρ gC,k(□) Cµνσρ

)
. (2)

Here □ = gµνDµDν is the d’ Alembertian operator, and Gk, Λk, gR,k(□) and gC,k(□)
are the running Newton, cosmological and quartic couplings, respectively. Only the
latter two couplings can depend on the d’ Alembertian operator, since in the volume
term □ cannot act on any field, while a term Fk(□)R/Gk is equivalent to R/Gk mod-
ulo a total derivative. Provided that a well-definite UV completion exists, the limit
k → 0 defines an effective action resembling closely the structure in Eq. (2) [31]

Γ0 =

∫
d4x
√
−g

(
1

16πGN
(R − 2Λ) + R gR(□) R +Cµνσρ gC(□) Cµνσρ

)
, (3)

where GN ≡ G0 and Λ ≡ Λ0 are the observed Newton and cosmological constants.
The “form factors” gR(□) and gC(□) encode instead the physical momentum depen-
dence of the quartic couplings [24, 25, 31–35], generalizing the relation ∂2 ∼ −p2

to curved spacetimes [31]. As the effective action (3) is the result of integrating over
all quantum fluctuations, quantities computed using it already encode all quantum
effects. In particular, quantum black holes and cosmologies ought to be derived as
solutions to the dressed field equations

δΓ0[gsol
µν ]

δgsol
µν

= 0 . (4)

We now have all ingredients to introduce the so-called “RG improvement” and then
to step into the main topic of this chapter.
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Fig. 1 Pictorial representation of the decoupling mechanism [42]. If one or more physical IR
scales in the scale-dependent effective action Γk overcomes the artificial regulator Rk in Eq. (1),
the flow slows down and eventually freezes out, so that Γkdec ≈ Γ0.

3 RG improvement: key idea

The RG improvement was introduced in the context of gauge and matter field the-
ories as a short-cut to access some of terms in the effective action and, in some
cases, determine leading-order modifications to the solutions to the corresponding
effective field equations [36–40].

The RG improvement procedure consists of the following steps. First, starting
from a classical system, e.g., an action or a solution, one replaces its couplings
with their running counterparts, gi → gi(k). At the level of the action, this step
is akin to promoting an ansatz for the action to an EAA Γk. Second, the running
couplings gi(k) are replaced with the solutions to the corresponding RG equations,
k∂kgi(k) = βi[g j(k)], complemented by suitable physical initial conditions. Finally, k
is identified with a scale of the system which could act as a physical IR cutoff.

The reason why this procedure is supposed to work, at least in simple cases, lies
in the so-called decoupling mechanism [41]: if in the flow of Γk there are physical IR
scales (e.g., masses, curvature, or interactions terms) that prevail over the unphysi-
cal regulator Rk below a certain threshold scale kdec—dubbed the decoupling scale,
then the right-hand side of Eq. (1) gets smaller, thus slowing down the RG flow; as
a result, the EAA at the decoupling scale approximates the full effective action Γ0.
This idea is illustrated in Fig. 1. In particular, the decoupling mechanism can give
access to some of the interaction terms in the effective action that were not consid-
ered in the initial truncation. This is the case for instance in scalar electrodynamics,
where the decoupling condition together with the RG improvement can be used to
determine the Coleman-Weinberg effective potential [36, 41].
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Grounded on the decoupling mechanism, the RG improvement procedure might
allow to capture some of the leading-order quantum corrections to classical systems.
Yet, its application to gravity is far from straightforward.

First, classical gravitational systems or phenomena are typically characterized by
a number of competing physical IR scales, making the “cutoff identification” more
involved than in the case of standard quantum field theories, where one can naïvely
relate a momentum scale with the inverse of the radial distance. Specifically, despite
much effort [41, 43–47], finding a clear and unique way to identify the cutoff is not
straightforward, and has become a source of ambiguities.

Secondly, the implementation of the RG improvement can in principle be per-
formed at the level of the action, which should be more natural in relation with the
decoupling mechanism, or at the level of the field equations or solutions, which is
technically less involved and more direct. It is clear however that these procedures
can be inequivalent, since an application at the level of the action would yield more
terms in the field equations. This is thereby a second source of ambiguity.

Thirdly, in the context of gravity there are two more potential issues: backreac-
tion effects, due to the presence of a dynamical and fluctuating metrics that have to
replace the classical, typically singular backgrounds of general relativity, and coor-
dinate independence, which might be lost if the RG improvement is not carefully
applied.

In spite of the aforementioned issues, the RG improvement has been a powerful
tool to build asymptotic-safety-inspired models and explore possible signatures and
consequences of quantum gravity. A selection of these results in black hole physics
is the topic of Sect. 4. Some recent developments aiming at solving the ambigui-
ties and problems of the RG improvement will be discussed in Sect. 5. Finally, in
Sect. 6 we will report on some findings on quantum black holes stemming from
first-principle computations within and beyond asymptotically safe gravity.

4 RG-improved black holes

In this section we review a selection of asymptotic-safety-inspired black-hole mod-
els that have been constructed in the past years via the RG improvement pro-
cedure. We will start from the case of spherically-symmetric, asymptotically-flat
RG-improved black holes (Sect. 4.1). These are the simplest RG-improved models
and chronologically the first ones that have been developed. Next, we will discuss
the role of the cosmological constant (Sect. 4.2) and the generalization to axially-
symmetric systems (Sect. 4.3). We will proceed with a discussion of dynamical RG-
improved models, describing the formation of quantum black holes from a gravita-
tional collapse, and we will conclude by detailing how the classical Buchdahl limit
could be affected by gravitational antiscreening (Sect. 4.4).
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4.1 The spherically-symmetric, asymptotically-flat case

This subsection summarizes the works that pioneered the study of RG-improved
black holes [48–50], and their generalizations in the presence of extra dimen-
sions [51, 52]. The focus is the case of static, spherically-symmetric, asymptotically-
flat black holes. The RG improvement of the same system and its generalization to
the charged case were also subsequently considered in [5, 53–59], whereby the use
of different cutoff identifications leads to results in qualitative agreement with [48–
50]. Recent developments based on more rigorous versions of the RG improvement
and first-principle calculations will be discussed in Sect. 5 and Sect. 6, respectively.

Bonanno-Reuter black holes [48, 49]

Static, spherically-symmetric, asymptotically-flat black holes yield an ideal play-
ground to develop and investigate spacetime models beyond general relativity. In
their most commonly studied incarnation the time and radial metric components in
Schwarzschild coordinates are assumed to be inversely related, grr = g−1

tt , and the
line element reads

ds2 = − f (r) dt2 + f −1(r) dr2 + r2dΩ2 . (5)

Inasmuch classical spacetimes in general relativity must satisfy the vacuum Einstein
field equations, the classical lapse function f = fcl takes the form

fcl(r) = 1 −
2mG0

r
, (6)

where m is the mass of the black hole and G0 ≡ GN is the observed value of the New-
ton coupling. Assuming that black holes realized by Nature are such that grr = g−1

tt ,
deviations from general relativity can be embedded in an effective Newton cou-
pling G(r) modifying the radial dependence of the classical lapse function,

fqu(r) = 1 −
2mG(r)

r
. (7)

In the following we shall analyze the consequences an effective Newton coupling
originating from the RG improvement of the classical metric, following the original
derivation in [48, 49].

According to the recipe detailed in Sect. 3, the RG improvement of a classical
metric involves replacing the Newton constant with its running counterpart,

G0 → Gk . (8)

The functional dependence of Gk on the RG scale k is dictated by the beta function of
its dimensionless version, gk = Gkk2. In an approximation where all other couplings
in the action vanish, the running is given by [48]
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Fig. 2 Running of the dimesionful (purple line) and dimensionless (magenta line) Newton cou-
plings with the RG scale k, according to Eq. (9), with g∗ = 1/2 (gray, dashed line). The dimension-
ful Newton coupling matches its IR value for k = 0 and vanishes in the UV due to the fixed-point
scaling, Gk ∼ g∗k−2. By contrast, its dimensionless counterpart is zero in the IR and approaches its
fixed-point value g∗ as k → ∞.

Gk =
G0

1 + g−1
∗ G0k2

, (9)

with g∗ being the fixed-point value of the dimensionless Newton coupling gk. The
running of the two versions of the Newton coupling is displayed in Fig. 2.

Motivated by the case of quantum field theories on flat spacetimes, whereby the
Wilsonian IR momentum is inversely related to the radial coordinate, k ∼ 1/r, in [48,
49] Bonanno and Reuter set the scale via the proper distance between the origin
r = 0 and a generic point along a purely radial geodesic, k ∼ ξ/D(r), with ξ a
numerical factor (presumably of O(1)) setting the scale of quantum gravity, and the
geodesic distance given by

D(r) =
∫ r

0
dr′

∣∣∣ fcl(r′)
∣∣∣−1/2

. (10)

It is important to notice that this is only an approximation, as the definition of the
proper distance (or any other physical scale) in terms of the classical metric is not
self-consistent (cf. Sect. 5.2).

Due to a discontinuity at the classical Schwarzschild radius, r = rs = 2mG0, the
analytic form of the proper distance depends on whether r is smaller or bigger than
the Schwarzschild radius. Close to the classical singularity it behaves as

Dr≪lPl (r) ∼
2
3

r3/2

√
2mG0

(1 + O(r)) , (11)

whereas at large distances it scales as

Dr≫lPl (r) ∼ r + O(r0) . (12)
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Fig. 3 RG-improved lapse function (14) for different values of the black hole mass in Plack units.
Above the critical value m/mPl ∼ 1 the spacetime has two horizons. If m is decreased, the two
horizons get closer, until they merge into a single horizon for m ∼ mPl. Below this threshold
value, the two horizons disappear, since the roots r± of the Bonanno-Reuter lapse function become
complex conjugate.

In order to perform analytical calculations, one can exploit an approximate interpo-
lating function,

D(r) ≈

√
2r3

2r + 9mG0
, (13)

that smoothly connects the aforementioned asymptotic behaviors. The RG improve-
ment procedure thereby results in a new black hole whose lapse function reads

fqu(r) = 1 −
2mG(r)

r
= 1 −

4G0mr2

2r3 + g−1
∗ ξ2G0(2r + 9mG0)

. (14)

Setting g−1
∗ ξ

2 = 41/(10π)3, the asymptotic behavior of the time component of the
metric coincides with the leading-order corrections to the Newtonian potential [61–
63]4. In the opposite regime, close to the would-be singularity at r = 0, Bonanno-
Reuter black holes behave like the most commonly studied regular black holes: they
have a de Sitter core with effective cosmological constant

Λeff =
4

3g−1
∗ ξ2G0

. (15)

As is typical for regular black holes, Bonanno-Reuter spacetimes can display two,
one, or no horizons, depending on the value of the mass in Planck units (cf. Fig. 3).

The causal structure of spacetime is similar to that of a classical Reissner-
Nordström black hole. A test particle departing from the region I (r < ∞) will cross
the outer horizon r+, thus entering the zone enclosed by the two horizons (region
II). Due to the inverse sign of the time component of the metric, particles’ geodesics

3 The value originally used in [49] was g−1
∗ ξ

2 = 118/(15π), and was based on the corrections to the
Newtonian potential computed in [60].
4 Such an identification is however a stretch, as we will discuss in Sect. 6.2.
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Fig. 4 Penrose diagram of the Bonanno-Reuter black hole (14).

proceed towards the inner horizon r− and cross it, reaching region III. At this point,
however, the sign of the lapse function becomes negative again, and geodesics cross
back the inner horizon, in the opposite direction, and land in region IV (see Penrose
diagram in Fig. 4).

In spite of a similar causal structure, gravitational anti-screening could impact
the phenomenon of mass inflation. Classically, due to influx and outflux of gravi-
tational waves during the collapse of a star, the source term for the variation of the
mass increases and blows up at the Cauchy horizon, where the spacetime develops a
null singularity. The antiscreening of gravity at high energies can in principle limit
the increase rate of the mass function, and could at least weaken the singularity clas-
sically formed at the Cauchy horizon [48]. However, the question of mass inflation
and inner horizon (in)stability is still under heated debate [64–71].
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Fig. 5 Black hole temperature against the ADM mass m for classical (blu line) and RG-improved
(green line) black holes. In the classical case T ∝ 1/m and thus the black hole evaporates com-
pletely. As for Bonanno-Reuter black holes, the presence of two horizons causes the temperature
to vanish at the critical mass mcr ∼ mPl. Accordingly, the evaporation process terminates after a
finite amount of time and leaves behind a cold Planckian remnant.

Evaporation of Bonanno-Reuter black holes [50]

The evaporation of Bonanno-Reuter black holes has been studied in detail by the
same authors in [50], although some features could be guessed by the static limit of
the previous section.

In general, a key element in determining the endpoint of the evaporation process
of a (classical or quantum) black hole is its temperature—defined as the surface
gravity at the outer horizon, r+. In the case of Bonanno-Reuter black holes it reads

T =
1

4π
∂ fqu(r)
∂r

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r=r+

=
1

8π

mG0r+
(
r3
+ − g−1

∗ G0r+ − g−1
∗ G2

09m
)

(
r3
+ + g−1

∗ (r+ + 9/2 G0m)
)2 . (16)

Starting from the sub-critical configuration with two horizons, the evaporation pro-
cess makes the temperature increase as m decreases, in analogy with the classical
case. However, at variance of classical evaporating black holes, where T ∝ 1/m for
all values of the black-hole mass, the temperature of Bonanno-Reuter black holes
decreases and eventually vanishes as the two horizons collapse into one (see Fig. 5).
The evaporation process thus stops, leading to a Planckian black-hole remnant.

The dynamics of the whole process can be studied in more detail by exploit-
ing a generalized Vaidya metric in Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates. Indeed, the
evolution of the time-dependent mass m(v) is dictated by the dynamical equation

ṁ(v) = −L[m(v)] , (17)

where the black hole luminosity L (energy flux from the outer horizon of the black
hole) is given by Stefan-Boltzmann law, L = σ(4πr2

+)T 4. The result of the numeri-
cal integration for the classical and Bonanno-Reuter black holes is shown in Fig. 6.
The important feature distinguishing Bonanno-Reuter (and, more generally, regular)
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Fig. 6 Dynamics of the black hole ADM mass m(v) in the classical (blue line) and RG-improved
(green line) case. The evolution is shown via a log-log plot. For Schwarzschild black holes the
mass drops to zero in a finite amount of time, whereas Bonanno-Reuter black holes shrink to a
finite size and only reach the final static configuration as v→ ∞.

black holes from their classical counterpart is the timing of the evaporation process:
the final remnant configuration is only realized asymptotically, while the evapora-
tion of Schwarzschild black holes occurs in a finite amount of time.

Thermodynamics of asymptotically safe black holes has been analyzed in great
detail in [55]. Despite the different starting point, involving an RG improvement at
the level of thermodynamical quantities (e.g., the black hole entropy, S → S k =

A
4Gk

)
and the use of a different, “optimized ” cutoff k = kopt(m, J,Q) ∝ 1/A ∼ 1/r2

s which
can in principle depend on the angular momentum J and charge Q of the black hole,
the results are in qualitative agreement with those presented above.

Finally, it is worth mentioning that Bonanno-Reuter black holes have been suc-
cessfully used in the literature to investigate potential implications of quantum grav-
ity. Particularly, quasi-normal modes of Bonanno-Reuter black holes have been
studied in [72], and it was shown that for Planckian black holes quasi-normal modes
display important deviations from the classical case.

After the pioneering work of Bonanno and Reuter [48–50], several extensions
and applications within the spherically-symmetric case have been considered. In
the following we briefly summarize modifications induced by the inclusion of extra
dimensions.

Extra dimensions [51, 52]

The derivation of Bonanno-Reuter black holes relies on the physical input that the
number of large dimensions is d = 4. Their generalization to d ≥ 4 dimensions is
relevant in quantum gravity models with large extra dimensions [73]; this was the
focus of the studies in [51, 52]. If our universe were d-dimensional, the Planck mass
m2

Pl = Vd−4md−2
d would be affected by the compactified volume of extra dimensions,

Vd−4, and the lapse function of Schwarzschild-like black holes would read

fcl(d, r) = 1 −
2mG0

rd−3 . (18)
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The d-dimensional Schwarzschild radius, rs(d) = d−3√2mG0, would thus be smaller
than in general relativity. Interestingly, in the large radii limit the integrand defining
the proper distance D(r) is independent of d and thus D(r) ∼ r asymptotically for
any spacetime dimension. The d-dimensional analog of Eq. (13) is

D(r) ≈
2r

d−1
2

(d − 1)

rs +

(
d − 1

2

)− 2
d−3

r


3−d

2

(19)

and, following the procedure to derive Bonanno-Reuter black holes, one can use this
analytic approximation to set the scale, k ∼ 1/D(r). This yields a metric with lapse
function

fqu(d, r) = 1 −
2mG0

rd−3

r
(d−1)(d−2)

2

r
(d−1)(d−2)

2 + g−1
∗ G0

(
d−1

2

)d−2
(
rs +

(
d−1

2

)− 2
d−3 r

) d2+6−5d
2

. (20)

The horizon structure and thermodynamical properties of this class of black holes
in higher dimensions are analogous to those of Bonanno-Reuter black holes, with
two horizons and similar dynamical evaporation.

While the existence of extra dimensions remains unproven, and their theoretical
impact of limited use, the presence of a positive cosmological constant is currently
strongly supported by observations. Its role in the context of asymptotically safe
black holes is the focus of the next subsection.

4.2 The role of the cosmological constant

Asymptotically-flat RG-improved black holes have been extensively studied in the
literature, with the result that gravitational antiscreening yields at least a weakening
of the classical singularity. In this subsection we discuss how singularity resolution
may be affected by the introduction of a cosmological constant [74, 75] and by
higher-derivative terms in the action [76].

Conditions for singularity resolution and the cosmological constant [74, 75]

In the case of asymptotically de Sitter spacetimes, the modified mass function reads

fqu(r) = 1 −
2m Gk

r
−

1
3
Λkr2 , (21)

where Gk and Λk are the dimensionful running Newton and cosmological couplings,
and k = k(r). This class of RG-improved black holes was first considered in [74],
where the authors argued that the introduction of a cosmological constant Λk , 0
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could be problematic in non-unimodular settings. The argument goes as follows.
In an asymptotically safe regime, in d = 4, the running Newton and cosmological
couplings scale as

Gk ∼ g∗k−2 , Λk ∼ λ∗k2 . (22)

The momentum k is then to be related to physical quantities, such as curvature in-
variants. On dimensional grounds and due to spherical symmetry, the functional
relation k(r) is universal in the UV (modulo a numerical factor of O(1)),

k ∼ D(r)−1 ∝ K(r)1/4 ∝ r−3/2 , (23)

where K(r) is the Kretschmann scalar. Consequently, close to the classical singu-
larity, any scale identification maps the classical Schwarzschild-de Sitter black hole
with Newton coupling G0 and cosmological constantΛ0 into another Schwarzschild-
de Sitter solution with Newton coupling G̃ ≃ 3λ∗/4G0 and cosmological con-
stant Λ̃ ≃ 4g∗/(3G0). As a result, unless λ∗ , 0, the inclusion of a cosmological
constant Λ0 seems both to reintroduce the singularity and also to restore the thermo-
dynamical properties of classical Schwarzschild-de Sitter black holes [4, 56]5.

Since a UV-vanishing cosmological constant would restore the regularity of RG-
improved black holes, a key question is whether λ∗ = 0 is compatible with the space-
time being asymptotically de Sitter, i.e., with an “emergent” positive cosmological
constant. This question has to do with the conditions for black-hole singularity res-
olution analyzed in [75].

On dimensional grounds, the leading-order scaling of the IR momentum cut-
off k(r) close to the classical singularity of a spherically-symmetric black hole is

k(r) = ξ (mG0)γ−1r−γ , (24)

where γ > 0 by consistency. Although in the spherically-symmetric case dimen-
sional analysis and physical consideration imply γ = 3/2 (cf. Eq. (23)) in the fol-
lowing we will keep it unspecified.

In order to determine the conditions for black-hole singularity resolution, it is
convenient to rewrite the lapse function as

fqu(r) = 1 − 2Φ(r) = 1 − 2ΦG(r) − 2ΦΛ(r) , (25)

i.e., in terms of the “pseudo Newtonian potential” Φ(r) (see also Sect. 6.2) and its
components

ΦG(r) =
mG(r)

r
, ΦΛ(r) =

Λ(r)
6

r2 , (26)

with G(r) = G[k(r)] and Λ(r) = Λ[k(r)]. The corresponding Ricci and Kretschmann
scalars,

R =
4Φ
r2 +

8Φ′

r
+ 2Φ′′ , K =

16Φ2

r4 +
16Φ′2

r2 + 4Φ′′2 , (27)

5 In a unimodular approach to quantum gravity the cosmological constant emerges as an integration
constant instead of a coupling, and thus it does not re-introduce the Schwarzschild singularity [77].
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receive contribution from three quantities: Φ/r2, Φ′/r and Φ′′. The two invariants
are thereby regular at r = 0 if the leading-order scaling of Φ(r) close to the classical
singularity is Φ(r) ∼ rδ with δ ≥ 2. This condition can in turn be translated into
constraints on γ and on the RG flow of the dimensionless Newton coupling gk =

Gkk2 and cosmological constant λk = Λkk−2 [75].
The behavior of gk and λk in the proximity of the fixed-point regime (22) is

obtained by linearizing their beta functions about the fixed point. For a general set
of couplings {gi(k)} the linearized beta functions read

k∂kgi(k) =
n∑

j=1

∂βi

∂g j

∣∣∣∣∣∣
g∗

(
g j(k) − g j

∗

)
+ O

(
g j(k) − g j

∗

)2
, (28)

and, to linear order, the solution takes the form

gi(k) = gi
∗ +

n∑
j=1

ci
jV

i
j

(
k

MP

)−θ j

. (29)

In this expression c j
i are integration constants selecting the specific RG trajectories,

θi are critical exponents, and V i
j are the components of the corresponding eigendi-

rections. Positive critical exponents thus correspond to IR relevant directions and,
vice versa, negative critical exponents identify the irrelevant ones. Similarly to the
case of perturbative gauge or matter theories, where one drops out the irrelevant op-
erators in order to select the subset of RG trajectories that are asymptotically free,
here we can select the integration constants in front of irrelevant deformations to
zero; this choice selects the RG trajectories belonging to the basin of attraction of
the fixed point {gi

∗}. Yet, at variance of perturbative theories, since gi
∗ is generally

non-zero, selecting the UV critical surface of the fixed point is not equivalent to
discarding operators associated with irrelevant directions in the (bare) action.

Restricting ourselves to the Einstein-Hilbert subspace, which is the object of the
investigations in [75], the scaling of gk and λk close to the fixed point reads

gk = g∗ + g1

(
k

MP

)−θ1

+ g2

(
k

MP

)−θ2

, (30a)

λk = λ∗ + λ1

(
k

MP

)−θ1

+ λ2

(
k

MP

)−θ2

, (30b)

and is crucially determined by the critical exponents θi. Using these expressions one
can easily show that ΦG gives a non-singular contribution to the curvature invari-
ants for γ ≥ 3/2 [75]. Moreover, the requirement of singularity resolution yield
constraints on the critical exponents θi [75].

The first constraint arises from the form ofΦG: the critical exponents are required
to be positive. This is intuitive, since singularity resolution is associated with an
effective weakening of the gravitational interaction at high energies. This weakening
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can come from a gravitational antiscreening only if the theory is asymptotically safe,
i.e., if the critical exponents associated with G and Λ are positive.

Additional constraints come from ΦΛ: a UV-attractive non-trivial fixed point
of the gravitational RG flow implies a UV-scaling for the cosmological constant
of the form Λk ∼ λ∗k2. Although geodesic completeness of an RG-improved
Schwarzschild-(A)dS black hole requires λ∗ to be zero [74], if one assumes the
spacetime to be asymptotically de Sitter, a positive cosmological constant ought to
re-emerge dynamically. Such a re-emergence is possible in principle, since the cor-
rections to the fixed-point scaling (22) become important away from the fixed point
and can drive Λk to a non-zero value. Not all critical exponents would however be
compatible with both singularity resolution and the emergence of a positive cosmo-
logical constant. Indeed, these physical conditions imply that the critical exponents
should satisfy the inequality θi ≥ 2. In turn, this bound is in agreement with many
FRG computations, e.g., [18, 78, 79], and ensures that the cosmological constant
could vanish fast enough as r → 0 as not to re-introduce a curvature singularity.

Impact of higher derivatives [76]

Given the general form of the effective action (3), checking the stability of the
results obtained within the Einstein-Hilbert truncation against the introduction of
higher-derivative terms is of crucial importance. As a first step, Cai and Easson con-
sidered an effective action of the form (2) with constant form factors gi,k(□) ≡ gi,k,
and truncated it to quadratic order [76]. In such a truncation the class of allowed
spacetimes is in principle much richer [80], but still includes Schwarzschild-like
solutions. To determine the impact of higher derivatives on Bonanno-Reuter black
holes, [76] imposed the starting metric to be of the Schwarzschild-de Sitter form.
The scale-dependent lapse function is then given by Eq. (21), and the RG improve-
ment involves two couplings as before. However, at variance of the analysis in [48–
50, 74, 75], where on dimensional grounds k(r) ∼ r−3/2 (cf. Eq. (23)), the presence of
higher-derivatives introduces new mass scales that can in principle modify Eq. (23),
or at least render it non-trivial. Specifically, the cutoff function can be determined
by the condition that the trace of the generalized Einstein tensor G̃µν (which in-
cludes contributions from higher derivatives up to quadratic order) be zero, i.e., the
modified field equations to be satisfied [76]

Tr
(
G̃µν

)
=

k2

8πgk

(
4λkk2 − R

)
− 6gR□R = 0 . (31)

This strategy is along the lines of the cutoff identification by Bianchi identities that
was formally devised and applied in [43, 46, 47, 81, 82], and that we will discuss
in more detail in Sect. 5.1. This procedure is more rigorous than the one employed
in [48–50]. On the other hand, this strategy is not applicable in the pure Einstein-
Hilbert truncation, in which the above relation becomes trivial.
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Plugging the expression of the curvature invariants and running couplings in
Eq. (31), one finds k ∝ r−3/4 [76], leading to a black hole whose central singularity
is weaker than in the classical case albeit not fully resolved. Other than the nature of
the singularity, Cai-Esson black holes share all properties of Bonanno-Reuter black
holes, from the number of horizons to their thermodynamics. At the same time,
the different scaling enforced by the validity of Bianchi identities in the presence
of higher-derivatives removes the issues induced by a cosmological constant in the
resolution of black hole singularities in the Einstein-Hilbert truncation.

Having discussed static and spherically-symmetric configurations, as well as the
role of the cosmological constant, we are now ready to add another key ingredient
into the game: rotation.

4.3 Rotating RG-improved black holes and their shadows

This subsection discusses RG-improved black holes with non-vanishing angular
momentum and their shadows [83–85] (see also [10]). Some variations on the topic,
mostly based on different scale identifications, can be found in [86, 87].

Reuter-Tuiran rotating black holes [83, 84]

We start by reviewing one (and the first) derivation of the RG-improved metric of
a rotating black hole. Spinning black holes are classically described by the Kerr
metric. In Boyer-Lindquist coordinates it reads

ds2 = −
∆ − a2 sin2 θ

ρ2 dt2 +
ρ2

∆
dr2

+

(
a2 + r2

)2
− a2∆ sin2 θ

ρ2 sin2 θ dϕ2

+ ρ2dθ2 −
2
(
a2 + r2 − ∆

)
ρ2 a sin2 θ dtdϕ.

(32)

where a ≡ J/m ∈ [0,m/m2
Pl] is the specific angular momentum and

ρ2 = r2 + a2 cos2 θ , ∆ = r2 + a2 − 2G0mr . (33)

Kerr metrics constitute a 2-parameter family of solutions, the two parameters being
the black hole mass m and its angular momentum J. A non-zero angular momentum
also implies that spherical symmetry turns into axial symmetry with respect to the
rotation axis.

In [83, 84] the authors followed the Bonanno-Reuter procedure closely, and ex-
ploited the proper distance to set the scale. The proper distance from a given space-
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time point to the origin along a radial geodesic is now a function of θ,

D(r, θ) =
∫ r

0
dr̄

√∣∣∣∣∣∣ r̄2 + a2 cos2 θ

r̄2 + a2 − 2mG0r̄

∣∣∣∣∣∣ . (34)

This function can generally be obtained numerically, while an analytic expression
is only possible by restricting θ, e.g., to the equatorial plane θ = π/2. As the θ-
dependence is rather weak, [83, 84] neglected it to derive the qualitative features of
the resulting spacetime. This can be done, for instance, by setting θ = π/2.

For sufficiently large masses (away from the extremality condition), the space-
time resulting from replacing G0 → G[d(r)−1] in the classical Kerr metric is char-
acterized by two infinite redshift surfaces located at rS ± (θ) such that gtt = 0, i.e.,

r2 − 2G(r)mr + a2 cos2 θ = 0 , (35)

the outer one being the static limit surface. In addition, the Reuter-Tuiran spacetime
features two horizons whose radii r± are the solutions to the equation grr = 0, i.e.,

r2 − 2G(r)mr + a2 = 0 . (36)

These values are to be found numerically. Similarly to the case of spherically-
symmetric spacetimes, the two horizons coalesce when the black hole mass m is
decreased to a threshold value of the order of the Planck mass. In this process, also
the two infinite redshift surfaces merge and then disappear.

The Reuter-Tuiran black hole is not a solution to the vacuum Einstein equations,
but rather to modified Einstein equations of the form

Gµν = 8πG0T eff
µν , (37)

with an effective energy-momentum tensor T eff
µν . As a consequence, the bare black

hole mass m and angular momentum J are replaced by corresponding RG-improved
quantities, whose value can be computed via the Komar integrals

M∞qu = −(8πG0)
∮
∇αtβdS αβ , (38a)

J∞qu = (16πG0)
∮
∇αϕβdS αβ , (38b)

In the expressions above, tβ and ϕβ are the Killing vectors associates with the invari-
ance of the system under time translations and rotations around the spinning axis,
respectively. Moreover, the integration is over a two-sphere S at spatial infinity, so
that S αβ = −2n[αrβ]

√
σd2θ, where nα and rα are timelike and spacelike normal vec-

tors to S , σ is the determinant of the spatial metric σαβ induced by gµν on S , and
d2θ = dθ1dθ2 with θi being angular coordinates on S . Since the RG improved met-
ric reproduces the classical one asymptotically, the Komar integrals above coincide
with their classical counterparts. In contrast, if the two-sphere S is the one enclosed
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by the outer horizon r+, the modified Komar integrals [83, 84]

Mqu =
mG (r+)

G0

1 − arctan
(

a
r+

) G′ (r+)
(
r2
+ + a2

)
aG (r+)

 , (39a)

Jqu =
JG (r+)

G0
+

M2r2
+G
′ (r+) G (r+)
G0a

[
1 −

2MG (r+)
a

arctan
(

a
r+

)]
, (39b)

only reduce to the bare values in the limit G(r) → G0. Independent of the specific
form of G(r), the effective mass Mqu is smaller than its classical counterpart, as
expected from the gravitational anti-screening. Yet, Smarr’s relation between the
mass and angular momentum,

Mqu = 2ΩquJqu + (4πG0)−1κquAqu , (40)

with the improved surface gravity, area, and angular frequency given by

κqu = (r+ − 2mG0)(G(r+) + r+G′(r+))(r2
+ + a2)−1 , (41a)

Aqu = 4π (r2
+ + a2) , Ωqu = a (r2

+ + a2)−1 , (41b)

still holds in the same form as in the classical case.

Black hole shadows [85]

In [85] the authors considered a class of RG-improved spinning black holes and
studied the size and shape of the corresponding black hole shadow. The cutoff iden-
tification is set by k4 ≃ K, K being the Kretschmann scalar. For a static space-
time K = 48G2

0m2/r6 and the RG improvement maps the classical Schwarzschild
spacetime into the Hayward metric [88]. In the case of rotating black holes, the
Kretschmann scalar also depends on the angular momentum a and the angular co-
ordinate θ,

K(r, θ, a) =
48G2

0m2(
r2 + a2 cos(θ)2

)6

(
r6 − 15r4a2 cos(θ)2 + 15r2a4 cos(θ)4 − a6 cos(θ)6

)
.

(42)
The authors of [85] have been the first to employ a θ-dependent cutoff identification
to RG improve Kerr black holes. However, since the polynomial

−15r4a2 cos(θ)2 + 15r2a4 cos(θ)4 − a6 cos(θ)6 (43)

is not everywhere positive, it could lead to negative k2 and, consequently, to a
complex-valued spacetime metric. To avoid this issue, [85] neglected this part of
the Kretschmann scalar and carried out the RG improvement by replacing G0 → Gk

in Eq. (32), with k2 ≡ G0mr3/(r2 + a2 cos(θ)2)3 (see [89, 90] for generalizations
which exploit horizon-penetrating coordinates and do not neglect the angular de-
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pendence). As for the spherically-symmetric case, the event horizon is located in-
side the classical Schwarzschild radius, resulting in a smaller black hole (and thus
in a more compact shadow). Moreover, the higher is the specific angular momentum
a, the stronger the dependence on θ is. At this point, one can determine the shadow
by looking at how light rays are deviated by a black hole. Concretely, this is done
by solving their geodesic equation backward, from a localized distant observer (the
camera) to a source.

The deviation of the resulting shadow from the one expected from a singular,
classical rotating black hole depends strongly on the scale at which quantum gravity
effects become important. Enforcing quantum gravity effects at large scales clearly
magnifies any deviation. The two major deviations consist of

• A shrinking of the shadow, due to an event horizon that is smaller than its clas-
sical counterpart. This effect is at work for both the spherically- and the axially-
symmetric cases.

• In the case of spinning spacetimes, the appearance of a characteristic “dent” [85,
89–95]6. The latter is more evident on the equatorial plane θ = π/2 of the rotating
black hole and its size depends on the scale of quantum gravity.

If quantum gravity sets in at Planckian scales, as is expected on dimensional
grounds, these deviations will be practically unobservable (see also [10, 96]). Im-
portantly, under certain assumptions [89], these effects seem to be a general feature
of black holes beyond general relativity [85, 89–95].

4.4 Gravitational collapse and improved Buchdahl limit

So far we have focused on static black hole configurations and their evaporation.
A key ingredient discriminating between physical and unphysical configurations is
their dynamics, and specifically their formation via a physical process. Among the
possible formation processes, gravitational collapse is of utmost importance in the
context of astrophysical black holes. Yet, there is no consensus on how to precisely
model the collapse—not even at a classical level—and several models have been
developed. In the following we shall summarize some of them, together with their
quantum-corrected versions and the corresponding physical implications [97–105].
In particular, the focus of the discussions will be (i) the potential avoidance of sin-
gularities when dynamics is accounted for, (ii) the impact of quantum corrections on
Penrose’s cosmic censorship conjecture, and (iii) how the Buchdahl’s limit is mod-
ified by gravitational antiscreening. As for point (i), two classes of RG-improved
models have been considered in the literature:

6 The dent introduced in [91–95] and the one discussed in [85, 89, 90] are however structurally
different, since in the case of [85, 89, 90] the scale identification introduces an angular dependence
in all metric components that breaks a mathematical property known as “circularity”. The non-
circularity yields a dent whose boundary has a concave piece, as opposed to the one in [91–95]
which is fully convex.
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• Those where one fixes the radial dependence of the Newton coupling G(r) from
the RG improvement of the classical static system (e.g., to be of the Bonanno-
Reuter type) and subsequently studies the dynamics of the mass m(v) induced by
the different radial dependence. We shall refer to these models as partially dy-
namical RG improvements. Examples are those in [98–101] and we will discuss
them first.

• Those where the dynamics is encoded in an effective Newton coupling G(r, v) that
depends on both the radial and the time coordinates, and whose specific analytical
form is derived from the RG improvement of the classical dynamical system.
We will call models belonging to this class fully dynamical RG improvements.
Examples are those in [97, 102–105] and we will discuss them next.

The discussions (ii) and (iii) will only involve the second class of models [102–105].

Singularity resolution and partially-corrected collapse dynamics [98–101]

The models in [98–101], within different classical collapse models and approxima-
tions, describe the collapsing spacetime with a homogeneous interior surrounded by
a Bonanno-Reuter exterior, which is inserted ad hoc.

In the literature, models of radiating collapsing stars haven been considered,
starting from the pioneering work of Oppenheimer and Snyder [106], to the more
realistic Vaidya models [107], accounting for the outgoing incoherent radiation, and
eventually radiating away all the star mass [108]. These models were soon aban-
doned due to the observation that the radiation emitted undergoes large backreac-
tion effects due to spacetime curvature, and it is infinitely blueshifted in the limit
where the mass gets small [109]. In this regime the Vaidya solution is no longer a
good approximation, as the large amount of backscattered ingoing radiation ought
to be accounted for, and is instead neglected by the outgoing Vaidya model. One
may however ask the question of whether a modified exterior model reducing the
growth of the curvature as r → 0 can avoid this conclusion.

Inspired by the work of Bonanno and Reuter that we described in Sect. 4.1, [98]
considered an improved outgoing Vaidya solution,

ds2 = −

(
1 −

2m(u)G(r)
r

)
du2 − 2 du dr + r2 dΩ2 , (44)

with G(r) being the Bonanno-Reuter effective Newton coupling (14), to describe
the exterior region of a collapsing radiating star. Thanks to the regularity of the
Bonanno-Reuter lapse function and of its derivatives, the curvature does not grow
to infinite as r → 0, and the problem of the unbound backscattered radiation may be
avoided. To show this, it suffices to integrate the radial null geodesics of a backscat-
tered test field,

d2u
dλ2 +

rmG′ − mG
r2

(
du
dλ

)2

= 0 ,
d2r
dλ2 +

m,uG
r

(
du
dλ

)2

= 0 . (45)
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Classically, the problem of unboundness of backscattered radiation comes from the
behavior of ∂λu, which diverges in the limit r → ∞. A first integration of Eq. (45)
yields the general expression

du
dλ
= A exp

(∫
Gm − rmG′

r2 du
)
, (46)

with A being an integration constant. Inserting the specific expression of the Bonanno-
Reuter effective Newton coupling one can easily see that limr→0 ∂λu = const [98].

Within these partially-dynamical RG-improved models, the absence of shell-
focusing singularities is inherited by the Bonanno-Reuter scaling of G(r). This
has been checked both within the collapse model we just discussed, first analyzed
in [98], and via the more known Lemaitre-Tolman-Bondi (LTB) model [99]. The
latter is a class of spherically-symmetric solutions consisting of non-interacting par-
ticles (named “dust”), where the gravitational collapse and the formation of a singu-
larity is classically unavoidable. To discuss singularity resolution in this case, [99]
modeled the star as an homogeneous interior—a spherically-symmetric collapsing
objects, parameterized as a sphere of non-interacting dust particles—surrounded by
an RG-improved exterior of the Bonanno-Reuter type. Due to the matching condi-
tions at the star surface, key properties of the Bonanno-Reuter scaling function are
inherited by the interior metric. Specifically, the class of improved dust interiors in
geodesic coordinates is

ds2
int = −dτ2 +

R′(τ, r)2

1 + 2E(r)
dr2 + R(τ, r)2dΩ2 , (47)

where E(r) is an arbitrary function stemming from a partial integration of one of
the matching conditions. It represents the total energy per unit mass of the dust
particles within a shell of radius r. Moreover, the same matching condition defines
the function R as the solution

Ṙ2

2
=

G(r)M(r)
R

+ E(r) , (48)

where G(r) is the Bonanno-Reuter effective Newton coupling and M(r) is the total
mass within a sphere of radius r. One can at this point demonstrate that if R′ , 0, the
energy-momentum tensor of the improved solutions is bounded. As a consequence,
the geodesics of dust particles undergo a bounce in the interior region. In addition,
the scalar invariants are finite because of the Bonanno-Reuter scaling. The typical
shell-focusing singularities of classical LTB models are thus not formed [99].

The result is stable under the inclusion of backreaction effects due to Hawking ra-
diation. This has been checked both using an ingoing Eddington-Finkelstein model
which parametrizes the ingoing negative energy flux of Hawking radiation [100],
and via a standard LTB model [101]. In the latter case though, in order to avoid
the shell focusing due to the propagation of ingoing shells of collapsing matter
and bouncing shells of backscattered matter, it is key that the collapse occurs fast
enough [101]. This allows the final object to be void of singularities.
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Conditions on singularity avoidance from the collapse of dust shells [97]

While singularities appear to be avoided when improving classical static solutions, it
is not obvious that dynamical black holes formed from a gravitational collapse will
be singularity-free. To determine the impact of the collapse dynamics on singular-
ity resolution, [97] studied quantum corrections to dynamical black hole solutions
within one of the simplest collapse models—the Tolman-Lemaitre-Oppenheimer-
Snyder model [106]—via a fully dynamical RG improvement. The latter aims at
describing the collapse of a thin shell of dust with areal radius R(r, τ), with τ being
the proper time of comoving observers along the paths of constant r. The exterior
and interior geometries are described by the line elements

ds2
ext = −

(
1 −

2mG0

R

)
dt2 +

(
1 −

2mG0

R

)−1

dR2 + R2 dΩ2 , (49a)

ds2
int = −dτ2 +

(
R′

)2 dr2 + R2 dΩ2 . (49b)

In particular, the dynamics of R is governed by the classical field equations(
Ṙ2R

)′
R2R′

= 8πG0 ρ , (50)

where ρ(r, τ) is the dust energy density, which evolves according to the Bianchi
identities

ρ̇ +
∂τ

(
R3

)′(
R3)′ ρ = 0 . (51)

In these expressions and in the following a prime denotes derivation with respect
to the radial coordinate r, whereas a dot stands for the proper time derivative. Im-
posing the junction conditions at the boundary of the dust ball, at r = rs, yields
the constraint R(τ) = a(τ)rs. Correspondingly, the matter energy density becomes
ρ = 3/(8πG0)(ȧ/a)2 and the areal radius satisfies the equation

Ṙ2 =
2
R

4πG0

3

∫ r

0
ρ(τ, x)

[
R3(τ, x)

]′
dx . (52)

If one turns quantum gravity effects on, the effective dynamics might be described
by equations that are structurally similar, but with G0 replaced by a coordinate-
dependent function. In particular, the dominant energy scale of the system in this
case is the matter energy density ρ, and thus the classical field equation is replaced
by an effective one: ( ȧ

a

)2
=

8πρ
3

G(ρ) . (53)

The classical Bianchi identities remain instead unmodified. Before proceeding, we
note that the procedure exploited above and drawn from [97] is an RG improvement
at the level of the field equation. As it will be clarified later on, in Sect. 5, this is
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less fundamental than an RG improvement at the level of the action, as it disregard
additional terms stemming from higher-derivative quantum corrections in the effec-
tive action; nonetheless, a scale identification involving the matter energy density ρ
is appropriate and consistent with Bianchi identities.

Combining the field equations for a and ρ yields the integral∫ ρ(τ)

ρ(τ0=0)

dρ√
24πρ3G(ρ)

= τ . (54)

If the integral is convergent as ρ → ∞, then there exist geodesics attaining the
singularity at a finite proper time τ∗. Singularity avoidance thus requires the diver-
gence of the integral, and this can only occur if the fall off of G(ρ) is sufficiently
rapid. Concretely, close to the classical singularity Gk ∼ k−α, and one can assume
k2 ∼ Gk ρ [97, 110], implying that

ρ (τ→ τ∗) ∼ (τ∗ − τ)−(2+α) , (55a)

a (τ→ τ∗) ∼ (τ∗ − τ)(2+α)/3 , (55b)

k (τ→ τ∗) ∼ (τ∗ − τ)−1 , (55c)
G (τ→ τ∗) ∼ (τ∗ − τ)α . (55d)

If quantum gravity remains perturbative across all scales, i.e. k2Gk ≪ 1, then α ≥ 2
and the classical singularity is not resolved by the effective modifications above.
Therefore, as a general result, the collapse dynamics makes singularity resolution
less straightforward than in the classical, static case, and requires stronger deviations
from the classical dynamics, which go beyond the regime where perturbation theory
holds. This general expectation is also met by the concrete model devised in [102–
104], that we review in the following in relation to the cosmic censorship conjecture.

Gravitational collapse and cosmic censorship in asymptotic safety [102–104]

After the formulation of the singularity theorems [111], Penrose conjectured that
curvature singularities ought to always be hidden behind an event horizon [112]—a
“cosmic censor” preventing far-away physicists from seeing their theories breaking
down and physics loosing its predictive power.

In order to test Penrose’s conjecture, [102–104] studied the dynamical process of
black hole formation and discussed the singularity structure as well as the dynamical
evolution of the event horizon within a quantum-gravity-corrected Vaidya-Kuroda-
Papapetrou (VKP) model [113, 114].

The classical VKP model describes the gravitational collapse through an ingoing
Vaidya metric,

ds2 = − f (r, v)dv2 + 2dvdr + r2dΩ2 , (56)

with a lapse function that depends on the advanced time v via the dynamical
mass m(v),
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fcl(r, v) = 1 −
2m(v)G0

r
. (57)

In this model the spacetime is initially (for v ≤ 0) a flat Minkowski background;
subsequently, radiation from a nearby massive star is focused towards r = 0. This
is modeled by a set of ingoing radial null geodesics, that are focused to r = 0,
and raise the black hole mass from zero at v = 0 to m(v). Such a shell-focusing
classically cause the formation of a curvature singularity at r = 0. The collapse ends
when all radiation from the star is radiated away, and m(v) reaches a final constant
value, m(v) = m. The resulting spacetime is thus a Schwarzschild black hole with
mass m. Within the VKP model the growth of the mass function is fixed to be linear,
m(v) = λv, for v ∈ [0, v̄], with v̄ denoting the advance time at the end of the collapse.

The procedure of RG improvement yields in this case a generalized Vaidya space-
time [115],

f (r, v) = 1 −
2M(r, v)

r
, (58)

with generalized mass function M(r, v) = m(v)G(r, v). Generalized Vaidya space-
times [115] are a class of solutions to Einstein-like field equation with an effective
energy-momentum tensor having both a null and a non-null component. It reads

Tµν = µ lµlν + (ρ + p)
(
lµnν + lνnµ

)
+ pgµν , (59)

where lµ and nµ are null vectors satisfying the condition lµnµ = −1, µ is the radiation
energy density provoking the mass variation of the black hole,

µ(r, v) =
1

4πG0r2

∂M(r, v)
∂v

, (60)

whereas

ρ(r, v) =
1

4πG0r2

∂M(r, v)
∂r

, p(r, v) = −
1

8πG0r
∂2M(r, v)
∂r2 , (61)

are the energy density and pressure associated with the non-null fluid sourcing the
effective modification to Einstein equation due to the replacement G0 → G(r, v).

In an RG-improved model G(r, v) ≡ G(k[r, v]), with the functional form of G
given by Eq. (9). The cutoff identification considered in [102–104] is k4 ∼ ρ, ρ being
the energy density of the ingoing radiation. Indeed, since the black hole interior is
homogeneous and formed by radiation, one can exploit the relation µcl ∼ T 4 ∼

k4 [15], where µcl is the energy density in the classical (G(r, v) = G0) Vaidya model,

µcl(r) =
ṁ(v)
4πr2 =

λ

4πr2 . (62)

The resulting RG-improved lapse function reads [102]

fqu(r, v) = 1 −
2m(v)G0

r + α
√
λ
, (63)
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Fig. 7 Penrose diagram of the dynamical spacetime with improved lapse function (63) for λ ≤ λc.

with α ≡ g−1
∗ G0/

√
4π. To leading order, the Ricci and Kretschmann scalars scale

as ∼ 1/r2 and ∼ 1/r4, respectively, indicating a weakening of the classical singu-
larity. Specifically, the singularity at r = 0 turns out to be gravitationally weak (or,
integrable, according to Tipler classification [116]): curvature invariants diverge as
r → 0 but the geodesic equation can be integrated, so that the spacetime is geodesi-
cally complete. The case of black holes with integrable singularities, as the one
derived in [102] and further explored in [103, 104], is particularly important, as it
could provide a consistent alternative to regular black holes whose inner horizon is
unstable [64–71].

Due to the additional term in the denominator of the lapse function, the apparent
horizon (AH) gets shifted with respect to the classical case,

rAH = 2m(v)G0 − α
√
λ . (64)

Although in the case of dynamical spacetimes the AH does not coincide with the
event horizon (EH), the above expression indicates that in the quantum-corrected
spacetime horizons tend to form later than in the classical version. Specifically, the
minimum irradiation period required to form an horizon is vmin = (2g∗

√
4πλ)−1.

Similarly to the classical collapse [113, 114], there exists a critical irradiation
rate λc below which the singularity is formed before the EH. In this case the sin-
gularity is globally naked and the first null ray departing from the singularity and
reaching future null infinity coincides with a Cauchy horizon. The overall causal
structure of the RG-improved spacetime for λ ≤ λc is drawn in Fig. 7.

A striking feature of the RG-improved model is that the critical infusion rate λc is
higher than in the classical case. Therefore, the formation of naked singularities and
the corresponding violation of Penrose’s cosmic censorship conjecture seem to be
favored by gravitational antiscreening. This can be understood intuitively, in so far
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as a weakening of gravity towards high energies can delay the formation of horizons.
At the same time, the replacement of the classical singularity with an integrable one
might render the presence of cosmic censor unnecessary.

Stellar mass-radius relation and improved Buchdahl limit [105]

A broader, if perhaps less detailed way to investigate possible endpoints of the
gravitational collapse of massive stars is to analyze the equilibrium configuration
of massive astrophysical objects. This is classically determined by the so-called
Tolman–Oppenheimer–Volkoff (TOV) stellar equilibrium equation [117, 118]. The
derivation of the latter goes as follow. One models a star as a self-gravitating per-
fect fluid with proper energy density ϵ(r) and pressure determined by an equation of
state p = p(ϵ). The star energy-momentum thus reads

Tµν = (ϵ + p(ϵ))c−2uµuν − p(ϵ)gµν , (65)

and enters the right-hand side of the Einstein equations. Inserting in the result-
ing modified equations the expression for the most general static and spherically-
symmetric metric and combining it with the Bianchi identities gives the TOV equa-
tion [117, 118]

p′(r) = −(p(r) + ϵ(r))
G0

c2r2

(
M(r) +

4πr3

c2 p(r)
) (

1 −
2G0M(r)

c2r

)−1

, (66)

where M(r) denotes the mass contained within a sphere of radius r,

M(r) =
4π
c2

∫ r

0
ϵ(x)x2 dx , (67)

so that for a star of radius R∗ the total mass is M∗ = M(R∗). One can see that in
the non-relativistic limit one recovers the Newtonian equation of hydrostatic equi-
librium.

The importance of the TOV equation in the context of black hole physics lies
in the possibility to extract a crucial theoretical bound—known as the Buchdahl
limit [119]—that regulates the maximal sustainable density of massive stars. Be-
yond the critical limit, the stellar equilibrium is broken and the star fluid starts col-
lapsing under its own pressure. Too see how this limit emerges classically, let us
consider an incompressible fluid with constant proper energy density ϵ0 = ρ0c2. In
this case M(r) = M∗r3/R3

∗ and the TOV equation can be integrated together with the
boundary condition p(R∗) = 0, resulting in an expression for the central pressure,

p(0) = −
3c2M∗

(
3G0M∗ + c2R∗

(√
1 − 2G0 M∗

R∗c2 − 1
))

4πR3
∗

(
4c2R∗ − 9G0M∗

) . (68)
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The condition that the central pressure p(0) be finite and positive finally yields the
classical Buchdahl bound for stellar equilibrium

M∗ <
4c2

9G0
R∗ . (69)

If the bound is violated, the configuration is unstable and the object starts collapsing;
if no mechanism exists that halts the collapse, the star surface will eventually cross
its Schwarzschild radius, thus resulting in a black hole (cf. left panel of Fig. 8).

The question of whether and how the Buchdahl limit are affected by gravitational
antiscreening has been tackled in [105]. The investigation is based on the RG im-
provement but follows the idea, first proposed by Markov and Mukhanov [120], that
the antiscreening character of gravity ought to be included via an energy-dependent
Newton coupling that is introduced as an effective multiplicative coupling between
matter and geometry. At the level of the action this boils down to introducing an
energy-dependent coupling χ(ϵ), so that

Γ0 =
1

16πG0

∫
d4x
√
−g (R + 2χ(ϵ)Lmatter) . (70)

Einstein equations are thus modified by an effective energy-momentum tensor

Λµν ≡

(
ϵ
∂χ

∂ϵ
+ χ

)
Tµν − ϵ2 ∂χ

∂ϵ
gµν , (71)

from which one can read off an effective, energy-dependent version of the Newton
coupling and of the cosmological constant

Geff(ϵ) ≡
c4

8π
∂(ϵχ)
∂ϵ

, Λeff(ϵ) = −ϵ2 ∂χ

∂ϵ
, (72)

akin to the RG-improved ones. Following the same steps as in the classical case
and exploiting Eq. (9) one can find the quantum-improved version of the central
pressure [105]. It reads

p(0) =
ϵPl

g−1
∗

N (R∗,M∗)
D (R∗,M∗)

, (73)

where ϵPl is a Planckian energy density and

N =

(
e

c2
g∗ϵPl

3M∗
4πR3
∗

−1
) (

g−1
∗ M∗e

c2
g∗ϵPl

3M∗
4πR3
∗ − 2πR3

∗

ϵPl

c2

(
e

c2
g∗ϵPl

3M∗
4πR3
∗ − 1

)) √1 −
2G0M∗

R∗c2 − 1
 ,

(74a)

D = g−1
∗ M∗e

c2
g∗ϵPl

3M∗
4πR3
∗ + 2πR3

∗

ϵPl

c2

(
e

c2
g∗ϵPl

3M∗
4πR3
∗ − 1

) √1 −
2G0M∗

R∗c2 − 1
 . (74b)

As shown in Fig. 8, the classical and improved Buchdahl bounds coincide at large
radii. Nonetheless, substantial deviations become evident in the Planckian region.
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Fig. 8 The figures summarize the findings in [105] and show the Schwarzschild, classical Buch-
dahl and improved Buchdahl limits in the (R∗,M∗) plane, using two different zoom levels. On large
scales (see left panel) the classical and quantum-improved cases are indistinguishable. Zooming-in
on Planckian scales (see right panel), large deviations become apparent: the improved Buchdahl
line approaches the Schwarzschild limit and there exists a critical point at sub-Planckian scales
where the two coincides. Below this critical scale, the Buchdahl bound becomes non-linear and the
formation of black holes from a collapse becomes more likely due to a larger instability region.
Notably, this is consistent with a semi-classical treatment of the problem [121].

In there the tilt of the improved Buchdahl limit is smaller than its classical counter-
part, so that the quantum Buchdahl line gets arbitrarily close to the Schwarzschild
limit. As a consequence, this scenario would predict the existence of ultra-compact
horizonless objects of Planckian size, whose compactness is beyond the one estab-
lished by the classical Buchdahl limit. In particular, there exists a critical point at
trans-Planckian scales, Rcr ∼ 0.37g−1/2

∗ lPl, where the Schwartzschild and improved
Buchdahl limit coincide. The classical case, where this critical point is absent, is
recovered as the fixed point g∗ is pushed to infinity. Beyond the critical point, the
Buchdahl inequality undergoes a major change, indicating a potential transition to
a quantum-gravity dominated phase. In such a phase, the functionD turns negative
and the Buchdahl limit is determined by the condition N < 0, which yields a cubic
relation,

R∗ ≳ 0.27g−1
∗

(
M∗
MPl

) 1
3

LPl , (75)

resembling the scaling relation characterizing “Planck stars” [122]. Notably, the
general picture is compatible with the results obtained within the semi-classical ap-
proach in [121].
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5 Improving the RG improvement: methods and physical results

The RG improvement provides a straightforward recipe to determine qualitative
features of quantum-corrected black-hole (and cosmological) spacetimes—some of
which have been summarized in Sect. 4. Yet, as remarked in Sect. 3, the proce-
dure suffers from a number of problems and ambiguities, making its relation to
the asymptotic safety program unsettled. These issues followed several attempts to
make the RG improvement procedure more rigorous and to fill the gap between
model building and first-principle calculations in quantum gravity. In this section
we discuss some of the issues and their proposed partial or complete resolutions.

5.1 Constraints on the cutoff identification from Bianchi identities

One of the main concerns about the application of the RG improvement is the lack
of a clear and systematic recipe to determine the map k 7→ k(x). The authors of [43,
46, 47, 81, 82] have independently shown that some cutoff identifications may be
incompatible with diffeomorphism invariance; hence, enforcing the validity of the
Bianchi identities could constrain or even completely fix the functional relation k(x).
In this sebsection we will show how this is implemented through some examples. In
doing so, we will follow the review [123] closely.

To illustrate how the Bianchi identities can constrain the map k(x), let us con-
sider the EAA in the Einstein-Hilbert truncation complemented by a matter La-
grangian Lmatter,

Γk =

∫
d4x
√
−g

(
1

16πGk
(R − 2Λk) +Lmatter

)
. (76)

We shall neglect the running of the matter couplings in the following. If k = k(x) (in
particular, k(x) ≡ kdec(x), cf. Sect. 3), then the classical gravitational field equations
will be modified by an effective energy-momentum tensor

∆tµν ≡ Gk(∇µ∇ν − gµν□)G−1
k , (77)

encoding the vacuum polarization effects of the quantum gravitational field [81].
The resulting field equations thus read

Gµν = 8πGkTµν − Λkgµν + α∆tµν , (78)

where α = 1 if the RG improvement is performed at the level of the action, whereas
α = 0 if it is employed at the level of field equations. Enforcing the validity of the
Bianchi identities thus yield the “consistency condition” [43, 46, 47, 81, 82]

∇µGµν =
(
8πG′kTµν − Λ′k gµν

)
∇µk(x) + 8πGk∇

µTµν + α∇µ∆tµν = 0 , (79)



32 Alessia Platania

where a prime denotes differentiation with respect to the RG scale k. This equation
can be exploited to constrain or even determine k(x). The practical realization of
this constraint strongly depends on whether the RG improvement is performed at
the level of the action or elsewhere; we shall discuss these two cases separately.

RG improving at the level of the action boils down to setting α = 1 in Eq. (79).
The modified Bianchi identities thus lead to the conditions [47]

∇µGµν = +G′kG
−1
k

{
(Rµν −

1
2 Rgµν − 8πGkTµν + Λkgµν) − Rµν

}
∇µk(x)

+
(
8πG′kTµν − Λ′k gµν

)
∇µk(x) + 8πGk∇

µTµν = 0 .
(80)

This relation further simplifies if the energy flow between the gravitational and mat-
ter sector is negligible, as in this case the matter energy-momentum tensor Tµν is
separately conserved, ∇µTµν ≈ 0. Under this condition, the Bianchi identities yield
the constraint [46, 47, 81]

G′k R = 2(G′kΛk − Λ
′
kGk) . (81)

At this point the specific form of k(x) depends on the running couplings Gk and Λk,
which are in turn determined as solutions to the beta functions. As a paradigmatic
example, in the fixed point regime Gk ∼ g∗k−2 and Λk ∼ λ∗k2 so that the above
consistency constraint imposes

k2 =
R

4λ∗
. (82)

A generalization of Eq. (81) to the case of quadratic gravity was considered in [76],
cf. Eq. (31). Notably the result (82) is independent of the specific f (R) truncation,
at least when focusing on the fixed-point regime [46, 124]. The relation (82) also
has important implications in cosmological contexts [79, 124–128], it providing “a
road to modified gravity theories” [46].

The RG improvement at the level of the field equations is somewhat simpler, as
α = 0 in Eq. (79). Assuming once again that the matter energy-momentum ten-
sor Tµν is separately conserved, the consistency condition reads(

8πG′kTµν − Λ′k gµν
)
∇µk(x) = 0 , (83)

and depends on the specific matter content of the system. This is to be contrasted
with the improvement at the level of the action, where the contribution of the energy-
momentum tensor cancels out. A particularly simple while important case is that of
a perfect fluid. Indeed, perfect fluids play a role both in cosmology and in gravi-
tational collapse models (see Sect. 4.4). The energy-momentum tensor of a perfect
fluid with energy density ρ and pressure p = wρ is T ν

µ = diag(−ρ, p, p, p), and the
corresponding consistency condition reduces to

G′k
Gk

(ρ + ρΛ(k)) + ρ′Λ(k) = 0 , (84)
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where we have defined ρΛ ≡ Λk/(8πGk). Focusing once again on the fixed-point
regime, the above relation suggests that [43, 44],

k4 =

(
8πg∗
λ∗

)
ρ . (85)

A cutoff identification of this type was used in [102–104] to study the RG-improved
gravitational collapse of a massive star into a black hole, as well as in a cosmolog-
ical context [129–132]. Indeed, in cosmology the metric is approximately that of a
Friedmann-Lemaître-Robertson-Walker spacetime, the energy-density is related to
the scale factor via ρ(a) = ρ0(a(t)/a0)−3(1+w) (at least assuming the standard conser-
vation equations for Tµν, and a power-law behavior for a(t)), and k ∝ a(t)−

3
4 (1+w).

In turn, a(t) can be written in terms of the cosmological time t or the Hubble con-
stant H(t). It follows that in the proximity of the fixed point, assuming no energy
flow between the gravitational and matter sector, all cutoff identifications in terms
of time t, scale factor a(t), Hubble constant H(t), and matter energy density ρ(t) are
physically equivalent (i.e., they produce the same results), as long as they have the
correct power. On the other hand, in regimes where there is a substantial energy
exchange between the gravitational and matter sectors, the Bianchi identities are
automatically satisfied and thus do not allow to constrain the map k(x).

Finally, as we shall see later, the relation (85) is also related to the decoupling
mechanism: naïvely, as ρ also coincides with the Lagrangian density of a perfect
fluid, it can act as a physical IR cutoff and thus contribute—together with other IR
quantities—to the total decoupling scale kdec. The difference between the implemen-
tation at the level of the action and at the level of the field equations is resolved when
exploiting the decoupling mechanism: the decoupling condition imposes that the
decoupling scale be a combination of both the curvature invariants (e.g., the Ricci
scalar R in the Einstein-Hilbert truncation) and the matter energy density ρ [42].

5.2 Self-consistency and iterative RG improvement

The determination of the RG-improved metric gqu
µν starting from the classical (typi-

cally Schwarzschild) background ḡµν involves a scale identification k = k(x) relating
it to curvature invariants. Yet, all physical invariants, including the proper distance
and the Kretschmann scalar in Eq. (23), are built on the classical background metric
ḡµν = g(0)

µν , which is singular and not reliable in the region r ≪ lPl, where one needs
to determine quantum-gravity induced modifications. The physical invariants con-
structed using the new, RG-improved metric gqu

µν = g(1)
µν will generally differ from the

classical ones and therefore they would lead to a different functional form for k(x).
Moreover, at variance of the case of scalar QED, the functional expression of k(x)—
being built on the spacetime metric—depends explicitly on the coupling that is to
be improved (i.e., the Newton coupling G0). Overall, the improvement modifies the
spacetime in a way that can impact the improvement itself and thus backreaction
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effects ought to be accounted for in the procedure. All these points suggest that the
RG improvement in gravity should be implemented self-consistently.

A possible approach to find a self-consistent quantum-corrected metric g∗µν is to
define a sequence of RG-improvements

gcl
µν = g(0)

µν → g(1)
µν → . . . → g(n)

µν → . . . → g(∞)
µν = g∗µν ,

(86)
where the metric g(n)

µν at the step n and the corresponding effective Newton cou-
pling Gn(r) are defined via an IR cutoff which depends on the spacetime at the
previous step kn[g(n−1)

µν ]. If the procedure converges, it will lead to a self-consistent
solution g∗µν which is a fixed point of the iterative procedure: a further RG improve-
ment using the cutoff k∗[g(∗)

µν ] would lead to the same RG-improved metric g∗µν.
This iterative procedure was first devised and applied in [133]. However, it is

worth mentioning that a precursor of these ideas already appeared in [86]. Indeed,
[86] discussed RG-improved Kerr-(A)dS and Schwarzschild-(A)dS space-times, us-
ing a scale identification based on a partially-improved Kretschmann scalar, where
the “partial” refers to the omission of the derivatives of the effective Newton cou-
pling G(r) in the expression of the Kretschmann scalar. Using this partially, self-
consistent choice, the singularity is not resolved, although it is weaker and some
geodesics do not hit it. Other features of the resulting partially self-consistent black
holes, such as the horizons and the evaporation process, resemble those of Bonanno-
Reuter black holes.

In [133] the self-consistent RG-improvement procedure was implemented itera-
tively. For n > 1 the metric is determined by the replacement rule

G(n) → G(n+1)(r) =
G0

1 + g−1
∗ G0k2

(n+1)(r)
, (87)

where the cutoff function k(n+1), independent of its functional form (e.g., based on
the improved Ricci or Kretschmann scalars), can be written as a functional of the
energy-density ρn(r) (cf. Eq. (61)) induced by the spatial variation of G(n)(r) in the
previous step,

k2
(n+1)(r) ≡ K

[
ρ(n)(r)

]
. (88)

Consequently, the sequence of RG improvements is encoded in a recursive relation,

G(n+1)(r) =
G0

1 + g−1
∗ G0K

[
G′(n)(r)

] , (89)

whose fixed point—reached in the limit n→ ∞ under the assumption of convergence—
is the solution to the following differential equation

K
[
G′∞(r)

]
= g∗

G0 −G∞(r)
G0G∞

. (90)
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Fig. 9 Convergence of the effective Newton coupling Gn(r) (shown in Planck units) in the iterative
RG improvement procedure. At the step n = 0, Gn=0 = G0. In the first step, the function G1(r)
interpolates between its IR value G0 and zero in the UV. Successive steps display a fast convergence
towards the fixed-point solution G∞(r).

Note that above and in the following we shall adopt the more compact notation
G∞ in place of G(∞) for shortness. Once a specific cutoff identification K has been
specified, a solution can be found. While the topic of uniquely identifying k(x) is
the subject of Sect. 5.4, it is instructive to see how the iterative RG improvement
works for a specific choice of K . Motivated by the form of the improved Ricci
and Kretschmann scalars [133], where one can see that the quantity G0ρ acts as an
effective IR cutoff, [133] set k2 ≡ K[ρ] = G0ρ. The resulting fixed-point equation is
the following first-order differential equation,

G∞(r) =
4πr2G0G∞(r)

4πr2G∞(r) + g−1
∗ G2

0mG′∞(r)
, (91)

which can be solved exactly and leads to a regular spacetime metric that was put
forth two decades earlier by Dymnikova [134] (see Fig. 9). Interestingly, in the
classical limit (that can be obtained by pushing the RG fixed point to infinity, g∗ →
∞) one recovers the Schwarzschild metric, whereas the case of asymptotic freedom
g∗ → 0 would require the effective Newton coupling to be everywhere zero.

5.3 Coordinate dependence and invariant RG improvement

The RG improvement at the level of the solutions implements the replacement
G0 → Gk and the subsequent identification k 7→ k(x) in the metric coefficients.
As argued in [135], a key question is whether this procedure is coordinate indepen-
dent, i.e., whether the physical properties of the resulting RG-improved spacetime
(for instance, its curvature invariants) depend on the initial choice of coordinates.

While the RG improvement at the level of the action ought to be coordinate
independent due to the Lagrangian being a scalar density, a metric gµν transforms as
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a (0, 2)-tensor under coordinate transformations, implying that the RG improvement
at the level of the metric is generally coordinate dependent [135]. In the following
we review a possible solution to the problem of coordinate dependence—otherwise
dubbed “invariant RG improvement” [135].

To tackle the question of coordinate dependence, [135] exploits the characteriza-
tion of spacetimes of the Petrov and Segre types [136] via a complete set of curvature
invariants named Zakhary-McIntosh (ZM) invariants [137–139]. As these quanti-
ties transform as scalars under diffeomorphisms, they can be used to explicitly show
that the RG improvement at the level of the metric is coordinate dependent. While
we will not go through the details of the proof, which can be found in [135], the in-
tuitive cause of such a coordinate dependence is simply the replacement of a scalar
quantity (G0 → G[k(r)]) in an object (the metric coefficients) that does not transform
as a scalar under a diffeomorphism transformation. This intuitive understanding also
points to a solution to the problem of coordinate dependence: implementing the RG
improvement at the level of the curvature invariants. Specifically, the invariant RG
improvement devised in [135] consists in performing the replacement G0 → Gk in
(one of) the functionally independent ZM invariants.

In order to make this method more concrete, let us focus on the case of spherically-
symmetric black holes and highlight the practical differences between the metric
and invariant RG improvements. The metric is in this case diagonal and, assuming
grr = g−1

tt , it is given by Eq. (5). A Schwarzschild black hole is characterized by the
classical lapse function

fcl(r) = 1 −
2mG0

r
, (92)

and by only one independent ZM invariantK cl
1

48

3

=

K cl
3

96

2

=

(G0M
r3

)6

, K cl
i,1,3 = 0 . (93)

At this point the standard RG improvement at the level of the metric follows the rule

fcl(r) −→
Metric RG impr.

fqu = 1 −
2mG[k(r)]

r
, (94)

for some choice of k = k(r), while the invariant RG improvement is defined by

K cl
1 (r) −→

Invariant RG impr.
K

qu
1 = 48

(
mG[k(r)]

r3

)2

. (95)

Within this scheme, the new, RG-improved lapse function is defined by the differ-
ential equation

K1 =
(r2 f ′′qu − 2r f ′qu + 2 fqu − 2)2

3r4 ≡ K
qu
1 . (96)

The result at this point depends on the cutoff function k(r). Identifying for instance
k4 ∼ K1 ≡ K yields the effective RG-improved metric (see Fig. 10)



Black Holes in Asymptotically Safe Gravity 37

0 2 4 6 8 10

-2

-1

0

1

Fig. 10 Comparison of the classical lapse function (dashed yellow line) with the one in Eq. (97)
(solid green line), which was first computed in [135] via the invariant RG improvement. The figure
refers to the case of a black hole of Planckian mass, m = mPl, and we set g∗ = 1. The critical value
to merge and remove the horizons is in this case sub-Planckian, mc < mPl.

fqu(r) = 1 −
2rℓ

g−1
∗ l2Pl

[
√

3π + 2
√

3 arctan
(

1 − 2r/ℓ
√

3

)
+ log

(
ℓ2 − rℓ + r2

)
− 2 log(ℓ + r)

]
+

4r2

g−1
∗ l2Pl

[
log

(
ℓ3 + r3

)
− 3 log(r)

]
,

(97)

with ℓ = 3
√

g−1
∗ l4Plm. An asymptotic expansion of this lapse function shows that this

metric reproduces the Schwarzschild spacetime for r → ∞, together with additional
corrections. In the opposite limit, r → 0, where deviations due to quantum gravity
are stronger, the lapse function depends linearly on the radial coordinate. Quantum
gravity effects thus make the singularity weaker, but do not resolve it. A possible
reason, as argued in [135], is that the invariant RG improvement ought to be com-
bined with the iterative procedure described in the previous section; this combina-
tion would allow to determine an effective self-consistent metric via a coordinate-
independent procedure. On top of this, a clear recipe to fix the functional relation
k(x) uniquely would make the RG improvement procedure overall more consistent
and rigorous. The latter issue will be the focus of the next subsection.

5.4 Effective solutions from the decoupling mechanism

This subsection focuses on the findings in [42], which for the first time exploited
the decoupling mechanism (cf. Sect. 3) to uniquely determine the functional rela-
tion k(x) grounded on RG considerations. The resulting framework was then ap-
plied, in combination with the iterative RG improvement (cf. Sect. 5.2) to investi-
gate the dynamics of self-consistent quantum-corrected black holes from formation
to evaporation, within the same VKP collapse model used in Sect. 4.4.
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The first step to exploit the decoupling mechanism [41] is to find a well-defined
mathematical expression for the decoupling condition. Its determination, as briefly
discussed in Sect. 3, could yield a short-cut from a truncated version of the EAA Γk

to the effective action Γ0 (or its solutions, to some extent), typically within a larger
truncation than the original one. Inasmuch as the decoupling occurs when physical
IR scales in the effective action (if any) overcome the artificial regulator Rk ∼ k2, the
decoupling condition can be mathematically characterized at the level of the inverse
propagator. The latter has the following schematic structure

Γ(2)
k + Rk = c (p2 + Ak[Φ] + R̃k) , (98)

where c is a constant, Φ is the set of fields considered, and Ak[Φ] ≡ Γ(2)
k /c − p2 and

Rk ≡ c R̃k. The decoupling condition thus reads [42]

R̃kdec ≈ Akdec [Φ] , (99)

and provides an implicit way to uniquely identify k as the decoupling scale kdec. No-
tably, even in the presence of multiple physical IR scales (e.g., masses, curvature in-
variants, and matter energy density), the decoupling scale is given by a precise com-
bination of all of them. This is not surprising, as the dynamics of a system typically
depends on all its components; similarly, all physical scales should contribute—if
perhaps with different weights—to the determination of the sought-after decoupling
scale.

It is pedagogical to see explicitly how this works in massless scalar QED [140].
For this case, Γ(2)

k ≈ p2+λkϕ
2+ R̃k + . . . , with λk ≈ log k being the coupling in front

of the ϕ4 interaction term. Choosing a mass-type regulator, R̃k ∼ k2, the decoupling
condition yields—to leading-order—the Coleman-Weinberg potential ϕ4 log ϕ.

Let us now turn on gravity and exploit the decoupling mechanism to study the
quantum-corrected gravitational collapse in a VKP model. Within the Einstein-
Hilbert truncation the EAA reads

Γk =

∫
dd x
√

g
(

1
16πGk

(2Λk − R) +Lm

)
, (100)

where Gk and Λk are the RG-scale dependent Newton coupling and cosmological
constant, d is the number of spacetime dimensions, and Lm is the Lagrangian of a
pressureless perfect fluid (radiation) [141],

Lm = µ(r, v) , (101)

as required by the VKP model. Complementing the gravitational EAA with a har-
monic gauge fixing and the standard Faddeev-Popov ghost action, setting d = 4, and
restricting to a mass-type regulator, the decoupling condition reads

k2
dec ≡ Gkdecµ +

2
3

R , (102)
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where Gkdec is given by Eq. (9), as usual, with k ≡ kdec. One can straightforwardly
see that replacing this condition in the EAA introduces higher-derivative operators
in the effective action, as expected. We note at this point that R can always be written
in terms of the gravity-induced energy density and pressure (61); in turn µ, ρ and p
depend on the effective Newton coupling G(r, v) and its partial derivatives. There-
fore, one can straightforwardly apply the differential equation defining the fixed
point of the iterative RG improvement—Eq. (90)—with the cutoff identification K
dictated by the decoupling condition (102). The differential equation determining
the self-consistent effective Newton coupling is [42]

G∞ =
G0

1 + g−1
∗ G0G∞

(
µ∞ +

2
3 16π(ρ∞ − p∞)

) , (103)

where µ∞, ρ∞ and p∞ are given by

µ∞ =
ṁ(v)

4πG∞r2 +
m(v)Ġ∞
4πG∞r2 , ρ∞ =

m(v) G′∞
4πG∞r2 , p∞ = −

m(v) G′′∞
8πG∞r

, (104)

and, as usual, primes and dots denote spatial and advanced time derivatives, respec-
tively. Solutions to this differential equation for a given collapse model, specified
by the mass function m(v), correspond to quantum-corrected dynamical spacetimes
with lapse function

fqu(r, v) ≡ f∞(r, v) = 1 −
2 m(v) G∞(r, v)

r
, (105)

describing the spacetime dynamics from formation to evaporation. In particular, [42]
studied in detail solutions to the defining differential equation (103) for a VKP
model, both analytically, in different limiting regimes, and numerically. The full
numerical solution is displayed in Fig. 11. and is derived by imposing that the ob-
served Newton coupling is recovered at early times (before the collapse starts, for
any r) and at large distances, G∞(r, v0) = G∞(rmax, v) = G0. The remaining bound-
ary condition is set by determining the asymptotic behavior of the solution analyti-
cally, [42]. By construction, the effective Newton coupling reproduces the observed
value of Newton constant at early times and at large distances. During the collapse
the effective Newton coupling decays as ∼ v−1. At the end of the collapse the effec-
tive Newton coupling converges to a function that connects smoothly the IR regime
(large radii), where G∞(r)→ G0, and the UV fixed-point scaling (r → 0), where the
effective Newton coupling vanishes. While all these features were expected from
previous studies, quantum-corrected black holes stemming from the decoupling
mechanism feature an additional striking feature reminiscent of higher-derivative
operators with specific non-local (exponential) form factors [142]: damped oscilla-
tions along the radial direction. The presence of non-trivial form factors is crucial
to explain the oscillations. Indeed, black holes in quadratic gravity lead to free os-
cillations provided that a specific sign for the Weyl square term C2 in the action
is used [143–145], while the damping can be obtained from the presence of expo-
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Fig. 11 Numerical solution to the partial differential equation (103) self-consistently defining the
effective Newton coupling associated with a dynamical quantum-corrected spacetime stemming
from the decoupling mechanism [42]. In order to solve Eq. (103), [42] used the boundary and
initial conditions G∞(r, v0) = G∞(rmax, v) = G0. A final boundary condition is imposed by re-
quiring the solution to match the solution close to the would-be singularity, as this can be studied
analytically [42]. By construction, the effective Newton coupling reproduces the observed value of
Newton constant at early times and at large distances. For v > 0 and during the entire duration of
the collapse, the advanced time dependence of the effective Newton coupling is ∼ v−1. Once the
infusion of radiation from the nearby massive star is over, the collapse ends and the spacetime is
described by an effective Newton coupling which is monotonic with respect to the radial coordi-
nate and smoothly connects the limiting values G0, in the IR, and 0, in the UV. In addition, this
dynamical black hole spacetime is characterized by damped oscillations along the radial direction,
reminiscent of higher-derivative operators with specific non-local form factors [142].

nential form factors [142]. This is in line with the expectation that the decoupling
mechanism ought to grant access to higher-derivative operators that were not ini-
tially considered in the original truncation for the EAA—the Einstein-Hilbert one
in the case of [42].

One may speculate that exponential form factors would lead to exponential lapse
functions; this expectation can be partially verified by studying the static limit of the
dynamical solution, corresponding to the static configuration m(v)→ m at the end of
the collapse. This can be done analytically, within three complementary approxima-
tions: the short-distance regime close to the classical singularity, the large-distance
limit, and an interpolation between the two that neglects the damped oscillations.
The first limiting regime is reached by approximating Gk ∼ g∗k−2 in the derivation
of Eq. (103). This is tantamount to neglecting the 1 in the denominator of Eq. (103).
The resulting equation

G0g−1
∗ m

(
4rG′′∞ + 8G′∞

)
G∞ − 3G0r2 = 0 , (106)
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can be solved by parameterizing G∞(r) ∼ C rn close to r = 0. With this strategy one
finds the leading-order behavior of G(r) close to the classical singularity,

G∞(r) =
1√

5g−1
∗ m

r3/2 . (107)

This scaling (dotted line in the right panel of Fig. 12) is sufficient to make G∞(r)
vanish in the UV, but the decay with the radial coordinate r is not fast enough to
resolve the singularity (cf. Sect. 4.2). This is nonetheless expected from general
considerations from the gravitational collapse (cf. Sect. 4.4). Next one could con-
sider the opposite limit, r → ∞, where the differential equation (103) reduces to(

G0g−1
∗ m

(
4rG′′∞ + 8G′∞

)
+ 3r2

)
G∞ − 3G0r2 = 0 . (108)

In order to solve this equation one can make the ansatz [42]

G∞(r) = G0

(
1 −

F(r)
r

)
, (109)

with |F(r)/r| ≪ 1 asymptotically, and |F(r)/r| → 0 as r → ∞. Inserting the
ansatz (109) into the differential equation (108) and solving with respect to the func-
tion F(r) yields the solution

F(r) = Re
[
c1Ai(a(m, g∗)r) + c2Bi(a(m, g∗)r)

]
, (110)

where a(m, g∗) = 2−2/331/3(−G2
0mg−1

∗ )−1/3 and ci ∝ 1/m on dimensional grounds.
The corresponding effective Newton coupling is displayed in Fig. 12. Finally, ne-
glecting the damped oscillations, one can determine an interpolating function be-
tween the power-law scaling (107) at small radii and the Newton constant at large
distances. This function reads

G∞(r) = G0

1 − e
− r3/2
√

5g−1
∗ 2mG0/2 lPl

 , (111)

and is displayed in right panel of Fig. 12, together with the other two approximate
expressions of G∞(r) derived above [42]. The interpolating function is an expo-
nential, which is expected from the self-consistent implementation of the RG im-
provement (cf. Sect. 5.2) and from the tentative relation with the exponential non-
local form factors potentially responsible for the damped oscillations of the lapse
function. The exponential nature of the lapse function is also highly desirable since
polynomial asymptotic scalings are not always compatible with the principle of least
action [146]. We shall come back to this topic Sect. 6.4.
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Fig. 12 Static limit of the dynamical effective Newton coupling at the end of the collapse. The
figure on the left depicts the static solution at large distances, for different values of the black hole
mass (corresponding to differently-colored lines). It highlights that oscillations are present also in
the static limit, with an amplitude that depends on the black hole mass. The figure on the right
refers to Planckian black holes only, and compares three approximations: the ∼ r3/2 scaling close
to the singularity (dotted line, Eq. (107)), the large-distance solution described by Airy functions
(solid line, Eq. (110)), and the interpolating function which connects these two regimes but neglects
oscillations (dashed line, Eq. (111)). The blue region denotes the transition zone between the small
and large radii limit: in this region the two limiting solutions (dotted and solid lines) cannot be
trusted [42].

6 Towards black holes from first principles

In this section we will summarize four independent investigations constraining as-
pects of quantum black holes, within and beyond asymptotic safety, hinging on first-
principle calculations or considerations involving the FRG, the path integral, or the
effective action. We shall present the corresponding findings in four subsections,
following a chronological order.

6.1 State counting and entanglement entropy in asymptotic safety

In this subsection we review key findings on the topic of black hole entropy in
asymptotically safe gravity. See also [55, 58, 59] for complementary works on the
wider subject of black hole thermodynamics in asymptotic safety.

Microstate counting [74, 147, 148]

The scope of [74, 147, 148] was to provide an explanation for the area-scaling of
the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy in terms of microscopic gravitational degrees of
freedom. Becker and Reuter did so for Schwarzschild black holes in [147, 148] by
proposing a state-counting formula based on the EAA Γk. Their calculation was
subsequently applied to other types of black holes in [74].
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The derivation is based on a (Euclidean) path-integral, on-shell representation of
the EAA,

Zk ≡ e−Γk[0,ḡsf
k ] =

∫
DΦ̂e−S̃ [Φ̂,ḡsf

k ]e−∆kS [Φ̂] (112)

where the integration is restricted to fluctuations Φ̂ whose average is zero, ⟨Φ̂⟩ = 0.
Moreover, S̃ stands for the sum of the bare, gauge fixing, and ghost actions,
∆kS [Φ̂] ∼

∫
dd x
√
−ḡ Φ̂RkΦ̂ is the regulator which also appears in Eq. (1). More-

over, ḡsf
k is a so-called “self-consistent background”, i.e., a solution to the scale-

dependent field equations defined by Γk,

δΓk[h; ḡ]
δhµν

∣∣∣∣∣∣
h=0,ḡ=ḡsc

k

= 0 , (113)

that is also used as expansion point in the background field method, g = ḡsc
k + h.

The analysis can then be made concrete by specifying the bare action and by
picking one of its specific solutions as a background field. Focusing on the case of
the Einstein-Hilbert truncation with vanishing cosmological constant, solutions are
Ricci flat spacetimes, and (Euclidean) Schwarzschild black holes constitute a prime
example. Accordingly, [74, 147, 148] fixed the self-consistent background to be a
Euclidean Schwarzschild solution, with r ∈ [rs,∞) and t ∈ [0, β = 4πrs ≡ T−1].

As the Euclidean Schwarzschild solution is Ricci flat, the bulk action vanishes on
shell, and the only contribution to the partition function comes from the boundary
terms, so that the entropy of modes with p2 > k2 is given by

S = − lnZk = −
1

8πG∂
k

∫
∂M

d3x
√

H̄
(
K̄ − K̄0

)
+ · · · =

βrs

4G∂
k

+ . . . (114)

where K̄ is the extrinsic curvature on the induced spatial background H̄, and G∂
k is

the boundary Newton coupling—defined as the Newton coupling appearing in front
of the boundary terms. In the limit where all fluctuating modes are integrated out,
k → 0, and provided that one can find a suitable trajectory with G∂

k → G0, the above
expression yields the standard form for Bekenstein-Hawking area law.

Finiteness of entanglement entropy [149]

In [149] the authors focused on another aspect of entanglement entropies, namely,
their infamous UV quadratic divergences.

Let us consider a quantum system with Hilbert space given by the direct product
of two Hilbert spaces, H = HA ⊗ HB. If the system is in the pure state |ψ⟩, its
total density matrix is ρ = |ψ⟩⟨ψ| while the reduced one for the subsystem A is
obtained by tracing overHB. The entaglement entropy between the two subsystems
then equals the von Neumann entropy
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S = −Tr[ρA log ρA] ≡ − lim
n→1

∂

∂n
Tr[ρn

A] . (115)

Concretely, its evaluation makes use of the replica trick, which boils down to a rela-
tion between the entanglement entropy and certain partition functions. To illustrate
how this works, let us consider a free quantum field on a Minkowski spacetime, and
let us introduce a spatial surface Σ at xµ = 0, such that at t = 0 the field’s degrees of
freedom are located either at x < 0 (subsystem A) or at x > 0 (subsystem B). Then,
the entanglement entropy between the two is given by

S =

[
1 + 2π

d
dδ

]
log Zδ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
δ=0
∝ AΣ[ḡ]Λ2

UV , (116)

where Zδ is the partition function of the quantum field on a conical spacetime with
deficit angle δ, AΣ[ḡ] is the proper area of the surface Σ with respect to the back-
ground metric ḡ, and ΛUV is a UV momentum cutoff which is to be removed. It
is thus clear that the entanglement entropy diverges quadratically as ΛUV → ∞.
The question tackled in [149] is whether these divergences are removed by switch-
ing quantum gravity fluctuations on, as in this case the rigid background would be
replaced by a dynamical, curved, fluctuating spacetime.

According to [149], the key to understand quantum-gravity-induced modifica-
tions to Eq. (116) is the observation that in a quantum-gravitational setting ḡ is
replaced by a self-consistent, scale-dependent background, cf. Eq. (113). Here in
particular the cosmological constant plays a crucial role. Focusing on the case of
the Einstein-Hilbert truncation, Eq. (113) yields

Rµ
ν

(
ḡsc

k

)
−

1
2
δ
µ
νR

(
ḡsc

k

)
+ Λkδ

µ
ν = 0 . (117)

Solutions to this equation are such that Λkḡsc
k = const and thus, in particular,

(
ḡsc

k

)
αβ
=
Λµ

Λk

(
ḡsc
µ

)
αβ
=
µ2λµ

k2λk

(
ḡsc
µ

)
αβ
. (118)

where µ is an arbitrary scale. The quadratic dependence on the momenta k and µ
can at this point be exploited to redefine the metric in terms of its dimensionless
counterpart, that we shall call ˜̄g,(

˜̄gsc
k

)
αβ
=
λµ

λk

(
˜̄gsc
µ

)
αβ
. (119)

Thanks to the asymptotic safety condition, for which λk approaches the constant
value λ∗ asymptotically, the above equation is well defined in the limit k → ∞. To-
gether with the observation that the proper area function is linear, AΣ[cḡ] = cAΣ[ḡ],
one finds that in asymptotic safety the limit [149]

S ∝ lim
ΛUV→∞

AΣ[ḡsc
ΛUV

]Λ2
UV = AΣ[ ˜̄gsc

∗ ] , (120)
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i.e., the entanglement entropy is finite. Moreover, by means of Eq. (119), the above
expression can be re-written as

S ∝
Λµ

λ∗
AΣ[ ˜̄gsc

µ ] , (121)

Keeping in mind that the total entanglement entropy ought to be independent of the
normalization scale µ, one may fix it arbitrarily. Specifically, setting µ = mPl =

G−1/2
0 one finds an expression that is close to the Bekenstein-Hawking formula and

resembles the result (114) discussed above and first found in [147].

6.2 Towards a dressed Newtonian potential within asymptotic safety

The metric of Schwarzschild or structurally similar modified black holes can be
written in terms of a lapse function

f (r) = 1 − 2Φ(r) , (122)

where Φ(r) is sometimes dubbed “Newtonian potential”. It is important to remark
that this a slight abuse of notation, since the identification of Φ(r) with the classical
Newtonian potential—defined as the potential exerted by a massive point source
on a test particle (hence, non-interacting and non-massive, so as not to impact the
spacetime)—only holds asymptotically, in the weak field regime.

In a quantum gravity context this pseudo-Newtonian potential ought to be deter-
mined by solving the quantum field equations (4). In turn, this would require the
computation of a sufficiently accurate approximation to the effective action. While
such an expression has not been computed yet, one may get an intuition on the form
of the Newtonian potential by calculating the graviton-mediated 2 → 2 scattering
amplitude of two scalar fields minimally coupled to gravity, in the static limit. At
one loop, this reproduces the well-known result by Donoghue on the leading-order
corrections to the Newtonian potential [61]. First steps towards the extension of
Donoghue’s calculation beyond one-loop7 and within asymptotic safety have been
taken in [34]. The scope of this subsection is to summarize the work of [34] and its
conclusions.

Prior to starting, it is important to remark that the identification of the Newtonian
potential with the one stemming from a graviton-mediated 2→ 2 scattering between
matter or gauge fields, which we shall denote by V(r), might not hold in general. On
the formal side, indeed, the first is the potential exerted by a massive static source on
a test particle, while the second is the potential between two massive and interacting
fields. On the practical side, there exists already a clear counterexample where this
identification does not work [151]: when introducing a cosmological constant, the

7 It is worth mentioning that the one-loop results in [61] have not been reproduced yet via full-
fledged FRG computations. See however [150] for first steps in this direction.
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Newtonian potential is a simple asymptotically de Sitter spacetime, whereas the
potential from a 2 → 2 scattering amplitude is characterized by a de Sitter horizon
and vanishes beyond it. Given the argument as well as the counterexample in [151],
it is unlikely that the two potentials will coincide in a full-fledged quantum gravity
computation. Yet, determining V(r) is important on several levels, including the
comparison with the EFT results [61], and could provide some hints on singularity
resolution in asymptotic safety [34].

The work in [34] considers the effective gravitational scattering of two scalar
fields minimally coupled to gravity. The calculation is performed in the static ap-
proximation, where both scalar fields are infinitely massive, mi → ∞. In this limit
the potential between the two scalar masses reads [34, 61]

V(r) = −
1

2m1

1
2m2

∫
d3q

(2π)3 eiq·rM(q2) , (123)

where M is the scattering amplitude of two scalars into two scalars, mediated by
one graviton line,

M(q2) = 16πG0m2
1m2

2 G(q2) , (124)

with G(q2) being the scalar part of the (dressed) graviton propagator in the non-
relativistic limit q → (0,q). For small momenta, one may neglect higher-derivative
operators in the effective action, and the scaling of the propagator reduces to the
Einstein-Hilbert one, G ∝ 1/q2. Correspondingly, on large distance scales the
leading-order scaling of the exact potential Vqu(r) is well approximated by its classi-
cal counterpart, Vcl(r) ∝ 1/r; in this subsection we explain the steps taken in [34] to
derive a quantum version of Vcl within asymptotic safety. The technical difficulties
involved in the computation of Vqu require however a number of approximations, on
top of the static limit, that we detail in the following.

Vqu is determined by the full momentum dependence of the dressed propagator.
In turn, this is encoded in the form factors gR(□) and gC(□) in the effective action (3).
Focusing on the contribution from the transverse-traceless (TT) spin-2 mode, the
scalar part of the dressed TT propagator reads

GTT (q2) = q−2
(
1 + 2 q2gC(q2)

)−1
. (125)

In particular, the function gC(q2) is to be computed from first principles, e.g., either
by solving the path integral or by determining the IR limit, k → 0, of its flowing
counterpart gC,k(q2). The latter strategy involves inserting the ansatz (2) in the FRG
equations (1), deriving the beta functions for all couplings in it, finding a suitable
solution (i.e., an RG trajectory) departing from a UV fixed point and reaching an IR
limit compatible with general relativity, and determining the limit limk→0 gC,k(q2).
Every single step in this procedure is technically highly involved.

In order to make a first evaluation of Vqu(r) in asymptotic safety possible, [34]
considered terms in the EAA (2) up to quadratic order in a curvature expansion,
neglected the form factor gR(□), exploited an expansion around flat space, and on
the right-hand side of the flow equation (1) considered the fluctuations of the con-
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Fig. 13 Dimensionless UV form factor w∗(q2) (left panel) and the corresponding dimensionful TT
potential VTT

∗ (r) in coordinate space (right panel). Both are depicted with a solid purple line. The
first, is obtained numerically. The analytical approximation of w∗(q2) in Eq. (127) is also shown
for w∞ in the left panel (dashed, violet line). The second one is obtained by using Eq. (123) and
the TT propagator (127) with w∞ = 0.1. The classical TT potential VTT

cl (r) is shown as well for
comparison (dashed, magenta line). For w∞ > 0, the fixed-point potential VTT

∗ (r) is finite at r = 0,
while the classical one diverges in the same limit, resembling the behavior of Φ(r) for classical
black holes. Both figures have been obtained by using the numerical data in [34].

formal mode only. Under these approximations, the projection of the exact FRG
equation (1) on the subspace of theories spanned by {Λk,Gk, gC,k(q2)} yields the beta
functions for the corresponding dimensionless couplings {λk, gk} and dimensionless
form factor wk(q2) = k−2gC,k(q2) [34]. Their non-trivial fixed points are determined
by the condition

k∂kgk = k∂kλk = k∂kwk(q2) = 0 . (126)

that is a system of coupled differential and integro-differential equations which can
be solved numerically. The Einstein-Hilbert sector spanned by the dimensionless
couplings {λk, gk} turns out to be independent of the last equation and can thereby be
solved independently. It admits a non-trivial fixed point at {λ∗ = 0.285, g∗ = 0.374}
which can act as a UV attractor. Replacing these values in the integro-differential
equation for wk(q2) one can finally determine the fixed-function w∗(q2) numerically.
Fig. 13 shows both the numerical solution (solid, purple line) and its analytic ap-
proximation (dashed, pink line),

wfit
∗

(
q2

)
≈ w∞ +

κ ρ

ρ + κ q2 , (127)

where ρ ≈ 0.0149, κ ≈ 0.00817, and w∞ is a free parameter. Its structure indicates
the presence of non-localities in the bare action—a feature that may allow to explain
the area law of black holes within a quantum field theoretic setup [152].

Assuming that neither the fluctuations beyond the conformal part nor the flow
from the UV fixed point to the physical limit k → 0 substantially modify the form
of the fixed-point propagator, one may approximate G(q2) with the scalar part of the
TT graviton propagator at the UV fixed point, and correspondingly

Vqu(r) ≈ VTT
∗ (r) . (128)
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This potential can be computed numerically by combining Eq. (123) with the TT
propagator (127) (cf. Fig. 13), and is to be confronted with the corresponding TT
part of the potential in general relativity,

Vcl(r) = −
4
3

1
r
. (129)

At variance of the case of general relativity, and under all approximations detailed
above, quantum gravity effects in asymptotic safety make the scattering potential
of two scalars finite at r = 0: if a similar mechanism applies to black hole and
cosmological solutions, it would imply that spacetime singularities are weakened in
asymptotic safety.

6.3 Constraints from the gravitational path integral: bare actions
and dynamical singularity-resolution mechanism

In this subsection we summarize the findings in [153], where the authors—inspired
by the arguments of [154] in a cosmological context—discuss a “dynamical” black
hole singularity-resolution mechanism based on the suppression of singular space-
time configurations in the gravitational path integral, and its role in constraining the
form of the bare action S bare.

The solutions gsol
µν to the quantum field equations (4) are equivalently defined as

expectation values according to

gsol
µν ≡

∫
Dg gµνeiS bare[g] , (130)

with different solutions corresponding to different initial conditions in the gravita-
tional path integral. Every spacetime configuration gµν comes with a “Lorentzian
weight” eiS bare[g]. In turn, the latter corresponds to a statistical weight e−S bare[g] in the
Euclidean version of the gravitational path integral,

ZE ≡

∫
DgE e−S bare[gE ] . (131)

A given solution gsol
µν can be seen as a superposition of spacetime configurations. In

particular, the configurations contributing the most are those making the bare action
small. By contrast, spacetimes for which the bare action is divergent are suppressed
in the Euclidean gravitational path integral; at the Lorentzian level, this suppression
translates in a fast-oscillating weighting factor producing destructive interference.
This simple consideration can be exploited to investigate the singularity resolution
mechanism in quantum gravity [153, 154]: in order to produce regular solutions gsol

µν ,
one needs all singular configurations in the path integral to be suppressed. As a con-
sequence, a theory of quantum gravity can allow for singularity resolution if its bare
action diverges when evaluated on singular spacetimes. Based on these arguments,
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the authors of [153] focused on black hole configurations and investigated what
minimal conditions on the bare action S bare are such that this dynamical black hole
singularity resolution is possible.

Given a spacetime gsing
µν characterized by a curvature singularity, the divergence

of the corresponding bare action S bare[gsing] depends on the curvature invariants ap-
pearing in it, as some of them could remain finite despite the singularities of gsing.
For instance, the Ricci scalar R vanishes for Schwarzschild spacetimes and there-
fore the Einstein-Hilbert action and its f (R)-like extensions do not diverge on a
large class of singular spacetimes. This simple consideration implies that higher-
derivative terms beyond f (R)-like models are required to allow for singularity res-
olution. In particular, since invariants built on the Ricci tensor Rµν also vanish for
Ricci-flat spacetimes, singularity resolution would require at least some terms built
from the Riemann tensor, e.g., RµνσρRµνσρ. A bare action based on Stelle gravity,

S bare[g] =
∫

d4x
√
−g

(
2Λ − R
16πG

+ a R2 + b RµνσρRµνσρ

)
, (132)

is therefore the minimal extension beyond Einstein-Hilbert that can in principle al-
low for singularity resolution [153] (and, in a cosmological context, to allow for a
suppression of inhomogeneous and anisotropic configurations, over those satisfying
the cosmological principle [154]) grounded on the dynamical singularity-resolution
mechanism described above.

6.4 Quantum gravity constraints from the principle of least action

Lacking a direct derivation from quantum gravity, several spacetime models have
been proposed that replace classical singular black holes while reproducing their
Schwarzschild exteriors at large distances. These models include, for instance, reg-
ular black holes [49, 88, 134, 155], black holes with integrable singularities [156],
wormholes [157–159], and a variety of compact objects [160–165].

As argued in [146], a basic requirement for these ad hoc models to be physi-
cal, i.e., to have a fundamental explanation in terms a complete theory of quantum
gravity and matter, is that the corresponding metric gµν ought to be a solution to
effective field equations (4) stemming from an effective action Γ0. In particular, one
could ask the following question: given a spacetime described by a metric ḡµν, is
there an effective action Γ0 such that

δΓ0[g]
δgµν

∣∣∣∣∣∣
g=ḡ
= 0 ? (133)

In general, this task is extremely involved. Yet, substantial progress can already be
made by focusing on the asymptotic region r → ∞ and by exploiting a relatively



50 Alessia Platania

general parametrization of the corrections to the Schwarzschild scaling [146]. This
strategy also comes with several advantages:

• The constraints resulting from the asymptotic analysis ought to apply to any
theory of quantum gravity, since asymptotically all of them have to recover an
EFT/QFT description where the principle of least action plays a crucial role.

• It allows to constrain a number of different proposed models.

In an attempt to answering the aforementioned question, the authors of [146] derived
strong constraints on the asymptotic scaling of modified black holes beyond general
relativity by enforcing the validity of the principle of least action. The scope of this
subsection is to summarize their work and the resulting constraints.

Following [146], we shall focus on the asymptotic scaling of static, spherically-
symmetric spacetimes,

ḡµν = diag
(
− ftt(r),

1
frr(r)

, r2, r2 sin θ
)
, (134)

and we shall further assume the metric coefficients to admit an asymptotic expansion
of the form

ftt(r) ∼ 1 −
2GNm

r
+

ct

rnt
, frr(r) ∼ 1 −

2GNm
r
+

cr

rnr
, (135)

where nr, nt > 1, such that cir−ni are sub-leading, asymptotic corrections to the
pure Schwarzschild scaling. This condition applies to the most commonly stud-
ied alternatives to Schwarzschild black holes, e.g., [49, 88, 155, 166], as they are
build on ratios of polynomials. Specifically, the asymptotic scaling of the Bardeen,
Bonanno-Reuter, and Hayward metric coefficients matches the one in Eq. (135),
with nr = nt = 4 and specific values of cr and ct. By contrast, the asymptotic expan-
sion (135) does not apply to black holes whose lapse functions contain exponentials
of the radial coordinate, e.g., as in [134], or similar non-algebraic functions. The
constraints derived in [146] thus only apply to the former class of models. Note in
particular that since the analysis in [146] is grounded on asymptotic considerations,
it applies to any modification to the Schwartschild metric, including singular black
holes, and all sorts of black hole mimickers, including horizonless objects.

At this point, in order to establish whether the metric (134), for some values of ci

and ni, can come from a principle of least action, one can take the following steps:

1. Parametrize the effective action Γ0, e.g., using a curvature expansion,

Γ0 =
1

16πGN

∫
d4x
√
−g

[
− R −

1
6

R fR(□)R + Rµ
ν fRic(□)Rν

µ + O(R3)
]
, (136)

and truncate to a certain order. Here □ = −gµνDµDν is the d’Alembert operator
built from a metric g, R stands for a generic curvature invariant, and fi(□) are
form factors, similarly to those we introduced in Eq. (3), that encode the physical
momentum dependence of the gravitational couplings [24, 25, 31–35]. Determin-
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ing them from first principles ought to be a task of every approach to quantum
gravity.

2. Derive the corresponding field equations (4) and evaluate them on the ansatz (134)
with metric coefficients (135). The resulting equations will dependent on (ci, ni)
as well as on the couplings gi in Γ0. Structurally, each equation will take the form∑

j> j̄

a j(gi, ci, ni)r− j = 0 , (137)

where a j(gi, ci, ni) are functions of the couplings gi and the parameters (ci, ni),
while j̄ ≥ 0 is an integer whose specific value depends on the form of Γ0.

3. Establish if there exists (gi, ci, ni) such that the equations are identically fulfilled
to leading order in the above asymptotic expansion, a j̄(gi, ci, ni) = 0. Note that
this constitutes only a necessary condition for ḡµν to be a solution. Next-to-
leading order terms ought to be considered in the ansatz (135) (by construc-
tion these terms will not contribute to the leading-order coefficient a j̄) and in
Eq. (137). It turns out that the leading-order condition a j̄(gi, ci, ni) = 0 will suf-
fice to put strong constraints on either (ci, ni) or Γ0.

The first question to ask is whether the modified metric (134) considered in [146]
can be a solution to field equations stemming from a local effective action Γ0. We
shall thus first consider a local version of (136) by expanding the form factors fi(□)
in a derivative expansion involving only positive power of the d’Alembertian oper-
ator. The resulting effective action thus reads

Γloc
0 = ΓGR + ΓR2 + ΓR3 + . . . , (138)

with

ΓGR = −
1

16πGN

∫
d4x
√
−g R , (139a)

ΓR2 =
1

16πGN

∫
d4x
√
−g

[
−

a
6

R2 + b Rµ
νRν

µ

]
, (139b)

ΓR3 =
1

16πGN

∫
d4x
√
−g

[
kRC2 R CµνρσCµνρσ + kC3 C ρσ

µν C τω
ρσ C µν

τω

]
. (139c)

The condition for the modified metric (134) to be a solution to the field equations
associated with the local effective action (138) is

δΓloc
0 [g]
δgµν

∣∣∣∣∣∣
g=ḡ
=

(
δΓGR[g]
δgµν

+
δΓR2 [g]
δgµν

+
δΓR3 [g]
δgµν

+ · · · +
δΓRN [g]
δgµν

) ∣∣∣∣∣∣
g=ḡ
= 0 , (140)

in an asymptotic expansion for large radii. In particular, the scaling of one of the
higher-derivative terms with r ought to cancel general relativity contribution. Due
to the symmetries of (134), the only two independent components of these field
equations can be obtained by deriving every term in Γ0 with respect to the metric
components grr and gtt. One can thus compute the individual asymptotic contribu-
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tions of each term in Eq. (140). Setting n = nt = nr for shortness, they read{
δΓGR

δgtt
,
δΓGR

δgrr

}∣∣∣∣∣∣
g=ḡ
∼

r−n−2

16πGN
{cr(n − 1), (cr − n ct)} , (141a)

δΓloc
R2

δgtt,rr

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
g=ḡ

∼ att,rr r−n−4 , (141b)

δΓloc
R3

δgtt,rr

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
g=ḡ

∼ btt,rr r−8 , (141c)

. . . (141d)

δΓloc
RN

δgtt,rr

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
g=ḡ

∼ ctt,rr r−2−6k−9l−2m , (141e)

where the last term is associated with operators of the form
[
(∆mR)(C2)k(C3)l

]
or

other operators with different contractions and distributions of covariant derivatives.
As anticipated, the coefficients att,rr, btt,rr, and ctt,rr, which we called a j in Eq. (137),
are functions of (ni, ci) and of the couplings in Γ0. As is evident from these ex-
pressions, if one would truncate the effective action Γ0 to second order, disregard-
ing terms O(R3), then Γ0 would not admit solutions with metric coefficients of the
form (135). Indeed, there exists no value of n such that the contributions (141a)
and (141b) to the field equations can cancel out. Including terms with six or more
derivatives, a cancellation can occur for specific values of n ≥ 6 and n , 7. For in-
stance, including R3 operators yields the contribution (141c) to the field equations,
which can cancel the general-relativity one for n = 6 (and for specific values of the
R3 couplings [146]). To detail the robustness and generality of these results, it is
key to understand the origin of the asymptotic scalings in Eq. (141). To this end we
notice that:

• Due to the nature of the asymptotic expansion of asymptotically-flat spacetimes,
all curvature tensors vanish at the expansion point r → ∞. Asymptotically, every
curvature tensor thus has to scale as r−h with h , 1.

• The more curvature tensors an operator in Γ0 has, the more sub-leading its con-
tribution to the field equations will be.

• Since the asymptotic scaling of the Ricci tensor contains r−n, operators in Γ0
including more than one occurrence of Rµν will not allow to cancel the general-
relativity contribution (141a) to the field equations for any n > 0.

• In order to cancel (141a) for a given n, one needs a leading-order scaling r−h that
is independent of n. Such a scaling can only come from operators built on Weyl
tensors and at most one Ricci tensor or scalar.

Since the first correction to the Schwarzschild scaling for Bardeen, Bonanno-Reuter,
and Hayward black holes is 1/r4, i.e. n = 4, these solutions cannot be obtained
from a principle of least action based on a local effective action. Enforcing these of
other spacetimes with generic 1/rn asymptotic scaling to stem from a principle of
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least action requires the inclusion of infrared non-localities, e.g., terms of the form
R2∆−

n
2−2R, in the effective action Γ0 [146], as these operators contribute to the field

equations with terms ∝ r−n−2 that can cancel the general-relativity scaling (141a)
for any n. Yet, such non-localities would likely lead to observable deviations from
GR (see also [167]). On the other hand, lapse functions displaying an exponen-
tial asymptotic scaling, such as those found in [42, 133, 134] and summarized in
Sect. 5.2 and Sect. 5.4, may avoid this conclusion and be compatible with a princi-
ple of least action.

7 Summary and conclusions

The investigation of black holes in asymptotically safe gravity originated in the ’90s,
with the seminal work by Bonanno and Reuter [48] on RG-improved black holes.
Since then, the big picture of how black holes in an asymptotically safe universe
should look like has evolved. In this book chapter we provided a comprehensive
chronology of this evolution, from the first works on RG-improved black holes and
their generalizations (cf. Sect. 4), to recent refinements of the method which at-
tempt to remove its ambiguities (cf. Sect. 5), and more rigorous and solid findings
grounded on first-principle calculations in gravitational effective field theory and
quantum gravity (cf. Sect. 6).

The RG improvement in gravity was introduced as a tool to account for leading-
order quantum corrections to classical spacetimes and their dynamics. It consists in
promoting the gravitational couplings to RG-scale dependent quantities, and then
identifying the artificial RG scale with a physical IR scale. Based on the decoupling
mechanism [41], this procedure ought to provide a short-cut to (an approximation
of) the quantum effective action [41] (cf. Sect. 3). While some of its most pressing
drawbacks—including self-consistency [133], coordinate dependence [135], and
scale setting [42, 43, 46, 47, 81, 82]—have been partially addressed (cf. Sect. 5), the
RG improvement in gravity is to be regarded as a model-building tool to construct
quantum-gravity-motivated models. Fully-quantum solutions and their dynamics are
to be derived from the quantum effective action.

In spite of its limitations, the RG improvement has allowed to build a number
of asymptotic-safety-inspired black holes (as well as cosmologies [124, 140, 168])
and to learn general lessons on black holes beyond general relativity (cf. Sect. 4).
Within the spherically-symmetric, asymptotically-flat setup, the first implementa-
tion of RG improvement yielded the Bonanno-Reuter class of solutions [48–50].
This is a family of regular black holes characterized by two horizons, akin to the
well-known Dymnikova [134] and Hayward [88] solutions, whose evaporation pro-
cess is believed to end up in a Planckian remnant. Among the variety of general-
izations of Bonanno-Reuter black holes that have been put forth over the years [51–
56, 58, 59, 72, 76, 86], three ingredients are crucial in determining and testing realis-
tic quantum-corrected black holes in asymptotic safety: cosmological constant, spin,
and collapse dynamics. Their importance lies in that (i) the cosmological constant,
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in non-unimodular settings, might re-introduce the curvature singularity—unless
the dimensionless cosmological constant vanishes at high energies and critical ex-
ponents satisfy certain bounds [74, 75], (ii) non-rotating black holes are unlikely
configurations and, moreover, spin is decisive in establishing the shadow properties
of black holes beyond general relativity [83–85], (iii) gravitational collapse renders
singularity resolution less straightforward than in the static case, and it is likely
that its endpoint be a black hole with an integrable singularity rather than a regular
one [97–105]. In particular, this scenario might be desirable as it naturally avoids
the potential perturbative instabilities characterizing regular black holes [64–71].

A full understanding of quantum black holes within and beyond asymptotic
safety requires going beyond RG improvement and deriving quantum corrections
and theoretical constraints from top-down computations. In the last few years
much progress has been done in this direction, particularly concerning singularity-
resolution mechanisms and general theoretical constraints (cf. Sect. 6).

Singularity resolution within asymptotic safety can be related to the structure of
the gravitational path integral [153, 154] or, equivalently, to the quantum effective
action [34, 146]. As singularities result from the violent collapse of matter under
its own gravity, their resolution could rely on an effective weakening of the gravi-
tational interaction at high energies and short distances. Within asymptotic safety,
such a weakening is understood in terms of the gravitational anti-screening associ-
ated with the Reuter fixed point [3], and may also reflect in scattering amplitudes
that are everywhere finite in coordinate space [34]. At the level of the gravitational
path integral, singularity resolution could be related to the suppression of singular
configurations via the divergence of the corresponding on-shell action [153, 154].
Such a mechanism would require higher derivatives in the bare action.

On top of singularity resolution, providing a fundamental, microscopic explana-
tion of the black hole area law in asymptotic safety is crucial. First steps forward in
this direction have been taken in [74, 147, 148]. Within the Einstein-Hilbert trunca-
tion, the scaling of the black hole entropy with the area comes from the structure of
on-shell effective action: only boundary terms contribute to the entropy, as the bulk
ones vanish on shell. The validity of this mechanism beyond the Einstein-Hilbert
truncation is so far unexplored, but if it will turn out to be stable in higher-order
truncations—especially those leading to non-Ricci-flat solutions—it could provide
a natural explanation for the holographic properties of gravity [169, 170].

Singularity resolution, stability, and black hole entropy are not the only theoreti-
cal requirements constraining physical black holes beyond general relativity. While
asymptotic deviations from classical black holes are expected to be tiny, and ex-
perimentally untestable, theoretical considerations can put surprisingly strong con-
straints on them [146]: requiring the validity of the principle of least action at large
distances (i.e., imposing that a given metric is a solution to the dynamics stemming
from a gravitational effective action) constrain the asymptotic scaling of black-hole
lapse functions beyond Schwarzschild, and even allows to rule out some of the
most popular alternatives to Schwarzschild black holes [146]. This highlights the
prominent role of effective actions and the principle of least action in constraining
quantum-gravity-inspired models and driving theoretical investigations.



Black Holes in Asymptotically Safe Gravity 55

Acknowledgments

The author thanks J. Borissova, A. Held, and B. Knorr for comments on various
sections of the book chapter, A. Held for many fruitful discussions on the deriva-
tions in [135], and B. Knorr for providing the numerical data of [34] to generate the
plots in Fig. 13. A.P. acknowledges support by Perimeter Institute for Theoretical
Physics. Research at Perimeter Institute is supported in part by the Government of
Canada through the Department of Innovation, Science and Economic Development
and by the Province of Ontario through the Ministry of Colleges and Universities.
A.P. also acknowledges Nordita for support within the “Nordita Distinguished Visi-
tors” program and for hospitality during the last stages of development of this work.
Nordita is supported in part by NordForsk.

References

[1] R. Percacci, An Introduction to Covariant Quantum Gravity and Asymptotic
Safety, vol. 3 of 100 Years of General Relativity, World Scientific (2017),
10.1142/10369.

[2] M. Reuter and F. Saueressig, Quantum Gravity and the Functional
Renormalization Group, Cambridge University Press (2019).

[3] A. Nink and M. Reuter, On the physical mechanism underlying asymptotic
safety, Journal of High Energy Physics 1 (2013) 62 [1208.0031].

[4] C. Contreras, B. Koch and P. Rioseco, Black hole solution for
scale-dependent gravitational couplings and the corresponding coupling
flow, Class. Quant. Grav. 30 (2013) 175009 [1303.3892].

[5] B. Koch and P. Rioseco, Black Hole Solutions for Scale Dependent
Couplings: The de Sitter and the Reissner-Nordström Case, Class. Quant.
Grav. 33 (2016) 035002 [1501.00904].

[6] E. Contreras, A. Rincón, B. Koch and P. Bargueño, A regular
scale-dependent black hole solution, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 27 (2017)
1850032 [1711.08400].

[7] E. Contreras, A. Rincón, G. Panotopoulos, P. Bargueño and B. Koch, Black
hole shadow of a rotating scale–dependent black hole, Phys. Rev. D 101
(2020) 064053 [1906.06990].

[8] B. Koch and F. Saueressig, Black holes within Asymptotic Safety, Int. J.
Mod. Phys. A29 (2014) 1430011 [1401.4452].

[9] F. Saueressig, N. Alkofer, G. D’Odorico and F. Vidotto, Black holes in
Asymptotically Safe Gravity, PoS FFP14 (2016) 174 [1503.06472].

[10] A. Eichhorn and A. Held, Black holes in asymptotically safe gravity and
beyond, 2212.09495.

[11] N. Dupuis, L. Canet, A. Eichhorn, W. Metzner, J.M. Pawlowski, M. Tissier
et al., The nonperturbative functional renormalization group and its
applications, Phys. Rept. 910 (2021) 1 [2006.04853].

https://doi.org/10.1142/10369
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2013)062
https://arxiv.org/abs/1208.0031
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/30/17/175009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1303.3892
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/33/3/035002
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/33/3/035002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1501.00904
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271818500323
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271818500323
https://arxiv.org/abs/1711.08400
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.064053
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.064053
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.06990
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X14300117
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X14300117
https://arxiv.org/abs/1401.4452
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.224.0174
https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.06472
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.09495
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2021.01.001
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.04853


56 Alessia Platania

[12] J. Laiho, S. Bassler, D. Coumbe, D. Du and J.T. Neelakanta, Lattice
Quantum Gravity and Asymptotic Safety, ArXiv e-prints (2016)
[1604.02745].

[13] R. Loll, Quantum Gravity from Causal Dynamical Triangulations: A
Review, Class. Quant. Grav. 37 (2020) 013002 [1905.08669].

[14] K.G. Wilson and J.B. Kogut, The Renormalization group and the epsilon
expansion, Phys. Rept. 12 (1974) 75.

[15] E. Manrique, S. Rechenberger and F. Saueressig, Asymptotically Safe
Lorentzian Gravity, Physical Review Letters 106 (2011) 251302
[1102.5012].

[16] S. Rechenberger and F. Saueressig, A functional renormalization group
equation for foliated spacetimes, Journal of High Energy Physics 3 (2013)
10 [1212.5114].

[17] J. Biemans, A. Platania and F. Saueressig, Quantum gravity on foliated
spacetimes: Asymptotically safe and sound, Phys. Rev. D95 (2017) 086013
[1609.04813].

[18] J. Biemans, A. Platania and F. Saueressig, Renormalization group fixed
points of foliated gravity-matter systems, JHEP 05 (2017) 093
[1702.06539].

[19] W.B. Houthoff, A. Kurov and F. Saueressig, Impact of topology in foliated
Quantum Einstein Gravity, Eur. Phys. J. C77 (2017) 491 [1705.01848].

[20] A. Platania and F. Saueressig, Functional Renormalization Group Flows on
Friedman-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker backgrounds, Found. Phys. 48 (2018)
1291 [1710.01972].

[21] A. Baldazzi, R. Percacci and V. Skrinjar, Quantum fields without Wick
rotation, Symmetry 11 (2019) 373 [1901.01891].

[22] B. Knorr, Lorentz symmetry is relevant, Phys. Lett. B792 (2019) 142
[1810.07971].

[23] A. Eichhorn, A. Platania and M. Schiffer, Lorentz invariance violations in
the interplay of quantum gravity with matter, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020)
026007 [1911.10066].

[24] A. Bonanno, T. Denz, J.M. Pawlowski and M. Reichert, Reconstructing the
graviton, SciPost Phys. 12 (2022) 001 [2102.02217].

[25] J. Fehre, D.F. Litim, J.M. Pawlowski and M. Reichert, Lorentzian quantum
gravity and the graviton spectral function, 2111.13232.

[26] J. Braun et al., Renormalised spectral flows, 2206.10232.
[27] Y. Kluth, D. Litim and M. Reichert, Spectral Functions of Gauge Theories

with Banks-Zaks Fixed Points, 2207.14510.
[28] C. Wetterich, Exact evolution equation for the effective potential, Physics

Letters B 301 (1993) 90.
[29] T.R. Morris, The Exact Renormalization Group and Approximate Solutions,

International Journal of Modern Physics A 9 (1994) 2411
[hep-ph/9308265].

https://arxiv.org/abs/1604.02745
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ab57c7
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.08669
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(74)90023-4
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.251302
https://arxiv.org/abs/1102.5012
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2013)010
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2013)010
https://arxiv.org/abs/1212.5114
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.086013
https://arxiv.org/abs/1609.04813
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2017)093
https://arxiv.org/abs/1702.06539
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-5046-8
https://arxiv.org/abs/1705.01848
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10701-018-0181-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10701-018-0181-0
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.01972
https://doi.org/10.3390/sym11030373
https://arxiv.org/abs/1901.01891
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.01.070
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.07971
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.026007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.026007
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.10066
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.12.1.001
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.02217
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.13232
https://arxiv.org/abs/2206.10232
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.14510
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(93)90726-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(93)90726-X
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X94000972
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9308265


Black Holes in Asymptotically Safe Gravity 57

[30] T. Denz, J.M. Pawlowski and M. Reichert, Towards apparent convergence in
asymptotically safe quantum gravity, Eur. Phys. J. C78 (2018) 336
[1612.07315].

[31] B. Knorr, C. Ripken and F. Saueressig, Form Factors in Asymptotic Safety:
conceptual ideas and computational toolbox, Class. Quant. Grav. 36 (2019)
234001 [1907.02903].

[32] N. Christiansen, B. Knorr, J.M. Pawlowski and A. Rodigast, Global Flows
in Quantum Gravity, Phys. Rev. D93 (2016) 044036 [1403.1232].

[33] B. Knorr and F. Saueressig, Towards reconstructing the quantum effective
action of gravity, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121 (2018) 161304 [1804.03846].

[34] L. Bosma, B. Knorr and F. Saueressig, Resolving Spacetime Singularities
within Asymptotic Safety, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123 (2019) 101301
[1904.04845].

[35] B. Knorr and M. Schiffer, Non-Perturbative Propagators in Quantum
Gravity, Universe 7 (2021) 216 [2105.04566].

[36] S.R. Coleman and E.J. Weinberg, Radiative Corrections as the Origin of
Spontaneous Symmetry Breaking, Phys. Rev. D 7 (1973) 1888.

[37] A.B. Migdal, Vacuum polarization in strong non-homogeneous fields,
Nuclear Physics B 52 (1973) 483.

[38] S.G. Matinyan and G.K. Savvidy, Vacuum Polarization Induced by the
Intense Gauge Field, Nucl. Phys. B 134 (1978) 539.

[39] S.L. Adler, Short-distance perturbation theory for the leading logarithm
models, Nuclear Physics B 217 (1983) 381.

[40] W. Dittrich and M. Reuter, Effective Lagrangians in Quantum
Electrodynamics, Lect. Notes Phys. 220 (1985) 1.

[41] M. Reuter and H. Weyer, Renormalization group improved gravitational
actions: A Brans-Dicke approach, Phys. Rev. D69 (2004) 104022
[hep-th/0311196].

[42] J.N. Borissova and A. Platania, Formation and evaporation of quantum
black holes from the decoupling mechanism in quantum gravity, JHEP 03
(2023) 046 [2210.01138].

[43] A. Babic, B. Guberina, R. Horvat and H. Stefancic, Renormalization-group
running cosmologies. A Scale-setting procedure, Phys. Rev. D71 (2005)
124041 [astro-ph/0407572].

[44] S. Domazet and H. Stefancic, Renormalization group scale-setting in
astrophysical systems, Phys. Lett. B703 (2011) 1 [1010.3585].

[45] B. Koch and I. Ramirez, Exact renormalization group with optimal scale
and its application to cosmology, Class. Quant. Grav. 28 (2011) 055008
[1010.2799].

[46] S. Domazet and H. Stefancic, Renormalization group scale-setting from the
action - a road to modified gravity theories, Class. Quant. Grav. 29 (2012)
235005 [1204.1483].

[47] B. Koch, P. Rioseco and C. Contreras, Scale Setting for Self-consistent
Backgrounds, Phys. Rev. D91 (2015) 025009 [1409.4443].

https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-5806-0
https://arxiv.org/abs/1612.07315
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ab4a53
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ab4a53
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.02903
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.044036
https://arxiv.org/abs/1403.1232
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.161304
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.03846
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.101301
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.04845
https://doi.org/10.3390/universe7070216
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.04566
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.7.1888
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(73)90575-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(78)90463-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(83)90153-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.69.104022
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0311196
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2023)046
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2023)046
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.01138
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.124041
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.124041
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0407572
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2011.07.038
https://arxiv.org/abs/1010.3585
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/28/5/055008
https://arxiv.org/abs/1010.2799
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/29/23/235005
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/29/23/235005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1204.1483
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.025009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1409.4443


58 Alessia Platania

[48] A. Bonanno and M. Reuter, Quantum gravity effects near the null black hole
singularity, Phys. Rev. D60 (1999) 084011 [gr-qc/9811026].

[49] A. Bonanno and M. Reuter, Renormalization group improved black hole
space-times, Phys. Rev. D62 (2000) 043008 [hep-th/0002196].

[50] A. Bonanno and M. Reuter, Spacetime structure of an evaporating black
hole in quantum gravity, Phys. Rev. D73 (2006) 083005
[hep-th/0602159].

[51] T. Burschil and B. Koch, Renormalization group improved black hole
space-time in large extra dimensions, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 92 (2010) 219
[0912.4517].

[52] K. Falls, D.F. Litim and A. Raghuraman, Black Holes and Asymptotically
Safe Gravity, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A27 (2012) 1250019 [1002.0260].

[53] H. Emoto, Asymptotic safety of quantum gravity and improved spacetime of
black hole singularity by cutoff identification, hep-th/0511075.

[54] H. Emoto, Quantum Gravity Through Non-Perturbative Renormalization
Group and Improved Black Hole, in Proceedings, 28th International
Workshop on Fundamental Problems of High Energy Physics and Field
Theory: New Physics at Colliders and in Cosmic Rays: Protvino, Russia,
June 22-24, 2005, pp. 116–129, 2006,
http://web.ihep.su/library/pubs/tconf05/c3-5.htm [gr-qc/0612127].

[55] K. Falls and D.F. Litim, Black hole thermodynamics under the microscope,
Phys. Rev. D89 (2014) 084002 [1212.1821].

[56] B. Koch, C. Contreras, P. Rioseco and F. Saueressig, Black holes and
running couplings: A comparison of two complementary approaches,
Springer Proc. Phys. 170 (2016) 263 [1311.1121].

[57] C. González and B. Koch, Improved Reissner–Nordström–(A)dS black hole
in asymptotic safety, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 31 (2016) 1650141
[1508.01502].

[58] Y. Zhang, M. Zhou and C. Bambi, Iron line spectroscopy of black holes in
asymptotically safe gravity, Eur. Phys. J. C78 (2018) 376 [1804.07955].

[59] C.-M. Chen, Y. Chen, A. Ishibashi, N. Ohta and D. Yamaguchi, Running
Newton coupling, scale identification, and black hole thermodynamics,
Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022) 106026 [2204.09892].

[60] H.W. Hamber and S. Liu, On the quantum corrections to the Newtonian
potential, Phys. Lett. B 357 (1995) 51 [hep-th/9505182].

[61] J.F. Donoghue, Leading quantum correction to the Newtonian potential,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 72 (1994) 2996 [gr-qc/9310024].

[62] N.E.J. Bjerrum-Bohr, J.F. Donoghue and B.R. Holstein, Quantum
gravitational corrections to the nonrelativistic scattering potential of two
masses, Phys. Rev. D 67 (2003) 084033 [hep-th/0211072].

[63] I.B. Khriplovich and G.G. Kirilin, Quantum long range interactions in
general relativity, J. Exp. Theor. Phys. 98 (2004) 1063 [gr-qc/0402018].

[64] E. Poisson and W. Israel, Inner-horizon instability and mass inflation in
black holes, Phys. Rev. Lett. 63 (1989) 1663.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.60.084011
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9811026
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.62.043008
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0002196
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.083005
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0602159
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0021364010160010
https://arxiv.org/abs/0912.4517
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X12500194
https://arxiv.org/abs/1002.0260
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0511075
http://web.ihep.su/library/pubs/tconf05/c3-5.htm
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0612127
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.084002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1212.1821
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-20046-0_31
https://arxiv.org/abs/1311.1121
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X16501414
https://arxiv.org/abs/1508.01502
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-5875-0
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.07955
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.106026
https://arxiv.org/abs/2204.09892
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(95)00790-R
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9505182
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.72.2996
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9310024
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.069903
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0211072
https://doi.org/10.1134/1.1777618
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0402018
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.63.1663


Black Holes in Asymptotically Safe Gravity 59

[65] R. Carballo-Rubio, F. Di Filippo, S. Liberati, C. Pacilio and M. Visser, On
the viability of regular black holes, JHEP 07 (2018) 023 [1805.02675].

[66] A. Bonanno, A.-P. Khosravi and F. Saueressig, Regular black holes with
stable cores, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) 124027 [2010.04226].

[67] R. Carballo-Rubio, F. Di Filippo, S. Liberati, C. Pacilio and M. Visser, Inner
horizon instability and the unstable cores of regular black holes, JHEP 05
(2021) 132 [2101.05006].

[68] C. Barceló, V. Boyanov, R. Carballo-Rubio and L.J. Garay, Classical mass
inflation vs semiclassical inner horizon inflation, 2203.13539.

[69] R. Carballo-Rubio, F. Di Filippo, S. Liberati, C. Pacilio and M. Visser,
Regular black holes without mass inflation instability, JHEP 09 (2022) 118
[2205.13556].

[70] A. Bonanno, A.-P. Khosravi and F. Saueressig, Regular evaporating black
holes with stable cores, 2209.10612.

[71] R. Carballo-Rubio, F. Di Filippo, S. Liberati, C. Pacilio and M. Visser,
Comment on ”Stability properties of Regular Black Holes”, 2212.07458.

[72] A. Rincón and G. Panotopoulos, Quasinormal modes of an improved
Schwarzschild black hole, Phys. Dark Univ. 30 (2020) 100639
[2006.11889].

[73] L. Randall and R. Sundrum, An Alternative to compactification, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 83 (1999) 4690 [hep-th/9906064].

[74] B. Koch and F. Saueressig, Structural aspects of asymptotically safe black
holes, Class. Quant. Grav. 31 (2014) 015006 [1306.1546].

[75] A. Adeifeoba, A. Eichhorn and A. Platania, Towards conditions for
black-hole singularity-resolution in asymptotically safe quantum gravity,
Class. Quant. Grav. 35 (2018) 225007 [1808.03472].

[76] Y.-F. Cai and D.A. Easson, Black holes in an asymptotically safe gravity
theory with higher derivatives, JCAP 1009 (2010) 002 [1007.1317].

[77] R. Torres, Nonsingular black holes, the cosmological constant, and
asymptotic safety, Phys. Rev. D95 (2017) 124004 [1703.09997].

[78] N. Alkofer and F. Saueressig, Asymptotically safe f (R)-gravity coupled to
matter I: the polynomial case, Annals Phys. 396 (2018) 173
[1802.00498].

[79] A. Bonanno, A. Platania and F. Saueressig, Cosmological bounds on the
field content of asymptotically safe gravity–matter models, Phys. Lett. B 784
(2018) 229 [1803.02355].

[80] H. Lu, A. Perkins, C.N. Pope and K.S. Stelle, Black Holes in
Higher-Derivative Gravity, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114 (2015) 171601
[1502.01028].

[81] M. Reuter and H. Weyer, Running Newton constant, improved gravitational
actions, and galaxy rotation curves, Phys. Rev. D70 (2004) 124028
[hep-th/0410117].

[82] M. Reuter and H. Weyer, Quantum gravity at astrophysical distances?,
JCAP 12 (2004) 001 [hep-th/0410119].

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2018)023
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.02675
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.124027
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.04226
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2021)132
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2021)132
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.05006
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.13539
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2022)118
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.13556
https://arxiv.org/abs/2209.10612
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.07458
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2020.100639
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.11889
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.4690
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.4690
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9906064
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/31/1/015006
https://arxiv.org/abs/1306.1546
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aae6ef
https://arxiv.org/abs/1808.03472
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2010/09/002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1007.1317
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.124004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1703.09997
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2018.07.017
https://arxiv.org/abs/1802.00498
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.06.047
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.06.047
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.02355
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.171601
https://arxiv.org/abs/1502.01028
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.70.124028
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0410117
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2004/12/001
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0410119


60 Alessia Platania

[83] M. Reuter and E. Tuiran, Quantum Gravity Effects in Rotating Black Holes,
in Recent developments in theoretical and experimental general relativity,
gravitation and relativistic field theories. Proceedings, 11th Marcel
Grossmann Meeting, MG11, Berlin, Germany, July 23-29, 2006. Pt. A-C,
pp. 2608–2610, 2006, DOI [hep-th/0612037].

[84] M. Reuter and E. Tuiran, Quantum Gravity Effects in the Kerr Spacetime,
Phys. Rev. D83 (2011) 044041 [1009.3528].

[85] A. Held, R. Gold and A. Eichhorn, Asymptotic safety casts its shadow,
JCAP 1906 (2019) 029 [1904.07133].

[86] J.M. Pawlowski and D. Stock, Quantum-improved Schwarzschild-(A)dS and
Kerr-(A)dS spacetimes, Phys. Rev. D98 (2018) 106008 [1807.10512].

[87] A. Ishibashi, N. Ohta and D. Yamaguchi, Quantum improved charged black
holes, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) 066016 [2106.05015].

[88] S.A. Hayward, Formation and evaporation of regular black holes, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 96 (2006) 031103 [gr-qc/0506126].

[89] A. Eichhorn and A. Held, Image features of spinning regular black holes
based on a locality principle, Eur. Phys. J. C 81 (2021) 933
[2103.07473].

[90] A. Eichhorn and A. Held, From a locality-principle for new physics to image
features of regular spinning black holes with disks, JCAP 05 (2021) 073
[2103.13163].

[91] Z. Li and C. Bambi, Measuring the Kerr spin parameter of regular black
holes from their shadow, JCAP 01 (2014) 041 [1309.1606].

[92] C. Bambi, Testing black hole candidates with electromagnetic radiation,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 89 (2017) 025001 [1509.03884].

[93] A. Abdujabbarov, M. Amir, B. Ahmedov and S.G. Ghosh, Shadow of
rotating regular black holes, Phys. Rev. D 93 (2016) 104004
[1604.03809].

[94] J. Schee, Z. Stuchlík, B. Ahmedov, A. Abdujabbarov and B. Toshmatov,
Gravitational lensing by regular black holes surrounded by plasma, Int. J.
Mod. Phys. D 26 (2017) 1741011.

[95] N. Tsukamoto, Black hole shadow in an asymptotically-flat, stationary, and
axisymmetric spacetime: The Kerr-Newman and rotating regular black
holes, Phys. Rev. D 97 (2018) 064021 [1708.07427].

[96] S. Vagnozzi et al., Horizon-scale tests of gravity theories and fundamental
physics from the Event Horizon Telescope image of Sagittarius A∗,
2205.07787.

[97] R. Casadio, S.D.H. Hsu and B. Mirza, Asymptotic Safety, Singularities, and
Gravitational Collapse, Phys. Lett. B695 (2011) 317 [1008.2768].

[98] F. Fayos and R. Torres, A quantum improvement to the gravitational
collapse of radiating stars, Class. Quant. Grav. 28 (2011) 105004.

[99] R. Torres, Singularity-free gravitational collapse and asymptotic safety,
Phys. Lett. B 733 (2014) 21 [1404.7655].

[100] R. Torres and F. Fayos, Singularity free gravitational collapse in an effective
dynamical quantum spacetime, Phys. Lett. B 733 (2014) 169 [1405.7922].

https://doi.org/10.1142/9789812834300_0473
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0612037
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.044041
https://arxiv.org/abs/1009.3528
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/06/029
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.07133
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.106008
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.10512
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.066016
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.05015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.031103
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.031103
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0506126
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09716-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.07473
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/05/073
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.13163
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2014/01/041
https://arxiv.org/abs/1309.1606
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.89.025001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1509.03884
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.104004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1604.03809
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271817410115
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271817410115
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.064021
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.07427
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.07787
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2010.10.060
https://arxiv.org/abs/1008.2768
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/28/10/105004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2014.04.010
https://arxiv.org/abs/1404.7655
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2014.04.038
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.7922


Black Holes in Asymptotically Safe Gravity 61

[101] R. Torres and F. Fayos, On the quantum corrected gravitational collapse,
Phys. Lett. B 747 (2015) 245 [1503.07407].

[102] A. Bonanno, B. Koch and A. Platania, Cosmic Censorship in Quantum
Einstein Gravity, Class. Quant. Grav. 34 (2017) 095012 [1610.05299].

[103] A. Bonanno, B. Koch and A. Platania, Asymptotically Safe gravitational
collapse: Kuroda-Papapetrou RG-improved model, PoS corfu2016 (2017)
058.

[104] A. Bonanno, B. Koch and A. Platania, Gravitational collapse in Quantum
Einstein Gravity, Found. Phys. 48 (2018) 1393 [1710.10845].

[105] A. Bonanno, R. Casadio and A. Platania, Gravitational antiscreening in
stellar interiors, JCAP 2001 (2020) 022 [1910.11393].

[106] J.R. Oppenheimer and H. Snyder, On Continued gravitational contraction,
Phys. Rev. 56 (1939) 455.

[107] P.C. Vaidya, The gravitational field of a radiating star, in Proceedings of the
Indian Academy of Sciences-Section A, vol. 33, pp. 264–276, Springer, 1951.

[108] H. Bondi, The contraction of gravitating spheres, Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A
281 (1964) 39.

[109] B. Waugh and K. Lake, Backscattered radiation in the vaidya metric near
zero mass, Physics Letters A 116 (1986) 154.

[110] S. Weinberg, Asymptotically Safe Inflation, Phys. Rev. D81 (2010) 083535
[0911.3165].

[111] S.W. Hawking and R. Penrose, The Singularities of Gravitational Collapse
and Cosmology, Proceedings of the Royal Society of London Series A 314
(1970) 529.

[112] R. PenroseRivista del Nuovo Cimento 1 (1969) 252.
[113] Y. Kuroda, Naked Singularities in the Vaidya Spacetime, Progress of

Theoretical Physics 72 (1984) 63.
[114] A. Papapetrou, Formation of a singularity and causality., in A Random Walk

in Relativity and Cosmology, M. Dadhich, J. Krishna Rao, J.V. Narlikar and
C.V. Vishveshwara, eds., pp. 184–191, 1985.

[115] A. Wang and Y. Wu, Generalized Vaidya solutions, Gen. Rel. Grav. 31
(1999) 107 [gr-qc/9803038].

[116] F.J. Tipler, On the nature of singularities in general relativity, Phys. Rev. D
15 (1977) 942.

[117] R.C. Tolman, Static solutions of Einstein’s field equations for spheres of
fluid, Phys. Rev. 55 (1939) 364.

[118] J.R. Oppenheimer and G.M. Volkoff, On Massive neutron cores, Phys. Rev.
55 (1939) 374.

[119] H.A. Buchdahl, General Relativistic Fluid Spheres, Phys. Rev. 116 (1959)
1027.

[120] M.A. Markov and V.F. Mukhanov, De Sitter-like initial state of the universe
as a result of asymptotical disappearance of gravitational interactions of
matter, Nuovo Cim. B86 (1985) 97.

[121] J. Arrechea, C. Barceló, R. Carballo-Rubio and L.J. Garay, Semiclassical
relativistic stars, Sci. Rep. 12 (2022) 15958 [2110.15808].

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2015.05.078
https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.07407
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aa6788
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.05299
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.292.0058
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.292.0058
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10701-018-0195-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.10845
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/01/022
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.11393
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.56.455
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1964.0167
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1964.0167
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0375-9601(86)90304-X
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.083535
https://arxiv.org/abs/0911.3165
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1970.0021
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1970.0021
https://doi.org/10.1143/PTP.72.63
https://doi.org/10.1143/PTP.72.63
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1018819521971
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1018819521971
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9803038
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.15.942
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.15.942
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.55.364
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.55.374
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.55.374
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.116.1027
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.116.1027
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02732276
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-19836-8
https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.15808


62 Alessia Platania

[122] C. Rovelli and F. Vidotto, Planck stars, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D23 (2014)
1442026 [1401.6562].

[123] A. Platania, From renormalization group flows to cosmology, Front. in Phys.
8 (2020) 188 [2003.13656].

[124] A. Platania, The inflationary mechanism in Asymptotically Safe Gravity,
Universe 5 (2019) 189 [1908.03897].

[125] A. Bonanno, An effective action for asymptotically safe gravity, Phys. Rev.
D85 (2012) 081503 [1203.1962].

[126] M. Hindmarsh and I.D. Saltas, f(R) Gravity from the renormalisation group,
Phys. Rev. D86 (2012) 064029 [1203.3957].

[127] A. Bonanno and A. Platania, Asymptotically safe inflation from quadratic
gravity, Phys. Lett. B750 (2015) 638 [1507.03375].

[128] A. Bonanno and A. Platania, Asymptotically Safe R+R2 gravity, PoS
corfu2015 (2016) 159.

[129] A. Bonanno and M. Reuter, Cosmology with selfadjusting vacuum energy
density from a renormalization group fixed point, Phys. Lett. B527 (2002) 9
[astro-ph/0106468].

[130] A. Bonanno and M. Reuter, Cosmology of the Planck era from a
renormalization group for quantum gravity, Phys. Rev. D65 (2002) 043508
[hep-th/0106133].

[131] A. Bonanno and M. Reuter, Cosmological perturbations in renormalization
group derived cosmologies, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D13 (2004) 107
[astro-ph/0210472].

[132] A. Bonanno and M. Reuter, Entropy signature of the running cosmological
constant, JCAP 0708 (2007) 024 [0706.0174].

[133] A. Platania, Dynamical renormalization of black-hole spacetimes, Eur. Phys.
J. C79 (2019) 470 [1903.10411].

[134] I. Dymnikova, Vacuum nonsingular black hole, Gen. Rel. Grav. 24 (1992)
235.

[135] A. Held, Invariant Renormalization-Group improvement, 2105.11458.
[136] H. Stephani, D. Kramer, M. MacCallum, C. Hoenselaers and E. Herlt, Exact

Solutions of Einstein’s Field Equations, Cambridge Monographs on
Mathematical Physics, Cambridge University Press, 2 ed. (2003),
10.1017/CBO9780511535185.

[137] J. Carminati and R.G. McLenaghan, Algebraic invariants of the Riemann
tensor in a four-dimensional Lorentzian space, Journal of Mathematical
Physics 32 (1991) 3135.

[138] E. Zakhary and C.B.G. McIntosh, A Complete Set of Riemann Invariants,
General Relativity and Gravitation 29 (1997) 539.

[139] J. Carminati and E. Zakhary, Algebraic completeness for the invariants of
the riemann tensor, in The Ninth Marcel Grossmann Meeting, pp. 831–834
DOI.

[140] A.B. Platania, Asymptotically Safe Gravity: from spacetime foliation to
cosmology, Springer Theses, Springer International Publishing, Cham
(2018), 10.1007/978-3-319-98794-1.

https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271814420267
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271814420267
https://arxiv.org/abs/1401.6562
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphy.2020.00188
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphy.2020.00188
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.13656
https://doi.org/10.3390/universe5080189
https://arxiv.org/abs/1908.03897
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.081503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.081503
https://arxiv.org/abs/1203.1962
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.064029
https://arxiv.org/abs/1203.3957
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2015.10.005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1507.03375
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.263.0159
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.263.0159
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(01)01522-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0106468
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.043508
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0106133
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271804003809
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0210472
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2007/08/024
https://arxiv.org/abs/0706.0174
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6990-2
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6990-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.10411
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00760226
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00760226
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.11458
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511535185
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.529470
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.529470
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1018851201784
https://doi.org/10.1142/9789812777386_0081
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-98794-1


Black Holes in Asymptotically Safe Gravity 63

[141] J.R. Ray, Lagrangian density for perfect fluids in general relativity, Journal
of Mathematical Physics 13 (1972) 1451.

[142] Y. Zhang, Y. Zhu, L. Modesto and C. Bambi, Can static regular black holes
form from gravitational collapse?, Eur. Phys. J. C 75 (2015) 96
[1404.4770].

[143] A. Bonanno and M. Reuter, Modulated Ground State of Gravity Theories
with Stabilized Conformal Factor, Phys. Rev. D87 (2013) 084019
[1302.2928].

[144] A. Bonanno, On the Structure of the Vacuum in Quantum Gravity: A View
from the Asymptotic Safety Scenario, Universe 5 (2019) 182.

[145] A. Bonanno and S. Silveravalle, Characterizing black hole metrics in
quadratic gravity, Phys. Rev. D99 (2019) 101501 [1903.08759].

[146] B. Knorr and A. Platania, Sifting quantum black holes through the principle
of least action, Phys. Rev. D 106 (2022) L021901 [2202.01216].

[147] D. Becker and M. Reuter, Running boundary actions, Asymptotic Safety, and
black hole thermodynamics, JHEP 07 (2012) 172 [1205.3583].

[148] D. Becker and M. Reuter, Asymptotic Safety and Black Hole
Thermodynamics, in 13th Marcel Grossmann Meeting on Recent
Developments in Theoretical and Experimental General Relativity,
Astrophysics, and Relativistic Field Theories, pp. 2230–2232, 2015, DOI
[1212.4274].

[149] C. Pagani and M. Reuter, Finite Entanglement Entropy in Asymptotically
Safe Quantum Gravity, JHEP 07 (2018) 039 [1804.02162].

[150] A. Satz, A. Codello and F.D. Mazzitelli, Low energy Quantum Gravity from
the Effective Average Action, Phys. Rev. D 82 (2010) 084011
[1006.3808].

[151] R. Ferrero and C. Ripken, De Sitter scattering amplitudes in the Born
approximation, 2112.03766.

[152] I. Basile and A. Platania, Asymptotic Safety: Swampland or Wonderland?,
Universe 7 (2021) 389 [2107.06897].

[153] J.N. Borissova and A. Eichhorn, Towards black-hole singularity-resolution
in the Lorentzian gravitational path integral, Universe 7 (2021) 48
[2012.08570].

[154] J.-L. Lehners and K.S. Stelle, A Safe Beginning for the Universe?, Phys.
Rev. D100 (2019) 083540 [1909.01169].

[155] J. Bardeen in Proceedings of GR5, Tiflis, U.S.S.R, 1968.
[156] V.N. Lukash and V.N. Strokov, Space-Times with Integrable Singularity, Int.

J. Mod. Phys. A28 (2013) 1350007 [1301.5544].
[157] J. Maldacena, D. Stanford and Z. Yang, Diving into traversable wormholes,

Fortsch. Phys. 65 (2017) 1700034 [1704.05333].
[158] D. Marolf and J.E. Santos, AdS Euclidean wormholes, Class. Quant. Grav.

38 (2021) 224002 [2101.08875].
[159] B. Guo, M.R.R. Hughes, S.D. Mathur and M. Mehta, Contrasting the

fuzzball and wormhole paradigms for black holes, Turk. J. Phys. 45 (2021)
281 [2111.05295].

https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1665861
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1665861
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-015-3311-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/1404.4770
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.084019
https://arxiv.org/abs/1302.2928
https://doi.org/10.3390/universe5080182
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.101501
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.08759
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.L021901
https://arxiv.org/abs/2202.01216
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2012)172
https://arxiv.org/abs/1205.3583
https://doi.org/10.1142/9789814623995_0405
https://arxiv.org/abs/1212.4274
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2018)039
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.02162
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.084011
https://arxiv.org/abs/1006.3808
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.03766
https://doi.org/10.3390/universe7100389
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.06897
https://doi.org/10.3390/universe7030048
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.08570
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.083540
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.083540
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.01169
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X13500073
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X13500073
https://arxiv.org/abs/1301.5544
https://doi.org/10.1002/prop.201700034
https://arxiv.org/abs/1704.05333
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ac2cb7
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ac2cb7
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.08875
https://doi.org/10.3906/fiz-2111-13
https://doi.org/10.3906/fiz-2111-13
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.05295


64 Alessia Platania

[160] P.O. Mazur and E. Mottola, “Gravitational condensate stars: An alternative
to black holes.” 9, 2001.

[161] S.D. Mathur, The Fuzzball proposal for black holes: An Elementary review,
Fortsch. Phys. 53 (2005) 793 [hep-th/0502050].

[162] J.P.S. Lemos and O.B. Zaslavskii, Quasi black holes: Definition and general
properties, Phys. Rev. D 76 (2007) 084030 [0707.1094].

[163] C. Barcelo, S. Liberati, S. Sonego and M. Visser, Fate of gravitational
collapse in semiclassical gravity, Phys. Rev. D 77 (2008) 044032
[0712.1130].

[164] F. Chen, B. Michel, J. Polchinski and A. Puhm, Journey to the Center of the
Fuzzball, JHEP 02 (2015) 081 [1408.4798].

[165] I. Bena, S. Giusto, E.J. Martinec, R. Russo, M. Shigemori, D. Turton et al.,
Smooth horizonless geometries deep inside the black-hole regime, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 117 (2016) 201601 [1607.03908].

[166] A. Simpson and M. Visser, Black-bounce to traversable wormhole, JCAP 02
(2019) 042 [1812.07114].

[167] A. Platania and J. Redondo-Yuste, Diverging black hole entropy from
quantum infrared non-localities, 2303.17621.

[168] A. Bonanno and F. Saueressig, Asymptotically safe cosmology - A status
report, Comptes Rendus Physique 18 (2017) 254 [1702.04137].

[169] E. Witten, Anti-de Sitter space and holography, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2
(1998) 253 [hep-th/9802150].

[170] O. Aharony, S.S. Gubser, J.M. Maldacena, H. Ooguri and Y. Oz, Large N
field theories, string theory and gravity, Phys. Rept. 323 (2000) 183
[hep-th/9905111].

https://doi.org/10.1002/prop.200410203
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0502050
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.084030
https://arxiv.org/abs/0707.1094
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.044032
https://arxiv.org/abs/0712.1130
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2015)081
https://arxiv.org/abs/1408.4798
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.201601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.201601
https://arxiv.org/abs/1607.03908
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/02/042
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/02/042
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.07114
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.17621
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crhy.2017.02.002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1702.04137
https://doi.org/10.4310/ATMP.1998.v2.n2.a2
https://doi.org/10.4310/ATMP.1998.v2.n2.a2
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9802150
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(99)00083-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9905111

	Black Holes in Asymptotically Safe Gravity
	Alessia Platania 
	Introduction
	Asymptotic safety in a nutshell
	RG improvement: key idea
	RG-improved black holes
	The spherically-symmetric, asymptotically-flat case
	The role of the cosmological constant
	Rotating RG-improved black holes and their shadows
	Gravitational collapse and improved Buchdahl limit

	Improving the RG improvement: methods and physical results
	Constraints on the cutoff identification from Bianchi identities
	Self-consistency and iterative RG improvement
	Coordinate dependence and invariant RG improvement
	Effective solutions from the decoupling mechanism

	Towards black holes from first principles
	State counting and entanglement entropy in asymptotic safety
	Towards a dressed Newtonian potential within asymptotic safety
	Constraints from the gravitational path integral: bare actions and dynamical singularity-resolution mechanism
	Quantum gravity constraints from the principle of least action

	Summary and conclusions
	References



