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Abstract: As argued in arXiv:2104.10172, introducing a non-minimally coupled scalar

field, three-dimensional Einstein gravity can be extended by infinite families of theories which

admit simple analytic generalizations of the charged BTZ black hole. Depending on the

gravitational couplings, the solutions may describe black holes with one or several horizons

and with curvature or BTZ-like singularities. In other cases, the metric function behaves as

f(r)
(r→0)∼ O(r2s) with s ≥ 1, and the black holes are completely regular—a feature unique

to three dimensions. Regularity arises generically i.e., without requiring any fine-tuning of

parameters. In this paper we show that all these theories satisfy Birkhoff theorems, so that

the most general spherically-symmetric solutions are given by the corresponding static black

holes. We perform a thorough characterization of the Penrose diagrams of the solutions,

finding a rich structure which includes, in particular, cases which tessellate the plane and

others in which the diagrams cannot be drawn in a single plane. We also study the motion of

probe particles on the black holes, finding that observers falling to regular black holes reach

the center after a finite proper time. Contrary to the singular cases, the particles are not torn

apart by tidal forces, so they oscillate between antipodal points describing many-universe

orbits. We argue that in those cases the region r = 0 can be interpreted as a horizon with

vanishing surface gravity, giving rise to generic inner-extremal regular black hole solutions.

We also analyze the deep interior region of the solutions identifying the presence of Kasner

eons and the conditions under which they take place. Finally, we construct new black hole

solutions in the case in which infinite towers of terms are included in the action.
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1 Introduction

The three-dimensional version of general relativity is much simpler than its four-dimensional

counterpart. Indeed, in D = 3 all curvature is captured by the Ricci tensor, which means

that Einstein spacetimes are locally maximally symmetric. In addition, metric perturbations

propagate no degrees of freedom [1]. Despite these features, Bañados, Teitelboim, and Zanelli

(BTZ) showed that the theory is rich enough to admit black hole solutions in the presence of a
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cosmological constant [2, 3]. The BTZ black holes share many of the features of their higher-

dimensional cousins, such as the presence of event (and Cauchy) horizons, their interpretation

as thermodynamic objects or their role as thermal states in holographic systems. They also

present some notable differences, e.g., the metric is equivalent to pure AdS3 almost everywhere

and curvature invariants remain constant except at the very singularity locus.

Additional three-dimensional black holes can be constructed when other fields are coupled

to gravity and in the presence of higher-curvature corrections. In the case of the latter, a

prototypical example is that of New Massive Gravity [4] and its extensions [5–8], which

allow for black holes which differ from the BTZ one for special values of the gravitational

couplings. These solutions feature new asymptotic behaviors, they are not locally maximally

symmetric and they generically possess curvature singularities [9–22]. On the other hand,

including electromagnetic and scalar fields also leads to new solutions, such as those found

for the Einstein-Maxwell [23–30], Einstein-Maxwell-dilaton [31–38] and Maxwell-Brans-Dicke

[39, 40] systems, as well as for minimally and non-minimally coupled scalars [41–54], including

theories obtained from certain three-dimensional limits of Lovelock theories [55–59]. Again,

curvature singularities are a prototypical feature of the solutions and so is the presence of

logarithmic profiles for some of the fields, although globally regular scalars also arise in some

cases. Additional solutions are found for Born-Infeld-like and non-linear electrodynamics

models [60–68] which, in some cases, correspond to regular black holes when certain action

parameters and charges of the solutions are adjusted [69–71]. Yet another context in which

new three-dimensional black holes arise is the one of braneworld holography, where modified

versions of the BTZ black hole including the full backreaction of strongly coupled quantum

fields have been constructed [72–77].

New families of analytic generalizations of the BTZ black hole were constructed in [78].

These solve the equations of a class of extensions of three-dimensional Einstein gravity known

as Electromagnetic Quasi-topological gravities (EQT). The theories involve two towers of terms

weighted by arbitrary couplings and built from contractions of derivatives of a real scalar field

and the Ricci tensor, which appears at most linearly in all densities—see (2.3) below. The

solutions are characterized by a single metric function, f(r), and the scalar ϕ takes a universal

“magnetic” form—being proportional to the angular coordinate—which automatically solves

its equation of motion, namely,

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 +
dr2

f(r)
+ r2dφ , dϕ = pdφ , (1.1)

where r ≥ 0, φ = [0, 2π), and where p is an arbitrary constant proportional to the charge

of the solution. Observe that in this configuration the scalar field is proportional to the

polar coordinate so, analogously to a four-dimensional monopole, one needs two coordinate

charts to describe the solution. Remarkably, the solution for the metric function f(r) can

be obtained fully analytically for general values of the gravitational couplings—see (2.6).

Depending on such values, the solutions describe various kinds of spacetimes [78]. These

include naked singularities, globally regular horizonless solutions and black holes with one
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or multiple horizons which may hide a (BTZ-like, conical or curvature) singularity. In some

cases, corresponding to the metric function behaving as

f(r)
(r→0)−→ O(r2s) , with s ≥ 1 , (1.2)

the solutions turn out to be regular. Just like in similar higher-dimensional constructions

of regular black holes for theories involving higher-derivative corrections to Einstein gravity

[79, 80], regularity takes place in these solutions without any sort of fine tuning between the

gravitational couplings and/or the physical parameters of the solutions. On the other hand,

the type of regularity achieved through (1.2) is exclusive to D = 3 and relies on the vanishing

intrinsic curvature of the (D − 2)-sphere in that number of dimensions.

In this paper we perform a thorough study of various properties of EQT theories and

their black hole solutions. We start in Section 2 by reviewing the basic definition of EQT

gravity in three dimensions as introduced in [78]. We make a detailed account of its black

hole solutions, which we classify according to their horizon and singularity structures. In

Section 3 we comment on the possibility of reinterpreting black holes as solutions to a dual

theory with an electric field and explain how various solutions in the context of non-linear

electrodynamics can be more naturally understood as solutions to certain EQT theories. We

also consider the effects of including infinite towers of terms in the original EQT frame, giving

rise to nonlocal models, and construct new black holes to those. In Section 4 we prove that

our theories satisfy a Birkhoff theorem. Namely, we show that imposing spherical symmetry

plus the azimuthal ansatz for the scalar necessarily implies staticity,

ds2 = −N(t, r)f(t, r)dt2+
dr2

f(t, r)
+r2dφ2 EQT

=⇒
dϕ=pdφ

ds2 = −f(r)dt2+
dr2

f(r)
+r2dφ2 , (1.3)

where f(r) is given, for a given theory, by the corresponding black hole metric. This opens the

door to future studies of dynamical collapse within this framework. In Section 5 we perform

a very detailed study of the possible Penrose diagrams of the black holes depending on the

number of horizons and regularity properties. We introduce a systematic approach which

allows us to characterize all possible diagrams, finding a very rich structure. In particular,

some of the black holes present diagrams which tessellate the plane—see e.g., Figure 8. For

others, it is not possible to draw the diagram in a single plane, in other words, they possess

non-planar Penrose diagrams—see Figure 7. In Section 6 we study the motion of neutral

probe particles on the black hole backgrounds. We find different behaviors depending on the

regularity of the solutions. In the case of regular black holes, we find the non-radial trajecto-

ries of infalling particles to consist of spirals accumulating around the r = 0 locus, which is

reached in a finite proper time. On the other hand, radial trajectories involve never-ending

multiple-universe oscillations between antipodal points which cross r = 0 repeatedly. The

tidal forces remain finite at all times for both types of trajectories. In Section 7 we analyze

the deep interior region of single-horizon black holes. In particular, we study the conditions

under which the metric can be approximated by Kasner spacetimes. We characterize the
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various “Kasner eons” controlled by the different higher-derivative densities, and the transi-

tions between them. We conclude in Section 8. Besides outlining plans for potential future

research, we make further comments on the meaning of the r = 0 region for regular black

holes of the (1.2) type. We argue that this should be interpreted as an extremal horizon and

that, as a consequence, solutions of this kind are the first instances of generic inner-extremal

regular black holes. We connect this feature to previous considerations in higher-dimensions,

which suggest that they may be dynamically stable.

2 Black holes in Electromagnetic Quasi-topological gravity

The static charged BTZ black hole is a solution of the three-dimensional Einstein-Maxwell

system [23, 25–27, 81]. Dualizing the Maxwell field—see Section 3.1—a solution with the

same metric can be obtained for the Einstein-dilaton action1

I =
1

16πG

∫
d3x
√
|g|L0 , where L0 = R+

2

L2
− α1(∂ϕ)

2 , (2.1)

where (∂ϕ)2 ≡ gab∂aϕ∂bϕ and α1 is a dimensionless coupling. Indeed, the above theory admits

a static and spherically symmetric solution of the form (1.1),2 and where the metric function

takes the usual charged BTZ form

f(r) =
r2

L2
− λ− α1p

2 log

(
r

r0

)
, (2.2)

where r0 is some length scale and λ is an integration constant related to the mass of the

solution.

As anticipated in the introduction, in this paper we will be interested in a set of modi-

fications of this solution recently constructed in [78, 82].3 These are in turn solutions of the

EQT theories described in those papers. The full action of the theory of interest is given

IEQT =
1

16πG

∫
d3x
√

|g| [L0 −Qα +Qβ] , (2.3)

where the Einstein-dilaton action receives the corrections

Qα =
∑
n=2

L2(n−1)αn(∂ϕ)
2n , (2.4)

Qβ =
∑
m=0

L2(m+1)βm(∂ϕ)2m
[
(3 + 2m)Rbc∂bϕ∂cϕ− (∂ϕ)2R

]
, (2.5)

1A canonically normalized scalar has length dimension [ϕ] = −1/2 in three dimensions. However, here we

find it more convenient to set [ϕ] = 0. On the other hand, the Newton constant has length dimension [G] = 1.
2A more standard set of conventions both for the action and for this solution in the absence of higher-

curvature corrections would involve setting α1 → 8πG and p → Q/
√
16πG. This would restore [ϕ] = −1/2 as

well as a slightly more familiar expression for the charged BTZ solution [25].
3See also [83–86] for recent related works.
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where the αn and βm are dimensionless constants. Remarkably, the above theory admits an

analytic generalization of the charged BTZ solution of the form [78]

f(r) =

[
r2

L2
− λ− α1p

2 log

(
r

r0

)
+
∑
n=2

αnL
2(n−1)p2n

2(n− 1)r2(n−1)

]
[
1 +

∑
m=0

βm(2m+ 1)

(
pL

r

)2(m+1)
] , dϕ = pdφ . (2.6)

In the following subsections we perform a detailed study of the different types of black holes

described by the above solution according to their horizon and singularity structure. Before

doing so, let us make a few comments regarding the connection between the three-dimensional

EQT theories considered here and similar higher-curvature generalizations of Einstein gravity

constructed in higher dimensions.

Such higher-dimensional models admit multiparametric generalizations of the

Schwarzschild black hole, prototypically characterized by a single metric function whose equa-

tion of motion can be integrated once, leading either to an algebraic equation—in which case

we refer to the theories as Quasi-topological gravities (QT)—or to a second-order differential

equation—in which case we refer to them as Generalized Quasi-topological gravities (GQT)

[87–107]. As argued in [79, 108, 109], matter fields can be easily introduced in this frame-

work. The idea boils down to non-minimally coupling gravity to a (D−2)-form field-strength

F . Considering a “magnetic” configuration of F in which it is proportional to the volume

form of the space transverse to (t, r),4 the equation of motion of F is automatically solved.

On the other hand, when F is included, it modifies the relevant higher-curvature correc-

tions, which now involve contractions of F and the Riemann tensor, and one is led to the

notion of Electromagnetic Quasi-topological gravities (EQT) and Electromagnetic Generalized

Quasi-topological gravities (EGQT) respectively, depending again on the algebraic/differential

character of the equation of f(r). In three dimensions, the 1-form field strength is nothing

but dϕ, and the magnetic ansatz is just dϕ = p dφ, as shown in (1.1).

An important difference with respect to higher-dimensional models is that neither QT nor

GQT gravities exist in three dimensions [8]. Three-dimensional EQT gravities in turn present

some important differences with respect to their higher-dimensional counterparts. First of all

they only involve terms in the action which are linear in the curvature and including higher-

curvature terms necessarily leads to EGQT theories [82]. On the other hand, in D = 4 there

exist EQTs involving terms of arbitrarily high orders in curvature, and the same applies in

D ≥ 5, both in the QT and EQT cases. In all such higher-dimensional models, the algebraic

equation which determines f(r) includes powers of that function up to the same order as

the highest-order curvature density appearing in the action. This in turn prevents one from

solving the equation of f(r) explicitly, except for the lowest-order cases. This contrasts with

the three-dimensional EQT theories considered here, for which f(r) can be obtained explicitly

in the most general case, which makes them, in this respect, rather unique theories.

4For instance, in four dimensions, F = p sin θdθ ∧ dϕ.
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2.1 Black hole types according to their horizon structure

Every positive real root of the numerator of f(r) corresponds to a horizon and, by playing with

the values of the couplings, it is possible to achieve solutions which include several of them.

In this subsection we present some results regarding the existence of horizons for the metric

defined by (1.1) and (2.6). Throughout this subsection we define x ≡ (r/L)2, which simplifies

the analysis. We are interested in the real and positive roots of f(x), which correspond to

one horizon each. Indeed, for each positive root, f(xi) = 0, xi > 0, there are two possible

values of ri = ±L
√
xi, but only the positive one corresponds to a horizon.5

Due to the fact that the known results about the existence of roots are stated for poly-

nomials of a given degree, let us consider the case α1 = 0 first. Taking the numerator of f(r)

as in (2.6) and multiplying by xnmax−1 we find an expression of the form

g(x) ≡ xnmax − λxnmax−1 +

nmax∑
n=2

αnh(n)x
(nmax−n) . (2.7)

where we have defined h(n) ≡ p2n/(2(n − 1)) ≥ 0. It is clear that for a given nmax, the

polynomial g(x) has a degree nmax and therefore there can be nmax roots at most. According

to Descartes’ rule of signs, the number of positive roots of a given polynomial with real

coefficients which have been arranged by descending variable exponents—such as g(x) with

α1 = 0 above—either equals the number of sign changes between consecutive nonvanishing

coefficients, or it is less than it by an even number.6 Hence, if λ > 0 and we take all the

couplings to be positive, αn≥2 ≥ 0, g(x) has either 2 positive roots, or none. On the other

hand, if αn≥2 ≥ 0, and λ < 0, then the polynomial g(x) has no changes of sign and therefore

no positive real roots exist. Naturally, for a fixed sign of λ, the number of roots of the

polynomial g(x) depends on all the signs of the αn≥2. We can carry out a few cases explicitly.

Assume first that λ > 0 and αn≥2 > 0. Then, the number of roots of the polynomial g(x)

is either 2 or zero. If we modify one of the αj>2 so that it becomes negative, the number of

roots will be 4, 2 or 0 if j < nmax and 3 or 1 if j = nmax. If another αk becomes negative,

there are two possibilities. If k = j + 1 or k = j − 1, the maximum number of roots remains

the same. On the other hand, if αk is not adjacent to αj , then the maximum number of roots

will increase by 2, except if k = knmax, in which case it will increase by 1. The procedure can

be repeated every time an αi flips sign. The discussion is analogous for λ < 0.

Because of the presence of the logarithmic term, things change when α1 ̸= 0. Consider

first the charged BTZ case, for which α1 = 1/2 and αn≥2 = 0. Then we have

f1(x) = x− λ− p2

4
log x . (2.8)

5For now we just ignore the additional root at r = 0 which takes place for regular black holes of the (1.2)

type. We comment on this later, particularly in Section 8.
6A root of multiplicity k is counted as k roots.
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Figure 1: We plot the functions f1(x) and f2(x) for different values of p and λ. The gray lines

represent curves with λ = λc+n/5 while the light gray ones correspond to λ = λc−n/5, with

n = 1, . . . , 5. (Left) We plot f1(x) setting p = 3 and λc = p2/4
[
1− log

(
p2/4

) ]
. (Center and

Right) We plot f2(x) using p = 2 and λc = p2/4
[√

1 + 32α2 − log
(
p2/8

[
1 +

√
1 + 32α2

]) ]
with α2 = 2 and α2 = −1/64 in each plot, respectively.

The function f1(x) reaches a minimum at xmin = p2/4. Now, it is easy to see that f1(xmin)

vanishes for [25]

λ = λc where λc ≡
p2

4

[
1− log

(
p2

4

)]
, (2.9)

which delimits the separation, in parameter space, between solutions with 2 and 0 horizons.

Namely, whenever λ > λc the solution is a black hole with two horizons. These merge into

a single one for λ = λc, which corresponds to an extremal black hole. Finally, no horizons

exist for λ < λc. In Figure 1 we have plotted f1(x) for different values of λ and fixed p = 3.

The value λ = λc ≈ 0.425407 defines a curve that has one horizon and divides the graph in

two regions: the one where the solutions have no horizon (λ < λc) and the other where the

solutions have two horizons (λ > λc).

Consider next turning on α2. The metric function reads

f2(x) = x− λ− p2

4
log x+

α2p
4

2x
. (2.10)

This function has extrema for

x± =
p2

8

[
1±

√
1 + 32α2

]
. (2.11)
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Then, x+ is positive whenever α2 ≥ −1/32 and x− is positive whenever 0 > α2 ≥ −1/32. For

α2 < −1/32, f2(x) is therefore monotonously increasing with x which, along with the fact

that limx→0 f2 = −∞, means that the solution possesses a single horizon. For α2 ≥ 0, only

x+ is positive, and it always corresponds to a minimum of f2(x), since limx→0 f2 = +∞ in

that case. Now, f2(x+) vanishes for

λ = λc where λc ≡
p2

4

[√
1 + 32α2 − log

(
p2

8

[
1 +

√
1 + 32α2

]) ]
, (2.12)

which again delimits the separation between solutions with two and zero horizons. The former

occurs whenever λ > λc and the latter whenever λ < λc. The extremal case, with a single

horizon, corresponds to λ = λc. In the left panel of Figure 1 we have plotted f2(x) with

α2 = 2 and p = 3 fixed. It is clear that the dashed curve is the boundary that divides both

zones, the one where f2(x) has no horizons and the zone where it has 2 horizons. Finally,

when 0 > α2 ≥ −1/32, both x+ and x− are positive and limx→0 f2 = −∞. Then there must

be at least a horizon. We have several options. If f2(x+) and f2(x−) have different signs then

we have three horizons. If f2(x+) = 0 then f2(x−) can be positive, in which case we have

two horizons, or negative, in which case we have a single horizon. Finally, when both f2(x+)

and f2(x−) are negative we have a single horizon. In the center and right panels of Figure 1

we have plotted f2(x) with fixed α2 = −1/64 and p = 2. Again, the case λ = λc (the dashed

curve) is the boundary of both zones. The light gray curves have only one horizon and the

darker gray ones have one, two, or three horizons, depending on the values of λ.

By turning on more α’s a richer horizon structure arises. This can be readily verified by

introducing, for instance, α3 and adjusting the parameter values such that the corresponding

polynomial f3(x) has real positive roots. The explicit expression is given by

f3(x) = x− λ− p2

4
log x+

α2p
4

2x
+

α3p
6

4x2
. (2.13)

When α2 < 0 and α3 > 0, the derivative f ′
3(x) has either three or one real root, making

it possible to have up to four horizons. For instance, taking p = 2, α2 = −0.027, and

α3 = 0.0003, the equation f ′
3(x) = 0 has three real solutions, leading to three critical values

of λ: λc,1 ≃ 0.6067, λc,2 ≃ 0.7578, and λc,3 ≃ 0.8515. For λ > λc,1, there are no horizons. A

single-horizon extremal case occurs when λ = λc,1. In the range λc,1 < λ < λc,2, the function

has two horizons. Another extremal case, with three horizons, arises when λ = λc,2. When

λc,2 < λ < λc,3, the function develops four horizons. Finally, for λ > λc,3, the solution has a

single horizon. This discussion is illustrated in Figure 2 (Left).

From these examples it seems clear that by turning on couplings up to nmax, it is always

possible to find solutions with up to nmax+1 horizons. As a final example, in Figure 2 (Right)

we plot a case with 5 horizons corresponding to nmax = 4.

2.2 Black hole types according to their singularity structure

The solutions described by (1.1) and (2.6) may or may not exhibit a singularity at r = 0.

In D = 3 there are only three independent curvature invariants which can be built from
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Figure 2: We plot the metric functions f3(x) and f4(x) using p = 2. (Left) We show f3(r)

for α2 = −0.027 and α3 = 0.0003 using different values of λ. The dashed lines correspond

to critical values of λ that degenerate two of the roots in the polynomial into one, namely,

λ = λc,1 = 0.606732, λ = λc,2 = 0.757761, and λ = λc,3 = 0.8515. In addition, we include

two curves with λc,2 < λ = 0.7 < λc,1 and λc,3 < λ = 0.79 < λc,2 corresponding to two

and four horizons, respectively. (Right) We plot f4(x) for α2 = −0.0268, α3 = 0.000326 and

α4 = −0.000001 as well as λ = 0.8. For these values we have a five-horizon black hole.

contractions of the Riemann tensor and the metric [7]. For spacetimes of the form (1.1)

only two of them remain independent [8]. They can be chosen to be R and Sb
aS

a
b , where

Sab ≡ Rab − 1
3gabR is the traceless Ricci tensor. In the present case, they read

R|f = −(2f ′ + rf ′′)

r
, Sb

aS
a
b

∣∣∣
f
=

(f ′ − rf ′′)2

6r2
. (2.14)

Hence, regular black holes are defined by the absence of divergences in both invariants at any

point. In Figures 3, 4 and 5 we illustrate the three main classes of black holes—with three

subcases each—which will be the main focus of this paper. Let us say a few things about

each of them.

Black holes with curvature singularities at r = 0

The first class of black holes we are interested in are those which include a curvature singularity

at r = 0. This is the case of black holes for which nmax > mmax + 2 or nmax = 1, βm = 0 ∀m
(namely, the charged BTZ) [78]. The curvature invariants diverge at r = 0 as

R|f
(r→0)
= −(5− 2nmax − 2mmax)(2− nmax +mmax)αnmax

(1 + 2mmax)(nmax − 1)L2βmmax

(
pL

r

)2(nmax−mmax−1)

, (2.15)

Sb
aS

a
b

∣∣∣
f

(r→0)
=

(1− nmax +mmax)
2
(
1 + 2[mmax + (2− nmax)]

2
)
α2
nmax

(nmax − 1)2(2mmax + 1)2L4β2
mmax

(
pL

r

)4(nmax−mmax−1)

.
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Figure 3: We show the metric function f(r) for black holes with a curvature singularity

at r = 0 and one, two—the red curve corresponds to the charged BTZ—and three horizons

respectively.

There are a couple of special cases corresponding to nmax = {1, 2}, mmax = 0. For these, the

metric function does not diverge at r = 0, but the curvature invariants diverge logarithmically

at that point [78]. As far as the singularity is concerned, this type of solutions is the one

which resembles the most the situation encountered in the usual higher-dimensional cases—

although note that here the curvature is Ricci curvature, whereas e.g., for the Schwarzschild

black hole in D ≥ 4, the above invariants simply vanish as it is a Ricci-flat spacetime.

In Figure 3 we present instances of this type of black holes corresponding to α1 = 1/2,

βm = 0 ∀m, αn = 0 ∀n ≥ 4, and: α2 = −1/2, α3 = 0 (one horizon); α2 = 1/2, α3 = 0 (two

horizons); α2 = 1/2, α3 = −1/50 (three horizons). In all cases, we set L = 1, λ = 1, p = 3/4.

Solutions with an arbitrary number of horizons can also be found, as explained earlier, as

long as we turn on a sufficiently large number of couplings.

Black holes with conical/BTZ-like singularities

Another class of solutions described by (2.6) corresponds to black holes for which f(r) tends

to a constant value at r = 0 and the (r, φ) components of the metric behave as

ds2(r,φ)
(r→0)
= ± dr2[

1− ϑ
2π

]2 + r2dφ2 . (2.16)

This describes a conical singularity with deficit angle ϑ for the plus-sign case, and a causal-

structure singularity similar to the Taub-NUT one [3] for the minus-sign one. Both situations

occur in the case of the neutral BTZ solution, which corresponds to setting α1 = αn =

βm = 0 ∀n,m in (2.6). In that case, the mass parameter is related to the deficit angle by

ϑ = 2π(1 −
√

|λ|), and the solution describes black holes for λ > 0 and naked singularities

for λ < 0 except for λ = −1, which corresponds to pure AdS3. For more general values of
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Figure 4: We show the metric function f(r) for black holes with a conical or pseudo-conical

(BTZ-like) singularity at r = 0 and one, two and three horizons.

Figure 5: We show the metric function f(r) for regular black holes such that f(r) ∼ O(r2s),

s ≥ 1 at r = 0 and one, two and three horizons.

the gravitational couplings, singularities of this kind arise whenever nmax = mmax+2 [78]. In

that case, when αnmax and βmmax have the same sign, the solution has a conical singularity,

whereas when they have opposite signs, the solution has a causal-structure singularity instead

and (2.16) holds with the minus sign.

In Figure 4 we present instances of this type of solutions corresponding to β0 = 1/5,

β1 = 1/4500, βm = 0 ∀m ≥ 2, α1 = 1/2, αn = 0 ∀n ≥ 4, and: α2 = −1/5, α3 = −1/500 (one

horizon); α2 = 1/5, α3 = 1/500 (two horizons); α2 = 1/5, α3 = −1/500 (three horizons). In

all cases, we set L = 1, λ = 1, p = 3/4.
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Regular black holes with f(r)
r∼0
= O(r2s), s ≥ 1

Regular black holes are black holes for which all curvature invariants remain finite everywhere.

In general D ≥ 4 spacetime dimensions, static and spherically symmetric regular black holes

are characterized by metrics such that f(r) = 1+O(r2) at r = 0. These kinds of solutions exist

in D = 3 as particular cases of black holes of the class presented in the previous subsection,

corresponding to situations in which βnmax−2 is fixed in terms of αnmax in a way such that

the condition holds—see Section 2.3 below. Therefore, regular black holes of this kind are

not generic in the present context, but they require some degree of fine-tuning.7 However,

as argued in [78], a different and previously unnoticed class of regular black hole spacetimes

exists in three dimensions. This corresponds to metric functions for which

f(r)
(r→0)
= O

(
r2s
)
, s ≥ 1 . (2.17)

For those, the curvature invariants behave as

R
(r→0)
= O

(
r2(s−1)

)
, Sb

aS
a
b

(r→0)
= O

(
r4(s−1)

)
, (2.18)

which therefore either vanish or take a constant value at r = 0. Observe that curvature

invariants in D ≥ 4 for spherically symmetric spacetimes with a metric function behaving

as (2.17) always involve contributions which diverge at least as 1/r2 at r = 0. The key

difference is that a (D−2)-sphere of radius r has an intrinsic curvature which grows as r → 0

in D ≥ 4—and diverges for r = 0—whereas it just vanishes in the case of a circle, namely,

for D = 3. Note also that, as opposed to the f(r) → 1 + O(r2) case, regularity can be

achieved in this case for spacetimes with an odd number of horizons—including the case of a

single horizon—which may avoid issues related to the instability of inner horizons [110, 111].8

Regarding this, it is important to clarify what exactly is the nature of the r = 0 locus for this

class of solutions. In the following sections we study this issue through the analysis of the

Penrose diagrams and geodesic structure of the solutions, and additional comments are made

in the conclusions. In the present context, regular black holes of this class occur whenever

mmax > nmax − 2 if nmax ≥ 2 or whenever mmax ≥ 1 if nmax = 1.9 Observe that these

conditions are generic and do not require any kind of fine tuning between different couplings.

Once again, here we focus on black holes of this class including one, two and three

horizons—see Figure 5. The instances shown there correspond to β0 = 1/5, β1 = 1/1800,

7As shown in [80], regular black holes of this type can be in fact generic in D ≥ 5 scenarios in which the

Einstein action is supplemented by infinite towers of higher-curvature corrections—see also Section 3.
8We thank Pablo A. Cano for this observation.
9To be more precise, the leading behavior of the regular solutions with nmax = 1 and mmax ≥ 1 has an

extra logarithmic factor, such that

f(r)
(r→0)
= O

(
r2s log r

)
, s ≥ 1 .

This produces a similar logarithmic correction to the curvature invariants, as compared to the general regular

case with mmax > nmax − 2 and nmax ≥ 2.
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βm = 0 ∀m ≥ 4, α1 = 1/2, αn = 0 ∀n ≥ 4, and: β2 = 0, β3 = 0, α2 = 0, α3 = 0 (one horizon);

β2 = 0, β3 = 0, α2 = 1/2, α3 = 0 (two horizons); β2 = 1/250000, β3 = 1/4900000, α2 = 1/2,

α3 = −1/50 (three horizons). In all cases, we set L = 1, λ = 1, p = 3/4.

Black holes with finite-volume singularities

There is in fact an additional generic case which was not considered explicitly in [78]. This

corresponds to black holes which contain a curvature singularity which occurs at finite volume,

i.e., at some finite value of r. Solutions of this kind feature in higher-dimensions e.g., for

Lovelock gravities—see [112, 113]. In that case, such singularities are associated to f(r)

becoming complex when trying to cross beyond the singularity locus. f(r) takes a finite value

there, but the curvature invariants diverge. In the present case, on the other hand, they occur

at the largest positive zero of the denominator of f(r), which we denote by r⋆. Provided the

putative horizon radius is greater than r⋆, the solution describes a black hole. Otherwise, it

is a naked singularity. Observe that this situation typically takes place whenever some of the

βm have negative values. The most general case is the one in which f(r) has a degenerate

pole of order γ, at r⋆, f(r)
(r→r⋆)∼ 1/(r − r⋆)

γ , which is also the largest of its positive poles.

Then, the curvature invariants diverge as

R|f
(r→r⋆)∼ 1

(r − r⋆)γ+2
, Sb

aS
a
b

∣∣∣
f

(r→r⋆)∼ 1

(r − r⋆)2(γ+2)
. (2.19)

The generic case corresponds to γ = 1, which occurs, for instance, at r⋆ = pL
√
|β0| in the

simplest possible situation, corresponding to β0 < 0, βm = 0 ∀m ≥ 1. It would be interesting

to study these kinds of solutions in more detail, but in this paper we will focus on the three

previous types.

2.3 Special cases

The cases presented in the previous subsections correspond to generic classes of solutions

which occur for certain values of the couplings, as long as they remain within certain ranges.

On the other hand, by imposing constrains which relate numerically the values of pairs of

couplings with one another—i.e., by fine tuning them—it is possible to achieve “special”

types of solutions. We will pay some attention to these, particularly in Section 5, so let us

say a few things about them.

Extremal black holes

An obvious non-generic case corresponds to extremal black holes, namely, solutions for which

some of the horizons are degenerate, i.e., they are such that there exist certain r+ > 0 such

that f(r+) = f ′(r+) = 0. The simplest instance of this situation in the present framework

takes place for α1 = αn≥3 = 0 in the special point in parameter space for which α2 = λ2/(2p4).
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Regular black holes with f(r)
r∼0
= 1 +O(r2)

Another relevant non-generic case occurs for solutions behaving as f(r) → 1+O(r2) at r = 0.

This corresponds to regular black holes of a more familiar type than the ones described in

subsection 2.2. In the present context, black holes of this type occur as particular instances

of the family which includes conical/BTZ-like singularities. For instance, if αj and βj−2 are

the only active couplings, the black hole belongs to this class if the condition

βj−2 =
αjp

2

2(j − 1)(2j − 3)
(2.20)

holds. Previous regular black holes constructed in D = 3 not belonging to the new class

presented in [78]—e.g., those in [69–71]—would be of this type. In all known cases, in order

for such solutions to exist, a certain degree of fine-tuning between action parameters and

integration constants of the solutions is required in order to achieve regularity.

3 Black holes in non-local Electromagnetic Quasi-topological gravity

As we saw in Section 2.2, some of the EQT theories posses regular black holes as their only

vacuum spherically symmetric solutions—see also Section 4. The fact that it is possible to

tame the charged BTZ black hole singularity with local effective theories, consisting of a

finite number of densities and linear in the curvature, is remarkable. In higher dimensions, a

similar feature takes place within the corresponding EQT framework (although in that case

the corrections involve higher-curvature terms), as shown in [79, 108]. On the other hand,

most of the proposed ultraviolet completions of Einstein gravity, such as the one attained by

string theory, involve a non-local gravity sector. Following a bottom-up approach, theories

involving infinite towers of QT densities have been constructed which generically lead to

regular black hole solutions in [80]. Previous instances of regular black holes constructed in

D = 3 at particular points in parameter space also take place for theories which have a non-

local nature [69–71]. In this section we consider the case in which our EQT theories involve

infinitely many terms, giving rise to non-local Lagrangians. We will see that the analysis of the

solutions is essentially identical to the case studied in the previous section. We will construct

the corresponding black holes in a few explicit cases, including new instances of regular black

holes and some solutions already studied in the context of non-linear electrodynamics.

3.1 Dual frame

As argued in [78], we can consider a dual frame in which the dynamics is described in terms

of an “electric” two-form field strength Fab instead of our “magnetic” scalar and in which the

metric function takes the same form—see also [114]. This field strength is defined in terms

of the scalar field as

Fab = −1

2
ϵabc

∂L
∂(∂cϕ)

. (3.1)
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The dual description is thus obtained through the Legendre transform

Ldual = L − Fab∂cϕϵ
abc . (3.2)

However, in order to get the dual Lagrangian as a function of the field strength Ldual(F ) one

needs to invert the relation (3.1) to find ∂ϕ(F ). When any coupling constant besides α1 is

turned on, this cannot be achieved exaclty, but only perturbatively in powers of the length

scale L. Consequently, Ldual(F ) involves an infinite sum of terms of arbitrary high order in

derivatives, coupling the field strength to the Ricci tensor. The first two orders read [78]

Ldual = R+
2

L2
− 1

2α1
F 2 + L2

[
− α2

4α4
1

(F 2)2 + 3
β0
α2
1

F c
a F abR⟨cb⟩

]
+O(L4) , (3.3)

where R⟨cb⟩ is the traceless part of the Ricci tensor. The relation (3.1) also shows that

although the scalar acquires a very simple, vortex-like configuration (2.2), the expression for

the electrostatic potential is way more involved

At(r) = −α1p log

(
r

r0

)
+
∑
n=2

nαnp

2(n− 1)

(
Lp

r

)2(n−1)

+ f ′(r)L
∑
m=0

βm(m+ 1)

(
Lp

r

)2m+1

.

(3.4)

Note that these are higher-order corrections on top of the first term, which is the Maxwell

potential for an electric charge p in three dimensions.

3.2 Non-local EQT

Having discussed the connection with the dual frame, in this section we explore EQT theories

with infinitely many non-vanishing coupling constants αn, βm. That is, we go a bit further

and study non-local theories already in the scalar frame. To do so, we first note that the

sums in (2.4) and (2.5) might be packed into a pair of analytic functions on the scalar kinetic

term. More precisely, the infinite series could be resumed into the non-local action

IEQT =
1

16πG

∫
d3x

√
g [R−Q] , (3.5)

with

Q ≡ − 2

L2
K(X) +XF (X)R−

[
3F (X) + 2XF ′(X)

]
L2Rab∂aϕ∂bϕ , (3.6)

Of course, by writing the functions K(X) and F (X) in power series, i.e.

K(X) =
∑
n=0

αnX
n , F (X) =

∑
m=0

βmXm . (3.7)

we recover (2.4) and (2.5) respectively, provided that α0 = 1 as this term is identified with

the cosmological constant. With this simple parametrization, the metric function of the SSS

solution is given by the compact expression

f(X) =
−λ− p2

∫
dXK(X)

X2

1 +XF (X) + 2X2F ′(X)
, X =

L2p2

r2
. (3.8)
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From this approach, we may recover the particular solutions analyzed in Section 2 by taking

K(X) and F (X) to be polynomial functions. For instance, the choice K(X) = 1 and F (X) =

0 trivially reduces (3.5) to the Einstein action supplemented with a cosmological constant

and hence f(X) in (3.8) reproduces the BTZ black hole (2.2). Likewise, K(X) = 1 − 1
2α1X

and F (X) = 0 reduces to the Einstein-dilaton action presented in (2.1), with f(X) matching

the charged BTZ black hole described in (2.2). Nevertheless, if K(X) or F (X) are analytic

functions with a power series expansion involving infinitely many terms, (3.8) gives the most

general spherically symmetric solution to non-local EQT theories in the scalar frame, sourced

by an electric charge.

3.3 Examples of black holes in non-local EQT

Interestingly, turning F (X) off leads to dilaton theories minimally coupled to Einstein gravity,

which in the dual frame correspond to non-linear electrodynamics models. In that case, it

is easy to obtain f(r) for a given Lagrangian function K(X) or, alternatively, to cook up a

Lagrangian function such that a given metric function solves the corresponding equations of

motion. Indeed, from (3.8) with F (X) ≡ 0, we have

K(X) = −f ′(X)X2

p2
, (3.9)

namely, given a metric function expressed in terms of X, we can straightforwardly obtain

a non-local Lagrangian for the scalar field coupled to Einstein gravity such that f(r) is

automatically a solution. For example, we can recover the black hole presented in [69] from

a theory with a resummed, non-perturbative expression. More concretely, using

K(X) = 1− X

1 + αX
=

∞∑
n=0

αnX
n , with α0 = 1 , αn≥1 = (−1)nαn−1 , (3.10)

we arrive at the metric function

f(r) =
r2

L2
− λ− p2 log

(
r2

p2L2
+ α

)
, (3.11)

where we absorbed an integration constant in λ. Alternatively, starting from (3.11) and

inserting it in (3.9), we can derive K(X) as in (3.10). The solution is identical to the one

presented in [69] up to some trivial parameter redefinitions. Note that this solution is not

strictly regular at r = 0, although a naive computation of the curvature invariants yields finite

results. Following the terminology of Section 2, for λ > 0 this has a BTZ-like singularity.

Moreover, according to (3.4), the radial component of the electric field Er = ∂rAt reads

Er =
−p K ′(X)

r
=

p r3

(r2 + αp2L2)2
. (3.12)

This reflects a charge screening due to the self interaction of the electromagnetic field. The

length scale of these interactions is ∼ √
αpL, which plays the role of the length “a” in [69].
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We again stress the convenience of working with the scalar description, since it is not possible

to write a closed expression for the action in terms of the field strength at all distance scales.

The first orders in powers of L2 would be

Ldual =
1

8π

[
F 2 + (F 2)2αL2 + 9(F 2)3α2L4

]
+O(L6) . (3.13)

Another interesting example is the one of Born-Infeld electrodynamics [60]. This corre-

sponds to

K(X) = (1 + 2b2)− 2b2
√
1 +

X

b2
=

∞∑
n=0

αnX
n , with α0 = 1 , αn≥1 = −2b2−2n

(
1/2

n

)
(3.14)

giving

f(r) =
r2

L2
(1 + 2b2)− λ− 2

b2

L2
r

√
r2 +

p2L2

b2
− 2p2 log

(
r +

√
r2 +

p2L2

b2

)
, (3.15)

Er =
p√

r2 + p2L2

b2

. (3.16)

These reduce to the metric function and the electric field in [60] provided that b/L is identified

with the Born-Infeld parameter. This is a singular solution because the curvature invariants

diverge at r = 0 [60].

Using (3.9) we can make further experiments. For instance, a version of the three-

dimensional Hayward black hole [115], with metric function

f(r) =
r2

L2
− λ− r2p2

r2 + αp2L2
, (3.17)

can be obtained for

K(X) = 1− αX2

(1 + αX)2
=

∞∑
n=0

αnX
n , with α0 = 1 , αn≥1 = (n− 1)(−α)n−1 . (3.18)

This is a regular solution of the f(r)
(r→0)
= 1+O(r2) type whenever λ = −1, which is obviously

a non-generic situation. In the analogy with the higher-dimensional Hayward metric, the role

of the mass parameter is played here by the electric charge p. Observe also that K(X) does

not contain a linear term, so the kinetic term for the scalar field is absent.

In order to find regular black hole solutions with f(r)
r∼0
= O(r2s) we need to turn F (X) on,

that is, the dilaton must couple non-minimally to the curvature. We require that f(X) → 0

as X → ∞, which occurs whenever the denominator in (3.8) grows faster at infinity than the

numerator. A simple example entails considering K(X) as in (3.10) and F (X) = β, leading

to

f(r) =

r2

L2 − λ− p2 log
(

r2

p2L2 + α
)

1 + βL2p2

r2

, (3.19)
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which behaves as f(r) ∼ r2 at the origin. We could also find a regular solution with a metric

function going to zero faster than any polynomial by taking, for example, the non-local density

F (X) =
sinhβX

βX
=

∞∑
m=0

βmXm , with βm =
βm(1 + (−1)m)

2(m+ 1)!
, (3.20)

together with (3.10). This gives

f(r) =

r2

L2 − λ− p2 log
(

r2

p2L2 + α
)

1 + 2L2p2

r2
cosh (βL2p2/r2)− 1

β sinh (βL2p2/r2)
, (3.21)

which behaves as f(r) ∼ r2 e−βp2L2/r2 near r = 0.

4 Birkhoff theorem

The aim of this section is to prove that the single function static metrics (1.1) are in fact

the most general spherically symmetric solutions of the Electromagnetic Quasi-topological

gravities (3.5). Namely, we will show that our gravitational theories, sourced by an electric

charge, satisfy a Birkhoff theorem. This is a property that holds for very few higher-derivative

gravity theories. In fact, no D = 4 higher-derivative theory beyond GR has been shown to

satisfy a Birkhoff theorem. In D ≥ 5, only Lovelock theories and a certain subset of QT

gravities have been shown to have this property [87, 116–118].

With this purpose in mind, let us first review how the equations of motion for an arbitrary

higher-order gravitational theory look like. In the presence of matter sources with energy-

momentum tensor

Tab ≡ − 2√
|g|

δSmatter

δgab
, (4.1)

the full equations of motion read

Eab = 8πGTab , (4.2)

where Eab is the generalized Einstein tensor

Eab ≡
16πG√

|g|
δI

δgab
. (4.3)

Moreover, if the action is constructed from contractions of the Ricci tensor and the metric,

that is

I =

∫
dx
√
|g|L(Rab, g

ab) , (4.4)

then it follows that

Eab =
∂L
∂gab

∣∣∣∣
Rab

− 1

2
gabL −∇c∇(aQ

c
b) +

1

2
Qab +

1

2
gab∇c∇dQ

cd , (4.5)

Qab ≡ ∂L
∂Rab

∣∣∣∣
gab

. (4.6)
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Now, for the general EQT theory (3.5), we get

∂L
∂gab

∣∣∣∣
Rab

= (1−XF )Rab + 2(3F + 2XF ′)L2R(ac∂b)ϕ∂
cϕ− ∂XQ∂aϕ∂bϕ , (4.7)

Qab = gab(1−XF ) + (3X + 2XF ′)∂aϕ∂bϕ , (4.8)

which leads to

Eab = Gab − gab
K

L2
−XFRab + 2(3F + 2XF ′)L2∂(aϕ∂

cϕRb)c

−1

2
gabR

cdQcd −∇c∇(aQb)c +
1

2
Qab +

1

2
gab∇c∇dQ

cd

−
[
−2

K ′

L2
+ (F +XF ′)R− (5F ′ + 2XF ′′)L2Rcd∂cϕ∂dϕ

]
∂aϕ∂bϕL

2 , (4.9)

X =
L2p2

r2
, (4.10)

where Gab = Rab − gabR/2 is the Einstein tensor. In this expression we already imposed the

magnetic ansatz for the scalar field, dϕ = p dφ, which automatically solves the scalar field

equation [78].

Let us consider now a general spherically symmetric configuration for the metric, namely,

ds2 = −N(t, r)f(t, r)dt2 +
dr2

f(t, r)
+ r2dφ2 . (4.11)

In this background, only the following three components of the Einstein tensor remain inde-

pendent,

Ett = −fN

2r2

[
−2

r2

L2
K + r∂r (fH)

]
, (4.12)

Etr = − 1

2rf
H∂tf , (4.13)

Err =
1

2rN
H∂rN − Ett

f2N
, (4.14)

where H ≡ 1 +XF + 2X2F ′. Consequently, the equations of motion (4.2) reduce to

p2K +X2∂X (fH) =
8πGp2L2

fN
Ttt , (4.15)

∂tf

rf
= −16πG

H
Ttr , (4.16)

∂rN

rN
=

16πG

H

(
Ttt + Trrf

2N
)
, (4.17)

together with the conservation equation∇aTab = 0. In particular, this means that the vacuum

solutions satisfy

X2∂X [f(t, r)H] + p2K = 0 , (4.18)
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∂tf(t, r) = 0 , (4.19)

∂rN(t, r) = 0 . (4.20)

The third equation implies that N = N(t) so, without loss of generality, this function can be

absorbed into a redefinition of the time coordinate. On the other hand, the second imposes

f(t, r) = f(r) and therefore the metric is static. Finally, the first equation is nothing but

the familiar equation for f(r) previously obtained. This completes the proof of the Birkhoff

theorem. For each value of p, λ and action functions F (X),K(X)—or, alternatively, gravita-

tional couplings αn, βm—the most general spherically symmetric solution is static and given

by (3.8)—or, alternatively, by (2.6).

Observe that (4.15)-(4.17) could be used to study the collapse of spherical matter and

the dynamical formation of the black holes studied here, along the lines of [117, 118].

5 Penrose diagrams

In this section, we adopt a more systematic approach to explore the space of possible black

holes described by the metric function (2.6). We focus on characterizing their global properties

by examining three key aspects: the number of zeros of the function f(r), the sign of this

function between the zeros, and the behavior of f(r) in the near-origin region (r → 0).10

To facilitate this analysis, we assign block diagrams to represent each region between the

roots of f(r). With them, we construct the corresponding Penrose diagram of the solution,

making manifest properties of the global structure. In the case of regular black holes of the

generic type, we do not count r = 0 as a horizon—we relegate this to the conclusions—but

we do make some comments about solutions of that kind which do not possess any additional

horizons in subsection 5.4.

5.1 Black holes with one horizon

As we have seen, the zeros of f(r) are determined solely by the roots of its numerator, which

depend on the values of the constants αi. Let us start with the following question. Suppose

that there is a single zero, i.e., there exists a unique r = r+ such that f(r+) = 0. In that

situation, how many distinct global spacetimes exist?

As r → ∞, the spacetime always asymptotically approaches AdS, which means that

there is a unique block diagram representing f(r) in the region r+ < r < ∞—that we shall

name region II.11 Such block diagram includes two null boundaries and a timelike (vertical)

10More generally, in order to study the global structure of a solution we have also to examine the behavior in

the asymptotic region r → ∞. However, for our solutions, the asymptotic behavior is fixed to be asymptotically

AdS and thus we omit this variable from our analysis.
11Notice that the usual convention is to assign “I” to the asymptotic region. Here we choose to assign it to

the innermost region, as the variability for the latter is greater and makes our discussion easier to follow.
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boundary for the asymptotic region, this is

f(r+ < r < ∞) = II
r
=
r+

r
=
r
+

r→
∞ . (5.1)

However, the behavior of f(r) in region I, i.e., when 0 < r < r+, is significantly richer. It is

determined not only by its limit as r → 0, but also by its sign in this region. Attending to the

different global structures, we may distinguish seven possible situations and their associated

block diagrams: i) S±
∞: the metric function diverges positively or negatively as we approach

the origin, f(r → 0) → ±∞, leading to divergent curvature invariants. Diagrammatically,

we represent this divergence with a zigzag line. ii) S±
c : the metric function asymptotes to

a constant value, f(r → 0) ∈ (−∞, 0) ∪ (0, 1) ∪ (1,∞). In this case the spacetime develops

a conical singularity for positive constant values, f(r → 0) ∈ (0, 1) ∪ (1,∞) or a BTZ-like

singularity for negative values, f(r → 0) ∈ (−∞, 0), which are represented in the diagram

with a dashed line. iii) R+
1 : the metric function tends to one as we approach the origin,

f(r → 0) → 1. This case corresponds to a regular solution, with finite curvature invariants,

and thus, we represent it with a solid line in the diagram. iv) R±
0 : the metric function

approaches zero positively or negatively f(r → 0) → 0±, defining a new horizon-like and

regular structure that is represented with a null boundary.12 Based on this, we assign to the

seven cases the following block diagrams:

S+
∞ : f(r < r+) = I

r
=
r
+

r
=
r+r

=
0

if f(r → 0) = +∞ , (5.2)

S+
c : f(r < r+) = I

r
=
r
+

r
=
r+r

=
0

if f(r → 0) ∈ (0, 1) ∪ (1,∞) , (5.3)

R+
1 : f(r < r+) = I

r
=
r
+

r
=
r+r

=
0

if f(r → 0) = 1 (5.4)

12We sometimes refer to the resulting rotated square block as diamond block.
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R+
0 : f(r < r+) = I

r
=
0

r
=
0

r
=
r
+

r
=
r+

if f(r → 0) = 0+ , (5.5)

R−
0 : f(r < r+) = I

r
=
r+

r
=
0

r
=
r
+

r
=
0

if f(r → 0) = 0− , (5.6)

S−
c : f(r < r+) = I

r
=
r
+ r

=
r+

r = 0

if f(r → 0) ∈ (0,−∞) , (5.7)

S−
∞ : f(r < r+) = I

r
=
r
+ r

=
r+

r = 0

if f(r → 0) = −∞ . (5.8)

A schematic plot of the global behavior of f(r) for each of the seven possibilities in region I,

together with the unique behavior region II, is shown in Figure 6 (Left). As is customary, the

vertical direction represents the timelike coordinate. In region I, whenever f(r) is positive—

namely in S+
∞, S+

c , R+
1 , and R+

0 —the r-coordinate is spacelike, while the t-coordinate is

timelike. Conversely, when f(r) is negative—as in S−
0 , S

−
c , and S−

∞—the roles of the coordi-

nates are reversed. To account for this, we rotate the block diagram, treating r as the timelike

coordinate and t as the spacelike one. With all possible block diagrams for a black hole with

a single root—i.e., one horizon—at hand, we can now construct the corresponding maximally

extended Penrose diagrams. To do so, we have to assemble the block diagrams gluing the

compatible radii r = r+ and account for the symmetry in the timelike coordinate, which flips

the block diagrams horizontally or vertically, depending on which coordinate is spacelike and

which is timelike—i.e., t → −t if t is the timelike coordinate or r → −r otherwise.

Below, we present the seven possible Penrose diagrams, specifying the values of αi and βj
with the parameters of the solutions fixed as p = 1, L = 1, α1 = 1/2 and λ = 1+

∑
i=2

αi
2(i−1) .

Whenever the value of any αi, βj is not explicitly specified it is set to zero. Since the region

II is always the same, we can use the seven labels introduced above to identify the maximally

extended Penrose diagrams constructed from the block diagrams presented in equations (5.2)

– 22 –



Figure 6: (Left). We plot black holes with a single horizon possessing distinct causal struc-

tures associating to each of them a different color. Since the behavior in region II (r > r+) is

always asymptotically AdS, we assign the seven labels S±
∞, S±

c , R
+
1 , and R±

0 , which charac-

terize region I (r < r+) to the entire spacetime. (Center) While region I (r < r−) and region

III (r > r+) remain unchanged with respect to the left plot, the new region II (r− < r < r+)

accounts for the possible signatures between the roots, shown using the two dashed lines

between r− and r+. We denote the fourteen possible branches, as S±±
∞ , S±±

c , R+±
1 , and R±±

0 .

(Right). In this plot, the asymptotic region is labeled as IV (r > r+) while the near horizon

is again labeled as I (r < r−) while the two intermediate regions II and III are located in

r1 < r < r2 and r2 < r < r+. As each of the intermediate region can possess either posi-

tive or negative signature we identify them with labels S±±±
∞ , S±±±

c , R+±±
1 , and R±±±

0 and

represent them in the plot with dashed lines.

to (5.8), namely:

S+
∞ =

I

II
, with α2 =

3

2
, (5.9)

S+
c =

I

II
, with α2 =

3

2
, β0 = 0.1 , (5.10)
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R+
1 =

I

II
, with α2 =

3

2
, β0 =

3

4
, (5.11)

R+
0 =

I

II
, with α2 =

3

2
, β1 = 0.1 , (5.12)

R−
0 =

I

II

I

II , wtih α2 = −1, β1 = 0.1 , (5.13)

S−
c =

I

II

I

II , with α2 = −1 , β0 = 0.1 , (5.14)

S−
∞ =

I

II

I

II , with α2 = −1 . (5.15)

The ellipsis mean that the maximally extended Penrose diagram is composed of an infinite

number of block diagrams, with periodicity given by the regions represented. At the same

time, we stress that here the equality between labels and diagrams means that they belong

to the same equivalence class of global spacetimes.

When specifying the values of the couplings αi and βj , we use both fractional and deci-

mal notations. Fractional values are exact, and even a slight variation can significantly alter

the global structure. In this sense, the black hole’s causal structure can be considered fine-

tuned. Conversely, when using decimal notation with only one significant figure, the value

retains some flexibility, allowing for variations while still preserving the same causal structure.

Observe that the Penrose diagrams S+
∞, S+

c , R
+
1 , and R+

0 can be extended infinitely in the

timelike direction, alternating between regions I and II. All of these correspond to extremal

black holes, as they satisfy f ′(r+) = 0. Notably, S+
∞ features a timelike singularity, necessi-

tating a cosmic censor to prevent an infalling observer from having it in its causal past. As

mentioned earlier, some diagrams arise only after fine-tuning the values of the coupling con-

stants, such as S+
∞ and R+

1 . In contrast, the remaining cases allow some freedom in choosing
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the values of αi or βj . On the other hand, whenever f(r → 0) is negative—specifically for

R−
0 , S

−
c , and S−

∞—the diagrams do not alternate between two different regions. In particular,

the regular diagram acquires a null block that behaves like a horizon as we approach r = 0,

while the conical singularity instead features a spacelike surface at the same point.

We opted to present the Penrose diagrams for the nonsingular black holes in a compact

way. However, the fact that a radially infalling observer crosses r = 0 in finite proper time,

as we will discuss in Section 6, anticipates that we might consider diagrams including this

continuation. Following the discussion presented for the Simpson-Visser regular black hole

[119],13 we may identify the future null bounce at r = 0 in R±
0 to construct “looped” Penrose

diagrams, this is

R̊+
0 =

I

II
, R̊−

0 =

I

II

I

II , (5.16)

where D̊ denotes the looped version of diagram D. In this looped version an observer is

subject to periodic boundary conditions when reaching r = 0 and, thus, this spacetime

contains closed timelike curves. On the other hand, we may interpret that at r = 0 an

infalling observer experiences a black hole to white hole transition, bouncing between copies

of asymptotic regions II, this is

R̄+
0 = I

I

I

II

II

II , R̄−
0 =

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

II II

II II

II II

II II II IIIIII , (5.17)

13We thank Pedro G. S. Fernandes for pointing out the resemblance with the Penrose diagrams presented

in that article.
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Notably, after gluing the copies of region I along their null horizons, the diagram for R̄−
0

tessellates the two-dimensional plane. In this case there are no closed timelike curves. We

will discuss further on Penrose diagram tessellation when analyzing black holes with three

horizons in Section 5.3 in which we will not have to extend the trajectories beyond r = 0. In

addition, we included orange trajectories in R̊−
0 and R̄−

0 that will be addressed in Section 6.

The same discussion about extending R±
0 applies to R+

1 , this is

R̊+
1 =

I

I

II , R̄+
1 = II

II

IIII

II

(5.18)

where both geometries display a naked black hole-to-white hole bounce. In the remainder of

this section, we will focus on the compact versions of the diagrams enclosed by r = 0 and

r → ∞.

Before concluding our discussion on one-horizon black holes, we introduce an operation

that facilitates the study of cases with multiple horizons in a more systematic manner. By

examining the diagrams in (5.9) to (5.15), we observe that the blocks can be classified into two

distinct categories based on the sign of their contributions in the region r < r+. Specifically,

these categories correspond to blocks with either a positive or negative sign. For a fixed

sign we define a diagram regularization operation that transforms a singular diagram block

into a regular one. This transformation simplifies the analysis, reducing the general study

from seven to two Penrose diagrams, allowing to obtain the rest from such transformation.

Mathematically, this transformation corresponds to turning on or off appropriate values of βj
that modify the behavior near the origin of coordinates, while keeping αi unchanged, this is

S+
∞

 I → I

 = S+
c ⇐⇒ βj=imax−2 > 0 , (5.19)

S+
∞

 I → I

 = R+
1 ⇐⇒ βj=imax−2 =

αimax

2(imax − 1)(2imax − 3)
, (5.20)

S+
∞

 I → I

 = R+
0 ⇐⇒ βj=imax−1 > 0 , (5.21)
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S−
∞

 I → I

 = R−
0 ⇐⇒ βj=imax−1 > 0 , (5.22)

S−
∞

[
I → I

]
= S−

c ⇐⇒ βj=imax−2 > 0 . (5.23)

This can be observed, for example, in S+
∞ with α2 = 3

2 , as shown in (5.9). The operation

described in (5.19) involves setting β0 to a positive value, such as β0 = 0.1. This realizes the

black hole S+
c , as described in (5.10).

5.2 Black holes with two horizons

Suppose now that the metric function f(r) has two real roots, r− and r+, this is, f(r−) =

f(r+) = 0 and assume, without loss of generality, that r− < r+. We can extend the discussion

presented in the previous subsection to enumerate the distinct global spacetimes, taking into

account the following considerations: i) The region II, defined in the interval r− < r < r+,

can now have either a positive or negative sign for f(r). ii) There is a new region III at

r > r+, which corresponds to a relabeling of the asymptotically AdS region II described

in the previous subsection. Aside from these modifications, all aspects of the discussion

regarding region I remain unchanged. We illustrate these new cases schematically in Figure 6

(Center). From the block diagrams perspective, this means that, besides the previous ones

for region I, we now have

f(r− < r < r+) =



II
r
=
r−

r
=
r−

r
=
r
+

r
=
r+

if positive,

II
r
=
r−

r
=
r
+

r
=
r−

r
=
r+

if negative,

f(r+ < r < ∞) = III
r
=
r+

r
=
r
+

r→
∞ . (5.24)

If we restrict ourselves to Penrose diagrams that include a singular block with f(r →
0) = ±∞ in region I, we observe that the blocks can be combined in four possible ways,

which we denote explicitly as S±±
∞ , namely

S++
∞ =

I III

II

I III

, if


α2 = 3.2828 ,

α3 = −2.1035 ,

α4 = 0.32070,

(5.25)
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S+−
∞ =

I I

II

III III

, if α2 = 0.5 , (5.26)

S−+
∞ =

I

I

IIII

IIIIII

IIIIII

, if α2 =
5

2
, α3 = −1 , (5.27)

S−−
∞ =

I I

I I

I I

I I

II

II

II

II

II

II

IIIIII IIIIII IIIIII , if α2 = −0.003490 . (5.28)

Similarly to the previous subsection, when the values of the couplings are expressed as frac-

tions, they represent exact values. Decimals with five significant figures also imply an exact

number. In contrast, quantities given with only one significant figure indicate some degree of

flexibility—in the sense that we can locally modify its value and still obtain the same global

structure. If we compare the new diagrams to those with only one horizon in the previous

subsection—(5.9) to (5.15), we now observe that all of them extend infinitely either along the

timelike direction or along the spacelike one. The diagrams S±+
∞ represent extremal black

holes and so are their transformed versions S±+
c , R++

1 and R±+
0 .

By performing the operations described in equations (5.19) to (5.23)—this is, turning on

the βj described in the equations, we are able to find the other ten Penrose diagrams, namely,

S±±
c , R±±

0 and R+±
1 . These only differ in region I, which is replaced with its corresponding

regularized version.

Let us examine the solution R−+
0 in detail. Its Penrose diagram resembles the one pre-

sented in (5.27), but with its singular block diagrams replaced by diamond-shaped blocks.

Interestingly, when attempting to represent it in two dimensions, an overlap arises between

two distinct regions I whose boundaries correspond to different radii. To resolve this, we

may choose to use multiple planes, as illustrated in Figure 7. Consequently, we refer to this

representation as a nonplanar Penrose diagram.

Observe that in this diagram we replaced the infinite extension in the timelike direction

with an infinite sequence of planes, each containing compact diagrams. Focusing on the
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R−+
0 =

I

I
I

I

I

I

II
II

II
II

II
II

III

III

III

III

III

III

III

III

plane 0

plane −1
plane 1

r
=

0r
=

0

r
=

r −

r
=

r−

r
=

r−r
=

r −

r
=

0

r
=

0

Figure 7: Nonplanar Penrose diagram of the R−+
0 spacetime. We depict three planes—

specifically, planes −1, 0, and 1—out of the infinitely many, along with the trajectories of two

massive observers, which are shown in brown and aquamarine. For clarity, in planes 0 and

1, we show the radii corresponding to the null boundaries of region I, highlighting that they

cannot be glued in the same plane.

internal bifurcation point in plane 0, the past asymptotic regions III are connected to regions

II of plane −1, while the future ones are connected to plane 1.

To illustrate the global structure in this example, we have included two possible geodesics

that massive observers may follow. The left aquamarine observer begins their journey in

region III of plane −1, crosses into plane 0, and continues towards r = 0 in region I. In

contrast, the right brown observer starts in a parallel region III of plane −1. Upon crossing

into plane 0, they avoid the aquamarine observer and instead continue their trajectory into

plane 1. From there, they proceed to a subsequent plane where their path extends beyond the

scope of this diagram. Spacetime R−+
0 turns out to be the only one displaying this nonplanar

structure if we restrict ourselves to black holes with two horizons. However, as the number

of horizons increases, the number of nonplanar diagrams also grows. We are not aware of

previous examples of nonplanar Penrose diagrams.

5.3 Black holes with three horizons and beyond

At this point, it is important to recall that the metric function f(r) can describe black

holes with an arbitrary number of horizons. This is enabled by turning on as many αi
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coefficients as we desire and later on regularize them by turning on βj described in the

diagram regularization scheme presented in (5.19) to (5.19). Therefore, we shall discuss black

holes with three horizons, which are less explored in the literature, and conclude the section

with some remarks on black holes with even more horizons.

In this case, we denote the roots of f(r) as r1, r2 and r+, taking r1 < r2 < r+ so that

r+ represents the outermost horizon, following the previous convention. As before, we label

the region near the origin as I, while regions II and III correspond to the intervals between

r1 and r2, and r2 and r+, respectively. The asymptotic region is labeled IV. Depending on

the sign of f(r), the corresponding block diagrams for each region must be oriented so that

the timelike coordinate runs vertically, this is

f(r1 < r < r2) =



II
r
=
r 1

r
=
r
1

r
=
r
2

r
=
r 2

if positive,

II
r
=
r 1

r
=
r
2

r
=
r
1

r
=
r 2

if negative,

(5.29)

f(r2 < r < r+) =



III
r
=
r 2

r
=
r
2

r
=
r
+

r
=
r+

if positive,

III
r
=
r 2

r
=
r
+

r
=
r
2

r
=
r+

if negative,

f(r+ < r < ∞) = IV
r
=
r+

r
=
r
+

r→
∞ , (5.30)

while we can reuse the block diagrams (5.2) to (5.8) relabeling r− as r1.

Again, all possible combinations of block diagrams account for the different global struc-

tures existing with three horizons. In this case we have twice as many possibilities with respect

of having two horizons. This can be easily seen from Figure 6, as an additional root to f(r)

implies having two new possibilities in the new region, either f(r) is positive, or negative.

As a consequence, for three horizons we identify twenty-eight distinct Penrose diagrams, or

global structures. Below we list the eight corresponding ones to singular black holes, together
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with the choices of the coupling constants that realize them,

S+++
∞ =

I

I

I

II

II

II

III

III

III

IV

IV

IV

, if



α2 = 6.0786 ,

α3 = −6.9424 ,

α4 = 2.7689 ,

α5 = −0.42687 ,

α6 = 0.021838 ,

(5.31)

S++−
∞ =

I

I

I

I

III

III

IIII

IV

IV

IV

IV

, if


α2 = 1.0595 ,

α3 = −0.34749 ,

α4 = 0.025149 ,

(5.32)

S+−+
∞ = II

II

II

III

III

III

III

IV

IV

IV

IV

IV

IV

IV

IV

, if


α2 = 3.1801 ,

α3 = −1.7801 ,

α4 = 0.1 ,

(5.33)
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S+−−
∞ = IV IVIV IV

II

II

IIIIII

IIIIII

I I

I I

, if


α2 = 1.9016 ,

α3 = −0.99335 ,

α4 = 0.1 ,

(5.34)

S−++
∞ =

I

I

IIII

III

III

III

III

IV

IVIV

IV

IVIV

, if


α2 = 5.2766 ,

α3 = −5.2082 ,

α4 = 1.5316 ,

α5 = −0.1 ,

(5.35)

S−+−
∞ =

I

I

IIII

III

III

III

III

IV IVIVIV

IV IVIVIV

, if

{
α2 = 0.72702 ,

α3 = −0.1 ,
(5.36)
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S−−+
∞ = IV IVIV IV

II

II

IIIIII

IIIIII

II

II

, if


α2 = 3.9559 ,

α3 = −3.0508 ,

α4 = 0.63303 ,

α5 = −0.038142 ,

(5.37)

S−−−
∞ =

II I

II I

II

II

II

II

III

III

III

III

III

III

III

III

IVIV IVIV IVIV , if


α2 = 2.2975 ,

α3 = −1.5030 ,

α4 = 0.28498 ,

α5 = −0.016303 .

(5.38)

We remind that whenever the values of the coupling constant include five significant figures

the solution requires fine tuning. We observe that all black holes with three horizons extend

infinitely either in the spacelike, timelike directions or in both.14 Among them, four corre-

spond to extremal black holes, S±±+
∞ . We can also see that the complicated structure of these

black holes allows for non-planar diagrams even before replacing singular regions I with its

regularized version, this is the case of S+−+
∞ in (5.33). Another particularly interesting dia-

gram is given by S+−−
∞ in (5.34) which perfectly tessellates the two-dimensional plane. This

may not be immediately evident in (5.34), so we present an equivalent diagram in Figure 8.15

The remaining twenty diagrams, S±±±
c , R+±±

1 and R±±±
0 , with distinct behavior in

region I are generated using the diagram regularization procedure outlined above. To avoid

redundancy, we omit the explicit values of these diagrams. The transformation process is

straightforward, and we have already demonstrated how it is applied explicitly for black holes

with one and two horizons.

To conclude the section, let us discuss the number of possible global structures #gs

existing with a higher number of horizons. As we can turn an infinite number of coupling

14Some of the exotic global structures we observe resemble those found in topologically Lifshitz black holes

within four-dimensional Einstein-Yang-Mills-dilaton theory [120].
15For a previous example of a black hole Penrose diagram tessellating the plane, see Figure 6 in [121]. Also,

although it would have been somewhat funny, these “Penrose-diagram tilings” of the plane are not “Penrose

tilings” [122].
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II II IIIIII

II II IIIIII

II

II

III III

III

III III

III

IIIIII

III

IIIIII

III

I I I I I IIIIIII

IV IV IVIVIVIV

IV IV IVIVIVIV

Figure 8: We present an alternative but equivalent diagram to (5.34), in which it becomes

manifest that S+−−
∞ tessellates the two-dimensional plane. This tessellation occurs as the

square can be translated diagonally, with each side seamlessly joining the opposite of an

adjacent one.

constants αi, there is in principle no obstruction to include as many horizons as we desire,

and then, we can regularize them by turning on suitable βj . Including a new root will always

increase the number of global spacetimes with a factor of two. As a consequence, the number

of distinct global structures is given by

#gs = 7× 2card(Z)−1 , (5.39)

where card(Z) denotes the cardinal of the set Z = {r|f(r) = 0}.

5.4 “Black holes” with “zero” horizons

Thus far, we have classified the different types of solutions and their diagrams using the

number of positive roots of f(r) as a criterion. The above analysis reveals that in the case

of regular black holes with f(r)
(r→0)∼ O(r2s), r = 0 is a null surface which separates distinct

causal regions and therefore plays the role of a horizon—see Section 8. Hence, it is natural

to consider the case of regular solutions of this type for which no positive roots of f(r) exist.

We succinctly address them here.

Let us label this “zero-horizon black holes” as R0 in our classification. Their metric

function satisfies f(r) > 0 ∀r > 0, and satisfies f(0) = 0 and f ′(0) = 0. Such a solution can

be realized for f(r) using the parameter values defined earlier in this section—i.e., p = 1,

L = 1, α1 = 1/2, and λ =
∑

i=2 αi/[2(i − 1)]—together with α2 = 1 and β1 = 1, with all
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other αi≥2 = 0 and βj ̸=1 = 0, that is,

R0 = I
r
=
0

r
=
0

r→
∞ , with α2 = 1 , β1 = 1 , (5.40)

Of course the resulting diagram, which consists of a single region, is extremely simple. It is

reminiscent of the one associated with Minkowski spacetime in spherical coordinates in which

we have exchanged (r = 0) ↔ (r → ∞). The key difference is that the null boundary at r = 0

allows continuation beyond r = 0. Replicating the argument presented above regarding the

extension beyond r = 0 we may find the extended diagrams

R̊0 = I , R̄0 =
I

I
, (5.41)

where, again R̊0 presents closed timelike curves.

While Penrose diagrams offer valuable insights into the causal structure of black holes,

they are not sufficient for a complete understanding. Additional things can be learnt from

the study of geodesics, which we perform in the following section.

6 Geodesics and tidal forces

In this section we study the motion of neutral free-falling particles in our black hole back-

grounds (1.1), paying special attention to the way in which the singularity resolution of the

regular black holes reflects on both their trajectories and the tidal acceleration that they

experience as they approach the center r = 0.

6.1 Geodesics

Since (1.1) are static and spherically symmetric backgrounds, ∂t and ∂φ are obvious Killing

vectors. Hence, the particles will have their energy and angular momentum conserved along

their trajectories,

−E ≡ pt = −f(r)
dt

dσ
, (6.1)
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J ≡ pφ = r2
dφ

dσ
, (6.2)

where σ is an affine parameter that, as usual, we choose to coincide with the proper time

when the geodesics are timelike. On the other hand, the mass-shell condition reads

−ϵ = pµpµ = −f(r)

(
dt

dσ

)2

+
1

f(r)

(
dr

dσ

)2

+ r2
(
dφ

dσ

)2

, (6.3)

with ϵ either equal to 1 for massive particles or zero for light rays. Substituting (6.2) and

(6.1) into (6.3), we can derive an equation for the r coordinate(
dr

dσ

)2

= E2 − Veff(r) , where Veff(r) ≡ f(r)

(
ϵ+

J2

r2

)
. (6.4)

In Figure 9 we plot Veff(r)/J
2 for the metric functions shown in Figures 3, 4 and 5, respectively.

Note that the asymptotia of the effective potential determines the radial turning points, whose

values define qualitatively different orbits. For example, from the behavior of the potential

at infinity

Veff −−−→
r→∞

{
r2

L2 , if ϵ = 1 ,
J2

L2 , if ϵ = 0 ,
(6.5)

it follows that only massless particles can escape the AdS barrier, having unbound orbits for

high enough energies, i.e. E2 > J2

L2 —see Figure 10 for an instance of this kind of “flyby”

orbit. Moreover, for non-radial trajectories

Veff −−−→
r→0

J2f(r)

r2
. (6.6)

Therefore, when f(r) → ar2s with a > 0 and s < 1 at the origin, a particle falling into the

black hole will unavoidably reach a periapsis, that is, a minimal radius rmin > 0. This also

happens when f(r) → −a log r, such as in the charged BTZ background. In all other cases,

if the energy is sufficiently high the orbit could end at the singularity or the particle might

cross the regular center and follow its journey. Note that (6.4) implies that the proper time

it takes to reach the origin from rmax < ∞ is finite, save the very fine-tuned case in which

f(r) → ar2 and J2a = E2.

In Figure 11 we compare the timelike geodesics on the singular and regular black holes

corresponding to the effective potentials of Figure 9. Curiously, the trajectories on the regular

black holes look like spiral paths. This is because(
dr

dφ

)2

=
r4

J2

(
E2 − Veff(r)

)
, (6.7)

so if f(r) ∼ r2s with s ≥ 0 at the center, φ → ∞ as r → 0. Hence, the same spirals would

also be present on black holes with BTZ-like singularities.16

16Exact analytic solutions to the geodesic equations were found for the BTZ in [123]. Although the an-

gular coordinate φ explicitly diverges as r → 0, this spiral orbit was not emphasized by the authors in the

corresponding plot.
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(a) Black holes with a curvature singularity at r = 0 and one, two and three horizons respectively.

(b) Black holes with a conical or pseudo-conical singularity at r = 0 and one, two and three horizons.

(c) Regular black holes with one, two and three horizons. Note that |Veff| < ∞ at r = 0.

Figure 9: We show the effective potential over the angular momentum squared Veff(r)/J
2.

The color gradient code means that the angular momentum is larger the darker the curves

are. The values chosen are J = {0.5, 1, 5,∞}, the last one corresponding to null geodesics

and represented as dashed lines.
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Figure 10: Unbound null geodesic in a singular black hole background with non-vanishing

coupling constants: α1 = 1 , α2 = 4 , α3 = −0.6 , α4 = 0.01 , β1 = 1. Other parameters are

J = p = 1 , λ = 3, and E2 = 1.5.

The geodesics corresponding to regular black holes on the left panel of Figure 11a and

Figure 11b should be extended to represent a periodical bounce from a maximum radius

r = rmax to the center r = 0, where the tidal forces remain finite, as thoroughly explained

in the next subsection17. The extension of the trajectory past r = 0 is also depicted in

the Penrose diagram (5.16), where a loop identification in the null surface corresponding to

the center of a single-horizon black hole allows for a continuation of the geodesics. For an

alternative construction, achieved by gluing infinitely many copies of an elementary block,

see (5.17). In turn, the orange trajectory shown in the right panel of Figure 11a terminates

at r = 0 due to a logarithmic divergence of the geodesic deviation—see (6.16).

Another noteworthy feature is that bound geodesics may cross the horizons periodically,

each time entering a causally disconnected universe.

Finally, from the effective potentials represented by dashed lines in Figure 9 it is appar-

ent that for the chosen metric functions there are no photon spheres. Stated differently, the

effective potentials for null geodesics in Figure 9 have no local maximum outside the horizon

rph > rh. This is due to the AdS asymptotics, which makes the effective potential monoton-

ically approach Veff → J2

L2 . The only way for there to be a photon sphere is for the metric

itself to have a local maximum. According to the analysis in Section 2.1, this might happen

when nmax ≥ 2, and for particular ranges of the parameters— see Figure 1.

6.2 Tidal forces

An issue that may certainly worry the free-falling observer is whether they would be eventually

teared apart by an infinite gravitational force when reaching the center of the black hole. One

17For probe particles with non-vanishing angular momentum, such a periodic extension of the trajectories

becomes more subtle, because the angular coordinate diverges at r = 0, in agreement with Equation (6.2).
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(a) Left: black hole with one horizon. The initial conditions are ṙ = 0 and r = 1.5, with J = 10.

Right: black hole with two horizons. The initial conditions are ṙ = 0 and r = 1.7, with J = 0.1. Note

that there is an apsidal precession, represented by the black arrow, and only when 2π is a rational

multiple of the precession angle the orbit is closed.

(b) Black holes with three horizons. The initial conditions are ṙ = 0 and r = 83, with J = 10.

Figure 11: Timelike geodesics on the background solution (1.1) for the metric functions f(r)

displayed in Figures 3, 4 and 5. The blue trajectories correspond to the singular black holes,

while the orange ones correspond to the regular black holes with f(r)
(r→0)∼ O(r2s), s ≥ 1.

The black dashed curves represent the horizons, and the inset figures zoom in around the

origin.

would expect that if the black hole was regular they would be able to endure the journey,

passing through the origin and later traversing the horizon to enter a different, causally

disconnected, universe. If that was the case, they would oscillate between two antipodal

points in a “many-world” orbit, as they cannot escape the AdS barrier, no matter how large
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their energy is. In order to check if this expectation is correct, in this section we compute the

tidal forces and compare the results near the center for the different black holes, according to

their singularity structures.

The tidal force is the relative acceleration between two infinitesimally close geodesics,

measured in the co-moving reference frame. Let ηµ be the spacelike vector representing the

geodesic deviation and D(·)
Dσ ≡ dxµ

dσ ∇µ(·) represent the covariant derivative along the geodesics,

then [124, 125]
D2ηα̂

Dσ2
= Kα̂

β̂
ηβ̂ , with Kα̂

β̂
= Rµ

νρσe
α̂
µe

ν
0̂
eρ
0̂
eσ
β̂
. (6.8)

Kα̂
β̂
is called the tidal tensor, and the vectors eµα̂ form the tetrad basis, satisfying eµα̂e

ν
β̂
gµν =

ηα̂β̂. For arbitrary timelike motion, these are

eµ
0̂
=

dxµ

dσ
=

(
E

f(r)
,−V

1/2
eff ,

J

r2

)
,

eµr̂ =
r√

r2 + J2

(
−V

1/2
eff

f(r)
, E, 0

)
,

eµφ̂ =
1√

r2 + J2

(
JE

f(r)
,−J V

1/2
eff , 1 +

J2

r2

)
,

(6.9)

where Veff is the efective potential defined in (6.4). Note that, as customary, we denote the

vectors by er̂ and eφ̂ because for an observer at rest these lie along the radial and angular

directions, respectively. Therefore, the components of the tidal tensor read

K r̂
r̂ = −1

2
f ′′(r) +

J2

2r2

(
−f ′′(r) +

f ′(r)

r

)
, Kφ̂

φ̂ = − 1

2r
f ′(r) . (6.10)

6.2.1 Radial motion

We first consider the case with no angular momentum, that is, we first analyze the force

measured by an observer falling along the radial direction. Expanding the general solution

(2.2) near the origin, we get that for both black holes with curvature singularities and regular

black holes with f(r)
r∼0
= O(r2s)18

K r̂
r̂ ≈ −(nmax −mmax − 2)(nmax −mmax − 3/2)αnmax

(nmax − 1)(2mmax + 1)L2βmmax

(
Lp

r

)2(nmax−mmax−1)

, (6.11)

Kφ̂
φ̂ ≈ (nmax −mmax − 2)αnmax

2(nmax − 1)(2mmax + 1)L2βmmax

(
Lp

r

)2(nmax−mmax−1)

. (6.12)

This implies that an observer approaching the center of a singular black hole with nmax >

mmax+2 would experience infinite stretching in the radial direction and infinite compressing

in the perpendicular direction, which is usually known as spaghettification. However, when

18We exclude the special cases with (nmax = 1, mmax = 0) and (nmax = 2, mmax = 0), for which the tidal

forces have a logarithmic dependence.
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nmax < mmax + 2 the tidal forces go to zero at r = 0, so the observer would be able to pass

through the center with no fuss.

As made apparent from the pole in (6.11), the tidal forces in the background of regular

black holes with nmax = 1 must be dealt with separately. This might have also been expected

from the behavior of the Ricci scalar at r = 0, which in that case does not go to zero as a

positive power of r, but rather like R ∼ log(r)r2mmax . The components of the tidal tensor are

K r̂
r̂ ≈ α1p

2(mmax + 1)

(Lp)2(mmax+1)βmmax

log (r) r2mmax , (6.13)

Kφ̂
φ̂ ≈ α1p

2

(2mmax + 1)(Lp)2(mmax+1)βmmax

log (r) r2mmax , (6.14)

so the force vanishes as long as mmax ≥ 1.

6.2.2 Non-radial motion

Now we turn to the case of non-vanishing angular momentum. While the angular part of the

tidal tensor remains unchanged, the radial component is multiplied by a pole of second order

at the origin, changing its behavior close to the center. More precisely, we get

K r̂
r̂ ≈− J2

L4p2

[
(nmax −mmax − 2)(nmax −mmax − 1)

(nmax − 1)(2mmax + 1)

αnmax

βmmax

](
Lp

r

)2(nmax−mmax)

+O
(
r−2(nmax−mmax−1)

)
. (6.15)

Therefore, in singular black holes the geodesic deviation diverges faster than for radial motion

(6.11). On the other hand, in regular black hole backgrounds the tidal tensor still goes to

zero at r = 0, although at a slower rate. However, when nmax = mmax+1, which corresponds

to a metric function f(r) ∼ r2, the leading term in (6.15) vanishes, so we need to take into

account the next-to leading order. Schematically,

K r̂
r̂ ≈

{
const. + J2 log (r) if nmax = 2 ,

const. if nmax > 2 .
(6.16)

This means that an observer falling to a regular black hole with nmax = 2,mmax = 1, and

with non-vanishing angular velocity will experience infinite tidal forces. This is precisely the

scenario corresponding to the right panel of Figure 11a. For all other regular black holes the

tidal forces do not diverge. In particular, observers following the geodesics represented by

orange curves in the left panel of Figure 11a and Figure 11b pass through the center and

continue to positive values of the radial coordinate.

Again, the situation with nmax = 1 must be considered separately. For these kind of

solutions we get

K r̂
r̂ ≈ J2 α1p

2

(Lp)2(mmax+1)βmmax

2mmax(mmax + 1)

2mmax + 1
log (r) r2(mmax−1) +O

(
r2(mmax−1)

)
, (6.17)

which for regular backgrounds goes to zero at r = 0 as well.
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7 Kasner Eons

In this section we have a look at the deep interior region of our black holes yet from another

perspective.

Let us start with some relevant introductory comments. Einstein gravity in D spacetime

dimensions admits an anisotropic family of solutions whose metric can be written as

ds2 = −dτ2 +

D−1∑
i=1

τ2pidx2i . (7.1)

These “Kasner metrics” solve Einstein’s equations whenever the following two conditions

hold:
D−1∑
i=1

pi = 1 ,
D−1∑
i=1

p2i = 1 . (7.2)

These constraints fix two of the (D − 1) Kasner exponents pi, corresponding to a (D − 3)-

parametric family of solutions [126]. This class of metrics plays a prominent role in the study

of space-like singularities. Indeed, as shown by Belinski, Khalatnikov and Lifshitz (BKL), in

the context of Einstein gravity in D ≥ 4, the metric in the vicinity of a space-like singularity

precisely takes the Kasner form (7.1) at each spatial point [127]. The Kasner exponents

are constrained by the conditions (7.2) but otherwise have an undetermined dependence on

the spatial coordinates, pi = pi(x). In other words, the dynamics of every spatial point is

decoupled from the one of the rest—hence, the evolution becomes ultralocal—and, for each

point, it is given by some Kasner metric. As the singularity is approached, a “Kasner epoch”

is defined as the period during which some generalized Kasner metric is a good approximation.

Ultimately, this approximation breaks down due to spatial curvature effects, giving rise to

a transition into a new epoch characterized by a new set of exponents. In each transition

between epochs, one of the directions along which spacetime is contracting switches its role

with the one along which it is expanding. A “Kasner era” is then defined as the period during

which the transitions between Kasner epochs are such that these swaps occur repeatedly

between the same two directions.

As pointed out recently in [112], this chaotic sequence of epochs and eras is termi-

nated when the dynamical description provided by Einstein gravity is no longer valid due

to quantum/higher-curvature effects. The period during which such description holds defines

a “Kasner Eon”, which may include many eras. As putative higher-curvature effects kick in,

additional Kasner eons may appear, for which some kind of modified BKL description may

hold, and the relevant Kasner metrics would satisfy different conditions from (7.2) as well

as modified transition rules [113]. During each additional eon, a particular higher-curvature

density—or set of densities—controls the dynamics, and a cascade of eons may occur as the

singularity is approached provided certain hierarchy of scales among the various densities

exists. Thus far, these expectations have been verified in the simplified context of spherically

symmetric black holes in D ≥ 4 [112, 113, 128]. For those, neither chaos nor ultralocality
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feature, and the Einsteinian eon involves both a single epoch and a single era. However,

cascades of Kanser eons do arise.

In this section we study the appearance of Kasner eons in the deep interior of the black

hole solutions of EQT. Before doing so, let us a make a few general comments. Note first

that in the case of Einstein gravity (without matter) in D = 3, all freedom is gone and the

two Kasner exponents which exist in that case are fixed to specific values, namely,19

p1 = 0 , p2 = 1 . (7.3)

Hence, in this case there is no room for any sort of ultralocality in the form of spatial depen-

dence of the exponents: they are simply fixed to the above values. This is a manifestation of

the fact that the BKL analysis does not hold for three-dimensional Einstein gravity. Indeed,

in that case all solutions are locally equivalent to maximally symmetric solutions—except at

specific points corresponding to BTZ-like or conical singularities20—and no local degrees of

freedom propagate. The situation changes in the presence of matter. In that case, non-trivial

near-singularity dynamics is possible, and hints of partial BKL-like behavior in D = 3 have

been reported—see e.g., [130, 131].

Consider now a three-dimensional static black hole with a single horizon, a spacelike cur-

vature singularity at r = 0 and with an interior metric described in Schwarzschild coordinates

as

ds2 =
dr2

f(r)
− f(r)dz2 + r2dφ2 . (7.4)

Obviously, this is the case of most of the solutions described in Section 2 with metric function

(2.6) provided the single-horizon condition holds, but the following description is more general.

Whenever f(r) behaves as

f(r)
r→0∼ −r−s , (7.5)

near the singularity, we can make the coordinate transformation

dτ ≡ dr√−f
⇒ τ ∼ r(s+2)/2 . (7.6)

Then, the metric becomes

ds2 = −dτ2 + τ2p1dz2 + τ2p2dφ2 , (7.7)

where the two independent exponents read

p1 = − s

(2 + s)
, p2 =

2

(2 + s)
. (7.8)

19Or p1 ↔ p2, which is equivalent.
20For a recent interesting discussion about the nature of the singularities at the center of BTZ spacetimes,

see [129].
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Hence, in that case, the metric takes the form of a Kasner spacetime (7.1). Following [112],

we can introduce an “effective” Kasner exponent peff for the dz2 component of the metric,

peff(r) ≡
rf ′(r)

[2f(r)− rf ′(r)]
, (7.9)

so that any time that f(r) ∼ r−s, peff(r) becomes constant and the metric is locally Kasner

with exponents

p1 = peff , p2 = peff + 1 . (7.10)

In this context, a Kasner eon would correspond to a period during which the black hole

interior in the vicinity of the singularity behaves, approximately, as a Kasner metric with

exponents satisfying (7.10). In each case, the exponents may or may not match the ones of

exact Kasner solutions of the corresponding densities, as we explain below.

Consider first the case of a particular density of order n ≥ 2 within the Qα class in (2.5).

From (2.6) it is obvious that this admits exact Kasner solutions. Indeed, f(r) ∝ r−2(n−1)

with the same azimuthal ansatz for the scalar solves the equations of the theory. As explained

above, this can be written in the form (7.7), with Kasner exponents

p1 = −(n− 1)

n
, p2 =

1

n
. (7.11)

On the other hand, densities of the Qβ class do not admit exact Kasner solutions in an

analogous way. In that case, we have f(r) ∝ 1/(1 + cmr−2(m+1)), which is not of the Kasner

type because of the “1+” appearing in the denominator. In this case, it would only be for

r → 0 that the metric becomes approximately Kasner with exponents

p1 = −(m+ 1)

m
, p2 = − 1

m
. (7.12)

Let us now go back to our black hole solutions. Consider the general case in which both

Qα and Qβ are present in the Lagrangian. In that case, the metric function behaves as

f(r)
(r→0)∼ αnmax

βmmax

r−2(nmax−mmax−2) , (nmax ≥ 2) (7.13)

which may correspond to black holes with curvature or BTZ-like/conical singularities, or to

regular black holes, as explained in Section 2. Exceptions to this behavior take place when

nmax = 1, 0, in which cases the above expression would be replaced by

f(r)
(r→0)∼ (−λ− α1p

2 log r)

βmmax

r2(mmax+1) and f(r)
(r→0)∼ λ

βmmax

r2(mmax+1) , (7.14)

respectively.21 As the r = 0 locus is approached, the black hole interior may undergo a series

of Kasner eons which terminate with a final eon with exponents satisfying

p1 = −(nmax −mmax − 2)

(nmax −mmax − 1)
, p2 =

1

(nmax −mmax − 1)
, (7.15)

21Observe that the nmax = 0 case, for which there is no logarithmic term, cannot be obtained naively by

setting nmax = 0 in (7.13). The correct scaling is obtained, however, by setting nmax = 1 in that formula, and

the same will apply for the rest of formulas of this section. The fact that we are interpreting “nmax = 1” as

the case in which there is a logarithm introduces this notational nuisance.
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(a) (Left) A black hole with a curvature singularity. Three eons are visible. The transitions (from

right to left) are: (n = 4,m = −1) → (n = 3,m = −1) → (n = 2,m = −1). (Right) Another

black hole with a curvature singularity. Five eons are visible. The transitions (from right to left) are:

(n = 8,m = 1) → (n = 7,m = 1) → (n = 6,m = 1) → (n = 5,m = 1) → (n = 4,m = 1). Many

putative eons are skipped and observe that the one with (n = 4,m = 0), corresponding to p1 = −2/3,

is actually about to form after the (n = 4,m = 1) one.

(b) (Left) A black hole with a BTZ-like singularity. Three eons are clearly visible, corresponding

to (n = 4,m = 2), (n = 4,m = 1) and (n = 3,m = 1), respectively. Observe that the effective

Kasner exponent returns to the same value, p1 = 0, after the second eon. The putative eon with

(n = 3,m = 0), corresponding to p1 = −1/2, is about to form after the (n = 3,m = 1) one. (Right)

A regular black hole—see the main text.

Figure 12: We plot the effective Kasner exponent as defined in (7.9) for single-horizon black

holes displaying different types of behaviors at r = 0.

as long as nmax ≥ 2 and

p1 = −(mmax + 1)

(mmax)
, p2 = − 1

mmax
, (7.16)
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for nmax = 0, which is precisely the case (7.12). The case (7.11), on the other hand, is

recovered for mmax = −1. Whenever nmax > mmax + 2, corresponding to a curvature sin-

gularity at the origin, p1 < 0 and p2 > 0, whereas for nmax = mmax + 2, which is the case

of BTZ-like/conical singularities, p1 = 0, p2 = 1—see Figure 12. On the other hand, if

nmax < mmax + 2, which is the case of regular black holes, we have p1 < 0 and p2 < 0

except in the particular case nmax = mmax + 1, for which both diverge. This happens when

f(r)
(r→0)∼ (αmmax+1/βmmax) · r2, which corresponds to pure dS3 or AdS3, depending on the

sign.

Provided there exist intermediate ranges of values of r/L such that certain pair of cou-

plings αi, βj satisfy

αi

αn

(n− 1)

(i− 1)
≫
(

r

pL

)2(i−n)

and
βj
βm

(2j + 1)

(2m+ 1)
≫
(

r

pL

)2(j−m)

∀αn, βm , (7.17)

intermediate eons will arise with effective exponents given by

p1 = −(i− j − 2)

(i− j − 1)
, p2 =

1

(i− j − 1)
. (7.18)

Each of these eons will terminate whenever the values of r become such that the “≫” above

become “∼” for certain αk, βl. Naturally, if (7.17) is not fulfilled for any range of values of

r, the corresponding (i, j) eon will be skipped altogether. Observe that the effective Kasner

exponents may diverge for intermediate values of r provided (7.17) holds for i = j + 1—

see Figure 12. Also, the values of the effective Kasner exponents can go back to the same

values for different eons, since (7.18) can hold for different pairs of values, namely, provided

(ia − ja) = (ib − jb). This implies, in particular, that the effective exponents may both

increase and decrease during different periods as r = 0 is approached. From (7.18) it is

obvious that, as opposed to the cases previously considered in the literature [112, 113, 128],

most of the Kasner eons arising in this context do not correspond to Kasner solutions of

particular higher-derivative densities but rather, they are a consequence of the joint effect of

pairs of densities—one from Qα and one from Qβ in each case—with the only exceptions of

those produced by particular densities of the Qα set, for which (7.11) holds.

As an explicit example, consider the case depicted in the lower right plot of Figure 12,

for which we set α1 = 1/3, α2 = −1/100, β0 = 10−5, β1 = 10−11, β2 = 10−20, β3 = 10−37,

L = 1, p = 3/4, λ = 1. This corresponds to a regular black hole with f(r)
(r→0)∼ O(r6).

The final eon corresponds to (n = 2,m = 3), for which p1 = −3/2, p2 = −1/2. From that

one, moving towards the left in the plot, there is a transition to an eon with (n = 2,m = 2),

for which p1 = −2, p2 = −1. This is followed by another transition in which the exponents

diverge, corresponding to (n = 2,m = 1). Then there is a transition into another eon

with (n = 2,m = 0), for which p1 = −1/2, p2 = 1/2. Finally, there is a short eon with

(n = 1,m = 0), for which p1 = 0, p2 = 1. Additional examples both for singular black holes

as well as for black holes with BTZ-like/conical singularities are presented in the same figure.
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8 Conclusions

In this paper we have studied various aspects of EQT black holes. A summary of our main

results can be found in the Introduction. Let us close the paper with a few comments regarding

the implications of our findings and plans for future research.

EGQT generalizations

The EQT theories considered here are the most general models of gravity non-minimally

coupled to an azimuthal scalar for which the metric function can be obtained explicitly. On

the other hand, as argued in [82], infinite families of additional theories of the EGQT class

exist for which the metric function satisfies a second-order differential equation. Many of the

features explored in this paper could be extended to the EGQT black holes.

Thermodynamics and holography

The basic thermodynamic properties of the EQT and EGQT black holes were briefly studied

in [82]. It would be interesting to pursue this analysis further and explore the phase space

of solutions, possibly within the framework of “extended thermodynamics” [132–135]. On

the other hand, a holographic study of three-dimensional EQT theories is also lacking. In

that context, these theories could be used to test properties of two-dimensional CFTs with

global symmetries. As a particular application, it would be interesting to use these models

to shed light on the reported seemingly peculiar behavior of charged Rényi entropies in two-

dimensional CFTs [136]—similarly to what was done for their higher-dimensional counterparts

in [137].

Inner-extremal regular black holes, stability and cosmic censorship

Regular black holes in higher dimensions require the presence of an even number of horizons,

and small perturbations on top of inner horizons have been argued to lead to an exponential

backreaction on the geometry [110, 111]. Classical stability is restored in the case of inner

horizons with vanishing surface gravity [138], but achieving this seems to always require a

certain degree of fine-tuning in the case of actual solutions to dynamical models—see e.g.,

[139]. In addition, semiclassical effects may bring instabilities back in any case [140]. The

lack of theories in which regular black holes arise as the end-point of matter collapse has

prevented reaching fully conclusive results regarding these issues, although this may be about

to change [117, 118].

On the other hand, due to their distinct nature—peculiar to D = 3—some of the regular

black holes considered here may automatically be dynamically stable generically. In order to

see this, let us have a closer to look at the region r = 0 in the case of interest corresponding

to f(r)
(r→0)∼ O(r2s), s ≥ 1. Firstly, note that r = 0 corresponds to a Killing horizon

associated to ξ = ∂t, since ξ2 ≡ gabξ
aξb = gtt

(r=0)
= 0 for those solutions.22 It is also manifest

22On the other hand, it is a certainly peculiar horizon, as its cross-sections would correspond to circles of

zero length. This feature deserves a better understanding.
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that such horizons are “extremal” in the sense of having a vanishing surface gravity, namely,

f ′(r)
(r→0)∼ 2s ·O(r2s−1) and then κ|r=0 = −1

2f
′(0) = 0. Remarkably, this holds for all regular

black holes considered here. Hence, all black holes of this class automatically include an

inner-extremal horizon. Naturally, if the number of additional horizons is sufficiently large,

there can be additional inner horizons—see Sections 2.1 and 5—with their putative instability

issues. Consider however the case in which f(r) has a single additional zero for some rH > 0—

see the left plot in Figure 5 for f(r) in that case and R−
0 , R̊

−
0 , R̄

−
0 in (5.13), (5.16) and (5.17)

for its Penrose diagrams. This corresponds to a black hole with an outer event horizon at

r = rH and an inner horizon with vanishing surface gravity at r = 0. Such a solution is

therefore rather similar to a standard higher-dimensional regular black hole, except for the

fact that inner-horizon extremality is inherently incorporated—namely, not only it does not

require any sort of fine-tuning, but it simply cannot be avoided within the model. To the

best of our knowledge, these are the first examples of this class available in the literature.

Therefore they warrant further study, particularly concerning their dynamical stability.

Note also that the presence of higher-curvature terms in the action may introduce

additional instabilities, although this is far from evident without performing the actual

computations—e.g., it is not even clear that the equations for gravitational perturbations

will involve more than two derivatives. Related to this, it would be interesting to analyze the

quasi-normal mode spectrum of the solutions—a program started in [85]—and study possible

violations of cosmic censorship—along the lines of [141, 142]—across all the possible classes

of black holes.

Dynamical formation

As we showed in Section 4, EQT gravities in three dimensions satisfy a Birkhoff theorem. This

means that the outside region of any spherically symmetric configuration involving matter will

be described by the corresponding static black hole. In particular, Eqs. (4.15) are ready to be

used for different types of stress energy tensors. As a first application, it would be interesting

to study the collapse of charged thin shells of dust, which should lead to the formation of the

corresponding black holes, analogously to [117, 118]. Another direction would entail studying

the modified conditions for stellar equilibrium [123].

Different asymptotes

Throughout this paper—and also in the original one on the subject [78]—EQT theories have

been considered in the presence of a negative cosmological constant. However, as opposed to

the three-dimensional Einstein gravity case, EQT black holes exist also for Minkowski and

dS asymptotes, so it would be interesting to study the solutions further in those cases.
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