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Inflation, black holes with primary hair, and regular planar black holes from an
infinite tower of regularized Lovelock-Proca corrections
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Infinite towers of higher-order corrections to General Relativity have been proposed as a mecha-
nism to resolve singularities in early-universe cosmology and black holes, in a variety of settings. In
this work, we consider an infinite tower of higher-order Proca corrections inspired by dimensional
regularizations of Lovelock invariants. We find that the Big Bang singularity present in General
Relativity is replaced by an inflationary epoch. Furthermore, the Lovelock-Proca tower allows for
regular planar black hole solutions and spherically symmetric black holes with primary hair.

I. INTRODUCTION

General Relativity (GR) stands as the most successful
and extensively tested theory of gravity. However, it faces
significant observational and conceptual challenges: No-
tably, it cannot explain dark matter, which is required to
account for phenomena such as galactic rotation curves,
gravitational lensing, and large-scale structure formation.
Additionally, mounting evidence suggests that dark en-
ergy, the driver of the universe’s accelerated expansion,
is not simply a cosmological constant [1—].

In addition, the large-scale correlations of matter and
radiation throughout the observable universe indicate the
presence of nearly scale-invariant primordial fluctuations,
remnants of the universe’s earliest moments, which is an
epoch that remains largely mysterious. The spectral fea-
tures of these fluctuations align with what would be ex-
pected from nearly-Gaussian quantum fluctuations that
were enormously stretched during a brief phase of rapid
accelerated expansion, known as inflation [5-11], which
cannot be explained by GR without extra assumptions.
While there is certainly no shortage of inflationary mod-
els, ranging from the heuristic scalar field in a slow-roll
potential to effective field theory (EFT) approaches for
single and multiple fields, the exact nature of inflation
remains unknown due to the lack of observational data
beyond the Gaussian statistics.

Aside from these cosmological arguments, a fundamen-
tal shortcoming of GR lies in its prediction of singular-
ities, both at the very beginning of the universe as well
as within black hole interiors. Singularities pose a signif-
icant threat to the validity of physical theories, as they
mark regions where the theories themselves break down
and hence all predictive power is lost. In GR, singular-
ities cause spacetime to be geodesically incomplete and
physical observables, such as tidal forces, to diverge. All
of these issues, and a few others, such as the Hy and og
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tensions, provide compelling evidence for new physics in
gravity [12, 13].

However, going beyond the GR paradigm is not
straightforward: as Lovelock’s theorem [14] states, in
a four-dimensional spacetime, GR is the most general
covariant and local theory of gravity constructed solely
from the metric tensor (and associated curvature tensors)
that yields second-order field equations. Therefore, any
attempt to address the limitations of GR necessarily re-
quires relaxing at least one of the assumptions underlying
Lovelock’s theorem [15].

Currently, it is unclear which, if any, modified theory of
gravity can provide the high-energy corrections required
to eliminate singularities, while simultaneously avoiding
other pathologies, and identifying such theories is noto-
riously challenging. This difficulty in identifying theories
where singularities are resolved underlies most of the lit-
erature on regular black holes, which focuses purely on
studying the properties of black hole geometries that do
not present singularities and are geodesically complete
[16-37).

However, in recent years there has been great progress
in the direction of identifying theories with regular black
holes as solutions, mostly within the framework of Quasi-
Topological gravities [33-47]'. This class of theories is
constructed such that the field equations in spherically
symmetric backgrounds reduce to (at most) second or-
der, and can be integrated into a single algebraic equa-
tion. Within this framework, the resolution of the singu-
larity problem in particular settings was achieved in Ref.
[61], where it was shown that an if an infinite tower of
higher-curvature corrections to GR is considered, regu-
lar black holes naturally arise as the unique spherically
symmetric solutions of the theory, and dynamically as the
endpoint of gravitational collapse [62—64]. This approach
has since generated a large body of work, see e.g. Refs.
[62-76]. The main drawback of this approach is, however,
that it is only valid in a number of spacetime dimensions
D > 5. We note that this approach was very recently

L See also Refs. [48-60] for other approaches that attempt to con-
struct regular black holes from an action principle.


mailto:fernandes@thphys.uni-heidelberg.de
mailto:gou@thphys.uni-heidelberg.de
mailto:L.Heisenberg@thphys.uni-heidelberg.de
mailto:nussbaumer_n@thphys.uni-heidelberg.de
https://arxiv.org/abs/2511.22798v1

generalized to four dimensions in Ref. [77] by consid-
ering non-polynomial curvature terms in the action, i.e.
terms schematically of the form ~ 1/curvature. It re-
mains an open question whether these non-polynomial
theories are dynamically viable since their actions might
become highly singular due to vanishing denominators.

One of the best motivated extensions of GR is Lovelock
gravity: the unique purely metric-based modified gravity
theory that naturally extends GR in higher dimensions
by including higher-order curvature terms while main-
taining healthy second-order equations of motion [14].
This framework inherently fits with the EFT paradigm
and induces higher-order curvature corrections to GR
that become particularly relevant in the ultraviolet (UV)
regime. The main issue is that, in four spacetime dimen-
sions, Lovelock’s theorem forbids this beyond-GR exten-
sion, as all Lovelock terms either become topological or
trivial [78]. Even in higher-dimensions, there are only
finitely many Lovelock invariants for a given spacetime
dimensionality, which prevents a construction similar to
that of quasi-topological gravities.

To bypass Lovelock’s theorem, and to construct a
Lovelock-corrected four-dimensional theory, several ap-
proaches have been proposed, starting with the seminal
work of Ref. [79]. These attempts started from quadratic
Lovelock gravity featuring the Gauss-Bonnet (GB) term,
where a non-trivial Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory in four
dimensions (4DEGB) could be achieved through consis-
tent regularization schemes involving a singular rescaling
of the GB coupling. The resulting well-defined theories
featured an additional scalar degree of freedom (DOF)
beyond the two metric polarisations and hence fall within
the Horndeski class of scalar-tensor theories, as first un-
covered by Refs. | ], see Ref. [78] and references
within for a comprehensive review of 4DEGB.

Aware of attempts to construct a regularized 4DEGB
theory, and of the approach of Ref. [61] to solve the
singularity problem, Ref. [75] considered the regular-
ization scheme of Refs. [30, 81] applied to the whole
tower of Lovelock invariants, leading to particular four-
dimensional Horndeski theories. When such an infinite
tower of regularized Lovelock-Horndeski corrections is
considered, these theories naturally replace the initial
Big Bang singularity present in GR by an inflationary
period, and also cure the singularity in a particular class
of black hole solutions, namely planar black holes, which
are also known as “black branes”. Other works have since
explored this approach to resolving the singularity prob-
lem, see e.g. [86-89], and also Ref. [76] for an extension
to 2 + 1-dimensional gravity.

The regularization scheme performed to obtain four-
dimensional regularized Lovelock theories is not unique;
recently, Ref. [90] considered a different regularization
scheme that instead resulted in a four-dimensional the-
ory of 4ADEGB belonging to the generalized Proca class of
vector-tensor theories [91]. Interestingly, the static spher-
ically symmetric black holes of the resulting generalized
Proca theory studied in Ref. [90] have primary hair: an

independent and free integration constant characterising
the black hole in addition to the mass. Due to a number
of interesting properties, this Proca 4DEGB theory has
been the subject of recent works [92-99]. Amongst these
works, yet another regularization scheme of the Gauss-
Bonnet term was proposed in Ref. [92]. This regular-
ization considers two Proca fields, instead of just one,
and the resulting four-dimensional bi-Proca theory re-
markably allows for regular black holes of the Hayward
and gravastar types, providing one of the very few ex-
amples where regular black holes are obtained from a
four-dimensional action principle. In this case, the pri-
mary hair regularizes the singularity, and it can be ad-
justed such that black holes of all masses can me made
extremal, and consequently become immune to the mass-
inflation instability that plagues most regular black holes
[ ) ) ) - ]

In this paper, in light of the recent work in Proca
4DEGB theories, and in view of infinite towers of cor-
rections as a mechanism to cure singularities, we com-
bine the two approaches. Our main goal is to extend the
scalar-tensor tower of regularized Lovelock corrections to
the generalized Proca case, and study the resulting phe-
nomenology.

The paper is structured as follows. In Sec. II, we
present the regularized Lovelock framework. Sec. ITA
reviews the scalar—tensor regularization of 4DEGB the-
ory and its extension to an infinite Lovelock-Horndeski
tower of corrections. Sec. IIB extends the construc-
tion to the vector-tensor case, reviews the 4ADEGB regu-
larization within Weyl geometry, and introduces the 4D
Lovelock-Proca tower action. In Sec. III, we explore ap-
plications of the Lovelock-Proca tower to specific space-
times: Sec. III A focuses on cosmology, deriving the gen-
eralized Friedmann equations, while Sec. 111 B addresses
planar black holes. Sec. IV analyzes spherically symmet-
ric black holes. Finally, we conclude in Sec. V. We work
in units c=G = 1.

II. REGULARIZED LOVELOCK
CORRECTIONS

To set the stage, we start by reviewing the dimensional
regularization procedures performed on the Lovelock in-
variants to obtain well-defined Horndeski theories, and
then discuss the generalized Proca case.

A. Reviewing the scalar-tensor case

The n-th order Lovelock invariant given by

1
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Kronecker delta, and n > 0. Lovelock gravity extends



GR by summing over these invariants in the gravitational
action

L= a,R", (2)
n=0

where a,, denotes the coupling constant associated with
the n-th order curvature invariant. In particular, n = 0
gives the cosmological constant term, n = 1 reproduces
the Einstein-Hilbert term, and n = 2 introduces the GB
invariant. The index ¢ labelling the highest order of sum-
mation from the D-dimensional Lagrangian in Eq. (2) is
given by i = (D — 2) for even D, and n = (D — 1) for
odd D, since higher-order Lovelock invariants either be-
come topological or vanish. Lovelock theories of gravity
coincide with GR plus a cosmological constant in D = 3
and D = 4. As a consequence, there are no purely grav-
itational Lovelock extensions of GR in four-dimensions.

In recent years, progress has been made on extract-
ing non-trivial four-dimensional dynamics from Lovelock
densities via controlled dimensional regularization pro-
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cedures. As an illuminating example, we consider the
4DEGB class of theories, where non-trivial GB-type dy-
namics are obtained by introducing a divergence in the
GB coupling parameter oy as the spacetime dimension
approaches D — 4, and by adding appropriate coun-
terterms that prevent divergences in the action as the
D — 4 limit is taken. The original approach to 4DEGB

by Ref. [79] does not consider such counterterms, and
consequently, the resulting theory is ill-defined [107]. The
divergences arising in the proposal of Ref. [79] are re-

lated to the conformally invariant terms in the field equa-
tions that appear through the Weyl tensor. Therefore,
they can be cancelled exactly by adding a conformally
rescaled GB term to the action. As we review below, this
seemingly ad-hoc regularization scheme does lead to well-
defined and physical modified gravity theories: Following
closely Refs. [0, 81], we hence consider two conformally
related metrics

gul/ = e2¢gm,, (3)

where ¢ is an arbitrary scalar field. The GB invariant of
the metric g, can be expressed as

V—GR® = (P8 /=g [R@) + (D —3)V,J" + (D - 3)(D — 4)2] : (4)

with
Tt =8GM"V ¢+ 4(D — 2) [VF((99)? + 0p) — V,6V*VHg] (5)
£ =4G"V 6V, ¢ + (D - 2) [4(8¢)°06 + (D — 1)(9¢)")] , (6)

and we consider the limit

2 =1 (2
/=5£® = lim <HR( ) V=gR! )> )

D—4 D—-14 D -4

where the first term on the right-hand-side corresponds
to the original proposal by Ref. [79], and the second term
to a counterterm that removes all divergences associated
with the conformally invariant terms and renders the 4D
limit well-defined. Using the expressions in Eqgs. (4)-(6),
we find that the regularized GB term £ is, in fact, part
of the Horndeski class of scalar-tensor theories

‘CHorndeski - G2(¢a X) - G3(¢a X)D(b + G4(¢a X)R
+Gux [(O6) = (VuVuo)] + Gs (6, X) G 9,99

_ Gsx
6

[(C6)? = 306 (VuV.00) +2(VuV06)"]

(8)
where X = —%(V@Q, with coupling functions given by
Gy, =8X?, G3=-8X, Gys=4X, Gs=—4logX,

(9)
and G, x denoting a derivative w.r.t. X. The 4DEGB
theory is finally obtained by including this regularized

(

GB correction to GR in the gravitational action

1
S4DEGB = Tor d*zv/~g (—21\ + R+ a2£(2)) , (10)

The phenomenology of this theory has been widely stud-
ied and we refer the reader to Ref. [78] for a comprehen-
sive review.

The regularization method applied to the GB term to
obtain a well-defined scalar-tensor GB theory can be gen-
eralized systematically to all orders of Lovelock invariants
by taking the limit

/—aR™ — R M
= iy S
n n

where we note that the n-th order Lovelock invariant
R(™ becomes topological as the spacetime dimension
D approaches the critical dimension 2n. After this
limit is taken, the resulting Lagrangian should be eval-
uated inside a four-dimensional action to obtain a four-
dimensional theory. The Lagrangians in Eq. (11) were
studied in Refs. [75, 108] and give rise to Horndeski the-



ories at each order n, with coupling functions given by
G =2t (n — 1)(2n — 3) X",
G = —2mn(2n — 3) X1,
Gz(ln) — 2n71nxn71’ (12)

G _ 4log X, n=2,
5 gr-inlnzll yn=2" > 9

which leads to the following Lovelock-corrected theory of
gravity in four dimensions

1 n
S= / d'zy/=g |20+ R+ 5 chem:gg :
(13)
where {c,} are dimensionless coupling constants and
¢ denotes the length scale controlling the beyond-GR
effects.

167

In general, Horndeski theories exhibit a global shift
symmetry ¢ — ¢ + C for any constant C, resulting in
a conserved Noether current j#, with V,j# = 0 being
equivalent to the scalar field equation of motion. Evi-
dently, imposing j# = 0 constitutes a possible solution,
for which various cosmological and static planar black
hole solutions have been obtained. In these scenarios,
the Big Bang singularity is naturally replaced by an in-
flationary de Sitter phase, with a smooth exit to standard
GR at late times, while static planar black hole solutions
become regular. In these solutions, regularity is lost as
soon as one truncates the curvature corrections at any
specific order. One of the shortcomings of this approach
is that no (analytic) spherically symmetric black hole so-
lutions have yet been found.

In this work, similar solutions will be explored for the
class of generalized Proca theories, where the generalized
Proca Lagrangians are obtained from an infinite tower of
dimensionally regularized Lovelock corrections based on
Weyl geometry. The construction of the vector-tensor
theories of interest will be discussed in the next section.

B. Generalized Proca case

Similar to the scalar-tensor theories discussed above,
regularized Lovelock corrections can also give rise to
vector-tensor theories. The vector field originates from
generalizing the regularization procedure used in the
scalar-tensor case by considering the framework of Weyl
geometry, which naturally relies on a vector field 4, to
break the metricity condition

@)\gpu = 729#1/14)\, (14)

where the covariant derivative V, is associated to the
Weyl connection

f\/\

w

I, + 68 A, + 6% A, — guwA®,  (15)

with F)\;w denoting the metric-compatible Levi-Civita
connection (see also [109]).

The dimensional regularization of Lovelock invariants
can be performed analogously to Eq. (11), where Love-
lock invariants constructed from the Weyl connection
are added as counterterms. In particular, this regular-
ization procedure has recently been performed on the
Gauss-Bonnet term in Ref. [90], where the GB invariant

constructed from the Weyl connection can be written as

[110, 111]
G=0+

with

JH =8G" A, +4(d —2) [AM(A* + V,A”) —

(d—3)V,J" + (d—3)(d—4),  (16)

A, VYA
(17)

£ = 4G" AL A, + (d — 2) [4A2V,, AF + (d — 1)A"]

(18)

where we have abbreviated A% = A4, A" and A* = (A4?)2.

Analogous to Eq. (7), the regularized four-dimensional
Proca-GB theory of Ref. [90] can be obtained through
the following regularization

VT GG
= lim —— 1
£g it D4 (19)
which gives rise to the following vector-tensor theory

LYY = 4G AL A, — 8AV, AF —6AY,  (20)

up to total derivatives, leading to a 4DEGB Proca theory
given by

S = /d‘*x\/fg(R +aaL¥™). (21)

Similar to scalar-tensor 4ADEGB theory, the resulting the-
ory is a specific case of the class of generalized Proca
theories [15, 91]

6
LeenProca = Y L, (22)
n=2
with the following Lagrangians
Ly = G2(A F,.. F, ) ,
L3 = G3(X)V,A",
Ly=Gs(X)R+ Gyx[(V,A*)? = V,A, V7A"],
L5 = Gs(X) Gpu V#A” — <G x [(V-4)°
+2V,A, VAPV A —
— g5(X) For FP VA,

3(V-A)V,A, V"AP]

L6 = Go(X) LMV, A, VaAg

GGX FPFm A, VA,

(23)



where X = —A,A"/2 denotes the vector field norm,
F., =V,A,—V, A, the field strength tensor with corre-
sponding dual F, v, and L8 the double-dual Riemann
tensor. The 4DEGB Proca Lagrangian in Eq. (20) cor-
responds to a specific generalized Proca theory with the
following coupling functions

Gy =—24X2 G3=-16X, G4=—4X, (24)
and G5, Gg are vanishing. While there is no term anal-
ogous to Gg in the Horndeski Lagrangian, the vanish-
ing of the G5-function is a crucial difference between the
scalar- and vector-tensor theories, as even in the limit
where the dynamics are dominated by the longitudinal
mode A, — V,¢, the resulting Horndeski theories are
fundamentally distinct. From a technical point of view,
the Gs-term is absent in the vector-tensor case because
v/—g does not play a role in the regularization, while
in the scalar-tensor case, the theory picks up a term
~ ¢R?) C G5 when expanding the exponential in Eq.
(4) around D = 4. No kinetic term ~ F},,, F*¥ shows up
in the dimensional regularization procedure, which we
comment on later.

Following the spirits of regularized Lovelock-Horndeski
theories and 4DEGB Proca theory, we now consider GR
corrected by an infinite tower of higher-order Lovelock-
Proca terms

1
S = —/d4x\/—g
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1 n
20+ Rt 5 ) enl™ LU
n=2

(25)
where Lﬁ&;} denotes the generalized Proca Lagrangians in
Eq. (23) equipped with the following coupling functions

GU(X)=—6-2"(n—1)X",
GUV(X) = 2"t ipxn 1, (26)

n n— n n—
GLY(X) = =2 X

and ng) = Gén) = 0. When n = 2, we evidently recover
the 4DEGB Proca case (24), while higher-order correc-
tions are obtained for higher n. The derivation of Eq.
(26) follows from considering the expressions obtained in
Ref. [108] for the scalar-tensor case, and noticing that
in that case, upon a conformal transformation, the con-
nection changes as in Eq. (15) upon setting 4, — V0.
Then, all expressions from Ref. [108] can be used in the
Proca case, upon identifying V,¢ = A,, and ignoring
the overall exponential factor that does not appear in
the Proca case since the metric is not transformed, only
the connection. The absence of this exponential factor
has important consequences, as it directly implies that
the resulting generalized Proca theory does mot have a
Gs-term.

When the dynamics of the theory are dominated by the
longitudinal mode A, — V, ¢, the theory reduces to a
shift-symmetric Horndeski theory described by the same
coupling functions. Nonetheless, and importantly, much

like in the GB case, even in this limit, the infinite tower of
Lovelock-Proca corrections (26) and the infinite tower of
Lovelock-Horndeski corrections (12) describe physically
distinct theories, as their associated coupling functions
are different, and crucially, there is no G5-term present
in the Proca case. On a physical level, this difference
is made explicit in Sec. IV, where we find spherically
symmetric black hole solutions exhibiting primary Proca-
hair from the Proca-Lovelock tower (25).

III. SINGULARITY RESOLUTION FROM AN
INFINITE TOWER OF PROCA CORRECTIONS

In this section, we are interested in analysing the phe-
nomenological consequences of the regularized Proca-
Lovelock tower in particular spacetimes; first, investigat-
ing the resulting dynamics on a cosmological Friedmann-
Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) background, and
secondly, exploring black hole solutions.

A. Cosmology and inflation

We consider a spatially flat FLRW metric
ds? = —dt? + a(t)*(dr? + r?d6* + r?sin® 0 dp?), (27)

where a(t) denotes the scale factor, and the Hubble pa-
rameter is defined as H = % We consider a perfect fluid
stress-energy tensor for matter T# = diag(—p,p,p,p),
where the matter energy density p and pressure p satisfy
the continuity equation p + 3H(p + p) = 0.

We further assume the vector field ansatz
A, dat = Ag(t)dt, (28)

compatible with the homogeneity and isotropy of the
background. The equations of motion for generalized
Proca theories on the geometry (27) were already com-
puted in [15] (see also [112-115]). At each order n, they
are given by

G - G} — 364 1A

— 626G + Gk x A2 H? AL + 6GY H? = 16mp,
(29)

YV — Ao ARG + 2GS (32 + 211
— 26" Ag (3H2A0 Y 2H Ay + 2HA0) (30)
— 4G x H Ao A} = 167,

for the background metric and

Ao (G5 + 3G H Ay + 6G% H? +6G ( H2A3) =0,
(31)



for the vector field, where we have ignored the contribu-
tions from the G5 terms due to the nature of Lovelock-
Proca theories we consider.

For the specific theory Eq. (26) at hand, the vector-
field equation is solved by the following vector profile

Ao(t) = —H(t), (32)

for all values of n. Using this vector field profile in the
Einstein equations, we find the n-th order contribution to
the first Friedmann equation to be proportional to H?",
leading to the generalized Friedmann equation

1 & 8 A
572 (H?)" =3Pt 3 (33)

where the function F' is defined as

)= lz Z (34)

The generalized Friedmann equation (33) lies at the core
of resolving the initial singularity: when p — oo, char-
acterizing the very early universe, the function F in Eq.
(34) gives us the possibility to respect Eq. (33) without
reaching a curvature singularity (H? — o) as in GR, but
by requiring that the function F/(H?) exhibits a pole at
finite H? instead. Sufficient conditions on the coupling
functions ¢, for the existence of such a pole are given by

(i) Nonnegative coefficients: ¢, >0, Vn €N, (35)

(#4) Finite and non-zero radius of convergence:  (36)

1

hmn—)oo (Cn)l/n

R

st. 0<R<oo, (37)

(7i7) The series diverges at R : Z cnR" — 00 (38)
n=0

Assuming the above conditions hold, the radius of con-
vergence can be chosen R = 1 without loss of generality
(by rescaling all ¢,, by a constant non-zero value). Then,
a pole would exist as H? — 1/¢2.

There are infinitely many possibilities to choose suit-
able couplings {c,} that lead to a pole in F in the early
universe. For example, Ref. [75] considered the illustra-
tive example of ¢, = (1 — (—=1)")/(2n) to demonstrate
explicitly how the initial singularity is cured from the
pole structure: This choice of coefficients allows to re-
sum the generalized Friedmann equation to F(H?) =
tanh ' (¢2H?)/¢?, which incurs a pole as the Hubble pa-
rameter approaches a constant value H? — 1/¢%. Evi-
dently, the Friedmann equation can be recast as follows

1 o [ 8T A
H? é—ztanh {f ( 3 p+ 3)] . (39)

As the energy density diverges, the early universe asymp-
totes towards a regular de Sitter geometry with H? —

1/¢%2. Given, however, that an infinite energy density
cannot be reached in a finite amount of time, the uni-
verse starts evolving from a quasi-de Sitter expansion
directly. Overall, the initial Big Bang singularity is not
only resolved by the systematic inclusion of all proposed
gravitational UV physics encoded in the Proca-Lovelock
tower, but also directly replaced by a period of infla-
tion. Notice that this model is clearly distinct from non-
singular bouncing cosmologies, as it does not rely on a
contracting phase preceding the inflationary expansion
(independently of the stability issues [116]). Further-
more, Ref. [75] has shown explicitly that the inflation-
ary phase is terminated by a smooth transition into a
radiation-dominated universe, providing a natural grace-
ful exit to standard GR.

B. Regular planar black holes

Black holes in GR generically contain singularities. In
this section, we explore how the modified gravity theory
given by Eqs. (25)-(26) allows for regular black hole so-

lutions. We start by considering a line element of the
form
ds? = —f(t, N ()2 + - 202, (40)
s f(t,r) .

with N(¢,7) the lapse function and k € {—1,0,1} cor-
responding to positive, zero and negative horizon curva-
tures. As the resulting field equations take the simplest
form for planar geometries, we first focus on the case
k = 0. In GR, planar black hole solutions require a nega-
tive cosmological constant A = —3/L? expressed in terms
of the Anti-de-Sitter (AdS) radius L, and they reduce to
the following static solution [117]

N(t,r) =1, (41)

Ftr) = fan(r) = = — 2L (12)

L2 T

with M denoting an integration constant related to the
black hole mass. Evidently, the resulting spacetime
geometry features a curvature singularity at r = 0.

For the Lovelock-Proca theory defined in Egs. (25)-
(26), we assume the following static vector field ansatz
Ay dat = Ao(r)dt + Ay (r)dr. (43)
Using this vector profile together with the line element
(40) in the theory Eq. (25), we find that the vector field
equations of motion factorize and are solved by

Ay(r) = 2, (44)

Ao(’l") = O, r

independently of the order n. Notice that this vector
profile is purely governed by the longitudinal scalar mode
¢(r) = log(r/rg) as found in [75], with ro an arbitrary



constant. However, given that the coupling functions in
the Proca-Lovelock theory (26) are different from those
in the Horndeski tower (12), the resulting black hole so-
lutions could still differ from each other. Therefore, we
proceed by substituting the vector field profile into the
the Einstein equations and directly find that the (¢r)-
component imposes f(t,r) = f(r). Moreover, a suitable
combination of the (¢t)- and (rr)-equations constrains
N(t,r) = N(t), which amounts to a simple rescaling of
the time coordinate ¢. Consequently, we can set N(t) = 1
without loss of generality.

At this stage, the system reduces to a single differential
equation for f(r) at each order n given by

> (<L) 10 =911 nrr] =0,
n=0

r2
(45)
which can be integrated into an algebraic equation after

multiplying by an overfall factor (#)*1, yielding

F (_f(T)> _ _far() (46)

r 72

with fgr as in Eq. (41) and the function F' defined in
(34) with ¢; = 1. Notice that we directly recover the GR
solution upon truncating the series at n = 1.

The sufficient conditions to resolve the planar black
hole singularity are the same ones as presented for the
cosmological case, and have been discussed in detail in
Ref. [75], along with particular examples.

IV. SPHERICALLY SYMMETRIC BLACK
HOLES

For spherical horizons with k¥ = 1 in Eq. (40), the
simplifications that led to integrability in the planar case
fail in an essential way. Starting from the ansatz
d7r2 +72(d6? + sin” #%dp?)
f(r) ’
A, dat = Ag(r)dt + Ay (r)dr, (47)

ds? = —f(r)N(r)?dt? +

the universal vector profile (44) that factorizes the Proca
equations for k£ = 0 no longer solves field equations. This
is observed by considering the effective one-dimensional
Lagrangian and varying with respect to N, f, Ap and A,
which yields a system of equations that does not admit
a closed-form non-trivial Proca profile at generic order
n in the tower without either forcing a constant norm
X or a vanishing vector field. Consequently, without
additional assumptions, we were not able to integrate
the field equations.

However, when the series is truncated at n = 2, cor-
responding to the Proca-GB theory studied in Ref. [90],
the field equations impose X = cte, and the geometry is
independent of the constant value of X. In that case, the

solution reads [90]

A= — (48)

Ag=— (1— 1+8£2Q62>, (49)

- 402¢q 73

2(M - Q) r?

o 8£2Q62
f=1- . +2€262 <1— L+ —3 ),(50)

together with N = 1 (which we assume implicitly from
now on), and where we have imposed X = 0 for simplic-
ity. The solution depends on two integration constants:
the ADM mass M of the black hole, and a free primary-
hair constant @ (see also [118-120] for comparison pur-
poses).

To integrate the field equations in our case for the
whole Lovelock-Proca tower, we follow this example and
start by assuming X = 0 for simplicity, which is im-
posed by the relation in Eq. (48), while discussing the
X = cte # 0 later. Under this assumption, and following
the method of Ref. [90], the field equations for the the-
ory (25) with generic couplings {c,} allow for an exact
solution that reads

TCo 402Q(2¢3 — c3)
Ay=—5——|1—4/1+ —————=
0 202(2¢3 — c3) \/ + r3co ’

2 (M- 294

2c§ —c3

2.3
2r4c;

4£2Q(202 —c3) 52
2 3
W —c3) 1= \/1 L P

r3cy

Note that the only terms in the tower of corrections that
contribute to the solution are n = 2 and n = 3, because
for higher orders n > 3, the field equations are all pro-
portional to a positive power of X, which vanishes in this
case. The solution of Ref. [90] is recovered when c3 = 0.
Although the solutions given in (50) and (52) are similar
in shape, they define distinct geometries, and are solu-
tions to different theories. Therefore, the solution in Eq.
(52) is a genuinely new solution.

In Eq. (52), there is a case in the space of couplings
that stands out, namely 2c3 = c3. In this case, the geom-
etry and the profile for the vector field simplify drastically
and we get

Q

o
r2

2M + 4@2%202 .
r



Therefore, when 2c3 = c3, the solution can be expressed
solely in powers of 1/r, much like the Schwarzschild and
Reissner-Nordstrom metrics, and the vector component
Ap falls-off like ~ 1/72. A geometry similar to this one
was previously derived in the context of quantum gravity

[121, 122)].

For simplicity, we have so far assumed X = 0.
Nonetheless, the field equations can also be integrated
when X = cte = k, which is imposed by taking

A = V“‘(Q’f““f. (55)

Because X is non-vanishing, the Lagrangians correspond-
ing to n > 3 will also contribute. However, in this case,
the only solutions we were able to find are not asymp-
totically flat. As a tractable, simple example, we impose
{en} = 0, for n > 3, and restrict to the following cou-
plings and vector norm

3+6
—9(9 _ 2 _
c3 =2(2—V6)c2, X=x 2P,

(56)

as the field equations simplify considerably (similarly to
the case 2co = ¢ presented above). In this case, a solu-
tion to the field equations is given by

Q , (Vo-4)r

A ="03 T a, (57)
fo1 2M 4V602Q%c;  2561v6 + 6276 1° (53)
o r r4 1800 02¢y’

which is asymptotically anti-de Sitter or de Sitter, de-
pending on the sign of co. While we fixed the couplings
as in (56) to have expressions which are tractable and
presentable, in general, the solution to the field equa-
tions is such that the effective cosmological constant is
proportional to k. Given that x is a free parameter that
is not fixed in term of any couplings of the theory, the
cosmological constant emerges as an integration constant
in this case, which might alleviate the cosmological con-
stant problem.

Although these solutions are not regular, as they con-
tain singularities within the event horizon, they provide
yet another distinction with respect to the scalar-tensor
case of Ref. [75], where spherically-symmetric exact so-
lutions could not be found when considering Horndeski
couplings at orders n > 2. We refer to [118-120] for
similar interesting hairy solutions of generalized Proca
theories.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have addressed the problem of space-
time singularities, an inherent prediction of GR appear-
ing at the centre of black holes and the origin of the uni-
verse, by including an infinite tower of higher-order Proca
corrections in the gravitational action. Since Lovelock’s
theorem prevents any Lovelock theory in four dimensions,
we applied a regularization scheme based on Weyl geom-
etry to each curvature invariant in order to obtain non-
vanishing corrections. This regularization scheme was
first introduced in Ref. [90] and applied to the Gauss-
Bonnet term, resulting in a 4DEGB theory belonging
to the generalized Proca class of vector-tensor theories.
Our work extended this analysis to higher-order Love-
lock invariants, leading to a whole tower of generalized
Proca theories in four dimensions. This Lovelock-Proca
tower replaces the initial Big Bang singularity by a reg-
ular de Sitter phase, giving us an inflationary period at
the beginning of the universe for free, with a graceful exit
to standard GR evolution. Furthermore, the Lovelock-
Proca corrections allow for the construction of regular
planar black hole solutions in four dimensions. In con-
trast to the scalar-tensor case discussed in [75], we also
find spherically symmetric black hole solutions endowed
with primary hair, which emerges as a free integration
constant that is independent of the theory’s couplings
constants and of other global charges such as the ADM
mass. One set of hairy black hole solutions follows from
having a vanishing vector field norm, which allows only
the Lovelock invariants up to n = 3 to contribute and
hence the resulting geometries are not regular. The sec-
ond set of solutions stems from having a constant vector
field norm, which a priori includes contributions from
Lagrangians £,,~3, but leads to geometries that are not
asymptotically flat. Our findings underline the impor-
tance of including the full tower of corrections as a means
to cure spacetime singularities, a feature that is shared
by many leading candidates for quantum gravity, such as
string theory and asymptotically safe quantum gravity.

Although the standard kinetic term for the Proca field
~ F,, F* was not included, it can be added without
affecting the analysis in Sec. III, as only the longitu-
dinal mode contributes in these cases. This contrasts
with the scalar—tensor scenario, where a canonical kinetic
term disrupts integrability. While the kinetic term does
not naturally emerge from the dimensional regularization
procedure, it may be necessary to ensure well-behaved
perturbations and to avoid strong coupling [30, 88].

Regarding future directions, it would be interesting to
further analyse the newly found hairy black hole solu-
tions, as primary hair can have drastic effects on the re-
sulting geometries. One clear path ahead lies in studying
the quasi-normal modes of the black holes that are char-
acteristically altered by the presence of the primary hair
and therefore serve as an important observational avenue
in testing modified theories of gravity.
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