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We tackle the question of whether regular black holes or other alternatives to the Schwarzschild
solution can arise from an action principle in quantum gravity. Focusing on an asymptotic expan-
sion of such solutions and inspecting the corresponding field equations, we demonstrate that their
realization within a principle of stationary action would require either fine-tuning, or strong in-
frared non-localities in the gravitational effective action. This points to an incompatibility between
large-distance locality and many of the proposed alternatives to classical black holes.

Introduction. — Black holes are some of the most
fascinating objects in our Universe. Our current under-
standing of them is based on the Schwarzschild solution
of General Relativity (GR), and its Kerr and Reissner-
Nordström generalizations. Since the discovery of these
solutions, and latest with the derivation of singularity
theorems [1, 2], there has been a heated discussion about
the singularities of classical black holes. The general ex-
pectation is that quantum gravity should ultimately re-
solve any singularities. Yet, while the inside of black
holes is still under theoretical investigation, their macro-
scopic properties and shape are currently in the spotlight
of astrophysical experiments and observations [3, 4].

The construction of a well-defined, predictive and fal-
sifiable theory of quantum gravity has still not suc-
ceeded. Nonetheless, regular alternatives to classi-
cal black holes have been advanced, both by inves-
tigating simplified quantum gravitational settings, as
well as within model-building approaches applying a
“singularity-resolution principle”. For instance, in some
realizations of string theory, classical black holes could
be replaced by fuzzballs [5–7] or by wormholes [8–10].
Compact objects such as quasi-black holes [11, 12] and
gravastars [13] have also been proposed as viable alterna-
tives to black holes. Other theories of quantum gravity,
including loop quantum gravity [14–19] and asymptoti-
cally safe gravity [20–25] seem instead to point to “reg-
ularized” versions of classical black holes, with modifica-
tions occurring at Planckian “distances” from the would-
be singularity. Well-known examples of regular black
hole models include the Dymnikova [26], Bardeen [27],
Bonanno-Reuter [20], and Hayward [28] black holes.1 Re-
gardless of the specific quantum gravity theory, it is a key
question whether spacetimes deviating from the classical

1 The viability of these specific models is still uncertain due to
potential instabilities of the inner horizon, and currently under
debate [29–31]. Nonetheless, it is conceivable that the dynam-
ics of a gravitational collapse could have an important impact
on this question, since it could result in a black hole spacetime
with integrable singularities [32–34] or in a compact object [12],
rather than in a regular black hole. At any rate, the analysis in
the present Letter is independent of the outcome of the afore-
mentioned debate.

Schwarzschild metric can be found as solutions to effec-
tive field equations stemming from an action principle in
quantum gravity.2 This is the topic of this Letter.

In the following, we assume that all phenomena in the
Universe, including all matter and interactions, can be
described within a quantum field theoretic framework in
terms of an effective action. We then imagine to inte-
grate out all matter and gauge fields, as well as quantum-
gravitational fluctuations, so that the resulting effective
action is a functional of the metric only. The question
that we attempt to address is whether one can find an
effective action whose equations of motion are solved by
one of the known alternatives to classical black holes.
Concretely, we will focus on the large-distance behavior
of static, spherically symmetric spacetimes, whose met-
ric coefficients admit an asymptotic expansion in pow-
ers of the radial coordinate, and we will attempt to
determine approximations to the corresponding gravita-
tional effective action. Such asymptotic corrections to
the Schwarzschild metric are expected, since quantum-
gravitational fluctuations modify the effective field equa-
tions by higher-order curvature operators in such a way
that Ricci-flat spacetimes are no longer solutions. A
prime example for such a higher-derivative correction is
the Goroff-Sagnotti term [37, 38]. We remark in pass-
ing that, even though regular black holes constitute the
primary motivation of our work, our analysis applies to
any spherically symmetric, asymptotically flat spacetime,
regular or not, with or without event horizons.

Our result is that power-law corrections to the large
distance behavior of the Schwarzschild metric can be
generated by local higher derivative terms, if the corre-
sponding leading-order exponent satisfies a certain lower
bound. For all other power-law corrections, one gener-
ically needs specific non-local terms of the Polyakov
type [39] in the effective action. Surprisingly, in this case

2 It is known that certain regular black holes can be found from an
action principle coupling GR to non-linear electrodynamics [35]
or other exotic modifications involving magnetic monopoles [36].
However, such modifications have not found experimental confir-
mation so far. It thus seems unlikely that singularity resolution
in General Relativity would arise from deviations to Maxwell
theory, rather than from quantum gravity.
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the leading-order correction removes the entire kinetic
term of the graviton in Minkowski space, independent of
the exponent of the correction. Alternatively, one would
need even stronger infrared non-localities at higher or-
ders in the curvature expansion. As a key consequence,
most of the known alternatives to classical black holes
would likely require infrared modifications of GR.

Setup. — Regular black holes can be interpreted as
solutions to modified Einstein field equations,

Gµν = 8πGNT eff
µν , (1)

with T eff
µν being an effective energy-momentum tensor, en-

coding quantum gravitational and matter effects or exotic
“new physics”. An open, intriguing question is whether
these effective field equations can arise from a principle of
least action. If singularity resolution is to be attributed
to quantum gravity, regardless of the specific model, this
action ought to be a gravitational effective action Γ[g].
The corresponding regular metric g would thus be a so-
lution to the corresponding effective field equations.

On these grounds, our investigation is based on an ef-
fective action Γ, which includes all quantum effects. The
quantum equation of motion then reads

δΓ[g]

δgµν
= 0 . (2)

We will investigate a perturbed Schwarzschild metric in
Schwarzschild coordinates,3

gµν = diag
(
−ftt(r),

1

frr(r)
, r2, r2 sin θ

)
, (3)

with

ftt(r) ∼ 1− 2GNM

r
+

ct
rnt

, frr(r) ∼ 1− 2GNM

r
+

cr
rnr

.

(4)
Here, GN is Newton’s constant and M is the mass of
the corresponding Schwarzschild black hole. Our ansatz
for the perturbed Schwarzschild metric thus only applies
to modified metrics admitting such an asymptotic ex-
pansion, e.g., the Bardeen [27], Bonanno-Reuter [20],
Hayward [28] and Simpson-Visser [40] spacetimes. All
asymptotic relations in this work are understood in the
limit r → ∞, which is the focus of our investigation.
The correction terms are assumed to be sub-leading in
this limit so that nr, nt > 1, but otherwise we put no
constraints on the power laws. In this regime, a curva-
ture expansion of the effective action is expected to be

3 This is the most general spherically symmetric, asymptotically
flat spacetime in spherical coordinates. Even modifying the an-
gular metric coefficients by a multiplicative function C(r̃), as
in [40] and in most wormholes spacetimes, one can always per-
form a coordinate transformation r̃ → r = r̃C(r̃) to recast the
metric into the form (3).

valid, as long as strong non-localities are absent. This
entails that our ansatz for Γ reads4

Γ =
1

16πGN

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
−R− 1

6
RfR(∆)R

+Rµ
νfRic(∆)Rν

µ +O(R3)

]
,

(5)

where ∆ = −gµνDµDν is the d’Alembert operator of
the metric g, and R denotes a generic curvature tensor.
The operator functions fR and fRic are known as form
factors, and are related to the physical renormalization
group running, i.e. the momentum dependence of the
graviton propagator in Minkowski space. Efforts to com-
pute them from first principles can be found in [24, 42–
47]. Our aim is to constrain the form factors by assuming
that the metric (3) with coefficients (4) solves the effec-
tive field equations (2) originating from (5) for large r.

To simplify the presentation, in the following we will
assume that nr = nt ≡ n, so that the radial and the
temporal component of the metric show the same sub-
leading behavior. We performed the full calculation with
unequal power laws and arrive at the same leading order
result, with n = min(nr, nt).

Since in the action principle δΓ = 0, the variation acts
linearly on the effective action, δΓ = δΓGR + δΓR2 +
δΓR3 + . . . , we will discuss the contribution of the in-
dividual terms in the action to the equations of motion
independently.

GR equations of motion. — The first step to derive
constraints for the form factors is to compute the contri-
bution δΓGR of the GR action to the equations of motion.
We can focus on the (rr) and (tt) components, since the
other components either vanish or are dependent. For
large r, we find to leading order,{

δΓ

δgtt
,
δΓ

δgrr

}∣∣∣∣
GR

∼ r−n−2

16πGN
{cr(n− 1), (cr − n ct)} .

(6)
These terms have to be canceled by those generated by
higher order terms in the effective action.

Local corrections. — The simplest choice for the form
factors is a truncated Taylor expansion.5 This corre-
sponds to a local modification to the Einstein-Hilbert
action. To lowest order, the form factors are then con-
stants and simply correspond to the Stelle terms [49, 50],
δΓloc

R2 ≃ δΓStelle. These terms however yield a different
leading-order asymptotic power law,

δΓloc

δgtt,rr

∣∣∣∣
Stelle

∼ att,rr r
−n−4 , (7)

4 A similar term quadratic in the Weyl tensor can be absorbed in
the two present quadratic terms, cubic terms, and the topological
Euler characteristic via the Bianchi identity [41].

5 Such an artificial truncation could lead to the appearance of fic-
titious ghosts, but this does not necessarily break unitarity in
the full quantum theory [48].
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for some computable constants att,rr. Including terms
with positive powers of the d’Alembert operator yields
contributions which are even more sub-leading. We thus
conclude that these local terms cannot cancel the GR
terms (6).

Similar arguments also apply to all local terms with
three or more powers of the curvature. This is because we
consider an expansion of an asymptotically flat spacetime
about infinite radial distance where all curvature tensors
vanish. This implies that the more curvature tensors an
expression has, the more sub-leading its contribution to
the field equations is in this limit. Moreover, since the
first contribution of the Ricci tensor to the asymptotic
expansion contains a factor of n in the exponent of the
power law in 1/r, terms with more than one Ricci tensor
or scalar can never cancel the GR contribution for n > 0.

The only terms leading to an n-independent power law
are those constructed from the Weyl tensor and at most
one occurrence of the Ricci tensor or scalar: the Weyl
tensor of the Schwarzschild-part of the metric is non-
zero, and hence the leading-order contribution to the field
equations is an n-independent power law. Such terms
can thus cancel the GR contribution (6) for specific val-
ues of n.6 The lowest order correction for which such a
cancellation is possible is

Γloc
R3 =

1

16πGN

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
kRC2 RCµνρσCµνρσ

+ kC3 C ρσ
µν C τω

ρσ C µν
τω

]
.

(8)

Its leading order contribution to the equations of motion
has the form

δΓloc

δgtt,rr

∣∣∣∣
R3

∼ btt,rr r
−8 , (9)

where btt,rr are constants which depend on the cubic cou-
plings kRC2 , kC3 . This combination of terms thereby only
allows a cancellation for the case n = 6, with the specific
choice

kRC2 = − cr − 3ct
432GN

2M2
, kC3 = − cr + 6ct

216GN
2M2

. (10)

This case has also been investigated in more detail
in [51, 52]. It is clear that even higher order terms
allow for cancellations for other specific powers n. In
fact, a cancellation is possible for all integers n with n ≥
6, n ̸= 7.7 This can be seen by considering monomi-
als of the form

[
(∆mR)(C2)k(C3)l

]
for integers k, l,m,

6 The C2 term is an exception in d = 4, as it can be rewritten in
terms of the topological Euler term and a combination of squared
Ricci scalars and tensors.

7 Let us remark that the gravitational potential defined from the
geodesic equation, which is related to the gtt-component of the

or similar monomials with different contractions and dis-
tributions of covariant derivatives, as they contribute to
the field equations with a leading-order power law of the
form ∼ r−2−6k−9l−2m. Thus, upon confining to local op-
erators only, our analysis sets an important lower bound
on the value of n. As a consequence, well-known black
hole models as the Hayward spacetime, with

ftt(r) = frr(r) = 1− 2MGN

r

r3

r3 + 2MGN
2

∼ 1− 2MGN

r
+

4GN
3M2

r4
,

(11)

cannot be solutions to local gravitational effective field
equations. A Hayward-like solution potentially compati-
ble with a stationary local-action principle would rather
be

ftt(r) = frr(r) = 1− 2MGN

r

r5

r5 + 2MGN
3
. (12)

Similar considerations apply to other alternatives to clas-
sical black holes that admit an asymptotic expansion of
the form (4), e.g., those discussed in [20, 27, 28].

Let us remark that, regardless of the specific power n,
in order for the metric (4) to be a solution to the
full field equations, other higher-derivative operators
ought to yield terms in the field equations which can-
cel both the next-to-leading contributions to the scal-
ing ∼ r−2−6k−9l−2m, as well as the leading-order scaling
produced by the lower-derivative operators (as those in
Eq. (7) and Eq. (9)) eventually appearing in the effective
action. Thus, requiring regular spacetimes compatible
with the asymptotic expansion (4) to arise from a prin-
ciple of least (local) action translates into strong con-
straints on both the order n of the corrections and the
values of the couplings of the local operators appearing in
the effective action. As a final remark, we note that even
when modifying our ansatz for the metric coefficients (4)
by including the Yukawa terms in [56], the constraints we
have derived remain valid. Indeed, the Yukawa terms in
the metric would contribute to the asymptotic expansion
of the field equation with additional exponential terms
whose overall coefficient must vanish independently of
those of simple power laws. Consequently, this would

metric, and the one obtained from a scattering amplitude [53],
need not to agree in general. Indeed, while the former is the po-
tential acting on an idealized, non-interacting test particle, the
latter is the potential on an interacting scalar field, and thus ac-
counts for quantum corrections to gravity-matter vertices which
by construction are not included in gtt. As an important ex-
ample, the potential derived from the scattering of two mas-
sive scalars on a de Sitter background [54] is manifestly different
from the gtt-component of the Schwarzschild-de Sitter spacetime.
Therefore, our constraints do not apply to the leading-order cor-
rections to the Newtonian potential found in [55].
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lead to additional, independent constraints, and would
not modify those we have derived here.

A cancellation for generic n and the avoidance of the
aforementioned fine-tuning require the presence of non-
local terms in the effective action, which we will discuss
next.

Non-local corrections — The scaling of the correction
terms in Eq. (7) stemming from Stelle gravity suggest
that canceling the GR terms in Eq. (6) can be achieved
by form factors in δΓR2 with an inverse power of the
argument. Specifically, let us consider

fR(∆) =
α

∆
, fRic(∆) =

β

∆
. (13)

Such terms have been studied before in the context of
cosmology [57–59]. By naive counting of derivatives, this
choice has the chance of providing a contribution to the
equations of motion which can cancel (6) for arbitrary n.
Notably, these terms are not of the form expected from
effective field theory [55], which would rather come in the
form of logarithms. We have checked that logarithms do
not give rise to the correct power law contribution to the
equations of motion.

For both the Ricci scalar and the Ricci tensor term,
the leading-order contribution to the equations of motion
comes from the variation of one of the curvature tensors.
All other variations are easily seen to come with sub-
leading power laws, which we also have verified explic-
itly. As a consequence, their leading-order contributions
to the equations of motion are structurally of the form
DD∆−1R. Thus, in order to determine the contribu-
tion to the field equations stemming from the non-local,
quadratic part of the action, the next step is to evaluate
the action of the inverse d’Alembertian operator on both
the Ricci scalar and the Ricci tensor.

Non-local operators such as ∆−1 bring several techni-
cal difficulties with them. For instance, in order to define
them, one has to specify boundary conditions. In our case
these are naturally tied to the zero modes of the corre-
sponding operators. Specifically, we impose that in the
inversion of the operator, no zero mode contributions are
added. The reason behind this choice is that in the limit
of a flat spacetime where the curvature terms vanish, the
zero modes would attribute a finite value to acting with
an inverse d’Alembertian on them.

A second difficulty is to actually compute the action of
the inverse d’Alembertian operator on a curvature tensor.
In the case of fR(∆), we define ∆−1R by solving the equa-
tion ∆χ = R for χ, with the aforementioned boundary
conditions. This equation can be solved in closed form
for arbitrary static, spherically symmetric metrics. With
our boundary conditions imposed, the solution reads

χ(r) =

∫ ∞

r

dx
−1

x2
√

frr(x)ftt(x)

∫ ∞

x

dy

√
ftt(y)

frr(y)
y2R(y) ,

(14)

where R(y) is the expression of the Ricci scalar for the
metric (3) as a function of the radial coordinate y ≡
r. The integrals converge as long as r is large enough,
since R(r) ∼ (n − 1)(2cr − nct)r

−n−2 for our ansatz (4)
and n > 1 by assumption. From this expression, it is
straightforward to derive an asymptotic expansion for χ.

A similar procedure can be carried out for the case
of the Ricci tensor. In this case the inversion of the
d’Alembertian requires solving ∆Σµ

ν = Rµ
ν for the ten-

sor Σ. The index structure was chosen to simplify the cal-
culation. Indeed, the symmetries of Rµ

ν and the spher-
ical symmetry of the metric (3) imply that Σµ

ν must
be diagonal, with Σθ

θ = Σφ
φ. Unfortunately, we were

not able to solve this equation analytically, and thus we
resorted to a direct asymptotic expansion to compute Σ.

We refrain from presenting the full details of the cal-
culation since not much can be learned from them. As
an intermediate result, we find that for large r,

1

∆
R ∼ − r2

n(n− 1)
R ∼

ct − 2
ncr

rn
, (15)

1

∆
Rµ

ν ∼ r−ndiag

(
ct
2
,
ctn(n− 1)− 2cr(n− 2)

2n(n− 3)
,

−cr(n− 4) + ctn

2n(n− 3)
,−cr(n− 4) + ctn

2n(n− 3)

)
.

(16)

Matching the resulting contribution to the equations of
motion to cancel the terms in Eq. (6), we find

α = −3 , β = −1 , (17)

Surprisingly, these effective couplings are independent
of n. Let us note that the appearance of the factor (n−3)
(and (n − 2) in sub-leading orders) in the denominators
of Σ simply indicate that for n = 2, 3, logarithmic terms
have to be included in the large-r expansion of Σ. The
values of α and β do not change in these cases.

This result has astonishing consequences for the spec-
trum of the theory, since it implies a vanishing graviton
two-point function in Minkowski space, and thereby a di-
verging graviton propagator. In other words, the gravi-
ton would not propagate in this theory.8 This makes
the class of metrics (3) with coefficients (4) physically
unacceptable: asymptotically flat black hole spacetimes
admitting the asymptotic expansion (4) would require ei-
ther fine-tuning of both the power-law exponent and the
coefficients of the effective action, or a theory character-
ized by large-distance non-localities of the form (13) and
by a non-propagating graviton.

8 Note that introducing higher-order derivative terms in the action
could in principle make the graviton two-point function non-
vanishing. Nonetheless, this would not be sufficient to restore
the standard leading-order dispersion relation for the graviton.
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Alternatively, in order to cancel the GR terms (6) while
keeping the standard graviton dispersion relation, one
could trade the Polyakov terms (13) for stronger infrared
non-localities at higher orders in the curvature expan-
sion (5), e.g. of the form R2∆−n

2 −2R. However, such
non-localities would likely produce observable deviations
from GR at large distance scales.

Our results thus indicate that, as long as the cosmo-
logical constant is negligible, spacetimes with 1 < n < 6,
including known (spherically symmetric) regular black
holes and wormholes [27, 28, 40] are ruled out by our
considerations.

Conclusions. — Our Letter highlights novel, non-
trivial restrictions on the class of modifications to the
Schwarzschild geometry compatible with large-distance
locality and a principle of stationary action in quantum
gravity.

Enforcing the validity of a stationary action princi-
ple poses restrictions on the leading-order correction to
Schwarzschild black holes at large distances. Space-
times with algebraic metric components which do not sat-
isfy these constraints cannot be realized within a static,
spherically symmetric setup. Their realization within
a principle of least action would entail the existence of
large-distance non-localities of the Polyakov type, as well
as a vanishing graviton two-point function in Minkowski
spacetimes – which in turn would forbid the standard
propagation of gravitational waves – or even stronger in-
frared non-localities at higher order in a curvature ex-
pansion of the effective action. Assuming the validity of
a principle of least action for gravity, the latter class of
spacetimes appears to be ruled out. This includes the
well-known Hayward and Bardeen black holes.

Should our results extend to the rotating case, they
would point at one of the following possibilities:

• black holes have algebraic metric coefficients whose
asymptotic expansion obeys a specific power-law
behavior [51, 52],

• black holes are realized in the form of Dymnikova
spacetimes, or analogous black holes or worm-
holes with transcendental metric components, as
it happens e.g. for black holes in quadratic grav-
ity [56, 60, 61],

• the cosmological constant, albeit tiny, restores com-
patibility of regular black holes with algebraic met-
ric components and locality at large distance for
arbitrary n, or

• the metric description of gravity, quantum field the-
ory, or the principle of least action fail to provide an
accurate description of our universe, even at large
distances.

Our results resonate with the conclusions of [62], as
well as with novel expectations that even Planck-scale

modifications of classical black holes could have an im-
pact on large-scale physics [63]. Our investigation thus
sheds new light on the realization of alternatives to clas-
sical black holes within metric approaches to quantum
gravity.
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