Action principle selection of regular black holes
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Abstract. We elaborate on the role of higher-derivative curvature invariants as a quantum selection
mechanism of regular spacetimes in the framework of the Lorentzian path integral approach to
quantum gravity. We show that for a large class of black hole metrics prominently regular there
are higher-derivative curvature invariants associated with a singular term in the action. Therefore,
according to the ﬁnite action principle applied to a general higher-derivative gravity model, not only
singular spacetimes but also some of the regular ones seem to not contribute to the path integral.
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I.

INTRODUCTION

It is widely acknowledged that quantum effects would
be a way of resolving the spacetime singularities present
in Einstein’s theory. We hereby consider the appealing
possibility that a finite action principle for gravity, consistent with good quantum properties like renormalizability
and/or finiteness, may be at the core of the resolution to
the singularity issue.
In one of the perturbative approaches to quantum
gravity (QG) it is common to consider higher-derivative
actions, as they can result in a (super)renormalizable theory [1, 2]. From the classical point of view, at least in
the linear approximation, higher derivatives can regularize the modified Newtonian potential [3–5] and the linearized curvature invariants associated with a Dirac delta
source [5–7]. However, this is not enough to claim that
singularities cannot appear in the nonlinear regime nor
rule out singular solutions that couple to other energy
configurations (see, for instance, [8–12]).
In the work [13] it was remarked that higher derivatives
could also have a fruitful role in the Lorentzian path integral approach to QG, in what concerns the cosmological
singularity. The central assumption here is that metrics
which make the action to diverge produce a destructive
interference in the quantum gravity functional integral
Z
Dgµν eiS[gµν ] .
(1)
Therefore, the integration over all possible geometries
selects with higher weight the spacetime configurations
for which the action is finite. (Earlier considerations on
the finite action principle were formulated in [14]; see
also [15–18] for a more recent discussion and further applications.) We remind that in the path integral (1) all
kinds of metrics are included, not only those which are
solutions of the classical equations of motion.
A similar reasoning was applied, in Ref. [16], to the
black hole singularities. The authors argued that viable gravitational actions are the ones which diverge for
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singular metrics. A simple example is provided by the
Schwarzschild metric, which is singular but Ricci-flat.
Thus, the Einstein–Hilbert action evaluated at this solution is null, while the general fourth-derivative gravity action (see Eq. (5) below) diverges. Following [16],
this observation would support fourth-derivative gravity
against Einstein gravity because, in the former, the singular Schwarzschild metric would be filtered out.
In the present work we elaborate more on the role
played by higher-derivative invariants in the gravitational
action as a selection mechanism of regular spacetimes.
Here we go beyond the analysis of [16], and study also
the regularity of the terms involving derivatives of curvature tensors. Our central argument is that these scalars
impose further constraints on the space of regular metrics
which contribute to the path integral. It is instructive to
begin by recalling the relevance of such terms already in
the perturbative framework, where they are closely related to the problems of renormalizability and unitarity
in QG.
In fact, starting from the quantum version of general
relativity, the power-counting analysis shows that there
are diagrams with logarithmic superficial divergence that
satisfy the relation
d = 2L + 2,

(2)

where d is the number of derivatives acting on the external graviton lines and L denotes the number of loops
in the diagram. Hence, from (2) and the covariance of
the counterterms, one can expect the presence, at the
one-loop level, of the counterterms [19–21]
2
Rµναβ
,

2
Rµν
,

R2 ,

R,

(3)

( = g µν ∇µ ∇ν denotes the d’Alembertian) while at the
two-loop level one has
ρσµν
Rµναβ Rαβ
, Rµν Rµλαβ Rν· λαβ , ... , R3 ,
· · ρσ R

(∇λ Rµναβ )2 , ... , Rµν Rµν , RR, 2 R,

(4)

and so on. Since the first structure in (4) does not vanish
on the mass shell [22, 23], the theory is not renormalizable. New types of counterterms must be introduced
at every order in the loop expansion and, for each of
them, it is necessary to fix a renormalization condition—
which involves performing a measurement. Thus, in the
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usual sense, the non-renormalizability of Einstein gravity
means that the theory has no predictive power.
However, general relativity is well suited for the effective theory approach [24], because the graviton is a
massless field and the next degrees of freedom due to
the higher derivatives have huge masses (see, e.g., [25]).
Indeed, performing an expansion in the energy E, the
higher-derivative terms are suppressed by powers of
E/MP , where MP ∼ 1019 GeV is the Planck mass. At
high energies all the relevant operators should be considered in the gravitational action accordingly. In particular, the power counting (2) shows that at L-loops order it
is necessary to introduce into the action terms with up to
2L + 2 derivatives of the metric. For a recent discussion
about a gauge- and parametrization-independent formulation of the renormalization group in effective quantum
gravity, see [26].
The renormalization of QG models depends, of course,
on the choice of the initial classical action. Regarded as
a fundamental (i.e., not effective) quantum field theory,
the Einstein–Hilbert action SEH (including the cosmological constant) augmented by fourth-derivate invariants
leads to a quantum theory which is proven to be renormalizable [1], namely
S = SEH +

Z

√ 
d4 x −g a1 C 2 + a2 E + a3 R + a4 R2 ,

(5)
2
2
where C 2 = Rµναβ
− 2Rµν
+ 1/3 R2 is the square of the
2
2
Weyl tensor and E = Rµναβ
− 4Rµν
+ R2 denotes the
integrand of the topological Gauss–Bonnet term in four
dimensions. The theory (5) also represents the minimal
set of terms required in the gravitational action for having a consistent quantum field theory of matter fields
in curved spacetime. In fact, even if the metric is not
quantized, but treated as an external classical field, the
higher-derivative terms in (5) are generated with logarithmic divergent coefficients in vacuum diagrams (see,
e.g., [27–29]).
It deserves to be noted that although the Gauss–
Bonnet and the R terms do not affect the classical dynamics of gravity, their renormalization is responsible for
important quantum effects. For example, a significant
part of the conformal (trace) anomaly is due to these
structures’ renormalization (see, e.g., [27, 28, 30]). Also,
the integration of the R-term in the
anomaly
R conformal
√
can generate a finite local term d4 x −gR2 [31–33],
which can have fruitful applications in the construction
of cosmological inflationary models [34–39]. Therefore,
such types of operators cannot be forgotten and must be
included into the classical action entering the path integral (1).
One of the drawbacks of higher-derivative models are
the ghost-like particles that usually exist in the spectrum
if the Feynman quantization prescription is applied [1].
However, recent developments on Lee–Wick [2, 40–45]
and nonlocal theories [46–49] have brought new insights
on how to handle (or avoid) the ghosts and restore uni-

tarity at any perturbative order1 . In both classes of models, the classical action contains more than four derivatives of the metric. In the former case, besides the terms
in (5) we also include operators that are polynomial in
the d’Alembertian,
N Z
X

n=1

o
√ n
d4 x −g ωnC Cµναβ n C µναβ + ωnR R n R , (6)

where the coefficients ωnC,R are chosen in such a way that
all the ghosts correspond to complex conjugate pairs of
poles in the propagator. The unitarity of the S-matrix
can be preserved if the complex poles are quantized à la
Lee–Wick [43, 50–52].
The presence of derivatives higher than four also renders this theory super-renormalizable. This can be readily seen from the power-counting formula which, instead
of (2), now yields [2]
d = 4 − 2N (L − 1)

(7)

(here N is the highest power of the d’Alembertian, see
C
R
Eq. (6), and we assume ωN
, ωN
6= 0). Since (7) decreases
with the number of loops, for N = 1 the divergences
exist up to L = 3, while for N > 3 only one-loop divergences remain. For the same reason, the theory with
N > 3 has one-loop exact beta functions (regardless of N ,
these beta functions do not depend on the gauge and the
parametrization of the quantum variables [2], as shown
in [2, 53, 54]). We stress that for a given N , if there
are one-loop diverging diagrams, the counterterms always
have zero, two, or four derivatives of the metric. Therefore, the coefficients ωnC,R do not get renormalized, being
fixed by the choice of the initial bare classical action.
The terms quadratic in curvature in (6) represent
the minimal set of operators required for having superrenormalizability. Since they contribute both to the
propagator and the vertices, we call them kinetic terms.
In addition to the kinetic terms, there is also the possibility of including a non-minimal structure characterized
by O(R3 )-terms, which, therefore, only contributes to the
interaction vertices (here and in the following R denotes
a generic curvature tensor). If such terms contain up
to 2N + 4 derivatives of the metric tensor, the powercounting formula (7) does not change and the superrenormalizability of the model is not spoiled. For example, one can include the following operators,
R2 N −2 R2

and

Rµν Rµν N −2 Rαβ Rαβ .

(8)

These terms can be used to kill the loop divergences by a
judicious choice of their front coefficients, and the theory
turns out to be finite at quantum level [2, 41, 55, 56].
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As the technical details regarding unitarity in these models lie
beyond the scope of this work, we refer the interested reader to
the original references cited above for further considerations.
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It is worthwhile to mention that in principle one could
also include in the action the following Gauss–Bonnetlike structures,
GBn = Rµναβ n Rµναβ − 4Rµν n Rµν + Rn R, (9)
which are not topological for n 6= 0. However, the terms
in (9) can be converted to O(R3 ) invariants by means of
the Bianchi identities (see, e.g., [2, 57]). Therefore, they
do not contribute to the flat spacetime propagator. Because of this, one may change the kinetic operators which
are written in (6) in the Weyl-tensor basis to another
basis that uses Rµναβ n Rµναβ or Rµν n Rµν without
modifying the flat-space propagator [2]. The procedure
is similar to what is usually done in the fourth-derivative
gravity (5).
In the discussion above we emphasized the importance,
in different QG models, of curvature invariants which
can be simply polynomials in the curvature tensors or
polynomials in covariant derivatives of the curvatures2 .
As already mentioned, our goal in the present work is
to consider the effect of such terms in the path integral
approach to QG as a mechanism for selecting regular
spacetime configurations. To this end, we here study
the regularity of the curvature-derivative scalars evaluated at regular black hole metrics3 . We mainly focus on
invariants of the type Rn R, for these structures contain the highest number of derivatives acting on a single
metric component and, thus, may produce the strongest
singularity. For the sake of simplicity, we only consider
static spherically symmetric metrics, defined by the line
element
ds2 = −A(r)dt2 + B(r)dr2 + r2 dΩ2 ,

(10)

where A(r) and B(r) are two generic functions and dΩ2 =
dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2 is the metric of the unit two-sphere. We
also adopt units such that c = ~ = G = 1.
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sections II and III we evaluate and study the curvature invariants and curvature-derivative invariants for a large
class of spherically symmetric spacetimes. It turns out
that for some regular black holes the curvature scalars are
bounded, but some curvature-derivative scalars diverge.
In Section IV we use the results of the previous sections
to evaluate the contribution of the curvature-derivative
invariants to the action. It is the main result of this paper that also some regular black holes do not contribute
to the Lorentzian path integral. Finally, in Section V
we briefly comment on non-analytic regular metrics; our
conclusions are summarized in Section VI.
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Sometimes we shall refer to these scalars as “curvaturederivative” invariants.
Polynomial curvature-derivative invariants also have an interesting application in identifying the position of black hole horizons [58–61].

II. EXAMPLES OF SINGULAR CURVATURE
INVARIANTS FOR REGULAR BLACK HOLES

Many “regular black hole” metrics have been presented
in the literature [62–85] as exact or approximate solutions
of the equations of motion in a certain classical gravity
theory, as an effective treatment of quantum corrections,
or motivated by other theoretical grounds. In what follows we are going to discuss some of these metrics, but
before moving on it is necessary to fix the convention of
what we call a “regular” black hole. Definitions of regular black holes can rely on the regularity of the metric
components in a given coordinate chart, on the regularity of the associated Christoffel symbols, the regularity
of a set of curvature invariants, or in a limiting curvature condition (see, for instance, [62, 63] and references
therein). In the case of the definition based on the finiteness of the curvature invariants, it is usually assumed
that the curvature-squared scalars R2 are nonsingular.
In the present work we will adopt this same definition.
More precisely, since we only consider spacetime configurations which may yield diverging scalars at r = 0, we
shall say that a metric in the form (10) is regular if all
2
2
the invariants Rµναβ
, Rµν
, C 2 and R are finite at r = 0.
In this spirit, throughout this paper (except for Sec. V)
we only consider metric components which are analytic
functions around r = 0, namely
A(r) =

∞
X

aℓ r ℓ ,

ℓ=0

B(r) =

∞
X

bℓ r ℓ .

(11)

ℓ=0

One can verify that the conditions for regularity then
read (see, e.g., [62] or the Sec. III below)
a0 6= 0,

b0 = 1,

a1 = b1 = 0.

(12)

The regularity of curvature-derivative invariants in the
Newtonian limit has been studied in detail in Ref. [7].
The main result can be summarized as follows: assuming that (12) holds and given a positive integer n, if the
Taylor series of both the potentials A(r) and B(r) do not
contain any odd power of r up to (including) r2n+3 , then
all the curvature-derivative invariants with at most 2n
covariant derivatives are regular.
For example, if the first non-zero odd coefficient occurs
at O(r5 ), all invariants of the type RR are finite, while
the first singularity appears in the set of the operators of
the type R2 R. This means, in particular, that if the
metric potentials are even functions of r, all polynomials
constructed from the curvature tensors and their derivatives are finite at r = 0. Here we conjecture that the same
is true in the nonlinear regime as well.
A thorough investigation of this problem is beyond the
scope of the paper, as for our purpose it suffices to identify diverging curvature-derivative scalars—more exactly,
scalars that yield a diverging action, see discussion in
Sec. IV. However, it is instructive to present some explicit examples supporting the conjecture. In the Table I
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we list some regular black hole metrics that are even analytic functions. Using Wolfram Mathematica [86]
and the tensor algebra package xAct [87, 88], we have
evaluated a set of curvature-derivative invariants containing up to twenty-two derivatives of a single metric component: all the invariants calculated are finite at r = 0.
Metric functions: A(r) = 1/B(r)
2mr 2
A(r) = 1 − (r2 +α
2 )3/2

Ref.
[64]

A(r) = 1 −

[65]

A(r) = 1 −
A(r) = 1 +

2 2
2mr 2
+ (r2q+qr 2 )2
(r 2 +q
 2 )3/2

rr0
−1 r
4m
tan
−
2
2
πr
r0
r +r0
4M
3 r2
√
,
)
γ(
2 4θ
πr

80
,
γ 2 M ωr

Rµν 4 Rµν

Let us mention that other examples of spherically symmetric metrics defined by even analytic functions have
been obtained in the fourth-derivative gravity (namely,
the so-called (0, 0) family of solutions [8–10]) and in the
framework of nonlocal higher-derivative gravity [46–49].
See, for instance, the solutions in [72–76]; for more general results, including logarithmic quantum corrections,
the reader can consult Ref. [7].
In what follows we present some examples of regular
black hole metrics for which some curvature invariants
are singular.
Renormalization group improved black hole

In Ref. [77] it was considered the improvement of the
Schwarzschild metric due to the running of the Newton
constant, obtained from the flow equation for the average
effective action truncated at the Einstein–Hilbert order.
The resulting metric is defined by (10) with the functions
(13)

where M is the mass of the black hole measured by a
distant observer, and ω and γ are parameters related to
the running. Expanding the function A(r) around r = 0
we obtain


r3
2
r4
r2 −
+ O(r5 ). (14)
A(r) = 1 −
+
γω
γM
(γM )2
It is straightforward to verify that R and the quadratic2
2
curvature scalars such as Rµν
and Rµναβ
are finite [77], as
expected for a metric with a de Sitter core. For example,
(15)

However, since the first odd power in the series (14) occurs at r3 , as anticipated, the invariants with two deriva-

(16)

while those containing higher derivatives can diverge to
a higher power. For instance,
256

,

(17)

256 27γ 2 M 2 + 32γM 2 + 27ω
,
r→0
γ 6 M 4 ω 3 r2
36864
∼
,
r→0 γ 6 M 3 ω 3 r3
221184
∼
.
r→0 γ 6 M 3 ω 3 r5


Rµν 3 Rµν ∼

[67]

24
40
60
R(r) =
−
r + 3 2 r2 + O(r3 ).
γω γ 2 M ω
γ M ω

r→0

r→0 γ 4 M 2 ω 2 r2

[66]

1
2M r2
A(r) =
=1− 3
,
B(r)
r + ω(r + γM )

R ∼ −

Rµν 2 Rµν ∼

TABLE I. Examples of regular metrics deﬁned by even
functions for which curvature polynomials and curvaturederivative polynomial invariants are singularity-free.

A.

tives of the curvature tensors may already diverge. Indeed,

Rµν 5 Rµν

(18)
(19)
(20)

The same singularity pattern presented above occurs for
the invariants Rµναβ n Rµναβ and Cµναβ n C µναβ , while
all n R and Rn R we have evaluated diverge like 1/r.
B.

Hayward spacetime

The Hayward black hole [78] is defined by the function
A(r) =

1
2M r2
,
=1− 3
B(r)
r + 2L3

(21)

where L > 0 is a parameter related to the de Sitter center.
The behavior of the metric (21) for small r differs from
the (13). For (21) the leading odd-order term in the series
expansion occurs at the order r5 :

 2
r5
r8
r
11
−
+
+
O(r
)
.
(22)
A(r) = 1 − M
L3
2L6
4L9
It is not difficult to verify that the associated Ricci scalar,
R=−

24L3 M (r3 − 4L3 )
12M
=
+ O(r3 ),
3
3
3
(r + 2L )
L3

(23)

is regular, as well as the curvature-squared scalars. In
Ref. [16] the calculation of some regular scalars containing up to eight derivatives of the metric was presented,
and it was shown, e.g., that also the six-derivative scalar
(∇ρ Rµναβ )2 is nonsingular for the Hayward spacetime.
Nonetheless, another scalar containing six derivatives of
the metric diverges,
2 R ∼ −
r→0

504M
.
L6 r

(24)

If one is worried that (24) is a total derivative, there exist
other singular invariants with eight and more derivatives
of the metric that diverge too. For example,
R2 R ∼ −
r→0

6048M 2
.
L9 r

(25)
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Invariants with more derivatives can diverge even more
strongly, e.g.,
(∇α ∇β ∇γ ∇δ ∇ε Rµνρσ )

2

∼

r→0

Rµναβ 7 Rµναβ ∼ −
r→0

C.

304560M 2
,
L12 r4
6065280
.
L12 M 3 r3

(26)

(27)

Dymnikova spacetime

A similar situation occurs for the Dymnikova metric [79], defined by (10) with the function
r3

2M (1 − e− L3 )
1
=1−
,
A(r) =
B(r)
r

Bearing in mind the Hayward metric (21), the extra factor in A(r) has the property of encoding a non-trivial
time delay between r = 0 and an observer in the infinity
because A(0) = 1 − 2α 6= 1.
Expanding A(r) around r = 0 we get:
A(r) = 1 − 2α −

Differently from the Hayward metric (21), now the first
odd-power term occurs already at order r3 [c.f. Eq. (22)],
whereas for B(r) it is still at O(r5 ) because this function is unchanged. By direct computation one can verify
that, although R and the curvature-squared scalars are
bounded at r = 0,

(28)
R ∼ −
r→0

2M r02

where L ≡
and r0 is a constant related to the de
Sitter core. The power series of A(r) around r = 0 reads:
 2

r
r5
r8
11
A(r) = 1 − 2M
−
+
+
O(r
)
. (29)
L3
2L6
6L9
Since the series (22) and (29) coincide to the order r6
(up to a factor 2 associated with M ), it follows that
the small-r behavior of the scalars 2 R and R2 R for
the Dymnikova spacetime are given by the Eqs. (24)
and (25) up to the replacement M 7→ 2M . Higherderivative invariants have diverging behavior similar to
the ones of the Hayward metric, but with different coefficients. Therefore, although R and the quadratic scalars
are bounded [79], there are singular scalars with six and
more derivatives of the metric.
D.

Modified Hayward spacetimes

Now we consider an example of metric for which
A(r) 6= 1/B(r). In Ref. [80] it was proposed a modification of the Hayward metric that includes the leading
infrared (IR) one-loop quantum corrections to the Newtonian potential [89, 90]4


M
1
φ(r) = −
1+β 2 .
(30)
r
r
The metric has the form

A(r) = 1 −

B(r) =

4

(1 − 2α)M 2 2α2 3
r +
r + O(r5 ). (33)
L3
Mβ



1
,
B(r)

−1

2M r2
.
1− 3
r + 2L3

(31)

(32)

See also [7, 91] for a recent discussion concerning the universality
of this correction in higher-derivative gravity models.

(34)

diverges, and other curvature-derivative invariants have
singular behavior alike those discussed in Sec. II A.
Another class of modified Hayward metrics with nontrivial time shift, introduced in [62], has a similar feature. If the series of A(r) contains the power r3 then R
already diverges; otherwise, it is necessary to apply two
d’Alembertians to get a singular scalar, like in the case of
the original Hayward metric. This happens because the
series of B(r) is unchanged and does contain the term r5 .

III.

ON THE EXISTENCE OF SINGULAR
CURVATURE INVARIANTS

In the previous section we provided examples of regular black hole metrics with singular curvature-derivative
invariants. Since the calculation of a large number of
curvature scalars is a cumbersome task, here we present
some more general considerations on the existence of singular curvature invariants for a given regular metric in
the form (10).
We start assuming that A(r) and B(r) are smooth
functions that have a Taylor series representation around
r = 0,
A(r) = a0 +

∞
X
ℓ=1

2M αβ
3
r α + Mβ

48α2
(1 − 2α)βM r

aℓ r ℓ ,

B(r) = 1 +

∞
X

bℓ r ℓ .

(35)

ℓ=1

Moreover, let us assume that their first odd power are,
respectively, r2na +1 and r2nb +1 for some na , nb ∈ N. This
means that a2ℓ+1 = 0 for all ℓ smaller than na , b2ℓ+1 =
0 ∀ ℓ < nb , and a2na +1 , b2nb +1 6= 0.
It is useful to introduce a notation for the property of
a function F (r) to have the first odd-order term in the
Taylor expansion at a certain order r2n+1 . If a function F (r) has this property, we shall denote it by writing
P[F ] = n. In terms of this notation, we have P[A] = na
and P[B] = nb .
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Now, consider the action of the d’Alembert operator
on a smooth scalar F (r),
 ′

F
(AB ′ − A′ B)F ′
1
′′
2
.
(36)
+F −
F =
B
r
2AB
The function F could be, for example, the scalar curva2
ture R, or Rµν
. Expanding F (r) as a power series around
r = 0,
∞
X

F (r) =

fℓ r ℓ ,

(37)

ℓ=0

it is straightforward to verify that if P[F ] ≡ nf > 1, then
P[F ′ /r] = P[F ′′ ] = nf − 1,
whereas the first odd-order power of the last term in (36)
is at least O(r2 min{nf ,na ,nb }+1 ).
Hereafter, we assume nf < na , nb , so that the order
of the first overall odd-power term only depends on F .
This particular choice will be justified later, when we
substitute this function by the scalar curvature. In fact,
under this assumption, the first odd-power term in the
series of F (r) is
2(nf + 1)(2nf + 1) f2nf +1 r2nf −1 6= 0.

(38)

Therefore, P[F ] = nf − 1. From Eq. (38) one can see
that if nf = 0 then F diverges like r−1 ; otherwise it
is regular. The iteration of this procedure shows that
P[nf F ] = 0; hence, nf +1 F has a singularity of the
type r−1 .
Let us now turn the attention to the Ricci scalar associated with the metric in (10),
A′ B ′ − 2A′′ B
B−1
AB ′ − A′ B
(A′ )2
+
.
+
2
+
2
2A2 B
r2 B
rAB 2
2AB 2
(39)
The requirement that R is regular immediately gives5
R=

a0 6= 0

and

a1 = 2a0 b1 .

(40)

It is easy to verify, however, that even when (40) holds
2
2
for b1 6= 0 the invariants Rµναβ
and Rµν
are singular.
For example, if this is the case,
2
Rµναβ
∼

r→0

14b21
r2

2
and Rµν
∼

r→0

11b21
.
2r2

(41)

−2(na + 1)(2na + 1)

a2na +1
6= 0,
a0

a1 = b1 = 0,

(42)

all the curvature scalars built only with curvature tensors
(i.e., without its covariant derivatives) are finite. This is,

The choice B(0) = 1 assumed in (35) is also necessary for the
regularity of R.

(43)

since a2na +1 6= 0 by definition [see the discussion after
Eq. (35)]. On the other hand, if N = nb < na , the
coefficient of the O(r2N −1 )-term is
4(nb + 1)b2nb +1 6= 0.

(44)

The remaining scenario is when na = nb = N . In this
case the first odd-power term is


a2N +1
−2(N + 1) (2N + 1)
− 2b2N +1 r2N −1 , (45)
a0
which vanishes if and only if
a2N +1 =

2a0 b2N +1
.
2N + 1

(46)

Solely for this particular combination of coefficients the
term r2N −1 is absent in the Taylor representation of
R(r). However, higher odd powers can occur depending
on the other coefficients of A(r) and B(r). It is important to remark that the relation (46) cannot be satisfied for metrics with A(r) = 1/B(r) because, although
na = nb , in this case the coefficients satisfy the relation
a2N +1 = −a20 b2N +1 , which is not compatible with (46).
Hence, unless (46) is satisfied, the Ricci scalar is such
that
P[R(r)] = N − 1 < na , nb .

In contrast, only if
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of course, in agreement with the known results in the
literature (see, e.g., [62]) and with the discussion in the
beginning of the Sec. II. Therefore, since our main objective is to study the new singularities produced when
covariant derivatives act on regular quantities, in the rest
of the paper we assume (42).
A moment’s reflection reveals that, in most of the
cases, the first odd-order term in the Taylor expansion
of R(r) is at order r2N −1 , where N ≡ min{na , nb }. In
fact, for the first term in the right-hand side of (39), the
first odd-order power is at least O(r2na +1 ); for the second term it is exactly at O(r2nb −1 ); for the third term
it is O(r2N −1 ), and for the last one it is O(r2na −1 ). The
cancellation of the O(r2N −1 )-terms can take place only
if the functions A and B are related in a very particular
way.
Indeed, assuming N = na < nb one can explicitly evaluate the coefficient of the O(r2N −1 )-term in the series of
R, which reads,

(47)

In particular, the hypothesis nf < na , nb evoked in the
considerations concerning the regularity of F is satisfied
by the scalar F = R. Thus, from the previous results it
follows that R ∼ r−1 for N = 1, while if N > 2 we
have P[R] = N − 2. Furthermore, P[N −1 R] = 0 and,
thus, N R has a singularity of the type r−1 .
Some of the examples presented in Sec. II can be
derived from this general result. Indeed, for the metrics of the subsections A, B and C we immediately get
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P[R(r)] = N − 1, inasmuch as they have B(r) = 1/A(r).
For the Hayward and Dymnikova black holes, the first
odd-order term in the series of the metric is r5 (i.e.,
N = 2), thus R and R are finite but 2 R is singular. In contrast, N = 1 for the renormalization group
improved black hole metric, so R already diverges. Finally, for the modified Hayward metric (31) of subsection
D we have na = 1 and nb = 2; whence N = na = 1 and
R is singular at r = 0.
IV.

SINGULARITIES OF SUPERFICIAL AND
KINETIC CURVATURE INVARIANTS

In the previous section we showed that if the series expansion of the metric (10) around r = 0 contains the first
odd-power term at order r2N +1 , given a regular curvature
invariant F (r) such that P[F ] = nf < N , the operator
nf +1 F might diverge like r−1 . This is the case for the
scalar curvature if the relation (46) does not hold. Moreover, if N > 1, all the terms of the type Rn R for n < N
are finite; while RN R may diverge like r−1 as r → 0.
However, from the point of view of the finite action
principle, singularities of the type r−1 and r−2 are harmless in four-dimensional spacetimes because they do not
produce a divergent action. In fact, the contribution of a
given curvature invariant F (r) to the gravitational action
is through the term
Z ΩIR
√
dr −gF (r),
SF (ΩUV , ΩIR ) =
(48)
ΩUV

where, following the procedure of [16], we introduced infrared and ultraviolet cutoffs and restrict considerations
to the integral on the coordinate r, which is the only relevant one for static spherically symmetric metrics. Since
the factor
p
√
√
−g = A(r)B(r) r2 = a0 r2 + O(r4 )
(49)

in the measure is O(r2 ) for a regular metric, only if F (r)
is more singular than r−2 the action term SF will diverge
when we let ΩUV → 0. Thus, our goal in this section is
to investigate whether there are scalars of the type n F ,
or Rn R, with n > N that diverge with a higher inverse
power of r.
To this end, we assume that a generic curvature invariant I(r) has a r−1 -type of singularity, i.e.,
I(r) =

c
+ F (r),
r

Kn ≡ Rµναβ n Rµναβ .

I =

(51)

(52)

For simplicity, let us also assume that B = 1/A. If a3 6=
0, the invariant K1 diverges like r−1 , but K2 and K3 go
with r−2 , K4 ∼ r−3 and K5 ∼ r−5 . If one sets a3 = 0,
then all these five invariants may diverge only like r−1 ;
nonetheless, pushing the calculations further one finds
K6 ∼ a4 a25 r−2 and K7 ∼ a4 a25 r−4 . If, in addition, a4 = 0,
then the lowest-order kinetic invariant diverging stronger
than r−1 is K7 ∼ a35 r−3 ; this is the case of the Hayward
and Dymnikova metrics, see Eq. (27). A similar situation
occurs for the kinetic scalars quadratic in the Ricci or
Weyl tensors [see, for instance, Eqs. (17)-(20)].
Therefore, we conclude that even for regular analytic
spacetimes, curvature-derivative terms can yield a diverging action. Still, as mentioned above, it seems that there
exists a relation between the order of the first odd-power
term in the Taylor expansion of the metric and the maximal power of the d’Alembertian in a generic regular
kinetic scalar needed to produce a divergence stronger
than r−2 .
V.

(50)

where c 6= 0 is a constant and F (r) is an analytic function
given by the power series (37). Hence, when we apply a
d’Alembert operator on it we get, for r 6= 0 [see Eq. (36)]:
c(AB ′ − A′ B)
+ F
2AB 2 r2
c(a0 b1 − a1 )
+ O (1/r) .
=
2a0 r2

Therefore, only if a0 b1 6= a1 it happens that I ∼ r−2 .
Otherwise, it can either be regular or diverge as r−1 , depending on the value of the coefficients c, a1 , a2 , b1 and
b2 , and also on F . Insomuch as a1 = b1 = 0 for regular metrics, the application of this result iteratively to
the scalar N R—which has a singularity of the type r−1
in the form of (50)—leads to the following conclusion:
given a regular analytic metric, n R (for any power n)
can only diverge like r−1 for r → 0. In the sense of distributions, however, for n > N there can be singularities
involving Dirac deltas and its derivatives.
The regularity of the kinetic scalars of the type Rn R
also depends on the behavior of R near r = 0. Nevertheless, if R is regular, Rn R cannot be more diverging
than n R. As an important particular case, if the metric
has B = 1/A and has a de Sitter core, i.e., a1 = b1 = 0
and b2 = −a2 6= 0, then R(0) = −12a2 and Rn R always
diverges as r−1 if n R diverges. This explains why we
found only 1/r-type of divergences for these invariants in
the explicit evaluations considered in Sec. II.
However, the explicit examples of Sec. II have also
shown that the kinetic terms which are not quadratic
in the Ricci scalar can diverge faster than r−1 . Consider,
for instance, the invariant

COMMENT REGARDING NON-ANALYTIC
METRICS

So far, our considerations involved only analytic metrics in r = 0, i.e., those that can be expressed as Taylor
series. However, under certain circumstances, a similar
analysis can be carried out for regular metrics that are
not analytic.
The most interesting scenario concerns the situation
when A(r) and B(r) are non-analytic smooth functions.
Many of these regular metrics have been obtained in the
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literature—see, e.g., [81–85]. The main observation here
is that if A(r) and B(r) tend to a constant value (as
r → 0) faster than any polynomial, all the invariants
polynomial in curvatures and their derivatives are regular. For example, consider the metric of Ref. [83],
A(r) =

2M
1
=1−
[1 − tanh(r0 /r)] ,
B(r)
r

(53)

where r0 is a positive parameter. Since

R=

4M r02 tanh(r0 /r)sech2 (r0 /r)
r5

(54)

and sech(r0 /r) is exponentially suppressed by a factor
2e−r0 /r as r → 0, all the covariant derivatives of R will
still vanish faster than any polynomial.
Another possibility of non-analytic metrics are those
which are not smooth but still admit a Taylor representation around r = 0, with a non-polynomial remainder
function. Though it is clear that the non-existence of a
derivative of a certain order at r = 0 implies that there
will be singular curvature-derivative scalars, the minimal
number of derivatives in such diverging scalars may be
less than the order of differentiability of the functions
A(r) and B(r). Take, for example, a metric defined by
the functions A(r) and B(r) which are n-times continuously differentiable at r = 0 (with n > 2). Let us define
P[A] = na and P[B] = nb such that the first odd-power
terms in the Taylor polynomial of A(r) and B(r) are respectively at order r2na +1 and r2nb +1 . Then, from the
discussion of Sec. III, if 2N ≡ 2 min{na , nb } < n − 1,
it can happen that N R diverges as r−1 . Higher-order
invariants, however, can have other types of singularities,
depending on the remainder function.
For instance, in the context of the sixth-derivative
gravity with logarithmic quantum corrections, in Ref. [7]
it was obtained a metric defined by the function

A(r) =

∞
X
ℓ=0

aℓ rℓ + log(µr)

∞
X

c2ℓ+1 r2ℓ+1 ,

r3 in (55), whereas 2 R ∼ log r/r for small r, as a consequence of non-analyticity.
VI.

DISCUSSION

In this paper we stressed that regular black hole
metrics can still produce divergent curvature-derivative
scalars, like Rµναβ n Rµναβ and similar ones. The inclusion of these higher-derivative operators in a gravitational action may (or may not) cause the action to diverge. Indeed, as argued in [16], the contribution of a
curvature invariant F (r) evaluated at a static spherically
symmetric metric in the form (10) is
SF (ΩUV , ΩIR ) =

Z

ΩIR

ΩUV

dr

p

A(r)B(r) r2 F (r).

(56)

√
Since AB is finite for a regular metric, if F (r) diverges like r−n with n > 2, then SF (ΩUV , ΩIR ) will diverge when we send the UV cutoff to zero. If this is the
case, following the finite action principle [13–16], the corresponding spacetime configuration is going to be filtered
out of the functional integration over all geometries.
In view of the results presented in Sec. III, if the fourthderivative gravity is taken as the fundamental QG theory,
then for any regular black hole metric (10) the divergence that may exist at r = 0 in the term R (which
is required by renormalization) does not yield an infinite action. This happens because for these metrics such
term can only diverge like 1/r; moreover, this is the sole
scalar with at most four derivatives that can diverge on
a regular metric.
However, as pointed out in Ref. [16], the requirement
of finiteness may be a way of distinguishing viable gravitational actions in their capability of selecting regular
geometries. In this spirit, a theory containing higherderivative structures like those in (6) with large N is favored in comparison to the simple fourth-derivative gravity (5). In fact, the space of regular metrics associated
with a finite action is more constrained if the the number
of derivatives in the action is larger.

(55)

ℓ=2
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