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The investigation of gravity in higher-dimensional spacetime has transitioned from a mathematical
curiosity to a fundamental framework in theoretical physics, catalyzed by the dimensional require-
ments of String theory and M-theory. In this paper, we explicitly construct a spherically symmetric
charged black hole solution in D > 5 dimensions within a gravity theory featuring an infinite tower
of higher-curvature corrections. For a given mass and electric charge, the model admits a unique
static spherically symmetric solution. We demonstrate that, with an appropriate choice of coupling
coefficients a,, the central singularity is progressively mitigated as the correction order increases,
ultimately resolving into a globally regular spacetime in the limit of infinite-order corrections. Fur-
thermore, the criteria for the existence of extremal black holes are determined.

I. INTRODUCTION

General Relativity predicts that gravitational collapse
leads to the formation of black holes containing physi-
cally unacceptable singularities, which indicate a break-
down of causality [1-5]. Since a mature theory of quan-
tum gravity remains elusive, resolving this pathology
within classical frameworks becomes crucial. While ap-
proaches such as ad modified metric regularizations [6-9|
or the introduction of exotic matter [10-19] have been
proposed, they often suffer from a lack of physical mo-
tivation or solution instabilities. A more plausible sce-
nario is the modified gravity theories [20-22|. This aligns
with the idea that General Relativity is not a complete
theory and that it must be modified in large curva-
ture regimes. Notably, in D > 5 dimensions, supple-
menting the Einstein-Hilbert action with infinite-order
higher-curvature terms—specifically within the “quasi-
topological gravity” class [23-25]—has been shown to
successfully eliminate the Schwarzschild singularity, of-
fering a promising and general basis for effective gravita-
tional actions [26-28].

Quasi-topological gravity, as a class of metric theories,
investigates effective gravitational actions in spacetime
dimensions higher than four. It not only expands the
boundaries of existing higher-dimensional gravity mod-
els [29, 30], but also, to a certain extent, aligns with de-
velopments in string theory and M-theory [31-33|. Fur-
thermore, general gravity theories in higher dimensions
exhibit a landscape far richer than its four-dimensional
counterpart. Unlike the strict uniqueness theorems that
constrain four-dimensional black holes to the Kerr fam-
ily, the higher-dimensional phase space admits a di-
verse "zoo" of solutions with non-spherical event horizon
topologies—such as black rings and black Saturns—and
exhibits novel dynamical instabilities like the Gregory-
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Laflamme instability [34-36]. Consequently, investigat-
ing gravity solutions in D > 5 provides the foundational
basis for probing these complex gravitational structures
and testing the universality of modified gravity theories
[37, 38].

So far, given that regular spherically symmetric black
holes have been established in quasi-topological grav-
ity [26, 27], extending these to charged solutions—
analogous to the Schwarzschild-to-Reissner-Nordstrom
generalization—is a natural progression. In this Let-
ter, we demonstrate that even with a minimally coupled
classical Maxwell field, the gravitational field equations
reduce to an algebraic form, yielding general charged
spherically symmetric solutions. By imposing mild con-
straints on the couplings «,,, we obtain regular charged
black holes under infinite-order corrections. Notably, the
higher-derivative corrections effectively absorb the diver-
gence of the linear Maxwell field, manifesting a generic
regularization mechanism via the non-perturbative re-
sponse of the gravitational sector. While regular charged
solutions in quasi-topological gravity were previously
identified in [39, 40|, our approach not only simplifies
the derivation by reducing the field equations to an alge-
braic system but also provides a more transparent mech-
anism for understanding how infinite-order corrections
resolve the singularity. Despite the astrophysical ten-
dency for rapid discharge [41], studying these solutions
remains crucial, serving as a valuable analogy for the in-
ternal structure of rotating black holes [42] and offering
insights into string theory and supergravity via the ex-
tremal limit [42, 43].

II. MODEL

The correction terms at each order in the effective
gravitational action can be modified through perturba-
tive field redefinitions of the metric, thereby providing
the freedom to choose among different bases of curvature
invariants. To facilitate the construction of a simple al-
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gebraic system of equations, we follow [26] and select a
specific basis of densities defined in D > 5 dimensions.
The corresponding action can be written as

5= [P

where g is the determinant of the metric tensor gq,, R
denotes the Ricci scalar, Z, represents the Lagrangian
density of the n-th order, and «, is the coupling constant
corresponding to the order of correction. The detailed
form of Z,, can be found in [26]. The Lagrangian density
for the Maxwell field, denoted by
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Next, we introduce the static spherically symmetric
spacetime metric and the ansatz for the Maxwell field,
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where N(r) and f(r) are two undetermined functions de-
pend only on the radial distance r, and the ansatz for the
Maxwell field is given by

ds? = —=N(r)*f(r)dt* +

A, dzt = ®(r)dt. (4)
After that, we use reduced Lagrangian methods [44, 45]
to give the reduced actions for the geometric sector (in

terms of N and o) and the Maxwell field sector ()
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Quasi-topological couplings and the prime ’ denotes %.

e Variation with respect to f(r):

Note that the Maxwell term I.,, does not explicitly
depend on f(r). Consequently, the result of the variation
is identical to that of the vacuum case
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This implies that we must have N(r) = const = 1,
which demonstrates that even with the inclusion of elec-
tric charge, the reciprocal relationship between the met-
ric functions gy and g} is preserved.
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e Variation with respect to ®(r) :

Solving Maxwell’s equations by varying with respect
to the electric potential ®(r) (61/5® = 0)
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The integration constant ) appearing here is corre-
sponding to the physical electric charge defined accord-
ing to Gauss’s law. Thus, we obtain the electric field
strength

o = - = )
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we define the physical charge @) as the electric flux at
infinity

Q= SD_Q*F::Qszgg&(—wD*2®%w), (10)

this yields the relationship between the constant and the
charge

5 Q
Q= 0 (11)

e Variation with respect to V.

Varying the action with respect to the metric function
N(r) (6I/6N = 0) yields the master equation. Substi-
tuting ®’ back into the variation of I,
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Integrating the differential equation obtained, we ob-
tain the expression for the polynomial k(1))

m q
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In this equation the integration constant m and the
charge parameter ¢ are related to the ADM mass M and
the physical charge @ respectively, defined as

16rGM
m = 4(D — 2)QD_27 (]‘5)

B 87rGQ?
1= =2D-39

(16)

If our theory is truncated at the N-th order (nmex =
N), then h(z)) is dominated by ¥~ as ¢ — oo

h() =~ any™N. (17)



At small r, the charge term dominates the right-hand side
of the algebraic equation (the mass term is subleading),
and one can obtain
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Solving for ¢ (and recalling ¢ = ! Tf (T)) we can obtain
the asymptotic behavior of the metric function f(r) near
the origin
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for finite correction orders N, the solution exhibits a di-
vergence at the origin r = 0. However, it is observed
that this divergence is progressively mitigated as the or-
der N increases, ultimately achieving global regularity in
the limit of infinite order with finite Kretschman scalar
K = R"P°R,,,p. In the charged case, we find that the
regularity conditions exhibit subtle but crucial differences
from those of the pure vacuum solution and the regular
center is an anti-de Sitter core.

Unlike the vacuum case [26], the source term for a
charged black hole covers the entire real axis. Therefore,
the characteristic function h(¢)) must be able to cover
the full dynamic range of the source term. To construct
an h(v) that satisfies the aforementioned range require-
ments, the sequence of coupling constants «, must sat-
isfy the following specific algebraic properties: To allow
h(v) to take negative values and approach —oo, the se-
ries must be dominated by odd powers. The most natural
implementation is to require k(1) to be an odd function:

as, =0 (VkeN), (20)
to ensure the monotonicity of h(y) within its domain
(guaranteeing the uniqueness of the solution), the re-
maining odd-order coupling constants must be non-
negative

Q2k+1 = 0 (Vk S N), (21)

to achieve metric regularity at r =0 (i.e., f(r) =1+ C-
r2), ¢ must approach a finite constant when the source
term diverges. This requires the power series of h(v) to
have a finite radius of convergence and to diverge at this
radius

lHm (agppr) 77 = C > 0. (22)
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Based on these requirements, a very natural choice can
(1_(_1)n)r(%) n—1 __
WO{ = Q. Sub-
stituting this into Eq. 14, we obtain the following equa-
tions to be solved for different orders of correction

be found in equation [26]:
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For n = 1, the solution recovers the standard

Tangherlini-Reissner-Nordstréom black hole in D > 5 Ein-
stein gravity [46]. Explicit analytic solutions can be de-
rived for both the n = 3 case and the infinite-order limit;
however, for n > 5, no explicit closed-form expressions
can be found.

III. SOLUTION IN D =5

It is instructive to analyze the obtained solutions
within a specific spacetime dimension. In the subsequent
discussion, we fix the spacetime dimension to D = 5.



The explicit forms and properties of the solutions in this
case are summarized in Table I. Furthermore, in Fig. 1,
we present the profiles of the metric function f(r) for
different correction orders, with the parameters fixed at
m =10, ¢ =10, and o = 1.
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FIG. 1. The profiles of the metric function f(r) for different
correction orders n = 1,3, 00, with the parameters fixed at
m =10, ¢ =10, and a = 1.

e Horizon Structure and Critical Mass

To analyze the causal structure of the regular solution
under n = oo, we investigate the existence of event hori-
zons, which are defined as the roots of the metric func-
tion f(rp) = 0. Based on the regular solution derived for
D =5, the horizon equation implies

_ mi-g
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This equation can be inverted to express the mass pa-

rameter m as a function of the horizon radius r; and the
charge parameter ¢

(27)

4
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The existence of real solutions requires r, > /2. For a

fixed charge g, the number of horizons is determined by
the local extrema of the function m(ry). The condition
for an extremal black hole, where the inner and outer
horizons coincide, is given by dm/9rp, = 0. This leads to
a system of parametric equations describing the critical
mass Mg and critical charge ¢e.; in terms of the horizon
radius parameter R = r}
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Here, physical positivity of the charge (¢ > 0) imposes a
constraint on the horizon radius: R > 2a2. These equa-
tions define a critical curve in the m — ¢ phase space that
separates black holes from regular solitons. Specifically:

4

e CaseI (m > mezt(q)): The metric function has two
distinct positive roots, corresponding to a regular
non-extremal black hole with an event horizon and
a Cauchy horizon.

e Case II (m = meui(q)): The metric has a double
root, representing an extremal regular black hole
with zero surface gravity.

e Case III (m < Megi(q)): No horizons exist (f(r) >
0 everywhere). The spacetime represents a charged
regular soliton (or a naked regular core), where
the entire manifold is accessible to asymptotic ob-
servers.
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FIG. 2. The profiles of the metric function f(r) for different
correction orders n = 1,3,00, with the parameters fixed at
m =10, ¢ =10, and a = 1.
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FIG. 3. Phase Diagram of 5D Charged Regular Black Holes
(a=1).

It is worth noting that in the limit of vanishing higher-
curvature corrections (a — 0), the parametric equations
reduce t0 gesr ~ R and mey ~ 2VR, yielding the rela-
tion m2,, = 4qeyt. This recovers the standard extremal-
ity condition for a five-dimensional Reissner-Nordstréom
black hole in General Relativity. Furthermore, it is ob-
served that the formation of a black hole requires the
mass parameter m to exceed a critical lower bound. This
threshold value increases with the charge ¢, reducing to



TABLE I. The explicit forms of f(r) and the corresponding behavior of expand of f(r) and K at r = 0.

Correction Order £r) Expand of f(r)| Expand of K
an at r =10 at r=20
n=1 Jr)y=1-5+% ~1+ 5 ~ 12
1 5 /3
fry=1—- — (3\/§a(mr —q) + /8112 4+ 27a2(mr? — q)Q)
n=3 o 1/3 ~ 1+ ()" ~r
- (3\/§a(mr2 —q) — /8r12 4 27a2(mr? — q)Q) w
r?(mr?—q) 2 sos 40
n=oo f(r)zl—\/ﬁ ~14+= Finite Value (33)
T [e3 mr<—q

Mass Parameter
— m=3
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— m=38

log K

FIG. 4. The profiles of the Kretschmann scalar K for cor-
rection orders n = oo, with the parameters fixed at ¢ = 10,
a=1and m = 3,6.4926, 8.

Mumin = 2 in the limit ¢ — 0. In Fig. 2, we present the
profiles of the metric function f(r) for fixed parameters
g = 10 and a = 1 with several representative values of
m, and Fig. 3 presents five-dimensional charged regular
black holes with o = 1. The red solid line represents the
extremal limit m = m;:(q), where the inner and outer
horizons coincide. The region above the curve (blue) cor-
responds to non-extremal black holes with two horizons,
while the region below (green) represents regular soli-
tons with no event horizon. Fig. 4 displays the corre-
sponding Kretschmann scalar. It is important to empha-
size that, in contrast to the pure vacuum solution, the
Kretschmann scalar for the charged solution exhibits pro-
nounced variations at certain radius, rather than main-
taining a globally smooth profile. This behavior arises
from the rapid changes in the corresponding metric func-
tion in that region. Nevertheless, the Kretschmann scalar
remains finite throughout the entire spacetime.

IV. DISCUSSION

In this work, we constructed a novel class of static,
spherically symmetric charged black hole solutions in

D > 5 dimensions using quasi-topological gravity with
infinite-order curvature corrections. Extending the meth-
ods of [26, 39, 40|, we derived an algebraic master equa-
tion for the metric. Our analysis shows that a physically
motivated choice of coupling coefficients «, resolves the
classical Reissner-Nordstrom singularity. The interplay
between charge ¢ and mass m reveals a rich phase struc-
ture, comprising regular non-extremal black holes, regu-
lar extremal black holes, and horizonless charged solitons.

A key feature of our model is the physical origin of
its regularity. Unlike charged regular black hole models
such as the Bardeen and Hayward classes, which rely on
Non-Linear Electrodynamics (NLED)—to enforce regu-
larity, our construction retains the linear Maxwell field
with its divergent energy density. Regularity emerges
instead from the non-perturbative response of the gravi-
tational sector: high-order terms saturate the curvature
at the scale a, absorbing the Maxwell field’s divergence
and enforcing an anti-de Sitter core. This demonstrates
that infinite-order curvature corrections—characteristic
of quantum gravity effective field theories—can inher-
ently heal spacetime pathologies without exotic matter.

Future research should prioritize a linear perturbation
analysis to assess stability [47]. Additionally, investigat-
ing thermodynamic properties, such as the first law and
phase transitions, will offer insights into their quantum
gravitational nature [48; 49]. Finally, extending this con-
struction to rotating solutions remains a challenging but
rewarding goal, as astrophysical black holes possess an-
gular momentum.
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