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2Dipartimento di Fisica, Università di Trento,Via Sommarive 14, 38123 Povo (TN), Italy

3Department of Mathematics, Birla Institute of Technology and Science-Pilani,

Hyderabad Campus, Hyderabad-500078, India.

Abstract: In the paper only Static Spherically Symmetric space-times in four dimension are con-

sidered within modified gravity models. The non-singular static metrics, including black holes not

admitting a de Sitter core in the centre and traversable wormholes, are reconsidered within a class of

higher-order F(R), satisfying the constraints F(0) = dF
dR (0) = 0. Furthermore, making use of the so

called effective field theory formulation of gravity, the quantum corrections to Einstein-Hilbert action

due to higher-derivative terms related to curvature invariants are investigated. In particular, in the

case of Einstein-Hilbert action plus cubic curvature Goroff-Sagnotti contribution, the second order

correction in the Goroff-Sagnotti coupling constant is computed. In general, it is shown that the ef-

fective metrics, namely Schwarschild expression plus small quantum corrections are related to black

holes, and not to traversable wormholes. In this framework, within the approximation considered,

the resolution of singularity for r = 0 is not accomplished. The related properties of these solutions

are investigated.

I. INTRODUCTION

In Einstein’s General Relativity (GR), the action, an integral summarizing the dynamics of spacetime and matter,

is proportional to the Ricci scalar R. f (R) gravity generalizes this by making the action as a function of R. Pure R2

gravity is considered to be one of the simplest candidates for modified gravity, while the traditional Einstein-Hilbert

term is suppressed. The theory was first considered in the 1960s by Buchdahl as a parsimonious prototype of higher-

order gravity that possesses an additional symmetry-scale invariance [1]. There has been a recent surge of interest in

the pure R2 action within a larger context of modified gravity [2–10]. Pure R2 gravity is unique in the sense that it is

both ghost-free and scale-invariant [11].

The quest for a consistent and predictive theory of quantum gravity remains one of the key challenges in mod-

ern physics [12, 13]. Overcoming these challenges would represent significant progress towards a viable theory of

quantum gravity. This will be capable of addressing unresolved issues such as the information paradox and the sin-

gularity problem that arises in classical and semi-classical approaches to gravitational phenomena. One intriguing

proposal within the framework of superstring theory [14] is the fuzzball proposal [15, 16], which offers a potential

resolution to these issues. According to this proposal, a black hole (BH) is envisioned as a massive object composed

of a vast number of microscopic strings, each with a minimal length extension on the order of the Planck scale. How-

ever, it is important to mention that the fuzzball proposal is not the only self-consistent and robust alternative for the

generalization of BH physics incorporating quantum gravitational effects. Another important class of BHs can be

derived within the framework of higher-derivative theories and non-local gravity [17]. These models address issues

arising from the combination of quantum field theory and gravitation such as non-renormalizability, non-unitarity

by incorporating higher-derivative terms in the Lagrangian of gravitational interaction. Interestingly, these addi-

tional terms can eliminate the undesirable features that impact the standard quantization of Einstein’s GR and may

lead to potentially detectable effects in various physical phenomena.

BHs are incredibly interesting for a variety of reasons. Stephen Hawking’s groundbreaking insight that BHs are

not actually black but have a radiation spectrum similar to that of a black body makes them an ideal environment

for studying the relationship between quantum mechanics, gravity, and thermodynamics. This has led to the con-

cept of BH entropy, which has garnered significant attention over the past years. The discovery of gravitational
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waves from binary BH systems and the multimessenger signals from the first observation of a collision between

two relativistic neutron stars have significantly expanded our understanding of the most massive and compact ob-

jects of the Universe. Unlike other known interactions in nature, these events have demonstrated the fundamental

role of high gravity effects. GR predictions have been largely confirmed, and data from LIGO (Laser Interferometer

Gravitational-Wave Observatory) [18–21] has confirmed the existence of gravitational waves. Gravitational wave

signals have been associated with the largest compact objects in nature, namely Kerr BHs, within the margins of ex-

perimental error. However, the potential existence of less extreme compact objects cannot be discounted. It is worth

noting that a Kerr BH is a stationary vacuum solution of GR characterized by a singularity. This has prompted

extensive research into finding a feasible alternative.

We note that BHs produce a ringdown waveform that is entirely determined by Quasinormal modes (QNMs),

which are dependent solely on the mass and angular momentum of the BH. Therefore, the potential existence of

additional “echoes” in the ringdown waveform could indicate the absence of an event horizon. This implies that

horizonless compact objects (HCOs) such as gravastars [22, 23], boson stars [24], or other exotic compact objects

(ECOs) [25–31] cannot be ruled out as an alternative to BHs. Lambiase et al. [32] examined how the quantum-

gravity correction parameter c6 at the third-order curvature affects black hole shadows and weak deflection angles.

They achieved this by studying the photon sphere and using the finite-distance version of the Gauss-Bonnet theorem

(GBT).

The paper is structured as follows: In Sec. II, we introduce non-singular BHs and wormholes (WH) in F(R)
modified gravity. Sec. III is dedicated to the WH solution in R2 gravity, specifically a new spherically symmet-

ric WH solution for R2. In Sec. IV, making use of the effective field theory formulation of gravity, we will revisit

the quantum gravitational corrections to the classical vacuum solution of GR. In Sec. V, we discuss the two-loop

quantum-corrected BH related to the Goroff-Sagnotti contribution. Sec. VI covers F(R) modified gravitational mod-

els. In Sec. VII, we will explore the idea of a photon ring and shadow linked to a generic Static Spherically Symmetric

(SSS) compact object, such as a BH or a WH. Finally, in Sec. VIII, we provide commentary on our results and offer

perspectives on future research. In the paper we use the conventions c = h
2π = 1, as well as the Newton constant

GN = 1.

II. NON SINGULAR BLACK HOLES AND WORMHOLES IN F(R) MODIFIED GRAVITY

In this section, we discuss the nonsingular BH and WH solutions within a particular class of modified F(R)-gravity

theories[33, 34]. We write down the equations of motion for F(R)- gravity [4, 5, 37, 38] in a vacuum, namely with

vanishing stress tensor matter as,

FR(R)Gµν =
1

2

(

F(R)− RFR(R)
)

gµν +
(

∇µ∇ν − gµν∇2
)

FR(R) . (1)

Here, Gµν is the usual Einstein tensor, and FR = dF
dR . We consider the class of modified gravity models such that

(on the shell) F(R∗) = 0 and FR(R∗) = 0, where R∗ is a constant Ricci scalar. As a result, taking into account (1),

any spherically symmetric static metric (the ones we are interested in) such that identically leads to a constant Ricci

scalar is a solution of the above equations of motion within our special class of models. For the sake of simplicity,

we will assume R∗ = 0.

The Ricci tensor, Rµν takes the form

Rµν =
∂Γ

γ
µν

∂xγ
−

∂Γ
γ
µγ

∂xν
+ Γ

λ
µνΓ

γ
λγ − Γ

λ
γµΓ

γ
νλ. (2)

The Christoffel symbol in the above equation is

Γ
γ
µν =

1

2
gγσ

(

∂gσν

∂xµ +
∂gσµ

∂xν
− ∂gµν

∂xσ

)

, (3)

where the R = gµνRµν is the Ricci scalar.
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The Kretschmann scalar, K = RµνγσRµνγσ measures the curvature of spacetime near a black hole and is often

used to analyze the nature of singularities. For a more detailed and rigorous understanding of this topic, one can

refer to academic papers and research articles that delve into the mathematical and physical implications of the

Kretschmann scalar in the context of singularities [39]. These papers offer in-depth discussions and clarity on the

behavior of spacetime curvature at the singularity of a black hole.

The most simple and important example is the scale invariant quadratic gravity F(R) = R2, investigated in Ref.

[40], and its effective one-loop correction, investigated in Ref. [41],

F(R) = R2 − bR2 ln

(

R2

µ2

)

. (4)

Other examples are possible modifications of GR, namely

F(R) = M2R − M2R0 ln

(

1 +
R

R0

)

. (5)

For very large R0, this model reduces to quadratic gravity plus a higher-order term in the Ricci scalar. For small

values of R0, this is GR plus small corrections. In these examples, the Lagrangian and its first derivative with respect

to the Ricci scalar go to zero when R = 0. For other examples, see Ref. [34, 35].

A. A non-singular Black Hole

Here, we recall the BH solution found in Ref. [36]. Let us consider the quite general SSS metric of the kind

ds2 = −A(r)dt2 +
rdr2

(r − ℓ)A(r)
+ r2dS2 , (6)

where A(r) is a function of the radial coordinate r only and ℓ is a positive length parameter, eventually on the

Planckian size. The associated Ricci scalar reads

R =
1

2r2

(

2(ℓr − r2)A′′ + (7ℓ− 8r)A′ − 4(A − 1)
)

, (7)

where the prime denotes a derivative with respect to the radial coordinate r. Imposing R = 0, one gets the second-

order linear differential equation as,

2(ℓr − r2)A′′ + (7ℓ− 8r)A′ − 4(A − 1) = 0 . (8)

On solving, we obtain

A(r) = 1 − C

r
− 3Cℓ

r5/2

(√
r − ℓ ln

(√
r − ℓ+

√
r
)

−
√

r

)

+
Q
√

r − ℓ

r5/2
, (9)

where C and Q are two constants of integration. In the following, we make the choice C > 0, keeping Q real. The

horizons of the metric (6) are the non-negative real zeros of A(r) r−ℓ

r . There exists the trivial zero r = ℓ and the

possible zeroes related to A(r).
The regularity of the metric (6) can be understood following the remarks contained in [42]. The argument proceeds

as follows. Introduce the new radial coordinate σ defined by

r2 = σ2 + ℓ
2 . (10)

Thus, one has

ds2 = −A(r(σ))dt2 +
dσ2

A(r(σ))

(

1 +
ℓ√

σ2 + ℓ2

)

+ (σ2 + ℓ
2)dS2 . (11)

In this form, the regularity is manifest since r = 0 is excluded as soon as ℓ > 0.

When ℓ is not vanishing but sufficiently small, the situation is quite different since A(ℓ) = 1 + 2C
ℓ

> 0. Thus, for

C > 0, a Cauchy horizon is always present. However, a suitable choice of the parameter may eliminate the Cauchy

horizon [36].
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III. WORMHOLE SOLUTION IN R2 GRAVITY

First, we recall the formalism we are going to use, see [43] for details. A generic spherically symmetric space-time

in isotropic coordinates reads

ds2 = −F(ρ)dt2 + G(ρ)
(

dρ2 + ρ2dS2
)

. (12)

The areal radius is r = ρ
√

G(ρ). The invariant which defines the presence of the apparent horizon is

χ =
r̊2

G
=

(2G + ρG̊)2

4G2
. (13)

The over-ring represents the derivative with respect to ρ. Thus, the horizon is located where χ is vanishing, namely

2GH + ρHG̊H = 0 . (14)

In order to check if one is dealing with a BH or WH, one has to compute the Kodama energy associated with a

classical test particle with classical action I,

ωK = −Kµ∂t I . (15)

The Kodama vector [43], Kµ =

(

r̊√
FG

, 0, 0, 0

)

. As a result, Kodama energy is

ωK =
E

2G
√

F
(2G + ρG̊) . (16)

On the horizon, the numerator is vanishing. In the case of a BH, the Kodama energy is non-vanishing, and F(ρ)
must have a double zero in ρ. In the case of WH, the Kodama energy is vanishing, and FH is different from zero. As

a check, we recall that the Schwarzschild solution in isotropic coordinates corresponds to

F(ρ) =

(

4ρ − rs

4ρ + rs

)2

, G(ρ) =

(

1

4ρ

)4

(4ρ + rs)
4 . (17)

The horizon is determined by Eq. (14), namely ρH = rs
4 . One is dealing with a BH, because F(ρ) has a double zero

in ρH , and the Kodama energy is non-vanishing, namely ωK = E.

A. A New Spherically Symmetric Wormhole Solution for R2

We consider the following form for SSS space-time:

ds2 = −A(r)dt2 +
dr2

B(r)
+ r2dS2 , (18)

where both A(r) and B(r) are functions of the radial coordinate only. The Ricci scalar is derived as

R = R1 + R2 , R1 =
2

r
(1 − B − rB′) , R2 =

B

A

(

−A′′ +
A′2

2A
− A′B′

2B
− 2A′

r

)

. (19)

Furthermore, we assume a Schwarzschild-like form for B, namely

B = 1 − rs

r
, B′ =

rs

r2
, B′′ = −2rs

r3
, (20)

where rs is a constant. As a result, R1 = 0. Next, we take

A = a1(λ +
√

B)2 , (21)
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with a1 and λ dimensionless constants. Since B = 1 − rs
r , a direct calculation gives R2 = 0, for every value of a1 and

b1. As a consequence, taking

a1 =
1

(1 + λ)2
, (22)

one has the following: asymptotically flat metric

ds2 = −







λ +
√

1 − rs
r

1 + λ







2

dt2 +
dr2

1 − rs
r

+ r2dS2 , (23)

and this metric is a solution of modified gravity models with F(0) = 0, and FR(0) = 0. Let us study the properties

of this solution. The above metric has B = 1 − rs
r , and A = 1 − rs

(1+λ)2r
+ 2λ

(1+λ)2

(

√

1 − rs
r − 1

)

.

We recall that in the gauge (18), the Kodama energy reads ωK =
√

B
A E. At the horizon (if it exists), BH = 0, with

B′
H not vanishing. In the BH case, also AH = 0, A′

H 6= 0. In the WH, case AH > 0 [43]. The horizon reads rH = rs.

Thus, A(rs) =
λ2

(1+λ)2 > 0, and one has to deal with a traversable WH. When λ = 0, one recovers the Schwarzschild

BH.

For large r, one has A = 1 − rs
(1+λ)r

+ O
(

r2
s

r2

)

. As a consequence, we may put 2M = rs
1+λ . If λ is very small,

one has a WH which mimics the Schwarzschild BH. It should be noted that the quasi-local Misner -Sharp mass is

MMS = rs
2 . Furthermore, it is easy to show that in isotropic coordinates, the solution (23) reads

ds2 = − 1

(1 + b1)2

(

b1 +
4ρ − rs

4ρ + rs

)2

dt2 +

(

1 +
rs

4ρ

)4
(

dρ2 + ρ2dS2
)

. (24)

Thus, it does not belong to the Buchdahl class discussed in Appendix C. A similar WH solution has been obtained

in another gravitational model; Ref. [44].

IV. QUANTUM GRAVITATIONAL CORRECTIONS TO CLASSICAL SCHWARZSCHILD SOLUTION

The quantum gravitational adjustments to the emission of Hawking particles concept was first introduced by

Calmet et al. [45] using a Schwarzschild metric, akin to Hawking’s original work [46]. Expanding on this, they incor-

porated established quantum gravitational corrections to the metric and discovered that the quantum amplitude for

the emission of a Hawking particle is influenced by quantum hair, which refers to the quantum gravitational correc-

tion to the classical Schwarzschild background. In this Section, we shall revisit the quantum gravitational corrections

to the classical vacuum solution of GR.

A. The one-loop corrections

Now, let us consider the one-loop gravitational corrections reported in [47] and references therein. One has a

metric in isotropic coordinates (12) and in suitable units

F(ρ) =

(

1 − m

2ρ
+

31m

30πρ3

)2(

1 +
m

2ρ
− 31m

30πρ3

)−2

, G(ρ) =

(

1 +
m

2ρ
− 7m

30πρ3

)4

. (25)

Now, the horizon is shifted a little by the quantum correction and can be determined again by making use of the

equation (14). As a result, one has

1 − m

2ρH
+

35m

30πρ3
H

= 0 . (26)
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Since F(ρH) > 0, namely, is not vanishing at the horizon, one is dealing with a traversable WH, and the new

horizon becomes the WH throat. We recall that for static WH, the Hawking radiation is absent [43]. Furthermore,

the presence of the throat implies that singularity in r = 0 may be resolved. Similar results have been recently

obtained in [48, 49] within the so-called improved semi-classical approximation.

B. Effective Field Theory Extension of GR

Here, we consider the approach of [50], where an effective Lagrangian beyond GR has been investigated. We limit

to the first correction, parametrized by dimensionless coupling constant ε. The effective Lagrangian is the Einstein-

Hilbert plus a quadratic term in Curvature tensor. The complete equations of motion are reported in [50]. In Ref.

[51] a more general effective Lagrangian up to third order in the curvature has been investigated. We will come back

to it in the next section. Within a metric given again by

ds2 = − f (r)dt2 +
dr2

g(r)
+ r2dS2 , (27)

in the zero-order ε = 0, one is dealing with GR, and the solution is unique and coincides with the Schwarzschild

solution. The solutions of the equations of motions up to the second order in ε read [50]

f (r) = 1 − 2M

r
+ ε

(

2M

r

)9 (11M

4r
− 2

)

+ ε2 f2(r) , (28a)

where

f2(r) = − 1

544

(

2M

r

)19
(

198305− 231709
r

M
+ 64584

r2

M2

)

, (28b)

g(r) = 1 − 2M

r
+ ε

(

2M

r

)9 (67M

4r
− 9

)

+ ε2g2(r) , (28c)

where

g2(r) = − 1

544

(

2M

r

)19
(

2513399− 2370222
r

M
+ 554472

r2

M2

)

. (28d)

Where M be the mass of the black hole.

The horizon may be found solving g(rH) = 0, namely

rH = 2M − ε

(

2M

rH

)9 (67M

4
− 9rH

)

− ε2rH g2(rH) . (29)

Looking for a solution perturbatively in ε,

rH = r0 + εr1 + ε2r2 , (30)

one has

r0 = 2M , r1 =
5

8
r0 , r2 = r0

(

135

64
− g2(r0)

)

, (31)

r1 is correct in agreement with [50], the computation of r2 has been done starting from

r0 + εr1 + ε2r2 = 2M − ε

(

2M

rH

)9 (67M

4
− 9rH

)

− ε2rH g2(rH) . (32)



7

In order to check if one is dealing with a BH, then need to evaluate f (rH). So,

f (rH)− g(rH) = ε2

(

35

8
+ f2(r0)− g2(r0)

)

. (33)

Making use of equations (28b) and (28d), one can obtain

f2(r0)− g2(r0) = −2380

544
= −35

8
. (34)

As a consequence, f (rH) = 0, and one is dealing again with a BH.

V. TWO-LOOP QUANTUM CORRECTED BLACK HOLE

Since the one-loop corrections are vanishing in a vacuum, other and different quantum gravitational corrections to

the Schwarzschild solution have been proposed [45, 52]. In fact, as shown by Goroff and Sagnotti (GS) [53], the two-

loop quantum correction is not vanishing in a vacuum. As a consequence, one may consider the following effective

action consisting in the Einstein-Hilbert term plus the GS higher derivative counter term, an invariant which is cubic

in the curvature tensor and not vanishing on shell [Ref. [45, 52]]. As already mentioned, a more complete analysis

within the so-called low-energy effective theory of gravity approach is presented in [51]. Here, we limit ourselves

to consider only the Goroff-Sagnotti term. We begin with the definition of the static metric form defined in equation

(27). Then the effective Lagrangian reads

L =

√

f

g

(

rg′ + g − 1 +
ω

r4
H3

)

, (35)

where the first term is the usual GR contribution, while the second term comes from the Goroff-Sagnotti invariant,

with ω GS coupling constant and reads [52]

H = r2 g f ′2

f 2
+ 2r

g f ′

f
− 2r2 g f ′′

f
− 4g + 4 + 2rg′ − r2 f ′g′

f
. (36)

The above Lagrangian is an higher-order differential Lagrangian L = L( f , g, f ′, g′, f ′′), and the equations of motion

are

1

2
√

f g

(

rg′ + g − 1 +
ω

r4
H3

)

+
3ω
√

f H2

√
gr4

∂ f H − d

dr

(

3ω
√

f H2

√
gr4

∂ f ′ H

)

+
d2

dr2

(

3ω
√

f H2

√
gr4

∂ f ′′H

)

= 0 , (37a)

−
√

f

2
√

gg

(

rg′ + g − 1 +
ω

r4
H3

)

+

√

f
√

g

(

1 + 3ω
H2

r4
∂g H

)

− d

dr



r

√

f

g
+

3ω
√

f H2

√
gr4

∂g′ H



 = 0 . (37b)

It is not possible to find the exact solution of these differential equations. One may try to look for a solution when

the coupling constant ω is small. Thus

f (r) = f0(r) + ω f1(r) + ω2 f2(r) + ... , g(r) = g0(r) + ωg1(r) + ω2g2(r) + ... . (38)

The zero order is GR, namely when ω = 0, one has

1

2
√

f0g0

(

rg′0 + g0 − 1
)

= 0 , (39a)

−
√

f0

2
√

g0g0

(

rg′0 + g0 − 1
)

+

√

f0√
g0

− d

dr

(

r

√

f0√
g0

)

= 0 . (39b)
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The solutions are

g0 = f0 = 1 − 2M

r
, (40)

with M be the constant of integration. Making use of equation (40), one can get the following set of equations

r7
(

rg′1 + g1

)

+ 6912M2
(

2M − 15(r − 2M)
)

2r6(r − 2M)
ω +O

(

ω2
)

= 0 , (41a)

(2M − r)
(

r8 f ′1 + 6912M2(8M − 3r)
)

+ 2Mr7 f1 + r8(−g1)

2r6(r − 2M)2
ω +O

(

ω2
)

= 0 . (41b)

On solving the above equations, one can obtain the values for g1(r) and f1(r) as follows:

g1(r) = 28 9M2

r6

(

16M

r
− 9

)

, (42a)

f1(r) = 28 9M2

r6

(

4M

r
− 3

)

. (42b)

We can express the equations for g(r) and f (r) as:

g(r) = 1 − 2M

r
+ ω28 9M2

r7

(

−2M + 9(2M − r)
)

, (43a)

f (r) = 1 − 2M

r
+ ω28 9M2

r7

(

−2M + 3(2M − r)
)

. (43b)

If we take the difference of the above two equations, we get

f (r)− g(r) = −ω28 54M2

r7
(2M − r) . (44)

On the horizon g(rH) = 0. This gives rH = 2M + ωr1 + ..., with r1 = 72
M3 . As a result, f (rH) = 0, and, to this

first-order in ω, one is dealing with a BH.

Up to the second order, one gets

21736M3
(

22683M2 − 2319Mr + 480r2
)

− r13
(

rg′2 + g2

)

2r12(2M − r)
ω2 +O

(

ω3
)

= 0, (45a)

−
21735M3

(

24123M3 − 24155M2r + 32115r2M − 2432r3
)

+ [r14
(

(r − 2M) f ′2 + g2

)

− 2Mr13 f2]

2r12(r − 2M)2
ω2 +O

(

ω3
)

= 0 .

(45b)

Upon solving the aforementioned differential equations (45a) and (45b), the equations for g2(r) and f2(r) can be

expressed as follows:

g2(r) = −
21735M3

(

7513M2 − 32773Mr + 243211r2
)

11r13
, (46a)

f2(r) = −
21635M3

(

22451M2 − 32233Mr + 576r2
)

11r13
. (46b)
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Furthermore, in order to check if one is dealing with a BH or WH, let us compute up to the second order in ω, the

difference f (rH)− g(rH), with rH = 2M + ωr1 + ω2r2 + ...

f (r) = 1 − 2M

r
+ ω28 9M2

r6

(

4M

r
− 3

)

+ ω2 f2(r) , (47a)

g(r) = 1 − 2M

r
+ ω28 9M2

r6

(

16M

r
− 9

)

+ ω2g2(r) . (47b)

Thus,

f (r)− g(r) = −ω28 54M2

r6

(

2M

r
− 1

)

+ ω2( f2(r)− g2(r)) , (48)

and g(rH) = 0

rH = 2M − ω28 9M2

r6
H

(16M − 9rH)− ω2rH g2(rH) ,

f (rH)− g(rH) = ω2 108

M5
r1 + ω2( f2(rH)− g2(rH)) . (49)

We have

f (rH)− g(rH) = ω2 108

M5

(

72

M3

)

+ ω2( f2(2M)− g2(2M)) . (50)

Since

f2(2M) =
24 × 35 × 43

11M8
, g2(2M) =

24 × 35 × 65

11M8
, (51)

f2(2M)− g2(2M) = −25 × 35

M8
. (52)

One gets

f (rH)− g(rH) = 0 +O(ω3) . (53)

At the second order in ω, since g(rH) = 0, it follows that f (rH) = 0 and one is dealing with a BH.

Some remarks: First, the second-order corrected metric presented above is the main result of our paper. Up to the

first order in ω, our expressions for the metric are in agreement with several others works. First, Calmet et al [45]

have found

f (r) = 1 − 2M

r
+ a

M3

r7
, g(r) = 1 − 2M

r
+ b

M2

r6

(

27 − 49M

r

)

, (54)

where a = 640πω and b = 128πω, with ω a small positive constant which describes the quantum corrections,

namely for ω = 0, a, b = 0, and one recovers the classical result. The horizon is determined by the equation

1 − 2M

rH
+ b

M2

r6
H

(

27 − 49M

rH

)

= 0 , (55)

which can be solved numerically or in some approximation. In fact, putting rH = 2M+ ωr1 and working with small

ω, one has

rH = 2M − 10π

M3
ω + .. . (56)
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Now, if we compute f (rH), one has

f (rH) = −5πω

M4
+ πω

5

M4
= 0 . (57)

At first order in ω, we have put rH = 2M. Furthermore, in a recent paper [54], the Goroff-Sagnotti modification of

GR has been reconsidered. At first order in the coupling constant, their result reads (here rs = 2M)

f (r) = 1 − rs

r
+ 2λ

r2
s

r6

(

3 − 2
rs

r

)

, g(r) = 1 − rs

r
+ 2λ

r2
s

r6

(

9 − 8
rs

r

)

. (58)

This result is in agreement with an older one [55]. The horizon is

rH = rs − 2λ
r2

s

r5
H

(

9 − 8
rs

rH

)

= rs −
2λ

r3
s
+O

(

λ2
)

. (59)

As a result, f (rH) = 0.

VI. F(R) MODIFIED GRAVITATIONAL MODELS

It is known the important role of the Starobinsky model in order to describe Inflation [56]. Recently, the Starobinsky

model has been extended, adding further quadratic terms in curvature tensors, inspired by String Theory, the so-

called Starobinsky-Bel-Robinson model [57]. Both the inflation [58] and BH solutions have been considered [59].

In this section, we investigate a class of modified gravity models which include the original Starobinsky model in

a generic SSS. As well known, no exact solutions are at disposal, and the Frobenius method and numerical analysis

have been used (see, for example, [60, 61]) in order to investigate solutions making use of an expansion around a

horizon. The BH solutions that have been found are, in some sense, quite different from the Schwarzschild ones.

Also, WH solutions have been investigated.

Here, as done previously, we shall investigate approximate solutions, which are small deviations from the

Scwharzschild solution. We shall commence with the static metric as defined in equation (27). We shall deal

again with a general case of modified gravity of the type F(R) where Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian is present, but in

addition, higher-order curvature terms depending only on the Ricci scalar are added. The simplest example is the

well-known Starobinsky model for inflation [56] F(R) = γR + ωR2, γ = M2
P Planck mass, and ω a dimensionless

parameter.

As a second example, we have the Dark Energy Starobinsky model [62], with

F(R) = γR + R2
∗





(

1 +
R2

R2∗

)−n

− 1



 . (60)

A third is the generalization of the Dark Energy model by Hu and Sawicki [63]

F(R) = γR − aR2n

1 + aR2n
. (61)

Finally, another example is a generalization of the Dark Energy exponential model [64]

F(R) = γR + a2
(

1 − e
−R2

a2

)

. (62)

Other examples can be found in [35].

A. Equations of Motion for Modified F(R) Gravitational Models

Here, the following technique presented by the Ref. [65] is valid for SSS. We will investigate mainly the Starobinsky

model within SSSs, but the generalization to generic modified gravitational models is straightforward. We introduce
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the quantity

X =
f (r)

g(r)
, (63)

then the Ricci scalar can be expressed as

R =
2

r2
− 1

X



 f ′′ +
2 f + 4r f ′

r2
− X′

X

[

f ′

2
+

2 f

r

]



 . (64)

Thus, as variables, we may take X and f .

X′

X

(

2FR + rF′
R

)

− 2rF′′
R = 0 , (65a)

r2 f ′′ − 2 f + 2X +
(

r f ′ − 2 f
)

(

rF′
R

FR
− rX′

2X

)

= 0 . (65b)

We have checked that these equations of motion reproduce the exact nontrivial BH solutions discussed in [42]

within another approach. Recall that F(R) = γR + ωR2, γ = M2
P . When ω = 0, one has GR, with (FR)0 = γ

constant. The first equation gives X0 = C0 constant. The second equation leads to

r2 f ′′0 − 2 f0 + 2C0 = 0 . (66)

We know that in GR, the unique solution is f0 = 1 − rs
r = g0. As a result, C0 = X0 = 1. We can now look for

approximate solutions for small ω of equations of motion (65a) and (65b). An expansion around the GR solution in

the power series of the small coupling ω up to the second-order

f = f0 + ω f1 + ω2 f2 + ... , X = 1 + ωX1 + ω2X2 + ... . (67)

We expand also the Ricci scalar, recalling that R0 = 0, namely

R = ωR1 + ω2R2 + ... (68)

Up to the second order in ω, the equation (65a) leads to

X′
1 = 0 , γX′

2 = 2rR′′
1 . (69)

Thus,

X1 = C1 , X2 =
2

γ

(

rR′
1 − R1

)

+ C2 . (70)

On the other hand, one has

X1 =
f1 − g1

f0
, X2 =

f0 f2 − f1g1 − g2 f0 + g2
1

f 2
0

. (71)

As a consequence

f1 − g1 = C1 f0 , g2 = f2 − f0X2 − g1C1 . (72)

Making use of equation (65b), one has

r2 f ′′1 − 2 f1 + 2C1 = 0 . (73)
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The general solution is

f1 = C1 + b1r2 +
b2

r
. (74)

In order to have an asymptotically Minkoskian flat solution, one may take b1 = 0 and C1 = 0. Thus, X1 = 0, and

one also have g1 = f1 = b2
r . At this first order, the solution is still Schwarzschild one, with a small correction in the

mass

f (r) = g(r) = 1 − rs − ωb2

r
+ .. , (75)

from above equation and equation (64), one obtains

R =
2

r2
ω + ... , R1 =

2

r2
, (76)

and

X2 = − 8

γr2
+ C2 . (77)

At the second order in ω, equation (65b) gives

r2 f ′′2 − 2 f2 = −2C2 −
24

γr2
+

60rs

γr3
. (78)

The general solution is

f2 = b4r2 +
b5

r
+ C2 −

6

γr2
+

6rs

γr3
. (79)

If we require an asymptotic flat solution, we may take C2 = b4 = 0. Thus

f (r) = 1 − rs − ωb2 − ω2b5

r
− ω2 6

γr2

(

1 − rs

r

)

, (80a)

g(r) = 1 − rs − ωb2 − ω2b5

r
+ ω2 2

γr2

(

1 − rs

r

)

. (80b)

Now, we shall discuss the existence of a horizon. One can obtained rH solving g(rH) = 0, namely

rH = rs − ωb2 − ω2b5 − ω2 2

γr2
H

(rH − rs) . (81)

The approximate solution is

rH = rs − ωb2 − ω2b5 +O(ω3) . (82)

In order to understand the nature of the solution, we have to evaluate f (rH). One gets

f (rH) = 0 +O(ω3) . (83)

Thus, at this order, one again has a BH.
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VII. PHOTON RINGS AND SHADOWS

In this section, we will investigate the concept of photon ring and shadow associated with a generic SSS compact

object, namely a BH or WH. The important of this issue relies on the fact that strong gravity effects occur there.

The topics are standard and can be found in several papers and textbooks (see, for example, [66, 67] and references

therein). For the sake of completeness, we present, in the following, the main results.

To be sufficiently general, we make use of a generic SSS space-time metric, namely

ds2 = gttdt2 + 2gtρdtdρ + gρρdρ2 + r(ρ)2
(

dθ2 + sin θ2dφ2
)

. (84)

The well-known parametrization invariant approach allows one to write down as Lagrangian related to a test

particle the quantity

L =
ṡ2

2
=

1

2

(

gtt ṫ
2 + 2gtρ ṫρ̇ + gρρρ̇2 + r(ρ)2

(

θ̇2 + sin2 θφ̇2
)

)

, (85)

together, the normalized four-velocity

gµνẋµẋν = k , (86)

where Ȧ = dA
dλ , with λ an affine parameter, and k = 0 for mass-less particle and k = −1 for massive one. In this case,

the affine parameter coincides with the proper time. From the above Lagrangian, one gets two conserved quantities

E = gtt ṫ + gtρρ̇ , Lφ = r2 sin2 θφ̇ . (87)

Making use of the equation of motion for θ, namely

d

dλ
Lθ = r2 sin θ cos θφ̇2 , Lθ = r2 θ̇ , (88)

and the expressions for the conserved quantities E and Lφ, it follows that the total angular momentum

L2 = L2
θ +

L2
φ

sin2 θ
, (89)

is also conserved. Finally, the first integral related to ρ follows from (86). Thus

ρ̇2 =
gtt

(g2
tρ − gttgρρ)

(

E2

gtt
+

L2

r2
− k

)

. (90)

Making use of the two first integrals (87) and (89), the Lagrangian becomes

L =
1

2



gρρ −
g2

tρ

gtt



 ρ̇2 +
1

2

(

E2

gtt
+

L2

r2(ρ)

)

. (91)

As a result, the equation of motion for ρ

d

dλ









gρρ −
g2

tρ

gtt



 ρ̇






= − g̊ttE

2

2g2
tt

− L2 r̊

r3
. (92)

For circular orbits, ρ̇ = 0. Thus, from equations (90) and (92), one has

E2 +
L2gtt

r2
= kgtt ,

E2 g̊tt

2g2
tt

= −L2 r̊

r3
. (93)
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We may put gtt = − f (ρ). Thus, in agreement with (see for example [66] and references therein) one gets

E2(rc f̊c − 2r̊c fc) = 2k f 2
c , b2 =

L2

E2
=

r3
c f̊c

2 f 2
c

, (94)

where we have introduced the impact parameter b = L
E . For a mass-less particle (k = 0), one gets

(rc f̊c − 2r̊c fc) = 0 , b2 =
r2

c

fc
. (95)

These two equations permit the computation of rc and b for mass-less particles. For example, for the Scwarschild

BH, one has r = ρ, f = 1 − rs
r , rc =

3rs
2 , b = 3

√
3

2 rs.

With regard to the shadow, the angle α from the light ray, starting from ro and the radial direction is given by [66]

(cot α)2 =
gρρ

r2

(

dρ

dφ

)2

, (96)

in which the quantities on the right side are evaluated at ro. Making use of the equation of motion for ρ, one gets

sin2 α =
b2 fo

r2
o

. (97)

For ro very large and for asymptotically flat metrics, one arrives at

α ≃ rc

ro

√

fc
. (98)

In the case of Schwarzschild BH, one obtains the well known result

α ≃ 3
√

3M

ro
. (99)

WHs may be solutions of GR with exotic matter, but as discussed in the previous sections, solutions of modified

gravity models or corrections to GR are also available. WHs admit photon spheres, which then possess shadows.

For example, the Damour-Soludhukin WH has been investigated in [67]. As a first example of WH, let us consider

now the R2 static WH solution with ρ = r and

f (r) =
1

(1 + λ)2

(

λ +

√

1 − rs

r

)2

, g(r) = 1 − rs

r
. (100)

We recall that this WH solution is asymptotically flat, it reduces to the Schwarzschild BH for λ = 0, and since

f (r) = 1 − rs
(1+λ)r

for large r, one may interpret 2M = rs
1+λ as the mass of this BH mimicker.

In the following, we compute the photon ring and the shadow of this compact object, its throat being rH = rs. The

photon ring can be evaluated by making use of equation (95). Thus

rc =
3

2
rs − λ

√

r2
c − rcrs . (101)

For λ = 0, one recovers the GR result rc =
3
2 rs. Assuming λ is very small, one has

rc =

(

3 − λ
√

3

2

)

rs . (102)

With regard to the angle shadow, one has
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α ≃ 3
√

3M

ro



1 +

(

2 − 2√
3

)

λ



 . (103)

This result is valid for very small λ for large ro.

Finally, for the black holes solution found within the effective theory formulation of gravity, we remind that at first

order in the generic coupling constant, one has

f (r) = 1 − 2M

r
+ ω f1(r) , g(r) = 1 − 2M

r
+ ωg1(r) , g1(2M) = f1(2M) . (104)

The photon ring radius is given by

rc = 3M − ωrc

(

rc f ′1(rc)

2
− f1(rc)

)

. (105)

For small ω one has

rc ≃ 3M



1 − ω

(

3M f ′1(3M)

2
− f1(3M)

)



 . (106)

The recent papers have been published, providing bounds on the model parameters M. For further details, please

refer to the papers by [70, 71].

VIII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, first we have revisited a non-singular static metric, including black holes not admitting a de Sitter

core in the centre and traversable wormhole, within a class of higher-order F(R) modified gravity, satisfying the

constraints F(0) = dF
dR (0) = 0. These two conditions allow to satisfy the equation of motions, even though a large

class of F(R) models are possible. Among them, the pure quadratic gravity model, namely F(R) = R2 is of particular

interest.

In the second part of the paper, making use of the so called effective field theory formulation of gravity, the quan-

tum corrections to GR has been considered. We recall that within this approach one starts with the Einstein-Hilbert

action plus additive higher-derivative terms, typically built with curvature invariants, with related arbitrary cou-

pling constants. In our approach, such coupling constants have been considered small enough in order to justify

linear and quadratic perturbation in the coupling constants around the GR solutions. In the important case of SSSs,

it is well known that the zero order solution is the Schwarzschild BH. In this paper, we have not investigated pertur-

bation around the flat Minkoswki solution.

In particular, in the case of Einstein-Hilbert action plus cubic curvature Goroff-Sagnotti contribution, the second

order corrections in the Goroff-Sagnotti coupling constant have been computed. In general, it has been shown that

the effective metrics, namely Schwarschild expression plus small quantum correction are related to black holes, and

not to traversable wormholes. In this framework, within the approximation considered, the resolution of singularity

for r = 0 has not been resolved.

Furthermore, since strong gravity effects may occur around the photon rings, a short review of this issue with

some applications has been added.

Finally, with regard to future work, we think that one could try to go beyond the second order approximation in

the coupling constant, in order to check if the black hole solutions are still present, or wormholes solutions arise.

The presence of wormholes solution may occur, since the higher-derivative terms can violate WEC (weak energy

conditions), as shown in Section II and appendix C. In fact, our formalism is suitable for this task, since, in the SSS

case, we start with metric having the function f (r) and g(r) not proportional, namely with the choice f (r) 6= g(r)b(r).
As far as the possible presence of WHs is concerned, we note that this fact has been numerically verified within

Einstein-Weyl gravity (see for example [72] and references therein) .
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Appendix A: Cn theory

Here, following [50], we verify that at the first order of the curvature coupling constant ε, the higher derivative

model described by the action

In =
∫

d4x
√

−g
(

R − εanQn
)

, Q =
√

RµναβRµναβ , (A1)

admits BH solution. The case n = 2 has been investigated in Section IV B. At first order, one has

f (r) = 1 − 2M

r
+ ε

(

2M

r

)6n−2

Fn(r) , (A2)

where

Fn(r) = −48n(n − 1)

6(2n − 1)

(

1 + 2n + (12n2 − 6n)

(

r

M
− 2

)

)

, (A3)

g(r) = 1 − 2M

r
+ ε

(

2M

r

)6n−2

Gn(r) , (A4)

Gn(r) = −48n(n − 1)

6(2n − 1)

(

1 − 6n + 4n
r

M

)

. (A5)

At first order, the horizon is

rH = 2M
(

1 + εGn(2M)
)

. (A6)

Evaluation of f (r) on the horizon gives

f (rH) = ε
(

Gn(2M)− Fn(2M)
)

= 0 . (A7)

As a result, at this order, one has a BH solution.

Appendix B: A specific class of modified gravitational models

In this appendix, we make use of another method to investigate the modified gravitational of Section VI. Then the

effective Lagrangian reads

L =

√

f

g

(

rg′ + g − 1 + ωH(r2, f , g, f ′, g′, f ′′, g′′)
)

, (B1)

where the first term is the usual GR contribution, while the second term comes from higher curvature invariants,

with ω GS coupling constant. In the case of Starobinsky model H = r2R2, with R the Ricci scalar and ω = 1
6M2 , M a

suitable but large mass scale.

As we already stressed, the crucial point is that when ω = 0, one has to deal with GR, and since we are in the

vacuum, the only solution is the Schwarzschild BH, namely

f0(r) = g0(r) = 1 − rs

r
. (B2)

Thus, one may make the expansion

f (r) = f0 + ω f1 + ω2 f2 + .. , g(r) = g0 + ωg1 + ω2g2 + .. , H = H0 + ωH1 + ω2H2 + ... . (B3)

As a result, one has at the second order in ω
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L = rg′1 + g1 + H0 + ω
f1 − g1

2g0

(

rg′1 + g1 + H0

)

+ ω(rg′2 + g2 + H1) + ω2

(

f1 − g1

2g0

(

rg′2 + g2 + H1

)

)

+ω2

(

4 f2g0 − 4g2g0 − 2 f1g1 − f 2
1 + 3g2

1

8g2
0

)

(

rg′1 + g1 + H0

)

+ ω2
(

rg′3 + g3 + H2

)

+O(ω3) . (B4)

First, one may note that there exists a simplification in the cases H0 = 0 and H1 = 0. In fact, in this case, one gets

L = rg′1 + g1 + ω
f1 − g1

2g0

(

rg′1 + g1

)

+ ω(rg′2 + g2) + ω2 f1 − g1

2g0

(

rg′2 + g2

)

+ω2

(

4 f2g0 − 4g2g0 − 2g1 f1 − f 2
1 + 3g2

1

8g2
0

)

(

rg′1 + g1

)

+ ω2(rg′3 + g3 + H2) +O(ω3) . (B5)

For example, in the case of the Starobinsky inflationary model, H = r2R2. Thus

H = r2(R2
0 + 2ωR0R1 + ω2R2) , H0 = r2R2

0 , H1 = 2r2R0R1 , H2 = r2R2
1 . (B6)

As a consequence, since R0 = 0, one has H0 = 0 and H1 = 0.

However, there exist in literature several models with this property. They all belong to the class of modified

models such that

H = r2 f (R) , f (0) = 0 , f ′(0) = 0 . (B7)

For small ω, one has

H = r2 f (R0 + ωR1) = r2 f (R0) + r2ωR1 f ′(R0) + r2ω2 f ′′(R0)

2
R2

1 + ... . (B8)

Thus H0 = r2 f (R0) , H1 = r2 f ′(R0)R1 , H2 = r2 f ′′(R0)
2 R2

1. In the Scwharzschild case, R0 = 0, and H0 = H1 = 0.

Let us investigate the associated equations of motion. At the first order corrections in ω, making the variation with

respect to f1, one gets

rg′1 + g1 = 0 . (B9)

The solution is

g1 =
c1

r
. (B10)

The variation with respect to g1, again at the first order in ω , leads to

d

dr

(

r( f1 − g1)

g0

)

=
f1 − g1

g0
. (B11)

Thus

f1 = g1 + c2g0 . (B12)

Thus, at first order in ω, one has

f (r) = 1 − rs − ωc1 + ωc2rs

r
+ ωc2 , g(r) = 1 − rs − ωc1

r
. (B13)

First, we may redefine the time in order to deal with an asymptotic flat Minkowski space-time, dT2 = (1 +
ωc2)dt2 c2 > 0, ω > 0. Thus we arrive at

ds2 = −F(r)dT2 +
dr2

g(r)
+ r2dS2 , (B14)
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with

F(r) = 1 − 1

r

(

rs −
ωc1

1 + ωc2

)

, g(r) = 1 − 1

r
(rs − ωc1) . (B15)

One has an horizon, g(rH) = 0, namely rH = rs − ωc1. Since the new Lapse function F(r) on the horizon reads

F(rH) = − ω2c1c2

(1 + ωc2)rH
. (B16)

Which has to be interpreted as vanishing at first order in ω. Thus one concludes that we do not have a generalized

Damour-Solodhukin WH [68] as soon as c1 < 0, but one is dealing with a Schwarschild-like BH. In fact in the linear

ω approximation, we have

F(r) = 1 − 1

r
(rs − ωc1) , g(r) = 1 − 1

r
(rs − ωc1) . (B17)

Thus, we are left with f1 = g1 = c1
r . At the second order in ω, one has

rg′2 + g2 = 4g0



−r2R1
∂R1

∂ f1
+

d

dr

(

r2R1
∂R1

∂ f ′1

)

− d2

dr2

(

r2R1
∂R1

∂ f ′′1

)



 = G2(r) . (B18)

Thus

g2(r) =
c2

r
+

1

r

∫

G2(r)dr . (B19)

The variation with respect to g1 at the second order in ω gives

d

dr

(

r( f2 − g2)

g0

)

− f2 − g2

g0
= −G2(r) + r2 ∂R1

∂g1
− d

dr

(

r2 ∂R1

∂g′1

)

. (B20)

We note that f2 − g2 = 2K2g0. Where K2 is a solution of the differential equation. Thus, at the second order in ω,

f2 = g2, and one has to deal with a BH, in agreement with the result of Section VI.

Appendix C: Buchdahl wormhole solution

Now we consider the non-trivial SSS solution of pure R2 gravity found in [69]. In isotropic coordinates, one has

F(ρ) =

(

4ρ − ars

4ρ + ars

)α

, G(ρ) =

(

1

4ρ

)4

(4ρ + ars)
2−β(4ρ − ars)

2+β , (C1)

where we have put

a =
√

1 + 3b2 , α =
2

a
(b + 1) , β =

2

a
(b − 1) . (C2)

Above, b is a dimensionless free parameter (the Buchdahl parameter), and rs is the constant radius. When the

Buchdahl parameter is vanishing, a = 1, α = 2, β = −2 and one recovers the Scwarzschild solution (17). The areal

radius reads

r(ρ) =

(

1

16ρ

)

(4ρ + ars)
1−β/2(4ρ − ars)

1+β/2 . (C3)

The location of the horizon is given by solving the equation (14), or alternatively (∂ρr)2 = 0. Thus, one has

1 = ρH

(

4 + 2β

4ρH − ars
+

4 − 2β

4ρH + ars

)

. (C4)
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This leads to

16ρ2
H + 4aβrsρH + a2r2

s = 0 . (C5)

In terms of Buchdahl parameter, one has

ρH =
rs

4

(

1 − b ±
√

−2b(b + 1)

)

. (C6)

One can see the role of the sign of b. For example, for b < 0, and |b| < 1, one may have

ρH =
rs

4

(

1 + |b|+
√

2|b|(1 − |b|)
)

. (C7)

Then ρH > 0. In this case, since F(ρH) is not vanishing, one is dealing with a WH.
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