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Abstract

Quadratic Gravity supplements the Einstein-Hilbert action by terms quadratic in the

spacetime curvature. This leads to a rich phase space of static, compact gravitating ob-

jects including the Schwarzschild black hole, wormholes, and naked singularities. For the

first time, we study the collapse of a spherically symmetric star with uniform dust density

in this setting. The symmetries of the problem make the interior solution insensitive to the

Weyl-squared term, so that the interior dynamics is fully determined by R and R2. As our

main result, we find that the collapse leads to the formation of a horizon, implying that the

endpoint of a uniform dust collapse in Quadratic Gravity is not a horizonless spacetime. We

also show that the curvature-squared contribution is responsible for making the collapse into a

singularity faster than the standard Oppenheimer-Snyder scenario. Furthermore, the junction

conditions connecting spacetime inside and outside the matter distribution are found to be

significantly more constraining than their counterparts in General Relativity and we discuss

key properties of any exterior solution matching to the spacetime inside the collapsing star.
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1 Introduction

The addition of quadratic-curvature terms to the Einstein-Hilbert action gives rise to a perturba-

tively strictly renormalizable local quantum field theory of gravity in four spacetime dimensions [1]

(see Refs. [2–5] for reviews). This theory is known as Quadratic Gravity and its action reads

S[g] =
1

2

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
1

8πGN
R+

α

6
R2 − β

2
CµνρσC

µνρσ

]
, (1)

where GN is Newton’s constant, and α and β are dimensionless parameters. We have neglected

the contribution of the cosmological constant and the boundary terms including the Gauss-Bonnet

which in four dimensions is topological.

The quadratic-curvature terms introduce extra degrees of freedom in addition to the massless

graviton: a massive spin-0 of mass squared m2
0 = 1

8πGN

1
α coming from R2 and a massive spin-2

of mass squared1 m2
2 = 1

8πGN

1
β coming from CµνρσC

µνρσ. Note that α and β must be positive in

order to avoid tachyons.2 The massive spin-2 field is ghost-like due to unconstrained higher-order

time derivatives, meaning that its individual kinetic term (or, in other words, its propagator) is

multiplied by an overall minus sign as compared to standard two-derivative fields. On the other

hand, the spin-0 component is subject to the Hamiltonian constraint and the kinetic term of the

additional scalar degree of freedom has the standard positive sign.

The presence of the spin-2 ghost in the particle spectrum could raise concerns about the fea-

sibility of the theory due to potential classical Hamiltonian instabilities and violation of unitarity

at the quantum level [1, 11]. However, especially in the recent years, new promising proposals

have emerged on how to quantize ghost fields consistently with the principles of locality, unitarity

and renormalizability [12–18], and also new ideas suggesting that ghosts may not always lead to

classical instabilities [19,20]. Here we do not discuss the ghost puzzle and its possible solution(s)

as this topic would go beyond the scope of the paper. Moreover, our analysis will be confined to

the purely classical level without taking quantum corrections into account.

Aim of this work

We are interested in studying the properties of asymptotically flat and spherically symmetric

metrics that can result as physical endpoints of a gravitational collapse in Quadratic Gravity.

Most of the previous works only focused on finding static spherically symmetric solutions which

were classified in terms of the asymptotic behaviors of the two metric components gtt(r) and

grr(r) (in Schwarzschild coordinates). Different types of static solutions have been found [21–35]:

1It is worthwhile mentioning that the mass of the spin-2 depends on the cosmological constant Λ. In
fact, when Λ ̸= 0 in four spacetime dimensions we have m2

2 = 1
8πGN

1
β + 2

3Λ(2
α
β + 1) [6, 7].

2Notably, Lagrangians of the form R + R2 are very successful when explaining the power spectrum of
the cosmic microwave background (CMB) via Starobinsky inflation [8–10]. For this mechanism to work,
the spin-0 mass is required to be of order m0 ∼ 1013GeV which also means 1/m0 ∼ 10−30m. The scale
1/m2 is expected to be of the same order or smaller.
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singular black hole solutions (with horizon radius rH > 0 such that gtt(rH) = 0) of Schwarzschild

and non-Schwarzschild type, horizonless solutions with naked singularities, and wormholes. In

particular, all the static, asymptotically flat, spherically symmetric black-hole solutions can be

shown to have zero Ricci scalar, R = 0 [36, 24]. It is also worth mentioning that stability

analyses for time-dependent perturbations of Ricci flat solutions in Quadratic Gravity have been

performed [37,38].

While observations based on shadow imaging [39, 40] allow to rule out parts of the solution

space [32], it is still unclear whether the more exotic naked singularities and wormhole solutions

are physical or not. In other words, it has not yet been proven which of these solutions can

form as a result of a dynamical process, that is, whether they can be the physical endpoint of a

gravitational collapse. For example, it could be that some or even all of them cannot be matched

to a dynamical process.

In this paper we aim at addressing this physical question for the first time. The main goal is

to describe a dynamical scenario and understand the properties of the resulting spacetime. We

consider the simplest possible situation in which the matter configuration undergoing gravitational

collapse is spherically symmetric and homogeneous in space, i.e. we consider a collapsing star

with uniform dust density3 as originally done by Oppenheimer and Snyder in their seminal work

on gravitational singularities [42]. In particular, we make the reasonable physical assumption

according to which in the initial phase of the collapse General Relativity (GR) and known standard

physics work well, and analyse the effect of the higher curvature terms on the collapse. We divide

the analysis into interior and exterior solutions and organize the work as follows.

Sec. 2: We recall the Quadratic Gravity field equations and briefly review the families of static,

asymptotically flat, spherically symmetric solutions that were found in the past.

Sec. 3: We show that the symmetries of the problem make the interior solution insensitive to

the Weyl-squared term, therefore the interior dynamics is solely determined by the terms

R and R2 in the action. We show that the collapse into a singularity is faster than in the

case of GR.

Sec. 4: We show that an apparent horizon forms by analysing the evolution of the expansion

parameters of the two vectors of a null geodesics congruence, that become both negative at

some finite time during the collapse.

Sec. 5: Subsequently, we consider the exterior solution by studying the junction conditions and

comment on how to constrain the two metric functions gtt(t, r) and grr(t, r). We show that

no stationary solution that smoothly matches a collapsing uniform-density dust star can be

3It is worth to mention that uniform dust collapse has been recently studied in an asymptotic-safety
inspired scenario where it was found that the endpoint of the collapse is a regular black hole [41].
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found. This means that at a generic time the exterior metric components must be time-

dependent and that stationarity (i.e. staticity in the spherically symmetric case) can only

be reached asymptotically. In this paper we do not attempt to find an explicit exterior

solution but for the time being we only constrain some of its properties. In particular,

our results imply that horizonless spherically symmetric solutions in Quadratic Gravity

cannot be matched to a dynamical uniform-density dust configuration. This suggests that

some of the known static solutions, such as the 2-2 hole [27], cannot be the endpoint of a

uniform-density dust collapse.

Sec. 6 We summarize the main results, make some final remarks on the singularity problem and

draw the conclusions. In particular, we note that the Weyl squared term could become

important in the interior in less symmetric scenarios (e.g. in the presence of anisotropies

and/or rotation) and contribute with a repulsive contribution that may affect the endpoint

of the collapse in non-trivial ways.

Conventions and notations. We adopt the mostly plus convention for the metric signature

(− + ++) and work in Natural units c = 1 = ℏ. We choose the following convention for the

Riemann tensor: [∇ν ,∇ρ]V
σ = V µRσ

µνρ, R
σ
µνρ = ∂νΓ

σ
µρ−∂ρΓ

σ
µν +Γσ

ανΓ
α
µρ−Γσ

αρΓ
α
µν , and

Rµρ = Rν
µνρ = δνσR

σ
µνρ = gσνRσµνρ. Since we will consider the interior and exterior spacetime

regions of a collapsing ball of dust, we will distinguish these regions with the labels “+” and “−”.

For instance, the metric components in the interior and exterior regions will be called g−µν(x−)

and g+µν(x+), where x
µ
− = (τ, χ, θ, φ) and xµ+ = (t, r, θ, φ) are the interior and exterior coordinates,

respectively.

2 Quadratic Gravity

2.1 Field equations

In four spacetime dimensions we can use the relation CµνρσC
µνρσ = RµνρσR

µνρσ−2RµνR
µν+ 2

3R
2

and the fact that the Gauss-Bonnet density
√
−g(RµνρσR

µνρσ − 4RµνR
µν +R2) is locally a total

derivative to rewrite the Weyl-squared invariant in the action in terms of the squares of the Ricci

scalar and Ricci tensor, thus up to total derivatives eq. (1) can be recast as

S[g] =
1

2

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
1

8πGN
R+

α

6
R2 − β

(
RµνR

µν − 1

3
R2

)]
. (2)

We can derive the field equations by varying the action in (2) and obtain [21]

Eµν = Tµν , (3)
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where4

Eµν ≡ 1

8πGN

(
Rµν −

1

2
gµνR

)
+

2

3

(α
2
+ β
)(

gµν□R−∇µ∇νR+RRµν −
1

4
gµνR

2

)
−β

(
□Rµν +

1

2
gµν□R−∇ρ∇µR

ρ
ν −∇ρ∇νR

ρ
µ + 2Rρ

µRρν −
1

2
gµνRρσR

ρσ

)
, (4)

and Tµν is the stress-energy tensor of the matter sector, which is covariantly conserved. The trace

of the field equations reads

E = − 1

8πGN
R+ α□R = T , (5)

where we have defined E ≡ gµνEµν and T ≡ gµνTµν . As expected, the terms proportional to β

do not contribute to the trace equation because the Weyl tensor is trace-free.

2.2 Brief summary of static solutions

The field equations (3), (4) have been solved in the case of a static and spherically symmetric

metric ansatz of the type [21–24,26,27,29]

ds2 = −A(r)dt2 +B(r)dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2) , (6)

where A(r) and B(r) are two (in general, independent) unknown functions. Due to the more

complicated structure of the field equations as compared to Einstein’s theory it is not possible to

find non-linear solutions in closed form. However, approximate analytic solutions can be found by

working in the linear regime when the gravitational potentials are weak, e.g. at large distances,

and also by expanding around some spacetime point that can be either the origin or some finite

r0 > 0. We now briefly review the main properties of these solutions.

Linearized solutions. In the large-distance regime we expect the gravitational field to be weak

and an approximate analytic solution can be obtained by solving the linearized equations. The

general solution contains six free parameters and is given by [21,31]

A(r) ≃ 1 + Ct −
2GNM

r
+ 2S+

2

em2r

r
+ 2S−

2

e−m2r

r
+ S+

0

em0r

r
+ S−

0

e−m0r

r
,

B−1(r) ≃ 1− 2GNM

r
+ S+

2 (1−m2r)
em2r

r
+ S−

2 (1 +m2r)
e−m2r

r

−S+
0 (1−m0r)

em0r

r
− S−

0 (1 +m0r)
e−m0r

r
, (7)

where Ct, M, S+
2 , S

−
2 , S

+
0 and S−

0 are six integration constants that form a six-dimensional space

of solutions. The number of free parameters can be reduced by requiring asymptotic flatness, i.e.,

S+
2 = 0 = S+

0 , and choosing a canonical parametrization for the time coordinate, i.e., Ct = 0.

4Note that starting from the form of the action written in terms of the Weyl square, i.e. eq. (1), the
contribution proportional to β in the field equations (4) would read −2βBµν ≡ −2β(∇ρ∇σ + 1

2R
ρσ)Cµρνσ,

where Bµν is known as Bach tensor and is trace-free. In four spacetime dimensions the Bach tensor can be
expressed in terms of Ricci scalar and Ricci tensor (and no Riemann tensor) as Bµν = 1

2□Rµν+
1
6 (2∇µ∇ν−

1
2gµν□)R− 1

2∇ρ∇µR
ρ
ν − 1

2∇ρ∇νR
ρ
µ − 1

3RRµν +RµρR
ρ
ν − 1

4 (R
ρσRρσ − 1

3R
2)gµν , consistently with eq. (4).
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Expansion around the origin. The idea is to assume a Laurent series expansion for the

metric potentials,

A(r) = rt
∞∑
n=0

anr
n , B(r) = rs

∞∑
n=0

bnr
n , (8)

where a0 ̸= 0, b0 ̸= 0, and determine the leading order behavior, i.e. the values of t and s; this

procedure is also known as Frobenius method.

In Ref. [21] three families of solutions were found:

• (s, t) = (0, 0): it is the natural vacuum solution that is regular everywhere and is charac-

terized by three independent parameters;

• (s, t) = (1,−1): it contains spacetime metrics with Schwarzschild-like singularities for which

the Kretschmann invariant diverges like RµνρσRµνρσ ∼ 1/r6, and is characterized by four

independent parameters;

• (s, t) = (2, 2): it contains other type of singular spacetime metrics whose Kretschmann

invariant diverges like RµνρσRµνρσ ∼ 1/r8, and is characterized by six independent param-

eters.

Note that one parameter in A(r) always corresponds to the rescaling of the time coordinate.

Further parameters can be fixed by extra conditions, e.g., R = 0 fixes one more and, moreover,

the asymptotic flatness can be achieved for special values of the parameters.

Exansion around r0 > 0. The above classification was extended in Refs. [24, 23] by applying

the Frobenius method (9) to expansions around a generic finite radius r0 > 0 :

A(r) = (r − r0)
t

∞∑
n=0

an(r − r0)
n , B(r) = (r − r0)

s
∞∑
n=0

bn(r − r0)
n . (9)

This more general analysis allows to clarify whether the singular solutions above have a horizon

or a naked singularity. The solution families that were found are [23]

• (s, t)r0 = (0, 0)r0 : this is the regular branch, this time with a generic expansion point r0;

• (s, t)r0 = (−1, 1)r0 : these are black hole solutions where r0 is the location of the horizon;

• (s, t)r0 = (−1, 0)r0 : these solutions describe wormholes whose throat is given by r0.

Furthermore, it is also worth to mention that there exist other non-Frobenius solutions in these

coordinates [23] that are Frobenius in conformal-to-Kundt coordinates (for R = 0) [29].

The class (−1, 1)r0 contains the Schwarzschild black hole with b0 = r0 as an isolated solution,

i.e. small deviations from it do not give rise to new solutions, and an additional non-Schwarzschild

black hole solution also known as Schwarzschild-Bach black hole. The latter is characterized by

6



an extra (in general not small) parameter δ, defined through the relation b0 = r0/(1 + δ), whose

non-zero value implies A(r) ̸= 1/B(r). The mass parameter of the Schwarzschild-Bach black hole

is not arbitrary but bounded from above by O
(
M2

p/m2

)
[24], where Mp = 1/

√
8πGN ∼ 1018GeV

is the reduced Planck mass.

It is also important to mention that using the trace equation (5) one can prove a no-hair-type

theorem stating that all the static, asymptotically flat and spherically symmetric black holes in

Quadratic Gravity have Ricci scalar equal to zero [36, 24]. This implies, for instance, that in

R + R2 gravity (i.e., the theory (1) with β = 0) the only asymptotically-flat black hole solution

is the Schwarzschild metric.

Finally, let us mention that the (2, 2) family found expanding around r = 0 has been shown

to be horizonless and, therefore, to have a naked singularity [22, 23]. This type of solutions are

also known as 2-2 holes [27,43].

3 Uniform dust collapse

All the solutions reviewed in the previous section are static. This means that it is not yet

clear whether they can form through a dynamical process, that is, whether they can arise as

the physical endpoint of a gravitational collapse. We address this question for the first time by

considering the simplest scenario of a collapsing spherically symmetric star of uniform-density

dust5. In other words, we aim at generalizing the Oppenheimer-Snyder model of collapse [42] to

the case of Quadratic Gravity. Since we have to solve differential equations containing higher-

order time derivatives, it is important that the initial value problem in Quadratic Gravity is

well-posed [45,46].

Due to the symmetry of the problem, the interior geometry is given by a Friedmann–Lemaitre–

Robertson–Walker (FLRW)-type metric which in comoving coordinates xµ− ≡ (τ, χ, θ, φ) reads

(ds2)− = g−µν(x−)dx
µ
−dx

ν
− = −dτ2 + a2(τ)

[
dχ2

1− kχ2
+ χ2dΩ2

]
, (10)

where a(τ) is the scale factor, k the spatial curvature and we recall that the notation (·)− refers

to quantities defined in the interior region of the collapsing star.

The matter configuration we consider is a spherically symmetric and pressureless ball of dust

with uniform density whose stress-energy tensor reads

Tµν = ρ(τ)UµUν , (11)

5It is worth mentioning that Ref. [44] studied the gravitational collapse of a massless scalar field for an
action containing quadratic curvatures but in the framework of effective field theory where no additional
gravitational degree of freedom is present besides the massless graviton and the higher-curvature terms
can be partly removed and partly moved into the matter sector through a field redefinition. In our case,
instead, we work in the renormalizable theory of Quadratic Gravity in which R2 and CµνρσC

µνρσ cannot
be removed as they are not corrections but non-perturbative modifications of Einstein’s theory.
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where Uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0) is the fluid velocity in comoving coordinates.

On the inner side the surface of the collapsing star can be described in terms of the coordinates

xµ−∗ = (τ, χ∗, θ, φ), where χ∗ is the radius of the star which is a constant in comoving coordinates.

Note that the metric (10) is valid for χ ≤ χ∗.

The only unknown function that needs to be determined by solving the field equations in the

interior is a(τ), while the constant parameter k will be related to the initial conditions of both

matter and geometry configurations, and to the parameters of the exterior geometry through the

junction conditions.

3.1 Interior field equations

We can insert the ansatz (10) and (11) into the field equations and obtain

Eττ =
3

8πGN

1

a2
(
k + ȧ2

)
+ 3α

[
1

a4
(
k2 − 2kȧ2 − 3ȧ4

)
− ä2

a2
+ 2

ȧ
...
a

a2
+ 2

ȧ2ä

a3

]
= ρ , (12)

Eχχ =
−1

1− kχ2

{
1

8πGN

(
k + ȧ2 + 2aä

)
+α

[
3ä2 + 4ȧ

...
a + 2a

....
a − 1

a2
(
k2 − 2kȧ2 − 3ȧ4

)
− 4

a

(
k + 3ȧ2

)
ä

]}
= 0 , (13)

Eθθ = χ2(1− kχ2)Eχχ = 0 , (14)

Eφφ = χ2(1− kχ2) sin2 θ Eχχ = 0 , (15)

while the trace reads

E = − 3

4πGN

[
1

a2
(
k + ȧ2

)
+

ä

a

]
+ 6α

[
ä

a3
(
2k + 5ȧ2

)
− ä2

a2
− 1

a2
(3ȧ

...
a + a

....
a )

]
= −ρ , (16)

where the dot notation stands for the derivative with respect to the comoving time τ, i.e. ȧ(τ) ≡
da(τ)
dτ . Note that the interior field equations do not depend on β because the Weyl tensor vanishes

for the FLRW metric ansatz (10), being conformally flat.

The gravitational field equations have to be compatibly solved with the continuity equation

coming from the conservation of the stress-energy tensor, i.e. ∇µT
µν = 0, from which we obtain

3ρ(τ)ȧ(τ) + ρ̇(τ)a(τ) = 0 ⇔ d

dτ

[
ρ(τ)a3(τ)

]
= 0 . (17)

Choosing a(0) = 1 (always possible by time translation), eq. (17) gives

ρ(τ) = ρ0
1

a3(τ)
, (18)

where we have introduced the initial value of the density ρ0 ≡ ρ(0).

Substituting (18) into (12), evaluating the resulting equation at τ = 0 and imposing the

initial condition ȧ(0) = 0 (the dust configuration starts at rest), we obtain the following relation
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between the spatial curvature k, the initial density ρ0 and the initial acceleration ä(0) :

ρ0 =
3

8πGN
k + 3α

(
k2 − ä2(0)

)
. (19)

If we set α = 0 we consistently recover the known relation between k and ρ0 that is valid in the

case of the Oppenheimer-Snyder collapse in GR [42].

3.1.1 Field equations in dimensionless form

It is convenient to rewrite all the relevant equations in dimensionless form. This can be done by

rescaling the dimensionful quantities by the mass scale m0 = (8πGNα)
−1/2. Doing so, eqs. (12)

and (19) become

3
1

a2

(
k̃ + a′

2
)
+ 3

[
1

a4

(
k̃2 − 2k̃a′

2 − 3a′
4
)
− a′′2

a2
+ 2

a′a′′′

a2
+ 2

a′2a′′

a3

]
=

ρ̃0
a3

, (20)

and

ρ̃0 = 3k̃ + 3
(
k̃2 − a′′

2
(0)
)
, (21)

respectively, where we have defined the dimensionless quantities

ρ̃0 ≡
8πGN

m2
0

ρ0 , k̃ ≡ k

m2
0

, τ̃ ≡ m0τ ,
′ ≡ d

dτ̃
. (22)

We can also introduce the dimensionless version of the radial coordinate, i.e. χ̃ ≡ m0χ, and

thus define the dimensionless radius of the star to be χ̃∗ = m0χ∗. With these definitions we now

measure distances and time scales in unit of 1/m0.

In the case of Einstein’s GR the (ττ)-component is not dynamical and we have to solve the

trace equation that, in dimensionless form, reads6

6

[
1

a2GR

(
k̃GR + a′ 2GR

)
+

a′′GR

aGR

]
= − ρ̃0

a3GR

, (23)

where we have introduced the GR analogue of the scale factor, aGR, and the rescaled spatial

curvature, k̃GR, that can differ from the Quadratic Gravity value k̃ and satisfies the relation

ρ̃0 = 3k̃GR . (24)

3.2 Interior solution

The interior field equations cannot be solved analytically but we can solve them numerically.

Since there is only one unknown function, i.e. the scale factor a(τ), it is sufficient to focus on the

(ττ)-component in (12) which contains up to third-order derivatives7.

6A comment is in order. Obviously in the case of GR we do not have any contribution proportional
to 1/m0 in the field equations. In eqs. (23) and (24) we have used 1/m0 simply as an artificial physical
length scale to rewrite the equations in dimensionless form and in order to make a consistent comparison
between the solution in GR and the one in Quadratic Gravity.

7If instead we wanted to focus on the trace equation (16), then we would solve a fourth-order differential
equation that requires an initial condition for the third-order derivative. This additional initial condition
is not arbitrary but is fixed by the solution of the (ττ)-component in (12).
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3.2.1 Initial conditions

Since eq. (20) is a third-order differential equation, we need to impose three initial conditions:

a(0), a′(0) and a′′(0). As already mentioned above, we set a(0) = 1 and assume that the uniform

ball of dust starts at rest, i.e. a′(0) = 0. As for the value of a′′(0), in principle, we could consider

different scenarios.

The physically interesting configuration is that in which the initial phase of the collapse is not

affected by new physics beyond GR. Indeed, an astrophysical collapse typically starts in regimes

of low energy density where standard known physics should still apply. Higher curvature effects

are expected to become important later in the collapse, when the star has sufficiently contracted,

so that αR2 can dominate over 1
GR.

Therefore, to describe a physically valid scenario we have to consider initial conditions in

which GR still holds. We choose the initial value of the acceleration to be equal to that of GR,

i.e. a′′(0) = a′′GR(0) = −k̃GR/2 = −ρ̃0/6.

3.2.2 Numerical solution

To solve eq. (20) we expressed k̃ as a function of ρ̃0 through the relation

k̃ =
1

2

[√
1 +

4

3

(
ρ̃0 +

ρ̃20
12

)
− 1

]
, (25)

so that the only remaining parameter to specify in order to determine the solution is ρ̃0.

The numerical solution of eq. (20) is shown in Fig. 1. In particular, in Fig. 1a we compared

the Quadratic Gravity solution to the case of Oppenheimer-Snyder in GR (i.e. with α = 0). We

can clearly notice that in Quadratic Gravity the collapse still happens and is faster. In Figs. 1b

we plotted the first derivative of the scale factor. Both the velocity and the acceleration diverge

negatively at the end of the collapse. In Fig. 1c and Fig. 1d we plotted the Quadratic Gravity

numerical solution for different values of the initial density. We found that for larger values of ρ̃0

the collapse is faster, still in agreement with the physical expectation.

Remark. It is worth mentioning that to make the deviations from GR during the collapse more

appreciable, we have chosen values of ρ0, and thus of k and kGR, such that the initial radius of the

star χ∗ is comparable to or smaller than 1/m0. Indeed, since we chose values of k̃GR comparable

or larger than O(1) and given the condition χ̃∗ < 1/
√

k̃GR, it follows that χ∗ is comparable or

smaller than 1/m0. However, in typical scenarios we expect χ∗ ≫ 1/m0. We studied this case too

and obtained the same qualitative result. The values of the parameters in the plots were chosen

to make the deviations from GR more evident.
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Figure 1: (a) Numerical solution of the Quadratic Gravity field equation (20) (purple line) in

comparison with the Oppenheimer-Snyder in GR that is found by solving (23) (red dotted line).

We set ρ̃0 = 3. (b) corresponds to the analogue plots for the velocity a′(τ̃). (c) Numerical solutions

for the scale factor and (d) its derivative in Quadratic gravity in the cases ρ̃0 = 1.5 (purple line),

ρ̃0 = 3 (blue line), ρ̃0 = 15 (orange line), ρ̃0 = 60 (red line) and ρ̃0 = 300 (green line).

3.2.3 Alternative initial conditions

So far we have solved the field equations by making the physically motivated choice that the

initial acceleration is equal to the GR value, i.e. a′′(0) = a′′GR(0). This was enough to ensure

that at the beginning of the collapse well-known physics still applies and that new effects due

to the higher curvature terms become important at later times when the matter has contracted

sufficiently. However, we can always ask what happens to the evolution of the scale factor if

we assume different initial conditions for the acceleration. In fact, we could also consider the

following two alternative scenarios:

• We can assume that the initial acceleration is different from the GR value but the spatial

curvatures are the same, i.e. k̃ = k̃GR. Then, from eq. (21) we obtain a′′(0) = −k̃GR and

the relation (19) between the initial density and the spatial curvature does not depend on

the value of the quadratic-curvature coefficient α.
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• We can choose a′′(0) to have an arbitrary small and negative value. This also includes

scenarios where higher-curvature effects may be dominant already in the initial phase of the

matter contraction.

In the first case, we checked that the collapse still happens and the behavior of the scale factor

is similar to the one found above when the initial acceleration is equal to the GR value. In fact,

this scenario can still be considered as physically viable because the initial conditions are very

similar to those in GR since k = kGR = −a′′(0) implies a′′(0) = 2a′′GR(0), which means that the

two initial accelerations are still of the same order of magnitude.

In the second case, in principle anything can happen. However, if |a′′(0)| is much bigger

or smaller than |a′′GR(0)| = k̃GR/2, we are in a regime in which the higher-curvature terms are

important already during the initial phase of the collapse. In fact, in such a case the field equations

at τ = 0 are satisfied if and only if some cancellation between linear and quadratic terms happens.

This situation is unphysical because at the initial stage of an astrophysical collapse we expect GR

to hold and higher-curvature effects to be negligible. On the other hand, if we choose values of

the initial acceleration a′′(0) that are not too different from a′′GR(0) then the configuration could

still be considered physically viable and we have checked that a collapse always happens.

To understand the main results of the next section it is sufficient to only focus on the solution

compatible with the initial conditions according to which the initial acceleration is equal to the

GR value: a′′(0) = a′′GR(0) = −k̃GR/2.

3.2.4 Analytic late-time solution

Finally, we have studied the behavior of the scale factor near the formation of the singularity. To

this end, we simply make the ansatz

a(τ) ∝ (τ0 − τ)γ , (26)

that is valid in the regime τ ∼ τ0, where τ0 marks the proper time of the end of the collapse.

In the GR case, truncating the field equation at the leading order we get γ = 2/3. In contrast

to that, Quadratic Gravity yields γ = 1/2. We have also checked numerically that this behavior

provides a good approximation for the late-time evolution. This confirms that, as shown by the

plot in Fig. 1, the final stage of collapse is faster than its counterpart in GR.

4 Horizon formation

We can now ask whether the solution we have found admits the formation of a horizon at some

point during the collapse. Before doing this, it might be useful to specify which notion of horizon

we are referring to.

Black holes are sometimes defined as the spacetime regions within event horizons. An event

horizon is a causal boundary within which signals cannot reach the asymptotic region. However,

12



(a) (b)

Figure 2: Conformal diagrams of possible spacetimes describing gravitational collapse into a

singularity. (a) The left diagram shows a spacetime with a trapping horizon (blue line). Each

Cauchy hypersurface (red line) crosses the trapping horizon an even number of times. (b) The

right diagram shows a collapse into a naked singularity. This second possibility is excluded in

our analysis due to the presence of an inner horizon in the interior region.

this is a global notion and no local observer can probe the presence of the event horizon [47]. We,

therefore, study the presence of a trapping horizon which is a (quasi)local entity and it is defined

as the boundary of the spacetime region that is locally trapped. Finally, it is useful to consider

the apparent horizon that is a 2-dimensional section of the trapping horizon8.

The presence of a trapping horizon can be investigated by focusing solely on the internal

geometry. In fact, if a trapped surface (i.e. an inner apparent horizon) forms in the interior

region, then an outer apparent horizon must also be present in order to recover the correct

light-cone structure in the asymptotic region. The situation is illustrated in Fig. 2. The shaded

area represents the portion of spacetime inside the collapsing matter. We can study the casual

structure in this region. If we find a trapped surface and an inner apparent horizon (Fig. 2a), we

know that an outer apparent horizon must be present in the exterior region. On the contrary, if

there is no inner horizon, it is possible that the spacetime describes a naked singularity (Fig. 2b).

Trapped regions can be found by looking at the expansion parameters of the two vectors

spanning a null geodesic congruence. For the metric in eq. (10) the outgoing and ingoing future

directed null vectors are

ℓ =
1√
2
∂τ +

1√
2

√
1− kχ2

a(τ)
∂χ , k =

1√
2
∂τ −

1√
2

√
1− kχ2

a(τ)
∂χ , (27)

respectively. It is easy to show that the following relations are satisfied: ℓµℓ
µ = 0, kµk

µ = 0,

8Note that the notion of apparent horizon is foliation dependent. While in spherical symmetry we do
not need to deal with this ambiguity, in more generic spacetimes we might prefer to refer to the notion of
dynamical horizons [48,49].
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ℓµk
µ = −1. The null vectors are defined up to an irrelevant overall factor.

Introducing the tensor

qµν = g−µν + kµℓν + kνℓµ (28)

that projects onto the two-dimensional subspace orthogonal to kµ and ℓµ, where g−µν are the

components of the interior metric in eq. (10), we can define the two expansion parameters as

θ(ℓ) = qµν∇µℓν , θ(k) = qµν∇µkν . (29)

Their explicit expressions in terms of the scale factor are

θ(ℓ) =
√
2
1− kχ2 + χ

√
1− kχ2ȧ(τ)

χa(τ)
√

1− kχ2
, θ(k) = −

√
2
1− kχ2 − χ

√
1− kχ2ȧ(τ)

χa(τ)
√

1− kχ2
. (30)

The expansions encode information about how the area of the two-dimensional cross-section

of a null congruence varies in the outgoing and ingoing directions. In the flat space limit we get

θ(ℓ) =
√
2/χ and θ(k) = −

√
2/χ, that is, in Minkowski spacetime the expansion of ingoing light

rays is always negative (θ(k) < 0) and that of outgoing light rays is always positive (θ(ℓ) > 0).

In our context, to show that a trapped surface is formed, we need to verify that both expansion

parameters can become negative at some point during the collapse. In particular, the condition

θ(ℓ) = 0 corresponds to the formation of a marginal trapped surface, i.e., of an apparent horizon.

Since ȧ is negative and diverges at the end of the collapse (ȧ → −∞), it follows that θ(k) is

always negative as the term χ
√

1− kχ2ȧ(τ) in the numerator dominates. Whereas, θ(ℓ) starts

with a positive value but becomes negative at some point during the collapse, in particular it is

zero when

θ(ℓ)(τ) = 0 ⇔ χ(τ) =
1√

k + ȧ2(τ)
≡ χah(τ) , (31)

where χah(τ) is defined to be the radius of the apparent inner horizon. Its initial value χah(0) =

1/
√
k is located outside the star since 1/

√
k > χ∗, therefore it is unphysical as the coordinate χ

is only defined inside the star, i.e. χ ≤ χ∗. We can say that the apparent horizon forms at the

time τah when χah(τah) = χ∗. Since the derivative of the scale factor tends to infinity at some

finite time τ > τah, it follows that the inner apparent horizon goes to zero and ends up into the

singularity.

The plot in Fig. 3a shows the behavior of the outgoing expansion θ(ℓ) as a function of the

comoving time τ and for χ̃∗ = 0.5. The expansion becomes negative at the time scale τah when

χ̃ah(τah) = χ̃∗ = 0.5. In Fig. 3b we have shown the behaviour of the apparent horizon χah(τ)

which goes to zero at the singularity, i.e. when ȧ → −∞. Note that the curves in Figs. 3a and 3b

intersect because k ̸= kGR. This fact implies that, depending on the value of χ∗, in Quadratic

Gravity the trapped region can form earlier or later than in the case of GR. It is also worth

to mention that if we choose the initial condition for the acceleration ä(0) = −k which implies

k = kGR, then the horizon in Quadratic Gravity would form always earlier than in GR.
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Figure 3: (a) Behavior of the outgoing expansion θ(ℓ) in both cases of Quadratic Gravity (purple

line) and Einstein’s GR (orange line). We set χ̃∗ ≡ m0χ∗ = 0.5. (b) Behavior of the apparent

horizon curve χ̃ah(τ̃) (i.e. the surface at which θ(ℓ) = 0) in both cases of Quadratic Gravity

(purple line) and Einstein’s GR (orange line). We set ρ̃0 = 3 in both plots.

Main result. The formation of an inner horizon also implies the presence of an outer horizon

as illustrated in Fig. 2a. As a consequence, also the exterior spacetime metric must possess a

horizon in order to be compatible with the interior solution and to recover the correct light-cone

structure in the asymptotic region. This excludes 2-2 holes [27, 50] and other horizonless ultra-

compact objects [51] as possible solutions for the exterior metric that can match a collapsing star

with uniform dust density. In particular, spacetimes with a naked singularity, whose conformal

diagram is illustrated in Fig. 2b, are not allowed. Therefore, black hole metrics are the ones that

could possibly be matched to the interior solution found above.

Remark. For the sake of completeness, we also checked that if we choose alternative initial

conditions for which higher curvature effects are relevant already at the beginning of the collapse,

then it would be possible to find interior solutions that do not form a horizon. However, as

already explained above, these solutions would correspond to unphysical astrophysical scenarios

since we expect well-known physics to hold at the beginning of a collapse.

5 Towards constraining the exterior metric

The next question to ask is what exterior spacetime metric can be smoothly matched to the

interior solution. Finding an exact answer to this question is very difficult because we have to

solve the full set of differential equations in the outer region for the spherically symmetric metric

ansatz

(ds2)+ = g+µν(x+)dx
µ
+dx

ν
+ = −A(t, r)dt2 +B(t, r)dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2) , (32)
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where xµ+ = (t, r, θ, φ) are the exterior coordinates, and find the solutions for the two unknown

functions A(t, r) and B(t, r). The complexity is mainly related to three points: (i) the presence of

higher-order curvatures and higher-order derivatives make the structure of the field equations and

the junction conditions much more complicated; (ii) the metric functions depend on both time and

space which lead to a system of non-linear partial differential equations; (iii) in Quadratic Gravity

there is no Birkhoff’s theorem that singles out one vacuum spherically symmetric solution.

In this paper we will not find an exact exterior solution. However, we will introduce all the

ingredients that are needed to tackle the problem and we will use various arguments to partly

constrain the form of the metric functions A(t, r) and B(t, r). Our analysis will set the stage

for future investigations aimed at fully determining the spacetime metric outside a spherically

symmetric collapsing star in the context of Quadratic Gravity.

In what follows we will first derive the generalized junction conditions in the case of Quadratic

Gravity. Subsequently, we will prove several no-go theorems through which we can constrain

some features of the exterior metric. In particular, we will learn that the spacetime metric that

can be possibly matched to the collapsing uniform-density dust star cannot be stationary. This

means that stationarity (i.e. staticity in the spherically symmetric case) may only be reached

asymptotically at late times and for distances larger than the star’s radius. Finally, we will

provide some arguments to further constrain the exterior metric.

5.1 Useful geometric quantities

Let us introduce several ingredients that are needed to write down the junction conditions; a

similar treatment was followed in Ref. [52] in the case of f(R) theories.

The surface of the star on the outer side is described in terms of the coordinates xµ+∗ =

(t∗, r∗, θ, φ), where

t∗ = t∗(τ) , r∗ = r∗(τ) , (33)

are the exterior time and radial coordinates evaluated at the star’s surface. The angular coordi-

nates can be chosen to be the same both on the inner and outer sides due to spherical symmetry.

Furthermore, we can define the coordinates on the three-dimensional surface of the star to be

ya = (τ, θ, φ).

We can characterize the star’s surface in terms of normal and tangent vectors defined on the

inner and outer sides. The tangent vectors on the inner and outer sides are respectively given by

e−µ
a ≡

∂xµ−∗
∂ya

= δµa , e+µ
a ≡

∂xµ+∗
∂ya

=
(
ṫ∗δ

µ
t + ṙ∗δ

µ
r

)
δτa + δµθ δ

θ
a + δµφδ

φ
a . (34)

The normal vectors n±
µ on the two sides can be found by imposing the conditions n±

µ n
±µ = 1 and

n±
µ e

±µ
a = 0, and we get

n−
µ =

a(τ)√
1− kχ2

∗
δχµ , n+

µ =

√
A∗B∗√

ṫ2∗A∗ − ṙ2∗B∗

(
−ṙ∗δ

t
µ + ṫ∗δ

r
µ

)
, (35)
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where we have defined A∗ ≡ A(t∗(τ), r∗(τ)) and B∗ ≡ B(t∗(τ), r∗(τ)).

We can also define the projector

h±µν = g±µν − n±
µ n

±
ν , (36)

that is orthogonal to the star’s surface, i.e. n±µh±µν = 0.

Using the tangent vectors we can define the three-dimensional metrics h±ab induced on both

sides of star’s surface as

(ds2)±∗ ≡ h±abdy
adyb , h±ab = e±µ

a e±ν
b g±µν = e±µ

a e±ν
b h±µν . (37)

The explicit expressions for the induced metrics are

h−ab = diag
(
−1, a(τ)χ2

∗, a(τ)χ
2
∗ sin

2 θ
)
, (38)

h+ab = diag
(
−(ṫ2∗A∗ − ṙ2∗B∗), r

2
∗, r

2
∗ sin

2 θ
)
. (39)

We can do the same for the extrinsic curvature and we get

K±
ab = −n±

µ

(
∂e±µ

b

∂ya
+ Γµ

±ρσe
±ρ
a e±σ

b

)
. (40)

The non-vanishing components on the inner side are

K−
θθ = a(τ)χ∗

√
1− kχ2

∗ =
1

sin2 θ
K−

φφ , (41)

while the expressions of those on the outer side are9

K+
ττ =

−1

2
√
A∗B∗

√
A∗ṫ2∗ −B∗ṙ2∗

[
A∗ṫ∗

(
ṫ2∗∂rA∗ + 2ṙ∗ṫ∗∂tB∗ + ṙ2∗∂rB∗

)
−B∗ṙ∗

(
ṫ2∗∂tA∗ + 2ṙ∗ṫ∗∂rA∗ + ṙ2∗∂tB∗

)
+ 2A∗B∗

(
ṫ2∗r̈∗ − ṙ2∗ ẗ∗

)]
, (42)

K+
θθ =

√
A∗
B∗

r∗ṫ∗√
ṫ2∗A∗ − ṙ2∗B∗

=
K+

φφ

sin2 θ
. (43)

5.2 Junction conditions

The general form of the junction conditions in Quadratic Gravity for the action (2) with α ̸= 0

and β ̸= 0 were first derived in Ref. [53] and are given by

[hab] = 0 , [Kab] = 0 (44a)

[Rµν ] = 0 , [∇ρRµν ] = 0 (44b)

9For the sake of clarity, let us mention that whenever we use partial derivatives together with the
evaluation at the star’s surface, the former is always performed first, e.g., ∂tA∗ means (∂tA)|∗.
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where the square-brackets notation is defined as [F ] ≡ F+ − F− for any quantity F. In addition

to the well-known first and second Darmois-Israel junction conditions [54,55] in eq. (44a) we also

have two additional conditions in eq. (44b) that we call third and fourth junction conditions,

respectively.

In our case we are interested in the so-called proper matching conditions for which no distri-

butional matter is present at the junction, i.e. there is no discontinuity at the star’s surface. We

now want to determine the independent number of components of the junction conditions and

study how they constrain the exterior metric solution.

• First junction condition: It gives two independent conditions:

r∗ = a(τ)χ∗ , ṫ2∗A∗ − ṙ2∗B∗ = 1 . (45)

The condition [hab] = 0 also implies that on the surface (i.e. for χ = χ∗, t = t∗ and r = r∗)

we have [hµν ] = 0 and [nµ] = 0.

• Second junction condition: It gives two conditions that in general are independent.

Using the first junction, the conditions coming from the second junction can be written as

β = β0
√

A∗B∗ , β̇ =
1

2

(
ṫ2∗∂tA∗ − ṙ2∗∂tB∗

)
, (46)

where we have defined the quantities β ≡ A∗ṫ∗ and β0 ≡
√

1− kχ2
∗. Note that in the case

of the Schwarzschild metric in GR we have A∗B∗ = 1 and β̇ = 0, thus only one independent

condition. However, in the more general case with B∗ ̸= 1/A∗ we have two independent

conditions.

• Third junction condition: Using [hab] = 0 and [Kab] = 0, the third junction condition

can be written as [53]

0 = [Rµν ] = hρµh
σ
ν [Rρσ] +

1

2
nµnν [R] ; (47)

which is equivalent to the two conditions

[R] = 0 , eµae
ν
b [Rµν ] = 0 . (48)

Note that the tangent-normal component of [Rµν ] does not contribute when [Kab] = 0. The

first equation is the continuity of the Ricci scalar

R+
∗ = R−

∗ = 6

(
ȧ2 + k

a2
+

ä

a

)
, (49)

while the second gives two independent conditions

ṫ2∗R
+
tt∗ + 2ṫ∗ṙ∗R

+
tr∗ + ṙ2∗R

+
rr∗ = −3

ä

a
, (50)

R+
θθ∗ = χ2

∗
[
aä+ 2(ȧ2 + k)

]
. (51)
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The quantity R+
∗ ≡ R+(t∗, r∗) and R+

µν∗ ≡ R+
µν(t∗, r∗) are the Ricci scalar and the compo-

nents of the Ricci tensor on the outer side of star’s surface. Therefore, the third junction

contains three independent conditions.

• Fourth junction condition: Using [hab] = 0 and [Kab] = 0, the fourth junction condition

can be written as [53]

0 = [∇ρRµν ] = nρn
σ[∇σRµν ] + hσρ∇σ[Rµν ] . (52)

Using [Rµν ] = 0 the second contribution in the last equation vanishes and we can also show

that [53]

nσ [∇σRµν ] = hαµh
β
νn

σ [∇σRαβ] + nµnνn
αnβnσ [∇σRαβ]

= hαµh
β
νn

σ [∇σRαβ] +
1

2
nµnνn

σ [∇σR] , (53)

where to go from the first to the second line we used nαnβnσ[∇σRαβ] =
1
2n

σ[∇σR]. There-

fore, using [hab] = 0, [Kab] = 0 and [Rµν ] = 0, the fourth junction condition [∇ρRµν ] = 0

becomes equivalent to the following conditions:

hµαh
ν
βn

σ[∇σRµν ] = 0 ⇔ eµae
ν
bn

σ[∇σRµν ] = 0 , (54)

and

nρ[∇ρR] = 0 . (55)

Note that there is no contribution from any tangent derivative as well as any tangent-normal

component of the normal derivative. The explicit form of the scalar condition (55) is

ṙ∗
A∗

∂rR
+
∗ +

ṫ∗
B∗

∂tR
+
∗ = 0 , (56)

while the tangent-tangent components in eq. (54) give

A∗
(
r∗∂rR

+
θθ∗ − 2R+

θθ∗
)
ṫ∗ + r∗B∗∂tR

+
θθ∗ṙ∗ = 0 , (57)

− 1

(A∗B∗)
3/2

[
A2

∗ṫ∗
(
ṙ∗R

+
rr∗ + ṫ∗R

+
tr∗
) (

ṙ∗∂rB∗ + ṫ∗∂tB∗
)

−A2
∗B∗ṫ∗

(
ṙ2∗∂rR

+
rr∗ + 2ṙ∗ṫ∗∂rR

+
tr∗ + ṫ2∗∂rR

+
tt∗
)

+A∗B∗
(
ṫ∗∂rA∗ + ṙ∗∂tB∗

) (
ṙ2∗R

+
rr∗ + 2ṙ∗ṫ∗R

+
tr∗ + ṫ2∗R

+
tt∗
)

−A∗B
2
∗ ṙ∗
(
ṙ2∗∂tR

+
rr∗ + 2ṙ∗ṫ∗∂tR

+
tr∗ + ṫ2∗∂tR

+
tt∗
)

+B2
∗ ṙ∗
(
ṫ∗R

+
tt∗ + ṙ∗R

+
tr∗
) (

ṙ∗∂rA∗ + ṫ∗∂tA∗
)]

= 0 , (58)

Therefore, the fourth junction contains three additional independent conditions.
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In summary, we have shown that in Quadratic Gravity, i.e. for the gravitational action (2)

with α ̸= 0 and β ̸= 0, we obtain additional junction conditions. We have 2 conditions coming

from the first, 2 from the second, 3 from the third and 3 from the fourth junction condition,

which in general give a total of 10 independent matching conditions.

To find the exact exterior metric we have to solve the Quadratic Gravity field equations (3)

for the ansatz (32) compatibly with the set of junction conditions. This task is not trivial and in

this work we do not do it. However, we can still find some interesting constraints on the exterior

metric by combining some of the properties of the field equations and the junction conditions.

5.3 No-go theorems

We now derive some no-go theorems that can be used to constrain the form of the metric functions

A(t, r) and B(t, r). These were already derived in the context of f(R) theories in Ref. [52]. Here

we will adapt the theorems to the case of Quadratic Gravity.

First of all, since we are interested in finding constraints on A(t, r) and B(t, r) it is useful to

make their dependence in the relevant equations more explicit. This can be done by eliminating ṫ∗

and ṙ∗ by means of one of the first and one of the second junction conditions, i.e. A∗ṫ
2
∗−B∗ṙ

2
∗ = 1

and β = β0
√
A∗B∗, respectively. Doing so, we obtain

ṫ∗ = β0

√
B∗
A∗

, ṙ∗ =

√
β2
0 −

1

B∗
. (59)

We can now substitute (59) into the second equation in (46) and in the scalar component of

the fourth junction condition in (56):

β̇ =
1

2

[
β2
0

(
B∗
A∗

∂tA∗ − ∂tB∗

)
+

1

B∗
∂tB∗

]
, (60)

√
β2
0 −

1

B∗
∂rR

+
∗ +

√
A∗
B∗

β0∂tR
+
∗ = 0 . (61)

These equations hold on the stellar surface only, i.e. at t = t∗(τ) and r = r∗(τ). However, in a

dynamical scenario (e.g. in a collapse) star’s surface will not be static, namely both t∗ and r∗ will

vary. This means that we can consider the above equations and all other junction conditions to

be satisfied for generic t and r, in such a way that they correspond to a set of partial differential

equations for the unknowns A(t, r) and B(t, r).

We now prove the following no-go theorems.

No-go theorem 1. No spherically symmetric exterior spacetime of the form (32) whose Ricci

scalar is constant can be smoothly matched to a star interior with uniform dust density in

Quadratic gravity.

Proof. By assumption R+ = const. (i.e. ∂tR
+ = 0 = ∂rR

+). Using the third junction condition

[R] = 0 it follows that R− = R+ = const. Then, we also have Ṙ− = 0.
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Now consider the trace equation (5) for the interior metric:

− 1

8πGN
R− + α□R− = −ρ(τ) ⇔ 1

8πGN
R− + αR̈− + 3α

ȧ

a
Ṙ− = ρ(τ) . (62)

Since Ṙ− = 0, the trace equation becomes

1

8πGN
R− = ρ(τ) . (63)

Then using ρ(τ) = ρ0/a
3(τ), we can write

a3(τ) =
8πGNρ0

R− = const. , (64)

from which it follows a(τ) = const., that implies r∗(τ) = a(τ)χ∗ = const. However, this is

inconsistent with a dynamical scenario as the radius of the star r∗(τ) cannot be constant.

Therefore, we conclude that the assumption of constant Ricci scalar is inconsistent with a

dynamical uniform-density dust configuration in the case of the spherically symmetric exterior

spacetime (32).

No-go theorem 2. No spherically symmetric exterior spacetime of the form (32) can be smoothly

matched to a star interior with uniform dust density in Quadratic Gravity if R+ is either a func-

tion of t only or of r only.

Proof. This statement follows from the previous no-go theorem and the fourth junction condition

in eq. (61).

• If R+ = R+(r), then the junction (61) reduces to
√

β2
0 − 1/B∂rR

+ = 0. This last equation

is satisfied when at least one of the two factors vanishes. Note that β2
0 = 1/B would imply

ṙ = 0 which is inconsistent with a dynamical scenario. So the previous equation is satisfied

for ∂rR
+ = 0 which implies R+ = const. But from the previous no-go theorem we know

that this also leads to an inconsistency.

• If R+ = R+(t), then eq. (61) reduces to β0
√

A/B∂tR
+ = 0. This last equation is satisfied

when ∂tR
+ = 0 which implies R+ = const. But from the previous no-go theorem we know

that this leads to an inconsistency.

No-go theorem 3. No spherically symmetric static exterior spacetime can be smoothly matched

to a star interior with uniform dust density in Quadratic Gravity.
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Proof. Consider A = A(r) and B = B(r) in the exterior metric (32), i.e. ∂tA = 0 = ∂tB. This

implies that ∂tR
+ = 0. Then, from the junction (61) it follows that ∂rR

+ = 0. But from the

no-go theorem 2 we know that this leads to an inconsistency.

Therefore, we conclude that the assumption ∂tA = 0 = ∂tB is inconsistent with a dynamical

interior configuration.

No-go theorem 4. No spherically symmetric exterior spacetime with single metric component

B(t, r) = A−1(t, r) can be smoothly matched to a star interior with uniform dust density in

Quadratic Gravity.

Proof. From the first condition in (46) we obtain

β = β0
√
AB = β0 ⇒ β̇ = 0 , (65)

which, together with eq. (60), gives (
2β2

0

A
− 1

)
∂tA = 0 . (66)

If A = 2β2
0 = const., then from (59) it follows ṙ2 = β2

0 − A = −β2
0 < 0 which leads to an

inconsistency. If ∂tA = 0, then we have A = A(r) and B = A−1(r), but from the no-go theorem

3 we know that a static exterior spacetime cannot be smoothly matched to a dynamical interior

configuration. Therefore, we conclude that a spherically symmetric exterior spacetime with single

metric component – either static or not – is incompatible with a dynamical interior geometry.

5.4 Discussion

The no-go theorems derived above put strong constraints on the functions A(t, r) and B(t, r)

evaluated at the star’s surface. The no-go theorems 1 and 2 tell us that the Ricci scalar R+
∗

cannot be constant and must depend on both t∗(τ) and r∗(τ). The no-go theorem 3 tells us that

both A∗ and B∗ must be time-dependent. The no-go theorem 4 tells us that B∗ ̸= 1/A∗. These

results imply that the known black hole metrics [24] cannot be smoothly matched to the interior

solution for generic values of t and r. Indeed, as briefly reviewed in sec. 2.2, the known black hole

solutions in Quadratic Gravity are static and have zero Ricci scalar.

Now we have two possibilities: (i) there exists no exterior solution that can be possibly

matched to a collapsing star with uniform dust density; or (ii) the exterior metric solution will

tend to a static black hole metric (possibly to one of two solutions that are known in the literature)

at late times and for distances sufficiently larger than the stellar radius. The former option would

imply that the uniform-density dust collapse is not possible in Quadratic Gravity. While, the

latter means that the non-stationary deviations must become negligible asymptotically.
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Although we do not yet have a complete proof, we believe that the first possibility is unlikely

since the uniform-density dust configuration is the simplest scenario for a gravitational collapse

and should be describable in Quadratic Gravity. Therefore, we bet on the second possibility. Our

argument is that the non-stationarity of the exterior metric does not mean that a static black

hole cannot be linked to the internal solution found in the previous section.

In fact, this type of situation is quite general and also happens in GR. For example, if we

consider a rotating collapsing star in GR, the Kerr metric cannot be smoothly matched for

generic values of the coordinates due to the non-stationarity of the exact exterior solution [56–59].

However, the Kerr metric becomes the exterior vacuum solution in the regime of late times and

distances larger than the radius of the star, where the non-stationary deviations become negligible.

Although we are not considering a rotating scenario, our situation is similar: the exact exterior

solution is non-stationary and a static black hole solution may be reached only at late times and

in the region r ≫ r∗, where the non-stationary deviations tend to zero.10

As briefly reviewed in sec. 2.2, we know that the possible family of solutions that is inter-

esting for us is (s, t)r0 = (−1, 1)r0 which contains both Schwarzschild and Schwarzschild-Bach

black holes. However, the mass parameter of the Schwarzschild-Bach black hole cannot be ar-

bitrarily large as it is bounded from above by O
(
M2

p/m2

)
[24]. Current observations from

torsion-balance experiments [60] give m2 ≳ 10−30Mp. This is sufficiently stringent to rule out

solar-mass Schwarzschild-Back black holes. Therefore, we expect that the standard Schwarzschild

metric will still be the correct asymptotic solution for an astrophysical collapse.

As a future work we intend to numerically solve the entire system of field equations and

junction conditions to find the exact non-stationary exterior solution from which we will also be

able to learn about the late-time and large-distance asymptotics.

6 Conclusions

In this paper we studied for the first time the gravitational collapse in Quadratic Gravity. We

focused on the simplest scenario of a collapsing spherically symmetric star with uniform dust

density and divided the analysis into interior and exterior solutions. Let us summarize the main

results.

• The Weyl squared term does not affect the interior solution as the the interior metric is

conformally flat, due to the symmetry of the problem.

• We solved the interior field equations numerically and showed that for physical choices of

the initial conditions a singularity still forms and the collapse is faster as compared to the

case of Oppenheimer-Snyder in GR.

10In GR the spherically symmetric case is very special due to Birkhoff’s theorem which guarantees that
the Schwarzschild metric is the unique vacuum solution that can be exactly and smoothly matched to a
collapsing star with uniform dust density.
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• We found that the interior solution contains an apparent inner horizon. We showed its

formation numerically by calculating the expansion parameters of the ingoing and outgoing

vectors of a null congruence and verifying that they become both negative at some point

during the collapse. The presence of an inner horizon also implies the existence of an outer

horizon. This result is very important because it rules out horizonless metrics (such as 2-2

holes) as exterior solutions that can be matched to a collapsing uniform-density dust star

and leaves black holes as the only possibility.

• We found the junction conditions in the case of Quadratic Gravity. These were first derived

in Ref. [53] in a general form. Here we specialized them to the case of proper matching

for which no discontinuity is present on the stellar surface. We found six extra conditions

in addition to the other four coming from the well-known Darmois-Israel junction condi-

tions [54,55].

• We used some no-go theorems to partly constrain the spacetime metric outside the star.

Given the general spherically symmetric ansatz in eq. (32) we found that the metric com-

ponents evaluated at the stellar surface must be time dependent, have non-constant Ricci

scalar that depends on both r and t, and must have two independent metric functions, i.e.

B(t, r) ̸= 1/A(t, r).

• Despite the non-stationarity of the exact exterior solution, we explained that a static black

hole metric can be reached in the regime of late times and distances larger than star’s radius

(r ≫ r∗) where the non-stationary deviations become negligible. In particular, we argued

that the static black hole metric that the exterior solution will tend to is the standard

Schwarzschild one. However, future investigations are necessary to determine the exact

non-stationary exterior solution that could be possibly matched to a collapsing star with

uniform dust density. The important point to emphasize is that in this work we have

introduced all the ingredients that are needed to tackle the problem, i.e. to solve the full

system of field equations and junction conditions for the metric ansatz (32).

Before concluding, an important and obvious question to ask is: does our result imply that

the formation of singularities cannot be avoided in Quadratic Gravity? While the result on the

formation of a horizon seems very solid as the horizon can also form in regimes where higher-

curvature and quantum-gravity effects are still subdominant, we believe that the question of

singularity formation is not settled and needs a more careful treatment.

First of all, we only studied the homogeneous case. While this is an interesting first step, it

is still possible that an arbitrary amount of anisotropy could be amplified and play an important

role in the late stage of the evolution. In fact, the symmetry of the setting has made the Weyl

tensor irrelevant for the interior solution. However, it would contribute to the interior dynamics

in a rotating scenario and/or in the presence of anisotropies. At least in the linearized regime we
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know that the ghostly nature of the Weyl-squared term induces a repulsive contribution in the

gravitational force. Therefore, it is extremely interesting to understand whether the Weyl term

can influence the qualitative features of the endpoint of a gravitational collapse and even avoid

the formation of the singularity.

Furthermore, our analysis is purely classical and does not take into account any quantum ef-

fects. Higher curvature terms in the action are required by renormalizability, but we have treated

them only classically. Finally, no quantum aspects of the matter sector have been considered. It is

quite reasonable to expect that quantum effects become important at some point during the col-

lapse, when the matter has contracted sufficiently. In this regime, several kinds of generalizations

of our study can be considered. First, we can treat the matter sector quantum mechanically and

get additional terms on the right-hand side of the field equations. Second, quantum-gravitational

corrections introduce additional higher-curvature [61,62] and nonlocal operators [63,64] into the

action that in principle could change the physics at the endpoint of the collapse in nontrivial

ways. Terms of this type may appear due to loop corrections or to completely non-perturbative

quantum-gravitational effects [65–67].

All these questions are very fundamental and will be part of future works.
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[46] P. Figueras, A. Held, and A. D. Kovács, “Well-posed initial value formulation of general

effective field theories of gravity,” arXiv:2407.08775 [gr-qc].

[47] M. Visser, “Physical observability of horizons,” Phys. Rev. D 90 no. 12, (2014) 127502,

arXiv:1407.7295 [gr-qc].

[48] A. Ashtekar and B. Krishnan, “Dynamical horizons and their properties,” Phys. Rev. D 68

(2003) 104030, arXiv:gr-qc/0308033.

[49] A. Ashtekar and B. Krishnan, “Isolated and dynamical horizons and their applications,”

Living Rev. Rel. 7 (2004) 10, arXiv:gr-qc/0407042.

[50] B. Holdom, “Not quite black holes at LIGO,” Phys. Rev. D 101 no. 6, (2020) 064063,

arXiv:1909.11801 [gr-qc].
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