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Abstract

In this paper we systematically study a model of spherically symmetric polymer black holes
recently proposed by Gambini, Olmedo, and Pullin (GOP). Within the framework of loop
quantum gravity, the quantum parameters in the GOP model depend on the minimal area
gap and the size of the discretization of the physical states. In this model, a spacelike
transition surface takes the place of the classical singularity. By means of coordinate trans-
formations, we first extend the metric to the white hole region, and find that the geometric
structure of the quantum black hole is similar to the wormhole structure, and the radius of
the most quantum region is equal to the wormhole radius. In addition, we show that the
energy conditions are violated not only at the throat but also at the horizons and the spatial
infinities. In order to show how the quantum effects affect the spacetimes, we calculate the
Ricci and Kretschmann scalars at different places. It turns out that, as expected, the most
quantum region is at the throat. Finally, we consider the quasinormal modes (QNMs) of
massless scalar field perturbations, electromagnetic field perturbations, and axial gravita-
tional perturbations. QNMs in the Eikonal limits are also considered. As anticipated, the
spectrum of QNMs deviates from that of the classical case due to quantum effects. Interest-
ingly, our results show that the quasinormal frequencies of the perturbations share the same
qualitative tendency while setting quantum parameters with various values in this effective

model, even if the potential deviations are different with different spins.
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I. INTRODUCTION

There is much evidence that show that the predictions of general relativity (GR) are not reliable
and the effects of quantum gravity would take over once the curvature of spacetime enters the Planck
regime. Among them spacetime singularities are of particular significance and hence have attracted
considerable attention over the past few decades. It is widely believed that classical singularities
should be resolved properly under the framework of quantum theory of gravity. Since a complete
and consistent quantum theory of gravity is still missing, in the past decades, efforts towards the
understanding of the spacetime singularities have been mostly made to effective alternatives. One of
the most successful examples is the application of an effective approach developed in loop quantum
gravity (LQG) to the big bang singularity in cosmology [1, 2]. More recently, attempts to extend the
approaches developed in loop quantum cosmology to black hole singularities have been investigated
intensively [3-36]. In all these situations a phase space regularization called polymerization plays a
key role [37]. Motivated by a mini-superspace polymerlike quantization [38—40] inspired by LQG,
one replaces the canonical momenta of the theory with their holonomies, an exponentiated version
of the canonical variables including two quantum parameters J, and . for spherical spacetimes [41].
More precisely, the effective quantum theory can be achieved by replacing the canonical variables
(b, ¢) in the phase space with their regularized ones,
sin(dpb) . sin(d.c)

b N7
- s, 0 ¢ 5.

(1)

where 0, and J. are called “polymerization scales ,” which control the onset of quantum effects. As
dp and d. go to 0, the effective Hamiltonian reduces to a classical one, indicating the classical limit
is recovered in this limit. On the other hand, as quantum effects become relevant, where d, and J.
are comparable with the Planck scale, the classical divergence can be effectively avoided through the
replacement (1).

However, a full picture on how to choose §, and . is still missing, since a complete theory of
quantum gravity is still lacking. Nonetheless, over the past few years many different choices have
been proposed. Initially, po scheme was proposed [3-5, 9, 21, 22|, in which these two quantum
parameters &, and . are simply set to constants. However, there is a significant drawback in this
scheme: quantum effects domination occurs at an arbitrarily low curvatures scale, which is obviously
in contradiction with the facts. Soon after, it was found that this limitation can be resolved if the
polymerization parameters depend on the canonical variables, that is what we called & scheme (or
improved dynamics) [6, 7, 10, 11, 14, 20, 29]. There is also an approach in between, the generalized
1o scheme[13, 15, 18, 19, 31|, where the quantum parameters 0, and . are considered as the Dirac
observables. That is to say, they are constants along the effective trajectories of the system. For
other cases, they are generally phase space functions. Later, a variant of & scheme was proposed in

[42, 43], where the authors introduced a new classical phase space description based on canonical



variables inspired by physical considerations about the onset of quantum effects. It turns out many
desirable features of the resulting quantum corrected spacetime can be obtained [42-45].

Very recently, an improved quantization scheme for spherically symmetric loop quantum gravity
was proposed by Gambini, Olmedo, and Pullin (GOP) in [33, 46]. In particular, they first consider
a kinematical Hilbert space in the loop representation adapted to spherically symmetric spacetimes
with geometric triad variables (E¥, E*) and their conjugates (K, K;), and a representation for the
spacetime mass and its conjugate momentum as well. Then, they represent the scalar constraint
as an operator in the kinematical Hilbert space. By applying group averaging techniques for both
the quantum scalar constraint and the group of finite spatial diffeomorphisms, one can obtain the
physical states | M, k), where M labels the Arnowitt-Deser-Misner (ADM) mass of the spin network
and k; € Z are valences of edges of the network. Finally, using some parametrized observables that
act as local operators on each vertex of the spin network, one can define the physical observables
denoting space-time metric components.

In this paper, we will focus on this effective quantum black hole (the GOP black hole for short)
[33]. In the previous literature, although some geometrical properties have been explored, the full
understanding of its structure is still absent. For instance, the knowledge of what is the other
side of the transition surface is lacking. To achieve this, following [33, 46] we first diagonalize the
metric and extend it to the region x < 0 which can be referred to as a white hole region. We
find that the black hole and the white hole near the transition surface cannot connect smoothly.
We then investigate the main properties of the quantum black hole. In particular, following [44,
45], we examine the energy conditions by treating the quantum corrections on the spacetime as
a kind of effective matter field. We find that the energy conditions are violated as expected in
the full parameter space in the whole spacetimes. In order to show how the effects of quantum
gravity affect the geometry, we also explore the departure of the effective metric from classical
GR at different regions of the spacetimes by calculating the Ricci and Kretschmann scalars at
each region. As the last part, we study the perturbations of the GOP quantum black hole and
calculate their quasinormal mode (QNM) frequencies for three different cases: the massless scalar
field perturbations, the electromagnetic field perturbations, and the axial gravitational perturbations.
We compare our results with those of the Schwarzschild black hole and demonstrate how the QNM
frequencies change with the quantum parameters. We find that the quasinormal frequencies of the
perturbation share the same qualitative tendency while setting quantum parameters with various
values in this effective model, even if the potential deviations are different with different spins.

This paper is outlined as follows. In Sec. II, we study the extension of the GOP black hole.
In Sec. III, we discuss physical properties of the quantum black hole, including energy conditions
and quantum deviations of the curvature scalars. In Sec. IV, we study the massless scalar field
perturbations, the electromagnetic field perturbations, and the axial gravitational perturbations of
the quantum black hole. QNMs in the Eikonal limit are also discussed in this section. A brief

concluding remark is drawn in Sec. V.



II. EXTENDED GEOMETRY OF GOP BLACK HOLE
The most general metric for a spherically symmetric spacetime is given by

E?)?
ds? = —(N? — N,N®)dt* + 2N, dtdz + (’ Ex)‘ da? + |E®|dw?, (2)

where N is the lapse function, N, is the shift vector, E¥ and E* are triad variables, and dw? is the

line element of a unit 2-sphere. If we make a transformation in the following way [46]

xr — x,
Ny
t =t dr————
+ T NN (3)
we then find that the metric takes a simpler form,
2 _ 2 2 (N2)? (E#)? 2 2
ds® = —(N* — N,N*)dt +<N2—N1N"E+ o dz* + |E*|dw”. (4)

For the GOP polymer black hole [33], we have

A 4
N2 —NpN® = 1-—5— 4 — s 7
T+ x0 W(w+x0)6(1+x3ﬂrismo>
oN, =2 "5 (140 - s
‘ (x 4 x0) 2(z + o) 47 4 rs ’
<x + :ZJ()) 1+ T+x0

(B9 _ (), _7s Ly 2
Bz T+ xo 2(z +x0))

|E”| = (z+0)?, (5)

1
where x > 0 and rg = 2G M, is the classical Schwarzschild radius, x¢ = (%) 3 represents a scale

below which quantum effects cannot be ignored,! A is the area gap parameter, and dz is the step of
the lattice of the coordinate  and it is generally chosen to be 6z = fp. 2

For simplicity, we introduce a new variable

X:=_5_ i>o, (6)
T+ X0

and define two dimensionless parameters of the theory

A ox
= = — 7
@ 47r7“§’ b 2rg (7)
The metric then can be cast as
ds? = —a(X)dt* + b(X)dX? + r*(X)dw?, (8)

! The above metric agrees well with the classical metric when z > xo, while the quantum effect plays a dominant role
when z < xo and spacetimes enter into the high curvature region.
2 In what follows, we will adopt the natural units # = ¢ = G = 1, which means that (3, = 1.



where we have defined the following functions:

a 6
oX) = 1-X+ T (9)
A+ X))+ BX)? [ XP(1+ X —aXY)
b(X) = Ao XA ((1—X)(1—|—X)2+04X6 +1>, (10)
"0 =\ ix (11)

Note that the above metric is only valid for x > 0. However, it can be extended to = < 0 by
letting * — —x, xg — —x9, rs — —rg, and dx — —dz. Actually, all the metric components (5), «
and S as well, are invariant under this transformation. Hence, the theory admits the same solution
(8)—(11) but now with

X=—5_ forz<o. (12)
To— T

We should emphasize that although the solution has the same form as (8)—(11), it belongs to a
different branch (the z < 0 branch). To avoid any confusion, let us denote this branch by ds? in the
following discussion.

It is also helpful to know that this extension is equal to the GOP extension with x — |z| which
is very similar to the extension made in [46]. In other words, after the extension, the theory admits
the solution (8)—(11) with

rs
X=—"=""— f — . 1
P or x € (—00,00) (13)

Notice that X is always positive regardless if z > 0 or z < 0,3 as shown in Fig. 1. As a

consequence, the geometric radius r(x) varies linearly with z, as shown in Fig. 2. As x — 0, the

A xy _
drarg

with the throat located at = = 0, as sketched in Fig. 3.

geometric radius reaches its minimum rp = xo. Hence, the spacetime forms a wormhole,

X
20

FIG. 1: The parameter X as a function of : When plotting these curves, the solid, dashed, and dotted curves

correspond to xg = 1, o = 2, and xg = 3, respectively.

3 Precisely, X can only take the value bigger than ;—ﬁ as shown in (13). It is in this sense we say that the metric
(8)—(11) defined in terms of X is incomplete. We treat the X-frame as an auxiliary frame, instead of the physical
one.



Xo=1
X0=2

FIG. 2: The geometric radius r(X) as a function of z: When plotting these curves, the solid, dashed, and

dotted curves correspond to xg = 1, g = 2, and x¢ = 3 respectively.

FIG. 3: The sketch of the wormbhole.

After performing the above extension, due to time reversal symmetry, the > 0 branch can be
identified as a black hole, while the z < 0 branch is viewed as a white hole. In addition, one can
show the asymptotic structure of the spacetimes by expanding the line element (8) in asymptotic

infinity. Specifically, for the positive branch where x — 400, we have
ds? = — (1 - T—S) 2 + (1 v (1 25)7"—5) da? + 22dw?. (14)
x x

Since 8 < 1, the line elements can be simplified as

ds? = — (1 _ T—S) dt? + (1 + %S) da® + 22dw?, (15)
x
or
-1
dsa_ — (1 - T—S> dt? + (1 — T—S) dz? + 2%dw?. (16)
x x

For the negative branch where z — —oo, we have the same situation after the rescaling £ — —x

ds? = — (1 - %S) dt? + (1 - %5>_1 7% + 72dw?. (17)



From (16) and (17), the mass of the black hole or the white hole can be read off: My = Mgy = M.
In the classical limit where 29 — 0, @« — 0, and 5 — 0, the line element (8) reduces to (the same
for the x < 0 branch):

ds? = — (1 . 7LS) dt? + (1 - ’"i)_l dz? + z2dw?. (18)

X X

Therefore, the Schwarzschild black hole solution can be recovered in the classical limit.

III. MAIN PROPERTIES OF GOP BLACK HOLE

In this section we would like to study the main properties of spherically symmetric loop quantum
black holes, including geometric properties, energy conditions, and possible quantum-gravity effects,

with particular interests at the throat, horizons, and the asymptotic infinities of the spacetime.

A. The throat

1. Geometric property

The most notable feature of the wormhole is that it is not smoothly connected at the throat
x = 0. In the original coordinate x, there is no well-defined derivative of r, as %|m:+0 #* g—g\ z=—0-
Figures 1 and 2 also show that the extension is not analytical, which implies that there exists an
infinitely thin shell at the throat [47]. In the (¢, z,0, ¢) coordinates, we have

ds? = — f(z)dt* + g(x)dz® + h*(x)dw?, (19)

6
=1- + , 20
i) @] 2o | (2] + x0) (2] + w0+ 15)? (20)

glx) = <1 + HTS> <1 + BTS>2 [1 + ( r5((|=] +z0)* + (|| + m0)*rs — arg)
x| + o

lz| + xo x| + 20)3(|z| + o — 75) (|| + 20 + 75)? + arf
(21)
h(z) = |z| + xo. (22)
By introducing the Heaviside function
1, >0,
H(z) = (23)
0, x<0,
one finds |z| = H(z)r — [1 — H(x)]z, which means
Olz|
— = 2H(z) -1 24
M oH () -1, (24)
82
L 95, (25)

0z2



We then have

aG(z)  (9G\"

5 = () (26)
PGlw) _ o (9GN s0, (PG

522 ‘2<a\x|)5< )+<8xl2) ’ (21)
F(zx)P = FY(a)H(z) + F~ (x)[1 — H(z)], (28)

where G = {f, g, h}, and F* are functions, defined in the regions z > 0 and 2 < 0, respectively. It is
clear that the second-order derivatives of the functions f(x), g(z), h(x) include a term proportional
to d(x). Therefore, the energy-momentum tensor 7}, which is defined as T}, = /<;_1GW, can be

written in the following form:
Ty = H(2)T}, + (1 — H(z))T,, + T1,0(x), (29)

where T/, (T,,,) denotes the energy momentum for z > 0 (z < 0), and T}/, represents that for an

infinitely thin matter shell on the hypersurface £ = 0. The non-vanishing components of the Einstein

tensor are
Gy = H(x)G, + (1 = H(2))G,, + G},6(2), (30)
with
_ f(®+hg'h — g (R? +2hR")) AfH
+ _ I _
Gtt - Gtt - h2g2 ) tt — gh ) (31)
hi'W + f (=g + h")
+ _ o — I _ 2
B (fg (nf+200) +g (h (2 =20 ") = 2f (F'R +2/0") )
Gy = Gy =~ ; (33)
4f2g*
h(hf' +2fh")
Gly = —+ 7 34
00 74 (34)
Gly = Guy=Giysin®0 = Gyysin® 6, Gl = Gjysin®6), (35)

where prime denotes differentiation with respect to |z|. From (31)—(35), we find that Gy, Ggg, and
G4 have a term proportional to d(z), which can be considered as G;’W. The energy momentum is,

therefore, given by T;{u = ﬁ_lew.

2. Energy conditions

Generally speaking, the energy-momentum tensor 7, has the form

T;w = (p + p) Uy Uy + PIuv- (36)

In addition, as claimed above, one has T!{V = H_IG{W. Therefore, together with (31)-(35), on the

throat (z = 0) we have

T;{u = p{tutv + pél) (9u9V + ¢M¢V) ) (37)



where ¢, and ¢, are the unit vectors in the tangential directions of the two-sphere ¢, =constant,
and t, is the spacelike unit vector along the dt direction, as now = becomes timelike near the throat,
while £ becomes spacelike. The quantities p{ and pé denote the radial and tangential pressures of

the thin shell, given, respectively, by

4n'
I
= 38
hf'+2fH
pp = PO (39)
Hfgh =0
The weak, the dominant, and the strong energy conditions [48] are given, respectively, by
(i) the weak energy condition (WEC)
(1) p=0, (i) p+pz >0, (iéi)p+ps=>0, (40)
(ii) the dominant energy condition (DEC)
(i) p=>0, (ii) —p<ps<p, (iii) —p<py<p, (41)
and (iii) the strong energy condition (SEC)
(i) p+ps =0, (i1) p+pp > 0, (iii) p+ ps +2pp > 0. (42)

As far as the present case is concerned, p, in the above formulas should be replaced by ptI since
x and t exchange their roles inside the horizon, and p! = 0. Now taking = 0 into the above

expressions (38)—(39), we obtain

le _ 4 (arg — T%x% — r%x% + 7‘3378 + a:g) (43)
' xp(rs + xo)2(ﬁrs + 96'0)2 ’

T 2ar5 + 4047"5550 + T‘S:EO + TS.’EO — STSxO — Brgxd — 2m0
KDy = (44)
3(rs +20)*(Brs + z0)?
Provided that éx = ¢p; and A = 47r\/§7€P1 are chosen, one gets o = 4v/3v42 from (7).* Substituting
this into the above formulas (43)-(44) and noticing that 5 < 1, we can expand the above equations

at 8 = 0 (we adopt natural units here, ¢p) = 1, § = 1/4M),

wnh =~ i6‘1/3+§ g‘lﬁm vay BB 0(p), (46)

272 v 3/36~4 /6
From the above formulas (45)—(46), it is clear that (i) p! = 0, p! +p! < 0, p! + p} < 0, WEC is
violated; (ii) p! = 0, p! +p! < 0, p! +pl < 0, p! —pl > 0, p! —pl > 0, DEC is violated; (iii)

ol +pl <0, p! +p£ <0, pl +pl + 2p§ < 0, SEC is wviolated. Therefore, none of the three energy

conditions is satisfied. This confirms the expectation that the energy conditions must be violated
as a result of the repulsive behavior near the transition surface, which prevents the formation of

spacetime singularities.

4 In general, the Barbero-Immirzi parameter can be taken as v =~ 0.274 from the ocnsiderations of black hole entropies
[49-51], but we leave it as an unfixed parameter here.
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8. Near the throat

The above subsections discuss the properties of the extended spacetimes exactly at the throat.
In this subsection we would like to discuss the energy conditions move away but infinitely close to
the throat. Equations (31)-(35) show that G}, = G},,. As a consequence it is convenient in the
following sections to focus only on the x > 0 branch. The results for the £ < 0 branch can be
obtained similarly and they are the same. In addition, in this case it turns out that using the X
coordinate is more suitable. It is shown in (9)-(13) that all derivatives of a(X),b(X),r(X) with
respect to X are well defined except for x = 0. As a consequence, in terms of the X coordinate, the

energy density and pressure read

raxrx +a <—b + 7'2X)

= — 47
P abr? ’ )
b2 + T‘b,X’r’,X —-b (T?X + 27”7“’)()()
Rpx = — b27"2 9 (48)
ab x (rax +2ar x) +b (7“ (a?X - 2aa7XX) —2a(axrx + 2ar,XX))
Rpg = — ’ (49)

4a2b2r
where x denotes derivative with respect to X. In order to get the energy conditions near the throat,
let us put = 0 into (13), and we get

Ts

X7 ==, 50
=1 (50)

1
Then one can further rewrite X through xg = (%) 3 and the definition of «, as

Wl

XT =« (51)

Now taking (51) into above expressions (47)—(49), we obtain

ATéy (307 +5a% +2(1+a)3ap+ (1+ &)3ﬂ2>
rp(Xr) = (1+a)p@G+82A ’ (52)
dra((1+ a)2B(B2 + 3a8 + 2a) + aB(1 + 3a) + &%(3 + 5a)
kpx (X7) = — ( (1+a)3(a+ B)3A ) ’ (53)
21 d? (ﬁ(9 + 280 + 286° + 8% + 7at + 24°) + 64(2 + 64 + 5d2))

Kp@(XT) = (1+&)4(d+5)3A . (54)

where & = ol/3.

Provided that dx = ¢p; and A = 47r\/§’y€1231 are chosen, one gets o = 4v/3y3% from (7). Substi-
tuting this into the above formulas (52)—(54) and noticing that § < 1, we can expand the above
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equations at S = 0 (we adopt natural units here, fp; =1, 5 = 1/4M),

o) = Y2 3 ey 16”62/3 #1035 0 (), (5)
rpx (X7) = —— + \/>51/3 ﬁﬁwg + 4\[7,8 +0 (54/3> (56)

2v3 9 48 15 56 —-33
i) - 2o BB B o)

From the above formulas (55)-(57), it is direct to show that (i) p > 0, p+px <0, p+pp > 0,
WEC is wiolated; (ii) p > 0, p+px <0, p+pg >0, p—px >0, p—pg < 0, DEC is violated; (iii)
p+px <0, p+pg >0, p+px + 2pg > 0, SEC is violated. Therefore, none of the three energy

conditions are satisfied.

4. Ricci and Kretschmann scalars

To understand the geometry underlying the effective metric (2), it is useful to examine the Ricci

and Kretschmann scalars of the GOP quantum black hole,

R = ﬁ X [br2a?x + ar(—4ba xr x +r(a xb x — 2ba xx)) + 4a2(b2 +7b xr x
—b(r?X + QTT,XX))], (58)
K = R, R = Taipid % [V*rtaly + a®(8b°r*a’cr’ + r'(a,xbx — 2ba xx)?)
—|—2ab7“4a72x(a’xb’x —2ba xx) + 8at(2b* — b37“X +7r b TX 4br? bxrxrxx
+20% (' + 2r%r%cx))]. (59)

At the throat, the expressions of the Ricci scalar and Kretschmann scalar are

R = —%TW—FO(,@U?’), (60)
K = 57202”2 +0 (51/3). (61)

These upper bounds agree with the results obtained in the GOP polymer black hole [33]. We know
that R and K diverge at the singularity in GR, but now it can be clearly seen that R ~ 6512 and

K~ 61314 deviate from the classical case due to the quantum effects.

B. The horizon

Now let us turn to the horizon of the spacetime which corresponds to a(X) = 0. Since a(X)
includes a sixth-order polynomial in X, we cannot obtain its analytic solution. Instead, one can
solve the algebraic equation by iterations. From the expression for a(X), we can clearly see that the

root of a(X) = 0 is close to X = 1, so we construct an expression for X = 1+ ( and insert

aXx®
a+x)2>
X =1 into the right-hand side of the expression. After one iteration we have X =1+ ¢. In order
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to be more accurate, we carry out a second iteration by putting the results back to the right-hand

side. Since « is of the order ﬁ%l, it is precise enough to truncate it at the order a?, then we have

XH:1+Z+51Q(:, (62)
which corresponds to
:UH:7"5<1—041/3—Z—0;2>. (63)
In the white hole regime, it is similar to obtain
T = —Tg <1oz1/3zo;2>. (64)

1.  Energy conditions

At the horizon, it turns out that one cannot judge whether the energy conditions are violated
or not until we expand it up to the order of 7. Substituting X into the expressions for energy

density and pressure

b2 + Tb’)(T’X —b (T,ZX + 27“7"9()()

kp = b2y2 ) (65)
raxrx +a (—b + 7’2X>
Rpx = CLbT'2 3 (66)
ab x (rax +2ar x) +b (r (aQX — 2aa7XX> —2a(axrx + 2ar’Xx)>
Kpp = — : (67)

1a%%r
Then we obtain
kp(Xy) = 88° +4 (4\/57 - 3) BLys (2 _ \/37) 85410 (3392 — 2) 58
4 (8172 43y — 6) 57+ (2607\/§’y3 434242 — 40v/3 — 28) 8
4 (1611\/573 45447 — 18v/3 — 8> 8+ 0(8Y), (68)
rpx (Xp) = —88° +4 (3 - 4x/§fy) B+ 8 (x/§7 - 2) 8% +10 (2 — 33+2) g°
4 (8172 43y — 6) 57— (2607\/§v3 434242 — 40v/3 — 28) 8
42 (2805\/373 10842 — 36v/3y — 16) B+ +0(B'9), (69)
kpo(Xm) = 28° +3 (13\/57 - 2) Bty 4 (3 _ 20\/§’y> 354 (78272 F 1173y — 20) 36
-3 (63372 +48v/3y — 10) A7+ (12429\/573 /2 + 324942 + 1553y — 42> 88

— <16377\/§’y3 47372 + 1443y — 56) B+ +0(BY). (70)

The results clearly show that p+px < 0, which means that the three energy conditions are violated

at the horizon.
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2. Ricci and the Kretschmann scalars

To study the effects of quantum gravity further, we again would like to learn the Ricci scalar and

the Kretschmann scalar near the horizon,

R = B o, ()
921672342
k= BRI o). (r2)

Comparing with (60) and (61), we see that the Ricci scalar decreases and switches sign as one moves
toward the horizon, the Kretschmann scalar also decreases fast away from the most quantum region.
This is the result of quantum corrections in these effective geometries. But for a low-mass black

hole, the curvature can also be large near the event horizon.

C. The spatial infinities
1. Energy conditions

Now we turn our attention toward spatial infinities * — £o0o. At the two asymptotically flat

regions, we find that

8]\2121_34-0(65), T — 00,
kp(x) ~

Sj\fgjg—i-(/)(é), T — —00,

fx%+$+(9(e5), T — 00,
kpx(z) =~

?134'&4-0(65), T — —00,

ﬁ—zl\gfg%—(?(é), T — 00,
kpg(x) =~ f

—#—2]\@13—%0(65), T — —00,

(73)

where € = 1/|z|. Thus, none of the three energy conditions holds in these two asymptotically flat

regions.
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2. Ricci and Kretschmann scalars

Likewise, we want to know what happens to the Ricci scalar and the Kretschmann scalar at

asymptotically flat regions,

3(1+2Mp)  (9+4My)

+0 (), z— oo,

R ~ 227 25
42Mo) | OH0) L O () & — —oo,
. 6(1“‘]\;[—2%%2)+(9(e7), T — 00,
L) 4 O (). @ —oo.

(74)

From these expressions, we observe that both the Ricci scalar and the Kretschmann scalar have the
same behavior as the classical Schwarzschild solution at the spatial infinities.

In order to investigate the deviation from GR in more details, let us consider the Ricci scalar and
the relative difference AKC of the Kretschmann scalar for the whole spacetime, and AK is defined by

IC—]CGR

AK = =am— (75)

where K& denotes the Kretschmann scalar of the Schwarzschild solution. In GR, we have REE = 0

except at singularity, and X% is given by

48M%
KGR = R ROBry — o) 0 b >0, (76)
B 48M3Z,
o) T < 0.

Therefore, we show the deviations of the quantum black holes from the classical Schwarzschild black
hole in Figs. 4 and 5.

-60 -40 =20 20. 40 60

rs=10%
i+ rs=10%

rs=10°

FIG. 4: Ricci scalar R for different value of the mass My. The solid, dashed, and dotted curves correspond to
My =103, My = 10*, and My = 10° respectively. Here we set £p; = 1.
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Ak

FIG. 5: Relative difference of the Kretschmann scalar for different value of the mass My. The solid, dashed,

and dotted curves correspond to My = 103, My = 10*, and My = 10° respectively. Here we set fp; = 1.

From Figs. 4 and 5 we can clearly see that the quantum effect is significant near the throat, but
it becomes negligible once it leaves the throat, and eventually approaches to the classical situation

at asymptotically flat regions.

IV. QUASINORMAL MODES

In this section, we are going to study the perturbations of the GOP quantum black hole and
their associated QNMs. Technically, there are various methods to calculate the QNM frequencies,
ranging from numerical approaches [52, 53] to semianalytic methods [54-56]. Among these technical
methods, we will use a semianalytical approach, which is constructed on the Wentzel-Kramers-
Brillouin (WKB) approximation, to evaluate the QNM frequencies. In the rest of this section, on
the one hand, we discuss the perturbations of massless scalar fields, electromagnetic fields, and axial

gravitational fields. On the other hand, we calculate the QNM frequencies in the Eikonal limit.

A. The massless scalar field perturbations
We first consider the simplest example, a massless scalar field in the background of a black hole
spacetime, which obeys the Klein-Gordon equation
e =0, (77)
where [J = 7#</,,. When the spacetime is spherically symmetric, the line element can be cast as
ds? = —|gu|dt* + grrdr® + r2dw?. (78)

Comparing with the metric (8), we can see that r is the same as x 4+ z¢. For this case, the solution

to (77) can always be decomposed into spherical harmonics Yy, as

@ = 32 Yyt (g, gyt (79)
Im
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where ¢ and m are the spherical harmonic indices. The radial part of the scalar field satisfies the

following equation:

02 4 + Q(r )y = 0, (80)

where Q(r,) = w? — Vg(r), and 7, is the tortoise coordinate defined as

dry Grr
= . 81
ar =\l ey
The effective potential Vg is given by

H =l [l(l; v (j\/ ‘gfﬂ)] | >

It should be noticed that in the above derivations, we have taken r = x + x( as the radial coordinate.
dr /
dx |9t

1+1) 1 d [lgul
(o + 702 " (o + 20)v/|9uldes (dﬂf\gr)] | ™

6
rs arl

= (1- + ,

it ( r+xo (z+w30) T+ 70 +rg)2>

_ rg Brs \? ri((x + z0)* + (x4 20)3rs — ard)
Gez = | 1+ 1+ 1+ 3 3 3
T+ x9 T+ x0 (x4 20)*(x + 20 —75) (T + 20 +75)% + Oy

In the x coordinate however, we have

Vi(x) = |gu

with

(85)

} . (36)

In the case of a Planckian black hole, the difference of the effective potential between the
Schwarzschild black hole and the quantum black hole becomes apparent in the massless scalar field
perturbation as shown in Fig. 6. Then we are going to use the WKB approximation method to
calculate QNM frequencies. We impose the boundary conditions, that is, there are only ingoing
waves moving toward the black hole at the horizon which means that nothing can escape from the
event horizon, and there are only outgoing waves moving away from the black hole at spatial infinity.
From (80), we find that the form of the potential is the same as that of a Schridinger equation with
a potential barrier Q(r.), and the QNM frequencies depend on the behavior of the potential [57] as
the following:

iQo 6 1
— Al :n—i-*, 87
207 ; 5 (87)

2 — V(@)|peak, a prime indicates differentiation with respect to 7, and n, A; are,

where Qp = w
respectively, the overtone number and the WKB correction terms. The expressions for As3 were
derived in [57] and A4 56 were derived in [58]. As to the present work, it turns out that the third-
order approximation is precise enough. Therefore in what follows we compute the QNM frequencies

only up to the third-order correction.
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FIG. 6: The effective potential Vi(x) is shown for different values of parameters. We know that dz €
[(4,/2x0, z0], the dotted, short dash, and long dash curves correspond to dx = 3, /2x¢, 6z = lp), and dz = zg
respectively. The potential corresponding to the Schwarzschild solution is presented by the solid curves. Here

we applied My = 10 and the multipole number [ = 2.

For comparison, we provide the QNM frequencies for the multipole number [ = 0,1,2,3,4,5 and
6 for different dx in Table I (as can be seen in the Appendix), and plot QNM frequencies of the
quantum black hole for different values of the parameter dx in Fig. 7.

From Fig. 7, one can see that the real part of the quantum black hole frequency wg (the oscillation
frequency of perturbations) is larger than that of the Schwarzschild black hole except for n = 0. As
the quantum parameter dx moves away from the classical case, the real part of the frequency becomes
higher and is less sensitive to n. As for the damping rate (|w;|) of the quantum black hole, which
is lower than that of the Schwarzschild black hole, it becomes slower when the quantum parameter
moves away from the classical one. This trend is the same as the result of the Ashtekar-Olmedo-Singh
(AOS) quantum black holes [31, 59] but is different from the Bodendorfer-Mele-Miinch (BMM) black
hole [44].

B. The electromagnetic perturbations

In this subsection, we discuss QNM frequencies of electromagnetic perturbations around the GOP
quantum black holes, whose master equation is the Maxwell equation. In the tetrad formalism [60],

we have the Bianchi identity of the field strength Fj,)m))) = 0 and the conservation equation



18

025+ e
fffff schw tra
6x=Lp%I2
X=Lp|"/£Xo
sl
-~
020} < Ox=Ly tral
s
——a— OX=Xg
-
-
AEY
0.15 i
3 e
& Rt 0.250
0.245
010+ .-
See 0.240
0.235
=
005k - 0.230
0.225
.
0.220
60) (61) (62 (63) (64) (65 (66
0.00+
00)  (1,0(1,1)  (20021X22)  (3.0X31X3,2X33)  (4.0(4,1X4,2Y4,3X4,4)  (5,0X5,1X5,.2X5.3(54X5.5)  (6,0(6,1)6,26,3)6.4X6,5X6.6)
(Ln)
(Ln)
00)  (1,0X1.1)  (20(2,1)2.2) (3.0X31X3.2Y3,3)  (4.0X4,1X4,2Y4,3Y4,4)  (5,0)5,1X5,2X5,3(5.4X5.5)  (6,06,1X6,2)6.3(6,4X6.56.6)
D e e e e e e e e e e
N ) ) ) ) 1
\ \ \ \ \
\ \ \ \ \
\ \ \ \ \
I \ \ [} ) ) [}
~0.05F ' Y ' Y Y Y
Y t ¢ ) . )
t : % () [} [} D)
) ) ) ) '
) () () () ()
() () () () (Y
() ) () () ()
s (} ) (Y ‘ '
? ' \ \ 1
-oor N () Y () ()
1 () ) ) LA
(\ ('} () ()
= () (X () )
¢ ¢
é \\% A/ Q\ “
E ol ’ Y,
-0.15+ ® s s
! . schw \:\ \\‘\ \i\“
| [ (Y [y
6X=Lp|2/2X0 s w\‘\ T\‘\
I [ [
[ W
-0.20f Ox=Lp BN N\
v \4‘\
OX=Xo ' L)
-025

of the multipole number [ and overtone number n. The data used here are shown in Table I.

and
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(19t Fy(g)) o + 73/ Grr F )t = 0,
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(9t Figy o)) o + V19t 9rr Figy0),0 + 7v/9rr Floyg),e = 0-

(91)

FIG. 7: The real part (top) and the imaginary part (bottom) of the QNMs for the massless scalar field
perturbation are presented. Different markers represent different values of parameters dx: the square, diamond,
and triangle correspond to dx = ¢3,/2zg, dx = fp), and dz = x( respectively. The Schwarzschild case is

presented by the point. The panels (top and bottom) show how frequencies change with respect to the change
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Differentiating (91) with respect to t, and replacing Fig)(y, F()9) With Fiyy(g) by (88)-(90), we find

T B .
[\ 2o guts) +M(’9)951“9—N978¢t=07 (92)

Grr )T r sin 6
with
B = F)(g) sin. (93)
Make the following field decomposition
—1/2 —iwt
B=Y " om(r)Cpi (B)e ™, (94)
Im

where C} is the Gegenbauer function [61] governed by the equation

d 20 d s 20 v _
[@ sin 9@ + n(n + 2v) sin® ] Cy(6) = 0. (95)
It should be noted that the Gegenbauer function Cl;ll/ 2 (0) can be read
.d 1 d
sin Hﬁ(sinH@C(Q)) =-l(l+1)C(9). (96)

With the substitution (94), and Eq. (92) can be transformed to

[ 15 (r |gtt|90(7"))f} r + wQT@@(T) - Wl(l +1)p(r) =0. (97)

9rr )

Then we redefine Ygy = r4/|gu|e(r), bring = back, and use the tortoise radius defined by (83).

Equation (97) can be written as
07 ¥ey + (W = Ve(2))Yewm =0, (98)

and the effective potential of electromagnetic perturbation Vg(x) have the following form [60]:

Vie(z) = lgu] (l“ 1)

(a0 )

where the gy is the same as in (85). We plot the the effective potential Vg (z) in Fig. 8, where we see
that the black hole with the electromagnetic field perturbation is different from the massless scalar
field perturbation.

Similarly, we use the WKB approximate method to calculate the QNM frequencies of the quan-
tum black hole. We provide the QNM frequencies for the multipole number [ = 1,2,3,4,5 and 6 for
different 0« in Table II (which can be seen in the Appendix), and plot QNM frequencies of the quan-
tum black hole for different values of the parameter dx as shown in Fig. 9. From there we show that
the QNM frequencies of the electromagnetic field perturbations have the same qualitative tendency

for the variation of the quantum parameters, the same as the massless scalar field perturbations with

n # 0.
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FIG. 8: The effective potential Vg(x). The dashed and solid curves correspond to the quantum black hole

and Schwarzschild solution. Here we applied My = 10 and the multipole number [ = 2

C. The axial gravitational perturbations

Now let us turn to the axial gravitational perturbation of the GOP quantum black hole. The

perturbed metric g, can be written as [60]
ds® = —|gs|dt® + 12 sin? 0(d¢ — xdt — qodr — q3dB)* + grpdr® + 12d6?, (100)

where x, g2, and ¢3 are, respectively, the functions of time ¢, radial coordinate r, and polar angle
. Here we will use a strategy which is similar with what previous work [44] used, where it assumes
that quantum correction be an anisotropic fluid.

In the tetrad formalism, axial perturbations are characterized by the nonvanishing of y, g2, and

g3. The equations governing these quantities are given by the axial components of R, =0

Rig)r) = Rig)0) = 0, (101)

we insert for the unperturbed values (100), and the resulting equations are

[rQ @(%,9 - Q3,r)} = 7”2\/ ’ggZ’ (X0 — @3.t) t(0Rge = 0), (102)

rr 5T

\Y4 |gtt ’grr

T2w / 1941 (g2,6 — q3,r) sin® fe 1, (104)
Grr

. r*sin® @
%/ ';’”' (@5, = 20)si0* 0] | = — = (x = G24).e(0Rr = 0). (103)

Then we define

Q
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FIG. 9: The real part (top) and the imaginary part (bottom) of the QNMs for the electromagnetic field
perturbation are presented. Different markers represent different values of the parameter dx: the square,
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case is presented by the point. The panels (top and bottom) show how frequencies change with respect to the

change of the multipole number [ and overtone number n. The data used here are from Table II.

Eliminating y from (102) with respect to r and (103) with respect to 6, we obtain

Q, : Q rr
i 1] & )i +Slﬂ39\/m(sin§99),e +wh? [T g —q. (105)

Grr 72 |gtt|

Here we make the following field decomposition:

0= wim(rC;Y )™, (106)
m
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where C%/? (0) is the Gegenbauer function, satisfied

1+2
d 1 d
. 307 Bt
S0 (g a8

With the substitution (106), Eq. (105) can be transformed to

C(6)) = —(1+2)(1 — 1)C(6). (107)

( |gut w,r) L2 I @ @(l —1)(l — 2)w = 0. (108)

rr r2/, |gtt| 2 - 4
Then we redefine )¢ = w/r, bring = back, and use the tortoise radius defined by (83). The above

equation can be written as

07 Yo + (w? = Va(x)da =0, (109)

and the effective potential Vz(z) have the form

I(+1) | 2090 —1) 1 d |lgul
(x—l—xo)Z + (:c+l"0)2 (fE—i-l‘o)\/m (dx\/g:)] , (110)

where the gy, g, are the same as (85) and (86).

Ve () = |gul

The effective potential Vg (x) of the quantum black hole with different values of parameters and

the Schwarzschild black hole is shown in Fig. 10. Again, we use the WKB approximate method to
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— —  Ox=Xg
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FIG. 10: The effective potential Vi (z) is shown for different values of parameters. The dotted, short dash, and
long dash curves correspond to dx = (3, /2x¢, §x = lp}, and x = xg respectively. The potential corresponding
to the Schwarzschild solution is presented by the solid curves. Here we applied My = 10 and the multipole

number [ = 2.

calculate the QNM frequencies of the quantum black hole. We provide the QNM frequencies for the
multipole number [ = 2, 3,4, 5 and 6 for different dx in Table ITI (which can be seen in the Appendix),
and plot QNM frequencies of the quantum black hole for different values of the parameter §z in Fig.
11. Once again, we find the QNM frequencies exhibit the qualitative tendency for the variation of

quantum parameters, as observed in the scalar (for n # 0) and the electromagnetic (EM) cases.
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FIG. 11: The real part (top) and the imaginary part (bottom) of the QNMs for the axial gravitational
perturbation are presented. Different markers represent different values of the parameter dx: the square,
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case is presented by the point. The panels (top and bottom) show how frequencies change with respect to the

change of the multipole number [ and overtone number n. The data used here are from Table III.

D. Eikonal limit

It is well known that the WKB approximate method is more accurate for [ > n, so it is useful
to consider the QNMs in the large multipole number [. In other words, we would like to study the
Eikonal limit of the QNM expansion. In the limit £ — oo, QNMs can be described as null particles
trapped at the unstable circular orbit and slowly leaking out, in which wg, w; depend on the angular

velocity at the unstable null geodesic and the instability timescale of the orbit [62].
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In the limit £ — oo, Qo in (87) satisfies
2a(wy,) = xma/(xm)’ (111)

where z,, is the position at which V' has the maximum value. Taking a direct calculation, we find
Zm almost coincides with the location of the null circular geodesic r. in the Eikonal limit. Then,
the QNM frequencies calculated by the WKB approximate method is naturally truncated at the

second-order,

woNm = el —i(n+1/2)|A], (112)
with
Qe
Qc - TCQ ) (113)

1 2/ dz2
L (7e) ( - a(r) 2) : (114)
\/i Qe dr* (x + 1.0) T=Tr¢
where (). is the coordinate angular velocity in null geodesics, A is the Lyapunov exponents, and a,

is the function a with x = r., where r. is the radius of the null circular geodesic. Now inserting a(z)
into (113) and (114), we have
V675 + 64a

Qo= 11
135M (115)

_\/2278125(25 + 3) — 8192a2(7705 + 120) — 77760a(328 + 53)

A 2025M (3 + 28)V/5

. (116)

From (115) and (116), we see that the real part of wgnas in the quantum black hole is larger than
that of the Schwarzschild black hole, while A in the quantum black hole is smaller than the one in
the Schwarzschild black hole. This is consistent with the previous analysis.

As a byproduct, we can now calculate the black hole shadow. References [63, 64] show that the

real part of QNMs is inversely proportional to the shadow radius in the Eikonal limit,

l ¢
Rg = lim — —

l—00 WR \/CTC.

Therefore, it is straightforward to show that the expression of the shadow radius for the GOP black

(117)

hole is given by

1 1350
Rg=— =220 118
ST Q. /6751 6da (118)

From this expression, we find that the shadow of the quantum black hole is smaller than that of the
Schwarzschild black hole. This is one more effect that the GOP black hole can tell us.
Let us make a brief summary of this section. First, it should be emphasized that the GOP quan-

tum black hole is stable under scalar, EM, and axial gravitational perturbations, since the imaginary



25

part of the frequency is negative as can be seen in Figs. 7, 9, and 11. Second, the QNM frequen-
cies for all these three perturbations exhibit similar behavior. Namely, as we change the quantum
parameter away from classical one, the real part of frequency becomes higher and higher, mean-
while, it becomes less and less sensitive to n. As a contrast, the imaginary part becomes lower and
lower in this process. This phenomenon can be explained in the following way: quantum geometric
effects lead spacetimes to have more complicated structures than those given in the classical case.
As a result, waves (or particles) traveling in such spacetimes will interact with the (contaminated)
background more frequently, and are more energetic but harder to leak out. This point is also con-
firmed by the potential function as shown in Figs. 6, 8, and 10. The quantum black hole has higher
potential energy compared to the Schwarzschild black hole. Third, from Figs. 7, 9, and 11 we see
that, compared to the Schwarzschild black hole, the real part of the QNM frequencies for the GOP
black hole is very insensitive to n. It exhibits a platformlike behavior and it is almost separated by
an equal interval as increasing [. That is to say, with the increase of the multipole number [, the
increasing range of the real part of the frequencies tends to be a fixed value. The exact explanation
is still missing. However, it maybe has relationship with the quantized horizon, which says that the
horizon area A of black holes is quantized in units of the Planck area 61231 as proposed by Bekenstein
and Mukhanov[65, 66]. According to this picture, the frequency of waves emitted by a black hole is

quantized; therefore, there are a series of frequencies with nearly equal intervals.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we consider the extended geometry, physical properties, and the QNMs of the
GOP quantum black hole, which adopts the improved dynamics scheme of Chiou et al. [67] Within
the framework of LQG, the quantum parameters in the GOP model depend on the minimal area
gap and the size of the discretization of the physical states. As a result, a spacelike transition
surface takes place of the classical singularity. Moreover, quantum effect only dominates near the
transition surface, is almost negligible at the event horizon, and the model will recover the classical
Schwarzschild space at spatial infinities.

To better understand this quantum black hole, we first show that, due to its reflection symmetry
with respect to the transition surface, as shown in Fig. 3, the spacetime is not smooth across this
transition surface, and an infinitely thin shell usually appears [cf. Egs.(29) and (37)]. With this
extension, we then investigate the physics properties of this quantum black hole, including energy
conditions of the effective energy-momentum tensor and curvature scalars. By calculating energy
density and pressures at the throat, horizon, and the spatial infinities, respectively, we find that none
of the three energy conditions is satisfied, which can be regarded as a consequence of the wormhole
structure. In order to explore the quantum effect further, we also study the curvature scalars. Our
results show that the values of the curvature scalars are no longer diverging at the throat, even
though they are still larger, but all in the order of the Planck scales. In addition, as moving away
from the transition surface, we can see that the influence of quantum effects is increasingly negligible,

which is what we expect.
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In the third part of the paper, we study the perturbations of the GOP quantum black hole and
calculate their QNM frequencies. We first considered the perturbation of massless scalar fields,
electromagnetic fields, and then the axial gravitational fields, and calculated the QNM frequencies
in the Eikonal limit. It shows that the QNM frequencies for all three cases exhibit similar qualitative
tendency. That is, as we change the quantum parameter away from its classical value, the real part
of the frequency becomes higher and higher, and it is less and less sensitive to n, while the damping
rate goes lower and lower. When we discuss the perturbation frequency of the quantum black hole in
the Eikonal limit, we find a feature of the quantum black hole, namely, the shadow of the quantum
black hole is smaller than that of the classical Schwarzschild black hole.

The deviation between the quantum black hole and the classical one is due to the presence of
quantum correction, which is more obvious in smaller black holes. For astrophysical black holes,
such as solar-mass black holes, deviation will be very small, which means that the deviation between
the LQG black hole and the classical Schwarzschild black hole become significant only for Planckian
black holes.
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Here we present the data of QNM frequencies in three cases in detail in Tables I, II, and III.

A. Massless scalar
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TABLE I: The real and imaginary parts of quasinormal frequencies of the scalar field in the GOP black hole

background. Here we choose rg = 10.

l,n

Viscalar (schwarzschild)

‘/scalar((sx = 6%1/2170)

‘/scalar (51: == EPI)

‘/scalar (61 = mO)

0,0

0.0209294 — 0.02303944

0.0208334 — 0.0226666%

0.0206735 — 0.0219302¢

0.0205126 — 0.0212631+¢

1,0

0.0582228 — 0.0196003:

0.0582144 — 0.01937031

0.058173 — 0.01890213

0.0581291 — 0.01847083

1,1

)

0.0524424 — 0.0614865¢

0.0525971 — 0.06070697

0.0529531 — 0.0590997%

0.0532592 — 0.0576278:

2,0

0.0966422 — 0.019361:

0.0966468 — 0.01914713

0.0966091 — 0.01870334

0.0965717 — 0.0182929:

2,1

)

0.0926383 — 0.059162:

0.0927664 — 0.0584819:

0.0930045 — 0.0570723

0.0932109 — 0.05577133

2,2

0.0863321 — 0.100687:

0.0866458 — 0.099494:

0.0873111 — 0.09701744

0.0878943 — 0.0947357%

3,0

0.135041 — 0.01930241

0.135059 — 0.0190925:

0.135029 — 0.018655:

0.135 — 0.0182499:

3,1

0.132083 — 0.0584688:

0.132194 — 0.0578188:

0.132368 — 0.0564658:

0.132518 — 0.0552149:

3,2

0.126968 — 0.09882361

0.127235 — 0.09769641

0.127753 — 0.0953529:

0.128209 — 0.0931888:

3,3

0.120436 — 0.1402117

0.120901 — 0.1385831

0.121865 — 0.135198¢

0.122712 — 0.132075¢

4,0

0.173468 — 0.0192793:

0.173497 — 0.0190709:

0.173473 — 0.0186358:

0.17345 — 0.0182328¢

4,1

0.171137 — 0.0581798:

0.17124 — 0.05754223

0.171377 — 0.0562125:

0.171495 — 0.054982:

4,2

)

0.166898 — 0.0979045:%

0.167134 — 0.0968103:

0.167557 — 0.0945318:

0.167928 — 0.09242541

43

0.161278 — 0.13853¢

0.161685 — 0.136955¢

0.162486 — 0.133677¢

0.163192 — 0.130651

4.4

0.154614 — 0.179865¢

0.155225 — 0.1777941

0.156484 — 0.173485¢

0.157591 — 0.169508:

5,0

0.211914 — 0.0192678:

0.211953 — 0.01906021

0.211934 — 0.01862621

0.211914 — 0.0182243:

5,1

0.209994 — 0.0580329:

0.210096 — 0.0574017:

0.210208 — 0.05608361

0.210305 — 0.0548634:

5,2

0.206402 — 0.0973913:

0.206617 — 0.09631614

0.206972 — 0.094074¢

0.207284 — 0.092:

5,3

0.201495 — 0.137488¢

0.201861 — 0.135947¢

0.202547 — 0.132736¢

0.20315 — 0.129769:¢

9,4

0.195578 — 0.178268:¢

0.196126 — 0.176243:

0.197211 — 0.172031

0.198166 — 0.168137¢

5,5

0.188826 — 0.219582:

0.189582 — 0.217063¢

0.191133 — 0.211825¢

0.192497 — 0.2069861

6,0

0.250372 — 0.0192612:

0.250422 — 0.0190541:

0.250405 — 0.0186208:

0.250388 — 0.0182194:

6,1

0.248742 — 0.05794831

0.248844 — 0.0573208:

0.248939 — 0.0560093:

0.249021 — 0.0547949:

6,2

0.245637 — 0.0970788:

0.245838 — 0.0960153:

0.246144 — 0.0937955:¢

0.246412 — 0.0917413:

6,3

0.241303 — 0.136807¢

0.241639 — 0.135288¢

0.242237 — 0.1321227

0.242763 — 0.129195¢

6,4

0.235987 — 0.177148¢

0.236487 — 0.175158¢

0.237442 — 0.171013:

0.238284 — 0.167181¢

6,5

0.229872 — 0.2180287

0.23056 — 0.2155531

0.23193 — 0.2104021

0.233136 — 0.205643¢

6,6

0.223057 — 0.259333:¢

0.223958 — 0.256366¢

0.225799 — 0.250192¢

0.227419 — 0.24449;
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TABLE II: The real and imaginary parts of quasinormal frequencies of the electromagnetic field in the GOP

black hole background. Here we choose rg = 10.

l,n

Velectr (schwarzschild)

Velectr((s'r = E%I/sz)

Velectr (637 = éPl)

Velectr (&E = 170)

1,0

0.049174 — 0.01862123

0.0493082 — 0.01842331

0.0495768 — 0.018029:

0.0498188 — 0.01766411%

1,1

)

0.0422617 — 0.059167:

0.0425954 — 0.05846931

0.0433285 — 0.0570471%

0.0439833 — 0.05573974

2,0

0.0914262 — 0.019013:

0.0915113 — 0.0188109:

0.0916502 — 0.01839441

0.0917758 — 0.0180084%

2,1

0.0871655 — 0.05819431

0.0873842 — 0.05754721

0.0878158 — 0.0562141

0.0882 — 0.0549821¢

2,2

0.0804636 — 0.0991724¢

0.0808855 — 0.0980331+¢

0.0817717 — 0.09568¢

0.0825567 — 0.093509:

3,0

0.131347 — 0.0191262:

0.131421 — 0.0189222;

0.131516 — 0.01849841

0.131602 — 0.0181057z

3,1

0.128294 — 0.0579592:

0.128466 — 0.0573263:

0.128771 — 0.05601341

0.129043 — 0.0547985:

3.2

0.123022 — 0.0980115¢

0.123356 — 0.0969119:

0.124017 — 0.0946332:

0.124603 — 0.0925275:¢

3,3

0.116283 — 0.139111

0.116825 — 0.13752¢

0.117947 — 0.1342247

0.118938 — 0.131181¢

4,0

0.170604 — 0.019173¢

0.170676 — 0.0189682:

0.170749 — 0.0185413:

0.170815 — 0.0181458:

4,1

)

0.168228 — 0.0578679:

0.168377 — 0.0572407:

0.168613 — 0.05593531

0.168823 — 0.0547269:

4,2

0.163911 — 0.097401¢

0.164196 — 0.0963237:

0.164724 — 0.0940849:

0.165192 — 0.0920144:

4,3

0.158188 — 0.137845¢

0.158649 — 0.136293¢

0.159563 — 0.13307%

0.160371 — 0.130092¢

4.4

)

0.151394 — 0.179003:¢

0.152067 — 0.176961¢

0.153448 — 0.172723:

0.154667 — 0.168808¢

95,0

0.209574 — 0.0191968:

0.209649 — 0.0189915:

0.209708 — 0.0185631:

0.209762 — 0.0181662:

5,1

0.20763 — 0.0578231

0.207768 — 0.0571987:

0.207961 — 0.055897¢

0.208132 — 0.0546915:¢

5,2

0.203994 — 0.0970495:

0.204247 — 0.09598561

0.204686 — 0.0937703:

0.205075 — 0.09172052

9,3

0.199027 — 0.137021¢

0.199434 — 0.135495¢

0.200208 — 0.132322¢

0.200892 — 0.129388:

5,4

0.193036 — 0.177684

0.193629 — 0.175675¢

0.194808 — 0.171509¢

0.195849 — 0.167659¢

5,5

0.186196 — 0.218875¢

0.187003 — 0.21638:

0.188654 — 0.211198:¢

0.19011 — 0.206411%

6,0

0.248394 — 0.0192105:

0.248473 — 0.019005¢

0.248523 — 0.01857564

0.248569 — 0.0181779:

6,1

0.246749 — 0.05779761

0.246882 — 0.057175¢

0.247045 — 0.05587521

0.247189 — 0.05467157

6,2

0.243616 — 0.0968319:

0.243849 — 0.0957765:

0.244225 — 0.093576¢

0.244558 — 0.0915393:

6,3

0.239245 — 0.136468¢

0.239615 — 0.134964

0.240285 — 0.131822:

0.240878 — 0.128918:

6,4

0.233882 — 0.176721¢

0.234418 — 0.174745¢

0.235449 — 0.170634¢

0.23636 — 0.1668331

6,5

0.227712 — 0.2175144

0.228439 — 0.2150561¢

0.229889 — 0.209947¢

0.231169 — 0.2052257

6,6

0.220834 — 0.258734¢

0.221777 — 0.2557871

0.223704 — 0.2496617¢

0.225401 — 0.2440034




C. Axial gravitational
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TABLE III: The real and imaginary parts of quasinormal frequencies of the axial gravitational perturbations

field in the GOP black hole background. Here we choose rg = 10.

l,n

Viaxial (schwarzschild)

Vaxial (5$ = é%l/Ql‘o)

Vaxial (02 = £p1)

Vaxial(al' == Io)

2,0

0.0746324 — 0.01784351

0.074656 — 0.0176393:

0.0746772 — 0.01722644

0.0747016 — 0.0168513

2,1

0.0692035 — 0.05498311

0.069394 — 0.0543252:

0.0697934 — 0.05299:

0.0701543 — 0.0517779¢

2,2

0.0605869 — 0.09421283

0.061046 — 0.0930508:2

0.0620629 — 0.09067597

0.0629708 — 0.0885216¢

3,0

0.119853 — 0.01854573

0.119897 — 0.0183488:

0.119934 — 0.01794144

0.119971 — 0.0175655¢

3,1

0.116471 — 0.05628123

0.116622 — 0.05566864

0.116889 — 0.054403:

0.117127 — 0.0532365:

3,2

0.11064 — 0.0953368:

0.110972 — 0.0942699:

0.111631 — 0.0920673:

0.112212 — 0.0900393:

3,3

0.103149 — 0.135486¢

0.103718 — 0.133941

0.104894 — 0.1307477

0.105925 — 0.127811%

4,0

0.16182 — 0.0188342:

0.161872 — 0.0186347:

0.161907 — 0.0182195:

0.16194 — 0.0178355¢

4,1

0.1593 — 0.05687331

0.159433 — 0.05626161

0.159637 — 0.0549907:

0.159821 — 0.0538159:

4,2

0.154727 — 0.0957948:

0.155002 — 0.0947427:

0.155512 — 0.0925601%

0.155965 — 0.09054464

43

0.148662 — 0.13566%

0.149124 — 0.1341434

0.15004 — 0.130998:

0.150849 — 0.128095¢

4,4

0.141443 — 0.176253¢

0.142131 — 0.174255:

0.143541 — 0.170115¢

0.144783 — 0.166297¢

5,0

0.20245 — 0.0189747¢

0.20251 — 0.01877323

0.202541 — 0.0183531

0.20257 — 0.0179641¢

5.1

0.20043 — 0.0571661¢

0.200554 — 0.056553¢

0.200722 — 0.0552758:

0.200872 — 0.0540941:

5,2

0.196653 — 0.0959797:

0.196896 — 0.0949341:

0.197317 — 0.0927591:

0.19769 — 0.0907483¢

5,3

0.191496 — 0.13556%

0.191898 — 0.134059¢

0.192663 — 0.130941:

0.19334 — 0.128061%

5,4

0.185272 — 0.175839¢

0.185866 — 0.173866¢

0.187049 — 0.169771¢

0.188093 — 0.16599¢

5,5

0.178152 — 0.21666¢

0.178969 — 0.214205:

0.180641 — 0.209109:

0.182114 — 0.204406¢

6,0

0.242397 — 0.0190534:

0.242464 — 0.01885077

0.242491 — 0.0184275;

0.242516 — 0.01803554

6,1

0.240706 — 0.0573313:

0.240828 — 0.056717¢

0.240969 — 0.0554353:

0.241096 — 0.054249:

6,2

0.237488 — 0.09606821

0.237711 — 0.0950264:

0.23807 — 0.09285581

0.238388 — 0.09084 773

6,3

0.232998 — 0.135421

0.233362 — 0.133932:

0.23402 — 0.1308341

0.234603 — 0.12797¢

6,4

0.227491 — 0.175399¢

0.228024 — 0.1734473

0.229051 — 0.169389:

0.229958 — 0.165638¢

6,5

0.221149 — 0.2159243

0.221879 — 0.2134961¢

0.223334 — 0.208451

0.224618 — 0.20379¢

6,6

0.214073 — 0.256879:

0.215025 — 0.2539661¢

0.216967 — 0.247916¢

0.218679 — 0.242331
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