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Abstract:
We derive the full spacetime metric of a generalized uncertainty-inspired quantum

black hole. We examine a previous model of the interior in this approach and show
that extending its metric to the full spacetime leads to serious issues in the asymp-
totic region. To remedy this, we introduce an “improved scheme” mimicking a similar
prescription used in loop quantum gravity, where the quantum parameters are made
momentum-dependent. Under this scheme, we rework the interior of the black hole and
extend it to the full spacetime. We find that the resulting metric is asymptotically flat
and its associated Kretschmann scalar is regular everywhere. We also show that the
null expansion and Raychaudhuri equation are regular everywhere in this spacetime,
implying that the classical singularity is resolved.ar
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1 Introduction

Black holes are considered to be one of the places where new physics can emerge. Thus
studying quantum black holes is one of the most important tasks in quantum gravity,
in the hope of obtaining hints about the nature of quantum spacetime. This is even
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more crucial in the age in which there are hopes that several near-future experiments
could observe quantum gravity signatures in astrophysical phenomena, particularly
from black holes [1–4].

Quantum black holes have been studied in many approaches. In a non-perturbative
approach to quantum gravity, called loop quantum gravity (LQG) [5], various models
have been put forward. These models are based on a classical phase space with the
Ashtekar-Barbero (AB) connection as the configuration variable, and its conjugate mo-
mentum the densitized triad. The latter can be thought of as components of the spatial
metric. One would then transition to loop classical theory by introducing holonomies
of the AB connection as the configuration variable and the flux of densitized triads over
2-surfaces as their momenta. One then quantizes these variables over a suitable Hilbert
space. The black hole models in LQG usually follow this process by first symmetry-
reducing the classical theory. They include models [6–10] that treat the interior as a
Kantowski-Sachs cosmology, the full spacetime [11–16], or further symmetry-reduced
2D systems [17–19]. These models either holonomize or regularize the system as de-
scribed above using LQG techniques, or use polymer quantization techniques [20–22].
Some of the models follow the procedure without actually quantizing the holonomies
and fluxes [11, 13–16], obtaining an “effective” metric just from regularization. Others
proceed to quantization and extract the effective metric by obtaining the expectation
values of the metric components in certain states that are peaked around classical
solutions [12].

Another approach to quantum gravity is the so called generalized uncertainty prin-
ciple (GUP) approach, sometimes also known as minimal uncertainty approach [23, 24].
This approach is based on the observation that the product of uncertainties in configu-
ration and momenta have a certain relation to the algebra of these variables. Hence, by
demanding certain minimal uncertainty in either the configuration or the momenta, the
algebra will be modified. This approach has been mostly studied in the case of finite
number of degrees of freedom rather than in field theories. Hence, directly applying it
to the full spacetime of a black hole is still not well understood. However, this model
can be used, and has been used, to study the interior of the Schwarzschild black hole
in AB variables, both in the effective regime [25, 26] including a comparison with LQG
[27], and in the quantum regime [28].

There have also been several works studying some aspects of black holes in GUP,
particularly their thermodynamics [29–35], and some of them have put forward cer-
tain forms of GUP-deformed components of a Schwrzschild-like metric up to the first
order in GUP parameters, albeit using heuristic methods [29, 30, 33]. However, to
our knowledge, there have been no systematic derivations of a full GUP metric (i.e.,
not perturbatively up to a certain order in GUP parameters, and not solely based on
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heuristic arguments) until now. This is where our work fills the gap.
In this work, we derive the full spacetime metric of a GUP-modified Schwarzschild

black hole using a combination of techniques from both GUP and LQG. To avoid dealing
with the full spacetime directly, which is a field theory, we start by treating the interior
written in AB variables using a GUP-modified algebra. Then we extend the resulting
metric of the interior to the full spacetime. This is similar to the approach used in
some of the proposed models in LQG [13, 14, 36]. However, the resulting metric suffers
from some of the asymptotic issues that was encountered in [13] and discussed further
in [37, 38]. In order to remedy these issues, we follow the “improved prescriptions” in
LQG by making the quantum parameters of the model, which were originally constant,
momentum-dependent. Remarkably this prescription not only resolves the asymptotic
issues but renders the black hole regular.

The order of material in this work is as follows. In Sec. 2 we present a brief overview
of the dynamics of the interior of the Schwarzschild black hole in AB variables. In
Sec. 3 we show how the GUP treatment of the interior without considering momentum-
dependent quantum parameters, leads to a full spacetime metric and a Kretschmann
scalar with asymptotic issues. Sec. 4 is dedicated to reworking the interior with the
improved GUP approach, extending it to the full spacetime, and showing that not only
this metric has all the desired asymptotic properties, but also its Kretschmann scalar
is regular everywhere. We also work out some of the properties of this metric including
the effective stress-energy tensor, obtained if we would assume Einstein’s equations are
valid. In Sec. 5 we study several properties of geodesics in this spacetime, including
the photon spheres, the velocity of the infalling observer, and more importantly, the
expansion scalar and the Raychaudhuri equation. We argue that all these results point
to the resolution of the classical singularity which is demonstrated by showing that the
expansion scalar and the Raychaudhuri equation are regular everywhere. Finally, in
Sec. 6, we summarize our results and make some concluding remarks.

2 Classical Schwarzschild interior in Ashtekar-Barbero variables

We begin by reviewing the interior solution for a Schwarzschild black hole in Ashtekar-
Barbero variables. The interior of a static spherically symmetric black hole in Ashtekar-
Barberos variables in Schwarzschild coordinates can be described by the metric [6]

ds̃2 = −Ñ(T̃ )2dT̃ 2 +
p̃2b(T̃ )

L2
0

∣∣∣p̃c(T̃ )∣∣∣dr̃2 +
∣∣∣p̃c(T̃ )∣∣∣ (dθ̃2 + sin2(θ̃)dϕ̃2

)
, (2.1)

where tilde symbols refer to the interior coordinates and variables, and T̃ is timelike
and r̃ is spacelike in the interior. The function Ñ is the lapse function arising due to the
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ADM (Arnowitt-Deser-Misner) decomposition of the interior spacetime. The timelike
coordinate T̃ is a generic one that is associated with the choice of Ñ , and is generally
not the timelike coordinate of the Schwarzschild interior metric which we call t̃. The
variables b̃, c̃, p̃b and p̃c are the components of the Ashtekar-Barbero connection Ai

a

and the densitized triad Ea
i , respectively [6], adapted to the symmetry of the model:

Ai
aτidx̃

a =
c̃

L0

τ3dr̃ + b̃τ2dθ̃ − b̃τ1 sin(θ̃)dϕ̃+ τ3 cos(θ̃)dϕ̃, (2.2)

Ea
i τi∂a = p̃cτ3 sin(θ̃)∂r̃ +

p̃b
L0

τ2 sin(θ̃)∂θ̃ −
p̃b
L0

τ1∂ϕ̃. (2.3)

Hence, b̃ and c̃ are the configuration variables, and p̃b and p̃c are their associated
conjugate momenta. Here L0 is a fiducial parameter introduced to make the symplectic
structure, and hence the definition of the Poisson brackets, well-defined. Clearly, no
physical observables should depend on L0 or on its rescaling. The τi are the basis of
the su(2), and i is an SU(2) index, while a is a spatial index. The algebra of canonical
variables, inherited from the algebra of Ai

a and Ea
i , is

{b̃, p̃b} = Gγ and {c̃, p̃c} = 2Gγ, (2.4)

where γ is the Barbero-Immirzi parameter [5], which is a free parameter in loop quan-
tum gravity that is taken to be real and positive, and can be fixed by, for example,
computations of black hole entropy. The classical Hamiltonian (constraint) under the
relevant symmetry reduction of this model becomes [6]

H̃ = −Ñsgn(p̃c)
2Gγ2

[(
b̃2 + γ2

) p̃b√
|p̃c|

+ 2b̃c̃
√

|p̃c|sgn(p̃c)

]
. (2.5)

The classical Hamiltonian equations of motion ḟ = {f,H} for c̃ and p̃c can be decoupled
from those of b̃ and p̃b by choosing the lapse

Ñ(T̃ ) =
γ sgn(p̃c)

√
|p̃c(T̃ )|

b̃(T̃ )
, (2.6)

which reduces the Hamiltonian to

H̃ = − 1

2Gγ

[(
b̃2 + γ2

) p̃b

b̃
+ 2c̃p̃c

]
. (2.7)
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Solving these equations of motion yield

b̃(T̃ ) = ±
√
e2C1e−T̃ − γ2, (2.8)

p̃b(T̃ ) = C2e
T̃
2

√
e2C1 − γ2eT̃ , (2.9)

c̃(T̃ ) = ∓C3e
−2T̃ , (2.10)

p̃c(T̃ ) = ±C4e
2T̃ . (2.11)

To fix the integration constants, we can compare the spatial components of the metric
(2.1) with the Schwarzschild interior metric:

p̃2b(T̃ )

L2
0p̃c(T̃ )

= grr(t̃) =

(
2GM

t
− 1

)
, (2.12)

p̃c(T̃ ) = gθθ(t̃) =
gϕϕ(t̃)

sin2(θ̃)
= t̃2. (2.13)

We see that to match (2.13) and (2.11), we need a coordinate transformation T̃ = ln(t̃)

and a choice of C4 = 1 (or C4 = −1 for the negative solution of p̃c). This also means
that in Schwarzschild coordinates (t̃, r̃, θ̃, ϕ̃), the general spherically symmetric metric
corresponding to (2.1) is

ds̃2 = −Ñ(t̃)2

t̃2
dt̃2 +

p̃2b(t̃)

L2
0p̃c(t̃)

dr̃2 + p̃c(t̃)
(
dθ̃2 + sin2(θ̃)dϕ̃2

)
. (2.14)

The remainder of the integration constants in (2.8)-(2.10) can be found by considering
p̃b(t̃ = 2GM) = 0 and by matching (2.12) to the solutions – all after the coordinate
transformation T̃ = ln(t̃). Then the classical solutions in the Schwarzschild interior
coordinates become

b̃(t̃) = γ

√
Rs

t̃
− 1, (2.15)

p̃b(t̃) = L0t̃

√
Rs

t̃
− 1, (2.16)

c̃(t̃) = −γL0Rs

2t̃2
, (2.17)

p̃c(t̃) = t̃2, (2.18)

where Rs = 2GM is the Schwarzschild radius.
In the classical regime, the Kretschmann scalar in variables (2.15)-(2.18) becomes

Kclass =
12
(
b̃2 + γ2

)2
γ4p̃2c

. (2.19)
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Notice that |p̃c| is the square of the radius of 2-spheres in these coordinates. The
Kretschmann scalar above clearly diverges for p̃c → 0, which is the position where the
classical singularity resides.

3 Non-improved effective metric

3.1 Non-improved canonical variables and dynamics of the interior

We are now going to implement modifications to the Poisson algebra according to the
GUP approach [23, 24] by choosing a quadratic modification in configuration variables
as

{b, pb} = 2Gγ
(
1 + βbb

2
)
, (3.1)

{c, pc} = Gγ
(
1 + βcc

2
)
, (3.2)

where βb and βc are small dimensionless parameters, also known as GUP parameters.
The GUP approach is based on the observation that the uncertainty in the config-

uration variable q and its conjugate momentum p, is related to their algebra via

∆q∆p ≥ ℏ
2
|⟨[q̂, p̂]⟩|. (3.3)

Therefore a modification to the algebra such as

[q̂, p̂] = iℏ
(
1 + β

〈
q2
〉
+ α

〈
p2
〉)

(3.4)

leads to a modified uncertainty relation [23, 24]

∆q∆p ≥ ℏ
2

[
1 + β(∆q)2 + α(∆p)2 + β ⟨q⟩2 + α ⟨p⟩2

]
. (3.5)

This in turn implies the existence of a minimal uncertainty in both q and p, given that
α > 0 and β > 0 [23, 24]. This approach however, will encounter several issues if it
is only restricted to positive deformation parameters α and β. Some of the well-know
issues are the followings. Positive deformation parameters result in the Chandrasekhar
limit no longer existing, thus making arbitrarily large white dwarfs allowed [34, 39,
40]. The computation of temperature of the Hawking radiation could lead to negative
deformation parameters [29, 30, 35]. Furthermore, in a systematic study of the interior
dynamics, the only way to remove the singularity seems to enforce the negative sign
on the deformation parameters [25–27]. Finally an analysis based on horizon quantum
mechanics also leads to the fact that these GUP parameters should be negative [31].
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If one extends this method, particularly (3.4), to negative values of GUP parame-
ters, one will not obtain a minimal uncertainty anymore, but the aforementioned issues
will be resolved. The negativity of deformation parameters hints that the physical
space-time has actually a lattice or granular structure at the Planck scale, essentially
a crystal-like universe whose lattice spacing is of the order of Planck length [32].

Although (3.1) and (3.2) do not modify the Hamiltonian, they lead to effective
equations of motion that are different from the classical ones due to modification to
the Poisson algebra. The solution to these modified equations of motion are [25–27]

b̃ =
γ

√
Rstβbγ2 − t (γ2Rs)

βbγ2√
t (γ2Rs)

βbγ2 − βbγ2Rstβbγ2

, (3.6)

p̃b =γL0t
−βbγ

2

√
Rstβbγ2 − t (γ2Rs)

βbγ2

√
t (γ2Rs)

βbγ2 − βbγ2Rstβbγ2 , (3.7)

c̃ =− γL0Rs

2
√

t4 − 1
4
βcγ2L2

0R
2
s

, (3.8)

p̃c =

√
t4 − 1

4
βcγ2L2

0R
2
s . (3.9)

The constants of integration in these solutions have been fixed by matching the classical
limit of these solutions when βb → 0 and βc → 0, with the actual classical solutions
(2.15)-(2.18). Replacing the solutions into the metric (2.14) together with (2.6) (written
in t̃) yields the effective interior metric.

3.2 Full spacetime extension of the non-improved metric

Since the extended (interior and exterior) metric of the classical Schwarzschild space-
time can be derived by switching the timelike and spacelike coordinates of the Schwrazschild
interior, as a first attempt, we try to apply the same concept to the interior metric in
the GUP approach to obtain the full spacetime metric. In other words, we switch
t̃ → r and r̃ → t (and for consistency in notation θ̃ → θ and ϕ̃ → ϕ) in the solutions
(3.6)-(3.9) and in the metric (2.14). The extended (interior and exterior) spacetime
metric is now

ds2 =
p̌2b (r)

L2
0p̌c (r)

dt2 − 1

r2
γ2p̌c (r)

b̌2 (r)
dr2 + p̌c (r)

(
dθ2 + sin2 (θ) dϕ2

)
, (3.10)

where we have denoted the extended canonical variables by check symbols. From now
on we will consider both interior and exterior as described by coordinates (t, r, θ, ϕ),
and keep in mind that t and r are timelike and spacelike in the exterior, respectively,
and spacelike and timelike in the interior, respectively.
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In order to write the canonical variables (3.6)-(3.9) and the full spacetime metric
in a concise way, we define the following quantities

Q̌b = |βb| γ2, (3.11)

Q̌c = |βc| γ2, (3.12)

and

λ̌ (r) = r
(
γ2Rs

)sgn(βb)Q̌b −Rsr
sgn(βb)Q̌b , (3.13)

µ̌ (r) = r
(
γ2Rs

)sgn(βb)Q̌b − sgn (βb) Q̌bRsr
sgn(βb)Q̄b , (3.14)

ξ̌ (r) = 4r4 − L2
0 sgn (βc) Q̌cR

2
s. (3.15)

Then the canonical variables can be expressed as

b̌ (r) = γ

√
− λ̌ (r)

µ̌ (r)
, (3.16)

p̌b (r) =
L0

rsgn(βb)Q̌b

√
−λ̌ (r) µ̌ (r), (3.17)

č (r) = − γL0Rs√
ξ̌ (r)

, (3.18)

p̌c (r) =
1

2

√
ξ̌ (r). (3.19)

Replacing these expressions for the components of the extended metric (3.10) yields
the metric components

ǧ00 =
p̌2b

L2
0p̌c

= − 2

r2sgn(βb)Q̌b

λ̌ (r) µ̌ (r)√
ξ̌ (r)

, (3.20)

ǧ11 =− γ2p̌c

b̌2r2
=

1

2r2

√
ξ̌ (r)

µ̌ (r)

λ̌ (r)
, (3.21)

ǧ22 =
ǧ33

sin2 (θ)
=

1

2

√
ξ̌ (r). (3.22)

Note that in order to get the correct signature for the metric, we need λ̌ and µ̌ to have
the same sign which means that, similar to some of the approaches in LQG [37], b̌ and
p̌b are imaginary in the exterior.
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3.3 Issues with the non-improved extended metric

The full spacetime metric described by (3.20)-(3.22) should have correct classical as
well as asymptotic limits. It can be seen that although the classical limits are fine:

lim
βb, βc→0

ḡ00 = −
(
1− Rs

r

)
, (3.23)

lim
βb, βc→0

ḡ11 =

(
1− Rs

r

)−1

, (3.24)

lim
βb, βc→0

ḡ22 = r2. (3.25)

The asymptotic limits are incorrect,

lim
r→∞

ḡ00 =

{
0, sgn (βb) = 1

−∞, sgn (βb) = −1
, (3.26)

lim
r→∞

ḡ11 =

{
Q̌b, sgn (βb) = 1

1, sgn (βb) = −1
. (3.27)

Furthermore, the asymptotic expansion of the Kretschmann scalar also falls off incor-
rectly as K ∝ r−4.

In LQG, certain prescriptions are applied to resolve similar issues by making the
quantum parameters of the models momentum-dependent (or scale factor-dependent
in Bianchi models) [8, 41, 42]. These prescriptions are collectively known as improved
schemes. Inspired by these methods, we will apply a similar prescription to the model
at hand.

4 Improved effective metric in the β̄ scheme

4.1 Improved metric and its extension to the full spacetime

As mentioned at the end of the previous section, we are now going to make the quantum
parameters βb and βc momentum-dependent. This is done by modifying the dimen-
sionless quantum parameters to

βb → β̄b =
βbL

4
0

p2b
, (4.1)

βc → β̄c =
βcL

4
0

p2c
, (4.2)

where the powers of L0 are included to render the β̄’s dimensionless. We call this
prescription the β̄ improved scheme after a similar method used in LQG [8, 41, 42]. As
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a result of the above, the effective GUP-induced algebra now becomes

{b, pb} = Gγ
(
1 + β̄bb

2
)
= Gγ

(
1 +

βbL
4
0

p2b
b2
)
, (4.3)

{c, pc} = 2Gγ
(
1 + β̄cc

2
)
= 2Gγ

(
1 +

βcL
4
0

p2c
c2
)
. (4.4)

Note that this is done at the level of the Poisson algebra, before solving the equations of
motion in the interior. Hence, we need to rework the whole interior dynamics with the
same Hamiltonian as (2.7), but using the improved algebra (4.3)-(4.4). As we will see,
this modification remarkably resolves the asymptotic issues that arose in the extension
of the metric to the full spacetime in the previous section, and furthermore leads to the
singularity resolution in this black hole.

Solving the equations of motion and fixing the integration constants by matching
the classical limits, βb → 0 and βc → 0, of the canonical variables with the actual
classical solutions (2.15)-(2.18) of the interior, results in

b = γ

√
−
(
t̃2 − sgn (βb)Qb

)
+Rs

√
t̃2 − sgn (βb)Qb

t̃2 − sgn (βb)Qb

, (4.5)

pb = L0

√
t̃2 − sgn (βb)Qb

√
−
(
t̃2 − sgn (βb)Qb

)
+Rs

√
t̃2 − sgn (βb)Qb

t̃2 − sgn (βb)Qb

, (4.6)

c = − γL0Rs

2
(
t̃8 − 1

4
sgn (βc)QcR2

s

) 1
4

, (4.7)

pc =

(
t̃8 − 1

4
sgn (βc)QcR

2
s

) 1
4

, (4.8)

In the above, we have defined two positive dimensionful quantum parameters

Qb = |βb| γ2L2
0 and Qc = |βc| γ2L6

0, (4.9)

where Qb has dimensions of [L]2 and Qc has dimensions of [L]6.
Once again, we are going to postulate that, just as in the standard classical

Schwarzshild case, the full spacetime metric of this GUP-inspired black hole is de-
rived by analytical extension of the interior by switching t̃ → r, r̃ → t, θ̃ → θ and
ϕ̃ → ϕ, where t and r are the usual Schwarzshild coordinates. To obtain the full space-
time metric in this way we make the aforementioned switch of coordinate labels in
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(4.5)-(4.8), and obtain the extended version of the canonical variables as

b = γ

√
Rs√
ν
− 1, (4.10)

pb = L0

√
ν

√
Rs√
ν
− 1, (4.11)

c = −γL0Rs

2ρ
1
4

, (4.12)

pc = ρ
1
4 . (4.13)

Here we have defined

ν = r2 − sgn (βb)Qb and ρ = r8 − 1

4
sgn (βc)QcR

2
s. (4.14)

Replacing the solutions (4.10)-(4.13) into the full spacetime metric

ds2 = − 1

r2
γ2pc (r)

b2 (r)
dr2 +

p2b (r)

L2
0pc (r)

dt2 + pc (r)
(
dθ2 + sin2 (θ) dϕ2

)
, (4.15)

we obtain the improved full metric components

g00 =
p2b

L2
0pc

= −
√

ν
√
ρ

(√
ν −Rs

)
, (4.16)

g11 = −γ2pc
b2r2

=

√
ν
√
ρ

r2 (
√
ν −Rs)

, (4.17)

g22 =
g33

sin2 (θ)
= ρ

1
4 . (4.18)

Before continuing, let us briefly examine the signature and the conditions on reality of
the above metric. To have a metric which remains real for all values of coordinates,
particularly for all values of r ∈ [0,∞), we need both ν and ρ to always remain non-
negative. As a result, from (4.14) and (4.9) we infer

ν > 0 ⇒ sgn (βb) = −1, (4.19)

ρ > 0 ⇒ sgn (βc) = −1. (4.20)

This is the same result that had been obtained in previous works regarding the interior
of this black hole [25–28]. This choice of the signs turns (4.9) into

Qb = βbγ
2L2

0 , (4.21)

Qc = βcγ
2L6

0 , (4.22)
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and accordingly we rewrite (4.14) as

ν = r2 +Qb, (4.23)

ρ = r8 +
1

4
QcR

2
s. (4.24)

With the conditions (4.19)-(4.20), not only the reality of the metric for all r ∈ [0,∞) is
guaranteed, but also its signature would be the expected one for both the interior and
the exterior. With these considerations, a plot of the canonical variables (4.10)-(4.13)
is shown in Fig. 1. From (4.18) and (4.24) (and Fig. 1), one can see as r → 0, the
square of the radius of 2-spheres g22 = pc will not vanish and this already signals the
resolution of the classical singularity.
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Figure 1. Plot of improved canonical variables with the given values of parameters on the
top of the plot. Notice that both b and pb become imaginary in the exterior. The horizon
radius is rH .

Hence, the final expression for the improved full spacetime metric components are
(4.16)-(4.18) together with (4.23)-(4.24), and (4.21)-(4.22), which are explicitly written
as

g00 = −
√

ν
√
ρ

(√
ν −Rs

)
= −

(
1 +

Qb

r2

)(
1 +

QcR
2
s

4r8

)−1/4
(
1− Rs√

r2 +Qb

)
, (4.25)
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g11 =

√
ν
√
ρ

r2 (
√
ν −Rs)

=

(
1 +

QcR
2
s

4r8

)1/4
(
1− Rs√

r2 +Qb

)−1

, (4.26)

g22 =
g33

sin2 (θ)
= ρ

1
4 = r2

(
1 +

QcR
2
s

4r8

)1/4

. (4.27)

The coordinates have the natural domain r ∈ [0,+∞), t ∈ (−∞,+∞), θ ∈ [0, π] and
ϕ ∈ [0, 2π]. A plot of these metric components are presented in Fig. 2. The existence of
the minimum radius of 2-spheres is related to the resolution of the singularity and we
see that the quantum effects close to the singularity are associated to βc as expected.
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g22
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Figure 2. Plot of improved metric components in Schwarzschild coordinates with the given
values of parameters on the top of the plot. Note the divergence of g11 at r = 0.

The above metric components depend on three real non-zero positive parameters:
M , Qb and Qc. As we will see later in detail in Sec. 4.3, certain relations between
these three parameters lead to three types of spacetimes: a black hole, a wormhole, or
a remnant.

4.2 Classical and asymptotic limits

It is quite easy to see that the classical limit βb → 0 and βc → 0 (or equivalently
Qb → 0 and Qc → 0 according to (4.21)-(4.22)) of the improved metric components
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(4.25)-(4.27) match those of the classical Schwarzschild metric; explicitly

lim
βb, βc→0

g00 = −
(
1− Rs

r

)
, lim

βb, βc→0
g11 =

(
1− Rs

r

)−1

, lim
βb, βc→0

g22 = r2. (4.28)

For the asymptotic limit, we have

lim
r→∞

g00 = −1, lim
r→∞

g11 = 1, lim
r→∞

g22 = ∞. (4.29)

This improved prescription fixes the issues with the asymptotic limit and the asymptotic
expansion of the metric. The asymptotic expansions also match the Schwarzschild
spacetime to leading order:

g00
∣∣
r→∞ = −

(
1− Rs

r

)
− Qb

r2
+O

(
1

r

)3

, (4.30)

g11
∣∣
r→∞ =

(
1 +

Rs

r

)
+

R2
s

r2
+

Rs

2r3
(
2R2

s −Qb

)
+O

(
1

r

)4

, (4.31)

g22
∣∣
r→∞ = r2. (4.32)

Notice that as expected from previous studies, the asymptotic and large r behavior is
governed by βb. On the other hand the singularity resolution is governed by βc as we
will see in the next section.

4.3 Spacetime structure, horizon and mass

Since the model is static and spherically symmetric, the event horizon is a Killing
horizon, and we can obtain the position of the event horizon simply by solving either
g11(rH) = 0 or g00(rH) = 0. This yields the horizon radius as

rH =
√

R2
s −Qb = Rs

√
1− Qb

R2
s

, (4.33)

which is smaller than the Schwarzschild radius, albeit by a very small amount. As
should be clear, this is a pure quantum effect. Up to the first order in Qb we have

rH = Rs −
1

2

Qb

Rs

+O
(
Q2

b

R3
s

)
. (4.34)

Given the solution for the horizon, different spacetimes are possible depending on the
relative values of M and Qb. To see this better, let us first make a transformation

r̄8 = r8 +
1

4
QcR

2
s (4.35)
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such that in the new coordinate system g22 = r̄2. Notice that now the minimum radius
of 2-spheres is

r̄min = r̄(r = 0) =

(
1

4
QcR

2
s

) 1
8

. (4.36)

Furthermore, in this new coordinate system, the position of the horizon becomes

r̄8H =r8H +
1

4
QcR

2
s

=
(
R2

s −Qb

)4
+

1

4
QcR

2
s, (4.37)

where we have used (4.33). Now we will have three cases. For r̄H > r̄min, or equivalently

(
R2

s −Qb

)4
> 0 ⇒ M >

√
Qb

2G
, (4.38)

the spacetime exhibits an event horizon (two solutions for g11 = 0, one with a positive
r value and one with a negative r value, or the equivalent in the r̄ coordinate system)
and is thus a black hole. The extremal case of r̄H = r̄min, or equivalently

(
R2

s −Qb

)4
= 0 ⇒ M =

√
Qb

2G
, (4.39)

is a natural limit on the minimum black hole mass. A stability analysis is needed
to determine if the black hole remnant is stable. Finally the case of r̄H < r̄min, or
equivalently (

R2
s −Qb

)4
< 0 ⇒ M <

√
Qb

2G
, (4.40)

where the horizon radius is smaller than the minimum radius of 2-spheres. If it is
possible, it would describe a spacetime with no event horizon, where due to the presence
of a minimum radius of 2-spheres, it would be a one-way wormhole with an extremal
null throat at r̄ = r̄min [43].

To gain insight into the meaning of the M parameter, we calculate the usual geo-
metrical definitions of mass. We first calculate the Komar mass [44] starting from the
the surface integral expression [45].

MK(r) =
1

4πG

∫
∂Σ

d2x
√
γ(2) nµσν∇µKν , (4.41)

where nµ is a unit normal timelike vector to the spacelike hypersurface Σ with constant
t, and σµ is a unit spacelike normal vector to the 2-spheres which is the boundary of ∂Σ
at infinity, γ(2)

ij is the metric of that 2-sphere, and Kν is the timelike Killing vector of
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the static spacetime. A unit normal vector vµ to a hypersurface described by a function
f(x) = C with C a constant can be written as

vµ = ±

√
±1

gαβ∂αf∂βf
gµν∂νf , (4.42)

where the positive signs correspond to a spatial unit vector and negative signs corre-
spond to a timelike unit vector. For a spacelike unit vector σµ normal to a surface
described by f1(r) = C1, we obtain

σµ =
gµr√
grr

, (4.43)

while for a timelike unit vector normal to a hypersurface f2(t) = C2, we get

nµ = − gµt√
−gtt

. (4.44)

Replacing these together with Kµ = (1, 0, 0, 0) and
√

γ(2) = gθθ sin(θ) inside MK yields

MK =
r2

2G

(
− 1√

ν
+

ω

ν
− 2r6

ω

ρ

)
=

r2

2G

(
− 1√

r2 +Qb

+
Rs −

√
r2 +Qb

r2 +Qb

− 2r6
Rs −

√
r2 +Qb

r8 + 1
4
QcR2

s

)
, (4.45)

where we have defined

ω = Rs −
√
ν = Rs −

√
r2 +Qb . (4.46)

The asymptotic expansion of MK as r → ∞ is

MK(r) = M − Qb

Gr
+O

(
1

r2

)
, (4.47)

from which it is seen that the asymptotic limit of the Kumar mass is actually the
parameter M in the metric,

lim
r→∞

MK(r) = M. (4.48)

Next, we compute the ADM mass [46] using the expression [47]

MADM =
1

16πG

∫
∂Σ

d2x
√
γ(2)σi

(
η̄jkDkqij −Di

(
η̄jkqjk

))
, (4.49)
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where D is the covariant derivative associated with the background metric η̄jk which
is the flat metric in spherical coordinates in our case, σi = η̄ir/

√
η̄rr = (1, 0, 0) is the

unit spacelike normal outward-pointing vector to the 2-sphere ∂Σ at infinity, which is
the boundary of the spatial hypersurface Σ. Also qij is the induced metric on the 3D
spatial hypersurface Σ, and γij is the metric of the 2-sphere ∂Σ. Using these, the ADM
mass becomes

MADM =
ω (ρ− 2r8)−

√
νρ

2G
√
ρr3ω

=
1

2Gr3

 1
4
QcR

2
s − r8√

r8 + 1
4
QcR2

s

−

√
r2 +Qb

√
r8 + 1

4
QcR2

s

Rs −
√

r2 +Qb

 . (4.50)

The asymptotic expansion for r → ∞ reads

MADM = M +
2GM2

r
+

M (8G2M2 −Qb)

2r2
+O

(
1

r3

)
, (4.51)

from which we can see
lim
r→∞

MADM = M. (4.52)

Finally we turn our attention to the Hawking quasilocal mass, which for spherical
symmetry reduces to the Misner-Sharp-Hernandez (MSH) mass [48, 49] given by

MMSH(r) =
r

2G
(1−∇ar∇ar) =

r

2G

(
1− 1

g11

)
= M

[
1−

(
1− Rs√

r2 +Qb

)(
1 +

QcR
2
s

4r8

)−1/4
]
. (4.53)

It is also evident that MMSH(r) → M as r → ∞.
We thus find that the parameter M in our GUP-inspired black hole is the same as

the above three masses

lim
r→∞

MADM(r) = lim
r→∞

MMSH(r) = lim
r→∞

MK(r) = M. (4.54)

4.4 Kretschmann scalar

In addition to the metric, we need to also make sure that the asymptotic limit and
asymptotic expansion of the Kretschmann scalar K matches those of the classical
Schwarzschild spacetime. The expression for K in terms of the canonical variables
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is found to be

K =
4
√
ρ

+
4r4

ν5ρ
9
2

{
ρ4
(
ν3/2 − νω

)2
+ 2νρ4ω

(√
ν − ω

)
r2 + ρ4ω2r4

+ 16ν3ρ3ω
(√

ν − ω
)
r6 + 2ν2ρ3

(
3
√
νω − 2ν + 7ω2

)
r8

+ 2νρ3ω
(
ω − 2

√
ν
)
r10 + 2ν4ρ2ω

(√
ν + 96ω

)
r12

+ 4ν3ρ2ω
(
5ω − 17

√
ν
)
r14 + ν2ρ2

(
−4

√
νω + 5ν − 18ω2

)
r16

−416ν4ρω2r20 + 2ν3ρω
(
29
√
ν − 3ω

)
r22 + 231ν4ω2r28

}
, (4.55)

where we have used (4.23), (4.24) and (4.46). The Kretschmann expression (4.55)
has all the desired properties. First, the asymptotic limit of the Kretschmann scalar
vanishes,

lim
r→∞

K = 0. (4.56)

Second, the asymptotic expansion is

K
∣∣
r→∞ =

12R2
s

r6
+O

(
1

r

)7

, (4.57)

in which the leading term is precisely the Schwarzschild Kretschmann scalar. Third,
K is always finite over the entire spacetime r ∈ [0,∞]. In fact noting

ν (r = 0) = lim
r→0+

ν = Qb, (4.58)

ρ (r = 0) = lim
r→0+

ρ =
1

4
QcR

2
s, (4.59)

ω (r = 0) = lim
r→0+

ω = Rs −
√

ν (r = 0) = Rs −
√
Qb, (4.60)

it is rather easy to see from (4.55) that at r = 0, which used to exhibit a singularity,
we encounter a finite value for the Kretschmann scalar,

lim
r→0+

K = K (r = 0) =
4
√
ρ

∣∣∣∣
r=0

=
8

Rs

√
Qc

. (4.61)

The finiteness of K(r = 0) was already observed in previous works that only considered
the interior [25–28]. This regularity of K shows that the singularity of the black hole
is resolved in this effective model. The fourth and final property of the Kretschmann
expression (4.55), given its denominator and noting the definitions of ν and ρ, ((4.23)
and (4.24), respectively), is that K is regular also at the horizon r = rH =

√
R2

s −Qb,
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Figure 3. Comparing the classical and effective Kretschmann scalars. In this figure, we
have zoomed in on the region where the classical and quantum Kretschmann scalars start to
deviate. Notice that a different value of Qc is used from that in previous plots.

which is another important and desired property. This can be seen explicitly from the
values of ν and ρ at the horizon,

ν (r = rH) = R2
s, (4.62)

ρν (r = rH) =
(
R2

s −Qb

)4
+

1

4
QcR

2
s. (4.63)

Some of the above properties can be directly seen from the plot of the Kretschmann
scalar in Fig. 3.

Note that these finite and regular values at the horizon and at r = 0 and also the
correct asymptotic behavior, are a direct consequence of choosing the signs of the β’s
in (4.19)-(4.20), which themselves are the result of the reality condition for the metric.

For completeness, let us also calculate the expansion of the Ricci scalar and Ricci
tensor squared in the asymptotic as well as quantum regimes. The asymptotic expres-
sions at spatial infinity read

gµνRµν = −2Qb

r4
+O

(
1

r

)5

and RµνR
µν =

12Qb

r8
+O

(
1

r

)9

. (4.64)

In the quantum regime, as r → 0,

gµνRµν =
2

(QcR2
s/4)

1/4
and RµνR

µν =
2

(QcR2
s/4)

1/2
. (4.65)
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It is seen that the main deviations from general relativity are dominated by the quan-
tum parameter Qb and the scalars at r = 0 are finite, depending on the Qc quantum
parameter.

4.5 Effective stress-energy tensor

The properties of the effective quantum geometry can be visualized by an effective
stress-energy tensor

Tµν =
1

8πG
Gµν , (4.66)

where Gµν is the Einstein tensor. Let us start by considering a stress-energy tensor
that is in the form of an anisotropic perfect fluid

T µν = (ϵ+ pθ)U
µUν + (pr − pθ)W

µW ν + pθg
µν , (4.67)

characterized by an effective energy density ϵ, and radial and tangential pressure densi-
ties pr and pθ (= pϕ), respectively. Here Uµ is a unit timelike vector field, UµUµ = −1,
which for a comoving fluid becomes

Uµ =
(√

−g00, 0, 0, 0
)
, (4.68)

and W µ is a unit spacelike vector field, W µWµ = 1, and satisfying UµWµ = 0. With
these conditions, it becomes

W µ =
(
0,
√

g11, 0, 0
)
. (4.69)

Using Einstein’s equation we can then write for the exterior

ϵ =− 1

8πG
g00G00, (4.70)

pr =
1

8πG
g11G11, (4.71)

pθ =
1

8πG
g22G22. (4.72)

For the interior, we need to switch g00 ↔ g11 and G00 ↔ G11, and hence ϵ ↔ −pr.
Thus, in the quantum region, r = 0, we get

ϵ =
1

4
√
2πG

1

(QcR2
s)

1/4
, (4.73)

pr = − 1

4
√
2πG

1

(QcR2
s)

1/4
, (4.74)

pθ = 0, (4.75)
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Furthermore, the asymptotic behavior of these quantities at r → ∞ is

ϵ =
1

8πG

RsQb

r5
+O

(
1

r

)7

, (4.76)

pr =− 1

4πG

Qb

r4
+O

(
1

r

)5

, (4.77)

pθ =
1

4πG

Qb

r4
+O

(
1

r

)5

. (4.78)

The fall-off is as rapid as r−4 in which the Schwarzschild spacetime is recovered. The
asymptotic behavior is dominated by Qb and corrections due to Qc are subdominant.

We can now consider the energy conditions. The weak energy condition is satisfied
if ϵ ≥ 0 and ϵ + pi ≥ 0 with i = r, θ, ϕ, noting that pθ = pϕ. The strong energy
condition is satisfied if ϵ + pi ≥ 0 and ϵ +

∑
i pi ≥ 0. Finally, the dominant energy

condition is satisfied if ϵ ≥ |pi|. From (4.73)-(4.75), we see that at the origin, r = 0, the
weak, strong and dominant energy conditions are satisfied. However, at r → ∞, the
leading terms of (4.76)-(4.78), violate all energy conditions, although they all vanish
at infinity and thus are nonviolating.

We would like to emphasize that these are not (non)violation of an actual matter
field energy condition, since this is a vacuum model. One only obtains an stress-energy
tensor if one uses the Einstein’s equations. However, these are not the equations of
motion in our model, since this is a modified theory due to quantum gravity effects. So
one should not read too much into the above energy conditions. We have only presented
the above results for completeness.

5 Geodesics

Since the metric is static and spherically symmetric, there are three spatial Killing
vector fields and one asymptotically timelike one, associated to the rotational symmetry
of geodesics and their energy in this spacetime, respectively. Hence, we can fix the
direction of the angular momentum (θ = π/2) and write its conserved magnitude as

L = g22
dϕ

dλ
= ρ

1
4
dϕ

dλ
, (5.1)

where λ is the affine parameter of the geodesics. In the same way, the conserved energy
of the geodesic is

E = −g00
dt

dλ
=

√
ν
√
ρ

(√
ν −Rs

) dt

dλ
. (5.2)
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The conservation of the velocity vector (momentum for null vector) of the geodesic
yields

ε = −gµν
dxµ

dλ

dxν

dλ
=

{
0, null geodesics

1, timelike geodesics
. (5.3)

Combining these conserved quantities, we obtain in general,

−1

2
g00g11

(
dr

dλ

)2

− 1

2
g00

[
L2

g22
+ ε

]
=

1

2
E2, (5.4)

which can be written more explicitly in our model as

1

2

ν

r2

(
dr

dλ

)2

+ Veff = Ē, (5.5)

such that the energy is not r dependent. We have defined the effective potential Veff

and the energy Ē as

Veff = −1

2
g00

[
L2

g22
+ ε

]
=

1

2

√
ν
√
ρ

(√
ν −Rs

) [L2

ρ
1
4

+ ε

]
, (5.6)

Ē =
1

2
E2. (5.7)

Given that ν/r2 never vanishes in our model, the circular orbits are located at r for
which dVeff/dr = 0. Using (5.6) in terms of a general g00 and g22, this condition is
translated to

εg222
dg00
dr

+ L2

(
g22

dg00
dr

− g00
dg22
dr

)
= 0, (5.8)

for a general stationary spherically symmetric metric in diagonal form.

5.1 Null geodesics and the photon sphere

For null geodesics ε = 0 and the condition for the photon sphere(s) from (5.6) and
(5.8), we have

Veff = −1

2
g00

[
L2

g22

]
=

1

2

√
ν
√
ρ

(√
ν −Rs

) [L2

ρ
1
4

]
, (5.9)

g22
dg00
dr

− g00
dg22
dr

= 0. (5.10)

In our model, this last condition yields

1

2
(1 +

√
ρ)

1

ρ

dρ

dr
=

(
1 +

√
ρ

√
ν√

ν −Rs

)
1

ν

dν

dr
. (5.11)
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Figure 4. The null effective potential for both the classical and quantum cases, and the
derivative of the effective potential in the exterior. It is seen that there seems to be only one
extremum in the exterior which is a maximum. This marks the position of the photon sphere.
The zoomed-in part shows that the effective photon sphere has a smaller radius (vertical
dashed blue line) compared to the classical one (vertical dot dashed red line at 3R2/2).

This equation cannot be solved analytically. But we can obtain important information
on how to proceed from the plot of the potential and its derivative that is presented in
Fig. 4. From this figure it is evident that for the null case there seems to be only one
maximum, i.e., an unstable circular orbit, outside of the black hole. This is similar to
the classical case. We see that the position of this photon sphere is very close to the
classical photon sphere, which is at rclass

ph = 3Rs/2. This observation lets us compute
the approximate position of this effective exterior photon sphere. To this end, we first
expand dVeff/dr up to first order in Qb and Qc. Then expand the resulting expression
for r = 3Rs/2 + δr with δr → 0 up to the first order in δr. From here we solve this
approximate dVeff/dr = 0 for δr and finally expand this δr up to the first order in Qb

and Qc. The result is the approximate position of the photon sphere given by

rquat
ph =

3Rs

2
− 7Qb

9Rs

+
64Qc

6561R5
s

. (5.12)

As expected, the leading correction is only in Qb, since this is the quantum parameter
that is important near the horizon.
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Figure 5. The timelike effective potential for both the classical and quantum cases, and the
derivative of the effective potential in the exterior. The quantum curve is qualitatively similar
to the classical one where there are two circular orbits in the exterior.

5.2 Timelike geodesics

Setting ε = 1 in (5.8) yields the condition for circular orbits in the timelike case:

(
g22 + L2

)
g22

dg00
dr

− L2g00
dg22
dr

= 0. (5.13)

This equation is even more complicated than its null counterpart and cannot be solve
analytically. Nevertheless, we can again plot the effective potential

Veff = −1

2
g00

[
L2

g22
+ 1

]
=

1

2

√
ν
√
ρ

(√
ν −Rs

) [L2

ρ
1
4

+ 1

]
(5.14)

and its derivative. Figure 5 shows the effective potential in the exterior of the black
hole. In this region, seemingly there are only two extrema for Veff corresponding to
two circular orbits, just as in the classical case. Although the location of these in the
quantum black hole are different from the classical ones by a very small amount. This
is expected since all our computations until now show that the exterior of this black
hole exhibit similar qualitative behaviors as the classical Schwarzschild black hole.
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5.3 Painlev́e-Gullstrand coordinates and infalling observers

5.3.1 Metric in the Painlev́e-Gullstarnd coordinates

The Painlev́e-Gullstrand (PG) coordinates are derived from the Schwarzschild coor-
dinates by making a coordinate transformation tPG = t + a(r) for a certain function
a(r) that makes g11 in the coordinate-transformed metric equal to unity. After this
transformation, the metric in the new coordinates is written as

ds2 = g
(PG)
00 dt2PG + 2g

(PG)
01 dtPGdr + g

(PG)
11 dr2 + g

(PG)
22 dΩ2 . (5.15)

For our metric, we obtain

g
(PG)
00 = g00 = −

√
ν
√
ρ

(√
ν −Rs

)
, (5.16)

g
(PG)
01 =

√
1 + g00 =

√
1−

√
ν
√
ρ

(√
ν −Rs

)
, (5.17)

g
(PG)
11 = 1, (5.18)

g
(PG)
22 = g22 = ρ

1
4 . (5.19)

This metric can be used to study the behavior of infalling observers crossing the horizon.

5.3.2 Velocity and proper time of the infalling geodesics

Using PG coordinates, we can compute certain interesting aspects of an infalling ob-
server. We first compute the velocity of the observer falling into the black hole in its
own frame (i.e., proper time). For this, we replace the left-hand side of (5.15) with
ds2 = −dτ 2, where τ is the proper time of the infalling observer. We do the same for
the right-hand side by replacing dtPG = dτ . As a result, we obtain

−1 = g
(PG)
00 + 2g

(PG)
01

dr

dτ
+ g

(PG)
11

(
dr

dτ

)2

, (5.20)

with the solution

vrain =
dr

dτ
=

−g
(PG)
01 ±

√
−g

(PG)
00 g

(PG)
11 +

(
g
(PG)
01

)2
− g

(PG)
11

g
(PG)
11

. (5.21)

For our metric, both of the above solutions yield

vrain =
dr

dτ
= −

√
1 +

√
ν (Rs −

√
ν)

ρ
1
4

. (5.22)
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Figure 6. Radial velocity of an infalling observer in Painlev́e-Gullstrand coordinates for the
classical and quantum cases.

In the classical limit ρclass = r8, and hence the above velocity diverges at r → 0 as is
well-known. However, quantum corrections stop this expression from diverging, since
ρ does not vanish in the quantum regime thanks to the presence of a quantum term
proportional to Qc in (4.24). As can be seen from Fig. 6, vrain remains finite within
the black hole, and the derivative dvrain/dr changes sign close to r = 0, as expected, to
keep it from diverging to −∞. Notice that in the quantum case, the velocity at r = 0

is

vrain (r = 0) = −
√

1 +

√
2Qb

Q
1
4
c

√
Rs

(
Rs −

√
Qb

)
. (5.23)

From this, it is clear that the deciding factor in non-divergence of the radial infalling
velocity is Qc as expected since as we mentioned before, Qc governs the important
quantum effects close to the r = 0 region. In fact the above expression for Qb → 0 leads
to vrain (r = 0, Qb = 0) = −1, which shows that even in the absence of Qb corrections,
we still get quantum effects due to Qc close to r = 0.

Using (5.22), we also compute the proper time for a typical radially infalling ob-
server. If the observer starts from an initial position ri, the proper time it takes for it
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to reach rf is computed using

∆τ = −
∫ rf

ri

√
ρ

1
4

ρ
1
4 +

√
v (Rs −

√
ν)

dr. (5.24)

This integral is quite complicated and cannot be computed analytically. However, one
can expand the integrand up to the first order in Qb and Qc and then evaluate the
integral. The result is

∆τ ≈− 2

3
r

(
r

Rs

) 1
2

−Qb

(
r

Rs

) 1
2
[
1

2r
+

1

Rs

]
+

Qc

r5

(
Rs

r

) 1
2
[

1

208

(
Rs

r

)
− 1

176

] ∣∣∣∣rf
ri

. (5.25)

The classical limit of this expression matches the classical Schwarzschild black hole. In
this limit, the falling observer will reach the singularity located at rf = 0 in a finite
proper time. However, in the quantum regime, it takes infinite proper time to reach
rf = 0 from any initial point ri.

5.4 Expansion and Raychaudhuri equation

5.4.1 Expansion tensor and scalar

To obtain the expansion scalar, we first need to find the so-called expansion tensor.
To find this tensor, we first consider a congruence of null geodesics with null tangent
vectors kµ such that

kµk
µ =0 and kµ∇µk

ν = 0. (5.26)

Next, we decompose the spacetime metric gµν into a longitudinal part and a part hµν

transverse to kµ. For this, we need to introduce another auxiliary null vector field ℓµ

such that

ℓµℓ
µ = 0 and kµℓµ = −1. (5.27)

In this way, we can decompose the spacetime metric gµν as

gµν = hµν − kµℓν − kνℓµ, (5.28)

where

hµνk
ν = 0 and hµνℓ

ν = 0. (5.29)
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The expansion tensor is then expressed as

Θµν = hα
µh

β
v∇βkα. (5.30)

This tensor can be decomposed into its irreducible parts

Θµν =
1

2
θhµν + σµν + ωµν , (5.31)

where the trace
θ = gµνΘµν , (5.32)

is the expansion scalar describing the expansion or compression of the cross section of
a congruence of null geodesics. The traceless symmetric part

σµν = Θ(µν) −
1

2
θhµν , (5.33)

is the shear describing how a circular cross section of the congruence changes its shape,
and the antisymmetric part

ωµν = Θ[µν], (5.34)

is the rotation or vorticity describing how the cross section rotates.
Starting with a null radial congruence described by

kµ =
(
k0, k1, 0, 0

)
, (5.35)

and the auxiliary field
ℓµ =

(
ℓ0, ℓ1, 0, 0

)
, (5.36)

if we parametrize the curves of the null congruence with λ = t, we obtain k0 = dt/dλ =

1. The other remaining components k1, ℓ0 and ℓ1 can be fixed by demanding the left
equation in (5.26) and the two equations in (5.27). In particular the condition kµkµ = 0

leads to two solutions for k1, one corresponding to the outgoing and the other one to
the ingoing radial null curves.

After fixing kµ and ℓµ in the above way, one can compute the expansion tensor
in the PG coordinates using (5.30). Using that, it is straightforward to compute the
expansion, shear and vorticity using (5.32), (5.33), and (5.34), respectively as

θ± =
8r7

QcR2
s + 4r8

±1−

√√√√
1 +

√
2
√

Qb + r2
(
Rs −

√
Qb + r2

)
4
√

QcR2
s + 4r8

 , (5.37)

σµνσ
µν = 0, (5.38)

ωµνω
µν = 0. (5.39)
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Figure 7. The plot of the expansion scalar and the corresponding Raychaudhuri equation
for a congruence of null radial geodesics. It is clear that the quantum versions are finite
everywhere particularly at r = 0.

As expected the classical limit, Qb → 0 and Qc → 0, of the expansion scalar matches
that of the classical Schwarzschild black hole in PG coordinates

θ± =
2

r

(
±1−

√
Rs

r

)
. (5.40)

We also see that
θ± (r = 0) = 0. (5.41)

This is another strong indication of the resolution of singularity at r = 0. Also note
that at the horizon, we have

θ+ (rH) = 0, (5.42)

θ− (rH) = − 16 (R2
s −Qb)

7/2

4 (R2
s −Qb)

4 +QcR2
s

, (5.43)

which reduces to the classical expression for Qb → 0 and Qc → 0. Also θ+ being
positive in the exterior and negative in the interior, with a zero at the horizon shows
the black hole region is a trapped region as expected.
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5.4.2 Raychaudhuri equation

The Raychaudhuri equation describes the evolution of the expansion scalar in terms of
the affine parameter of the geodesics. For a null congruence we have

dθ

dλ
= −1

2
θ2 − σµνσ

µν + ωµνω
µν −Rµνk

µkν . (5.44)

If we were considering the classical regime, clearly the last term related to the strong
energy condition would have vanished due to the fact that we are in vacuum. However,
in the effective regime, the equations of motion are not Einstein’s equations and hence
we will not have Rµν = 0 necessarily. Instead the Raychaudhuri equation becomes

dθ±
dλ

=8r6
(4r8 − 7QcR

2
s)

(QcR2
s + 4r8)2

[
2

(
±

√
1 +

√
2
√

Qb + r2

4
√
QcR2

s + 4r8

(
Rs −

√
Qb + r2

)
− 1

)

+

√
2
√

Qb + r2
(√

Qb + r2 −Rs

)
(QcR2

s + 4r8)1/4

 . (5.45)

This expression never diverges and in particular becomes zero at r = 0. Furthermore,
the classical limit of this expression yields

dθ±
dλ

=
2

r3

(
±2
√
rRs − r −Rs

)
(5.46)

which clearly diverges at r → 0.
A plot of both θ and dθ/dλ is presented in Fig. 7. The regularity of both θ and

dθ/dλ was also observed before in the models that only considered the interior [25–28].
The finiteness, and in fact vanishing, of both null θ± and dθ±/dλ together with

regularity of the Kretschmann scalar everywhere in this spacetime indicates that the
singularity is resolved in this quantum black hole model.

6 Discussion and conclusions

In this work, we have examined whether one can analytically continue the interior
metric of a GUP-inspired black hole introduced earlier [25] to the full spacetime, via
switching the radial spacelike and the timelike coordinates t ↔ r. This would be similar
to the classical Schwarzschild case where one can simply obtain the interior from the
exterior, and vice versa, in this way. Our analysis showed that the resulting extended
metric and consequently the Kretschmann scalar have serious issues in the asymptotic
r → ∞ region: g00 will not be in the desired form and the Kretschmann scalar will fall
of as r−4 instead of r−6. This issue is similar to the case of [37, 38].
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In order to remedy these issues, we have introduced an improved scheme, borrowed
from the techniques used in loop quantum gravity, whereby one makes the previously
constant quantum parameters of the model momentum-dependent. In this specific
model, the minimal uncertainty parameter are βb and βc, and we modify them to
β̄b = βbL

4
0/p

2
b and β̄c = βcL

4
0/p

2
c , where pb and pc are momenta of the theory which

correspond to the components of the densitized triads; essentially the components of
the metric. Remarkably, this rather simple prescription, not only results in all the
desired asymptotic behaviors, but also renders the black hole regular. Furthermore,
the Kretschmann scalar vanishes at r → ∞ and more importantly its expansion up
to zero’th order in quantum parameters exactly matches that of the Schwarzschild
metric. In addition, all the classical limits (βb → 0 and βc → 0) match the classical
Schwarzschild spacetime.

We find that in order for the metric components to always remain real, βb and βc

should be negative. This is the same result that was previously obtained if one wants to
resolve the singularity [25]. In this work, this condition is derived more systematically
and is much stronger (demanding metric reality and not finiteness of the Kretschmann
scalar). The condition then leads directly to the resolution of the singularity by ren-
dering the denominator of the Kretschmann scalar positive and nonzero for any value
of the radial coordinate r. It also makes the value of the Kretschmann scalar regular
at the horizon.

In Schwarzschild coordinates in which the metric function g22 = r̄2 for some r̄

coordinate, we find a minimum mass-dependent size of 2-spheres given by quantum
parameter Qc, while the other quantum parameter Qb is responsible for quantum effects
near the horizon.

Finally, we computed the null expansion and the Raychaudhuri equation for a
congruence of null geodesics and show that they both are finite and regular everywhere
in this spacetime, which together with regularity of the Ketschmann scalar, indicates
that the singularity is resolved in this quantum black hole spacetime.
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