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Abstract

We investigate the space-time geometry generated by compact objects in (2+1)-dimensional
Bopp-Podolsky electrodynamics. Inspired by previous studies where the Bopp-Podolsky field acts
as a source for spherically symmetric solutions, we revisit this question within the lower-dimensional
(2+1) framework. Using a perturbative approach, we derive a charged BTZ-like black hole solution
and compute corrections up to second order in a perturbative expansion valid far from the horizon.
Our analysis suggests that the near-horizon and inner structure of the solution remain unaltered,
indicating that no new non-black hole objects emerge in this regime. In particular, we do not find

evidence of wormhole solutions in the (2+1)-dimensional version of this theory.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The Bopp—Podolsky electrodynamics [1-3] extends Maxwell’s theory by incorporating
second-order derivatives of the gauge field into the Lagrangian. This modification intro-
duces higher-order field equations, characterized by fourth-order derivative terms. A notable
feature of this theory is the inclusion of a massive mode while preserving gauge symmetry,
which sets it apart from the standard Proca model [4, 5]. Nevertheless, it is well known
that higher-derivative models often exhibit dynamic instabilities. At the classical level,
the Noether energy is typically unbounded from below, and when quantum properties are
taken into account, higher-derivative terms lead to the emergence of ghost instabilities [6].
However, it can be shown that such theories possess a positive (non-canonical) energy by
employing the concept of a Lagrange anchor (for further details, see Ref. [7]).

In Bopp—Podolsky electrodynamics, the standard Lorenz gauge condition is replaced by
a modified gauge condition [8], which is better suited to account for the five degrees of free-
dom in the spectrum. Specifically, two correspond to the massless photon mode, while the
remaining three are associated with the massive longitudinal mode [9]. Studies on the Bopp—
Podolsky electrodynamics have been carried out in several contexts, including radiative cor-
rections in the low-energy regime [10], renormalization [11], path integral quantization[12],
and finite-temperature approaches [13, 14], multipole expansions [15], black hole and worm-
hole solutions [16, 17], cosmology [18], and several other applications [19-22].

Recently, an interplay between the no-hair conjecture and the Bopp—Podolsky electrody-
namics in curved spacetime scenarios has garnered significant attention. The no-hair con-
jecture, or theorem [23-25], asserts that any stationary black hole solution to the Einstein-
Maxwell equations in general relativity can be completely characterized by only three pa-
rameters: mass, charge, and angular momentum. Cuzinatto et al. [16] argue that, in
spherically symmetric spacetimes, only Maxwell modes propagate outside the event horizon,
thereby satisfying the no-hair theorem in the context of Bopp—Podolsky fields. However,
they also suggest that solutions featuring hair are not mathematically excluded when the
Bopp—Podolsky parameter b (associated with the gauge field mass in flat spacetime) is
NONZzero.

On the other hand, Frizo et al. [17] obtained an analytic solution to the Einstein-Bopp-

Podolsky gravity equations within a perturbative approach, asserting that, in the first-



order approximation, the solution represents an explicit wormhole metric. Furthermore, the
authors interpret the parameter b as a constant of nature, rather than a property of a body,
such as mass or charge. Consequently, they argue that the presence of b does not contradict
the no-hair conjecture.

In this context, inspired by the aforementioned works in which Bopp—Podolsky matter
serves as a source for spherically symmetric solutions, we revisit this question in the frame-
work of lower-dimensional 2 + 1 spacetime. Using a perturbative approach similar to that
employed in Ref. [17], we show that a charged BTZ-like black hole solution can be derived.
We compute up to second-order corrections in a perturbative expansion far from the hori-
zon, including terms that involve the b parameter. From our analysis, nothing suggests that
the near-horizon or inner structure of the solution gets modified to produce non-black hole
objects. Thus, we do not see any evidence regarding the possible existence of wormholes in
the 2 4+ 1 dimensional version of this theory.

Throughout the paper, we adopt geometrized units, setting G = ¢ = 1, where G is the
Newtonian gravitational constant in two spatial dimensions and c¢ is the speed of light in

vacuum. Furthermore, the metric signature used is (1, —1, —1).

II. THE BOPP-PODOLSKY ELECTRODYNAMICS IN THE GRAVITATIONAL
SCENARIO

This section presents the action and field equations for the Bopp—Podolsky electrodynam-
ics in curved spacetime. Following Cuzinatto et al. [16] and Frizo et al. [17], the Lagrangian
for this framework includes two additional independent and invariant terms beyond the stan-
dard Maxwell term. These contributions exhibit both minimal and non-minimal couplings
to gravity. The Bopp—Podolsky electrodynamics in curved spacetime is thus governed by

the following Lagrangian density:

1
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where F,, = V,A, —V,A, is the field strength, V,, is the covariant derivative, a and b are
coupling constants, I, is the Ricci tensor, and R,g.s is the Riemann tensor.

As we can see, the Lagrangian (1) is invariant under local Lorentz transformations and

the U(1) gauge symmetry group. Additionally, it exhibits quadratic dependence on the



gauge field and its derivatives up to the fourth order.
We now utilize the Bopp—Podolsky electrodynamics to express the Einstein—Hilbert action

for three-dimensional gravity as:

1

S =
167
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where ¢ is the metric determinant, R is the Ricci scalar, A is the cosmological constant, and
L, is given by Eq. (1).
The gravitational field equations are obtained by varying the action (2) with respect to

the metric tensor, yielding,
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with the components of the energy-momentum tensor given by
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The notation (...) indicates symmetrization with respect to the indices inside the brackets.
Now, the Bopp—Podolsky field equations are determined by varying the action (2) with
respect to the potential A,, which yields

V, [P = (a® + 20%) H™ 4 26° "] = 0, (7)
where

H" = VFKY — VVK*, (8)

S" = FMR,Y — FYR" + 2R" ", F77, (9)

with K# = V,F#7. It is worth noting that the total energy-momentum tensor also satisfies
the conservation equation, i.e., given 7, = T% + 71, + Tfjl,, one has

Vv, T" = 0. (10)

In the four-dimensional scenario, the search for solutions to the Einstein-Bopp—Podolsky

equations was carried out in Ref. [16] using the Bekenstein method. However, this was
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done without specifying an explicit form for the spacetime metric. It was shown that for
the case b = 0, the exterior solutions to the spherically symmetric metric reproduce the
Reissner—Nordstrom solution, meaning the no-hair theorem is not violated. Furthermore,
they also argue that a solution with hair could be achieved when b # 0. On the other hand,
in Ref. [17], the authors employed a perturbative approach and have shown that only b # 0
contributes to the solution at first-order perturbation and claim that the solution obtained
describes a wormhole instead of a black hole geometry. However, the authors argue that b is
not a black hole parameter, such as mass, charge, or spin, but rather a constant of nature,
aligning its presence with the no-hair conjecture.

In the next section, we apply the same perturbative approach, extended to analyze second-
order perturbations around the BTZ solution. We show that the resulting perturbative
metric depends solely on the b-parameter, similar to its four-dimensional counterpart. How-
ever, as will be shown, this solution represents a genuine black hole geometry—specifically,
a charged BTZ black hole with corrections that decay sufficiently fast in the far region but

increase the curvature closer to the origin.

III. PERTURBATIVE SOLUTIONS OF THE EINSTEIN-BOPP-PODOLSKY
GRAVITY

To find solutions to the Einstein-Bopp—Podolsky field equations in 2 + 1 dimensions, let

us assume a static, circularly symmetric spacetime whose metric ansatz is given by

dr?
B(r)

where A(r) and B(r) are arbitrary functions of the radial coordinate r. Furthermore, since we

ds* = A(r)dt* — — r2d6?, (11)

are investigating small deviations from the charged BTZ solution, we disregard the influence
of the magnetic field, considering only the electric field as the source of the gravitational field
in the geometry defined by the metric ansatz (11). Thus, we assume that the electromagnetic

field tensor can be expressed in the simplified form:
Fu = E(r) 0,60 — 820}, (12)

where E(r) represents the two-dimensional spatial electric field.
Unfortunately, even in 2 4+ 1 dimensions, the nonlinearity and the inclusion of higher-

derivative terms in the field equations make it impossible to obtain an exact analytical



solution. As an alternative to numerical methods, a perturbative approach proves to be a
viable option.

The Einstein—-Bopp—Podolsky equations can be solved perturbatively around a back-
ground spacetime, assuming the perturbations are small. The metric and the electric field

are expanded as a series of perturbations in the form:

A(r) = Ag(r) + €A1 (r) + € As(r) + O(&?), (13)
B(r) = By(r) + £By(r) + €2 By(r) + O(£%), (14)
E(r) = Eo(r) + EE1(r) + & Ey(r) + O(€?), (15)

where we take as the background solution the BTZ (uncharged) metric and the Maxwell

electric field, i.e.,

Ao(r) = Bo(r) = =M — Ar?, (16)
Eo(r) = 2. (17)

and £ = £(a,b) is a small parameter used to guide the linearization of the equations of

motion.

A. First-Order Solution

The field equations (3), under the metric ansatz (11) and the electromagnetic tensor
(12), have an intricate nonlinear form. However, by using the approximations (13)—(15) up

to first-order, we obtain the following linearized system of differential equations:

r Q? 2Q) Q% 2 2\) _
5 Bi(r) + ST A (As(r) = Bu(r)) + == Ei(r) + @(r + 4 (M — Ar?)) =0, (18)
Iy (Q* — Ar?) 2Q) Q? 2 2 21) _
5 A1) + POT T A (As(r) = Bu(r)) + = Bu(r) + = (r* = 46*(M + 3A1%)) = 0,

(19)
1, Ar , , (M@ + (M + Q*)Ar?) 20Q
5141(7”) T (M + A7) (Ai(r) — Bi(r)) — 200 £ Ar2)? (A1(r) = Byi(r)) — 7E1

Q2 2 2 2

_5?( —4B*(3M + Ar?)) =0, (20)

where the prime " denotes differentiation concerning r, and at this order we have neglected

all terms involving factors such as £a? and £b? or £2. Similarly to the four-dimensional case,

6



all terms involving a? are of order £2. Since a? or b? are assumed to be very small parameters,
these terms are consequently disregarded [17]. Moreover, no higher-order derivative terms
appear, and the electric field arises without derivatives. This simplification allows the system

to be solved exactly, yielding the functions A;(r), Bi(r), and E;(r) in the following form:
402Q?

. C2 o 2 2
Ai(r) =+ S+ eslnr — 57“2 (M +2A7% + 4Ar*In7) | (21)
coM 40*Q*
Bi(r) =1 — - +eslnr+ = (M = 4Ar*Inr), (22)
L Qo o Q(sPQ 1 .
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where c;, ¢o and c3 are integration constants. Since we are looking for small deviations from

the charged BTZ geometry, namely,

A(r) = B(r) = —M — Ar® — 2Q%In (’”) , (24)
To
where r( is a positive scale parameter. So, we will set the integration constants as
20 2@
3 3 (

Thus, the line element (11) and the electric field E(r) can be written at first-order in our

= (4b2A +In 7‘0) co =0, and c¢3= 1— 8b2A) (25)

perturbative expansion as

[ 4202 M
ds? —| = A2 = WM ey ( >]dt2
’I“ To
- -1
W2Q2M
S| - M= A 8202 + ? —20Q%In (:)] ar® — r2de?,  (26)
0
and
Q 5 40*Q°
BE(r) = 2 (1+20°A . 27
(r) == (1+27A) + — (27)

As is evident from the metric (26) and the electric field (27), our choice of integration con-
stants ¢; allows us to restore both the standard charged BTZ solution and the corresponding
Maxwell electric field in the limit b — 0. Furthermore, it can be observed that A(r) # B(r),
in contrast to the typical charged black hole solutions with spherical symmetry in general
relativity. Such behavior is common in gravitational theories involving non-minimal vector

couplings to curvature, as seen in models like bumblebee gravity [26, 27].



A glance at curvature invariants such as the Ricci and Kretschmann scalars (R and K,

respectively) calculated from the metric (26) yields

2Q° | 160°Q°A  240°Q°M

R=—6A—=% - s (28)
A 2 42 2A2 2 2AM

K:12A2+8§2 —6“22 +96bQ4 : (29)
r r r

which clearly differs from the charged BTZ invariants for nonnull 52. We observe that the
singularity at the origin » = 0 remains unchanged, though the trend [30] of the Bopp-
Podolsky corrections at this order is to increase its intensity from 1/r? to 1/r%.

To analyze the spacetime causal structure, we focus on the localization of horizons. The
positions of the horizons in spacetimes such as (26) are determined by the equation ¢"" =

B(r) = 0. The function B(r) can be expressed as

B(r) = —M + 862Q?A — Ar® — 2Q%In (7”) +

To

4b2Q*M
Since in our approach the b? corrections must be small, this expression must be regarded as
valid in the far region only (sufficiently large values of r), ceasing to be acceptable as r — 0.

The critical points of B(r), where dB/dr = 0, are located at

Q* £ VQT+16Q*2M _ Q* + (Q° +8b°M)
2(=A) b 2(—A)

2 _
ryL =

(31)

When b — 0, we get 72 = Q?/(—A) and r_ = 0, which motivates the choice A = —1/r% g,
with 7445 representing the AdS radius. In that case, the function B(r) only has an extremum
(a minimum) at ry = r445Q, and diverges to 400 as r — oo and as 7 — 0 (due to the
logarithm) [28]. This qualitative structure can be preserved if the condition Mb* > 0 is
satisfied, because in that case the minimum still lies very close to r,, being r_ a complex
number. If Mb? < 0, we may have a qualitatively different scenario, with ry ~ 74450 —
2| MV?| /(1 4asQ) and r_ = 2,/|b2M|. However, since the new extremum at r_ is expected
to be close to zero because |b>M| — 0, it follows that the perturbative expansion can not
be trusted in that region and, therefore, such extremum must be regarded as an artifact of
our approximation and should be discarded. The only relevant minima are thus given by

7y R 7T aasQ 4 2MY? /(r44sQ). Evaluating B(r) at 7, we get

B(ro ) = B(r, )0 + 4bs (M - 2¢?), (3)




where
Qrads )

To

B(r)="=-M + Q* - 2Q*log ( (33)

Black holes exist whenever B(r,)?”? < 0. If it is negative, there are two horizons (corre-
sponding to two zeros of B(r)); if it is zero, the two roots coincide, resulting in an extremal
black hole. These cases are depicted in Fig. 1, where the standard scenario (b*=0) is also il-

lustrated. The influence of the parameters M, Q,b?, and r 445 on expression (32) is illustrated

M=0.1, 0=1, b*=0.00
— M=0.1, 0=1, b*=0.05
— M=0.7, 0=1, b*=0.05
— M=20, 0=1, b*=0.05

Figure 1: Metric coefficient from Eq. (30), as a function of the radial coordinate, for some

values of M, Q, and b, with A = —r 3¢ = —1 and 7y = 1.

in Figure 2, where we consider (b% 7445) = (0.05,1.0) (right panel) and (M, Q) = (1.0,0.8)
(left panel). As one can see, for 0 < M < 3, there are regions where B(r,)?”? is positive,
indicating the absence of black holes (white and yellowish bands on the upper left on the
right panel). For the orange and darker bands, all solutions represent black holes. On the
other hand, fixing M and @ (left panel), one sees that black hole solutions cease to exist in

a region below 7445 < 1 and with b? smaller than 0.2.

1. Energy conditions

Using the specific form of the electromagnetic field tensor (12) with the electric field

solution given by Eq. (27), along with the metric (26), the linearized energy-momentum
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Figure 2: Influence of the parameters M, @Q,b?, and 7445 on expression (32). In these plots,
we set M = 0.1 and QQ = 0.8 for the left panel, and b* = 0.05, 7445 = 1 for the right panel,

with 7o = 1. Regions with B(r, )" < 0 represent black hole solutions.

tensor 7}, = T,% + 1, + Tﬁy in the Bopp—Podolsky electrodynamics can be expressed as a

diagonal matrix, specifically:

p(r)
TMI/ = _pr(r) ? (34)
—po(r)
with , ,
402 M
)= oy (1453 20 35)
Q2 46> M
pe(r) = S <—1 + 8b*A + .~ ) , (36)
2 1262 M
po(r) = 8537“2 (1 2 ) ’ (37)

where p and p,, py are the density and effective pressures, respectively, of the Bopp—Podolsky
field. As we can see, the Bopp—Podolsky energy-momentum tensor exhibits its anisotropic

feature as evidenced by p, # pg. We also note that, unlike in nonlinear theories of electro-
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dynamics, the condition p, = —p is not satisfied when b? corrections are considered. This
property also justifies the fact that A(r) # B(r).

Specifically, the weak energy condition (WEC) requires p(r) > 0 and p+p; > 0 (for i =r
or ). The null energy condition (NEC) stipulates that the sum of the energy density and
any pressure satisfies p+p; > 0, while the dominant energy condition (DEC) states that the

energy density must be greater than or equal to the absolute value of any of the pressures,

p — |pi| > 0. From the expressions provided above, we find that

pim = 2L (Af - Alds) (39)
pim = 2 (1—46:5” ) (39)
pelnl = 21+ ) (10)
p—Ipo| = 2Q7:iM (41)
protm = o (1- 5 - ). 42)

which indicate that the energy conditions are not universally satisfied across the domain in
the event of having b*M < 0, with violations of WEC, NEC, and DEC. Only when b2M > 0
are the energy conditions satisfied. Additionally, the strong energy condition (SEC), which
necessitates that NEC holds and p + Y, p; > 0, is also violated due to the breakdown of
NEC.

We have just seen that, like in the four-dimensional context considered in Refs. [16, 17],
the Bopp-Podolsky electrodynamics is able to violate the energy conditions also in 2 + 1
dimensions. The main implication of this result is that violations of energy conditions
could lead to tachyons or signals propagating faster than light in a vacuum [29]. The
energy conditions also provide information about the cause for the existence of wormholes.
However, since we are dealing with a perturbative expansion, one should be cautious when
extrapolating our results, valid in the far region, to the innermost region of the space-
time, where higher-order corrections would be necessary. A more in-depth analysis of the
properties of photons and their trajectories in this theory will be carried out elsewhere, as

it lies beyond the scope of this paper.
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B. Second Order Solution

In order to establish on more solid grounds the trend of the metric components in the far
region, it is useful to compute the next-order corrections. The second-order perturbations
Ag, Bs, and F, are governed by linear equations that account for the interactions between
the first-order perturbations. These perturbations were expressed in Eqgs.(13),(14) and (15)
where A;, B, and E; are determined by Eqs. (21)—(23), with the integration constants
fixed as specified in Eq. (25).

Substituting the above expressions into the field equations under the metric ansatz (11),
linearizing around ¢ = 0, and collecting terms up to order 2, we derive the following set of

linear differential equations:

L, Q? 2Q
2732(7”) + (M + Ar?) (Aa(r) — Ba(r)) + TEz(T) = f(r), (43)
1 / (Q2 - ATZ) 2Q
o 5(1) + (M + Ar2) (Aa(r) — Ba(r)) + 7E2<7") = g(r), (44)
1, Ar , , (MQ? + (M + Q*)Ar?) 2Q
§A2(7‘) T (M + ArY) (A5(r) — By(r)) — 200+ Ar2)? (Aa(r) — Ba(r)) — TEQ(T)
= h(r), (45)
where

fr) = e 2MQ*r? + 40 (Q* + M) (Q*M — Ar? (M — 3Q?))

E2r6 (M + Ar?)

e 0 5 (340 20 520+ ()]
0

00 = o [0 (3 (01307 M2 (M + @)
+Art (bZA (15M — 12Q* + 11A+%) + 6Q°In (;)) — 20 (2Q° — M) In (;)} ,
(47)
4b2Q2

hir) = T8 (M + Ar?) {2M [2b2 (AT2 (3M2 +9MQ* + 4Q4> + MQ? (5M + QZ)) — 3MQ27"2}

+ At (3b2A <9M2 M (4Q? + 6Ar%) + (Ar? - 2@2)2) —2Q* (M + 4Ar2)>

+2072 (3M — 2M (Q% = 3Ar%) — Ar? (2Q2 — 5007 ) In (r)} . (48)

To
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As before, we have suppressed all terms involving factors such as &2a2, €202, or &3. It
is noteworthy that the left-hand side of the above equations retains the same structure
as the first-order equations (18)—(20), while the right-hand side differs by incorporating
corrections arising from the first-order fields. Once again, we discard terms like a2£2, b2€2,
and &3 or higher-order contributions. Furthermore, similar to the previous case, there are
no contributions from the coefficient a2, as it always appears in higher-order terms.

As in the previous case, the linear system presented in Eqs. (43)—(45) is exactly solvable,

and its solutions are given by:

As(r) =cq+ %rz +cglnr

_ L IO@AN L sopieaz (14 21 ) - 2 <r2 — 2°M — 2r*In (T)) . (49)
62 - 7“2 7“4 To
csM
By(r) = ¢4 — ;T +cglnr
1 T16b*O2A(M — 202 4h2Q*
o L IOQPAM = 207) g apepzyy o 40°C (7"2 — 2?M + 2% In (T» . (50)
2 r2 rd o
_ Qcs Cg 1 [220'A%Q  40*Q% (1 +20°A)  8v'Q°
PO mwrte s T s e | oy

As expected, the structure of the solutions to the homogeneous part has the same form
as in the first-order case, with ¢4, c5, and cg being integration constants. To preserve the

structure of the first-order solution, we can choose the integration constants as follows:

326422 6461 Q22
C4:T, ¢ =0, C6:T

We can now write the line element and the electric field for the Einstein-Bopp-Podolsky

(52)

system, incorporating corrections up to second-order perturbations, as:

22 44 24
ds? = [—M A YT Vo) A (2@2 A ) In (T)] dt?
T T

72 To

22

- [—M — Ar? 4 862Q7A (14 40%A) + 4 ? (M +Q* +4b’A(M - 2Q?))
T

4.4 2 )4 -1
_SIM (e B9y, (T> dr? — r2de?, (53)
rt r2 ro
E(r) = Q (1+20°A + 6b'A%) + 80°Q° (1+0°A) + S (54)
r r3 rs

From this expression we see that all the corrections induced by the b parameter decay very
fast in the far region and suggest that the BTZ zeroth-order solution is modified by series

expansions with negative powers. Note that this also happens in the logarithmic term.
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IV. CONCLUSION

In this work we have explored corrections induced to the circularly symmetric BTZ solu-
tion of GR when the electric field is governed by Bopp-Podolsky electrodynamics, a gauge
invariant theory with higher-order derivatives. The complexity of the resulting set of field
equations motivated a perturbative analysis and, by computing the first-order corrections in
the Bopp-Podolsky coupling parameters, we have shown that black hole configurations are
still possible, though the structure of horizons is slightly modified with respect to the BTZ
solution. The energy conditions have also been investigated, providing evidence for viola-
tions when b M < 0 in regions where the perturbative expansions are reliable. Nonetheless,
the amplitude of such violations is small, and one cannot claim that they can support strong
modifications of the geometry, like turning black hole configurations into wormholes [17]. In
fact, we have seen that first-order and second-order corrections are small compared to the
background BT7Z solution in the far region and that they point towards a decaying trend in
the higher-order contributions of the perturbative expansion. Though the functional form
of the computed corrections suggests an important growth in the » — 0 region, one cannot
use them to extract any quantitative conclusions about changes in the space-time in that
limit because higher-order corrections would become dominant and necessary in the analy-
sis. For such purpose, a non-perturbative numerical integration of the field equations would

be necessary. We hope to address this aspect in a follow up of this work.
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