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We investigate the quasinormal modes of a massless scalar field in a Schwarzschild black hole, which
is deformed due to noncommutative corrections. We present the deformed Schwarzschild black hole
solution, which depends on the noncommutative parameter Θ, and we extract the master equation as
a Schrödinger-like equation, giving the explicit expression of the effective potential which is modified
due to the noncommutative corrections. We solve the master equation numerically and we find that
the noncommutative gravitational corrections “break” the stability of the scalar perturbations in the
long time evolution of the massless scalar field. The significance of these results is twofold. Firstly,
our results can be related to the detection of gravitational waves by the near future gravitational
wave detectors, such as LISA, which will have a significantly increased accuracy. In particular,
these observed gravitational waves produced by binary strong gravitational systems have oscillating
modes which can provide valuable information. Secondly, our results can serve as an additional tool
to test the predictions of general relativity, as well as to examine the possible detection of this kind
of gravitational corrections.

1. INTRODUCTION

In a seminal paper by Snyder [1], there appeared for the first time the idea that spacetime can be described in
noncommutative (NC) frameworks. Such a consideration, and more generally the interest for the NC physics, received
a renewed interest later on due to the discovery of the Seiberg-Witten map, which essentially relates the NC theories
to the commutative gauge theories [2]. The latter has played a relevant role in the understanding of NC physics
on a fundamental level, that is the spacetime symmetries and the unitary properties of these theories [3–9, 11],
and the possible experimental signatures [12–16] (see also [3–14, 17, 18] for the violation of spacetime symmetries
and [6, 7, 19, 20] for the full Lorentz invariance). Furthermore, in the framework of string theories, the low-energy
limit yields in a natural way a quantized structure of spacetime [2, 15, 16, 21], while at high-energy scales the
noncommutativity of spacetime may lead to a deep insight on its quantum nature [2, 6, 7].

In the NC frameworks, one defines the fields over phase space in which the ordinary product of fields is replaced
by the Moyal product. Due to the Seiberg-Witten map, this theory turns out to be equivalent to commutative gauge
theories in which the fields are expanded in terms of a NC parameter [22–32]. In this respect, the formulation of
gravity as a commutative equivalent gauge theory turns out to be very promising (for details, see [33–47]).

On the other hand, recently the study of the quasinormal modes (QNMs) [48–50] has generated a lot of interest in
the scientific community [51–55], since they allow for the investigation of gravity in the strong-field regime. This is
certainly possible due to experiments with increasing accuracy, such as the Event Horizon Telescope (EHT), which
has captured the first image of a black hole [56–58], and the LIGO-Virgo collaboration which has detected the first
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gravitational wave signal [59, 60]. These observations opened the possibility of studying black hole features near the
event horizon, as well as of probing modified gravity theories [61–64], or quantum gravity corrections, which is the
subject of this paper. More specifically, since QNMs represent characteristic modes of the perturbation equations
in a given gravitational background [65–69], they provide information on the geometry of spacetime. Such a feature
highlights the important role of QNMs in connection with the physics of gravitational waves (GWs). In fact, on one
hand GWs allow us to make observations in order to test general relativity (GR) [70–72], and on the other hand the
predictions of QNMs properties allow us to constrain the gravitational theories beyond GR [73–84].

The aim of this paper is to investigate the QNMs in the case of black hole solutions in NC gravity. In particular,
we refer to the deformed Schwarzschild solution, where the corrections are induced by the NC parameter Θ. For this
metric, we compute the corresponding QNM frequency of a massless scalar field. The noncommutativity of gravity is
induced by a NC coordinate product given by

[xµ, xν ] = iΘµν , (1)

where the (antisymmetric) tensor Θµν is a c-number (here the Greek indices are used for the spacetime coordinates
µ, ν = 0, . . . , 3) and accounts for the degree of quantum fuzziness of spacetime. At this point it should be noted that
different approaches have been proposed in which the NC coordinates occur, for instance in the q-deformed theories
[85]. The NC parameter Θµν has been constrained in several frameworks: in low-energy measurements [86–89], in
Lorentz symmetry breaking [90, 91], in cosmology and physics of the primordial Universe [92–95], and in gravitational
physics [36, 96–106]. It is noteworthy that in the aforesaid models the NC corrections appear to second order in Θ.
In TABLE 1, we report some bounds on Θµν .

Bounds on Θ Physical framework Refs.

Θ < (1TeV)−2 Nucleus wave function [91, 107]

Θ < 10−8GeV−2 Lamb shift corrections [87, 88]

Θ < 10−7GeV−2 CMB physics [89]

|Θ| < 10−11GeV−1 Generalized uncertainty principle (GUP) [105]

|Θ| < 8.4× 10−38GeV−2 GW signal detected by LIGO/Virgo collaboration [96]

TABLE I: Bounds on the NC parameter Θ (or |Θ|) inferred in different experiments, where Θ refers to different components
of Θµν (see the corresponding references). The different units of Θ in the GUP case arises from the fact that there the bounds
have been inferred in spherical coordinates and therefore [Θ] = [Θrθ] = GeV−1, while in Cartesian coordinates [Θ] = GeV−2.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review the NC gravity and present the modified
Schwarzschild black hole solutions which are Θ-depending. In Section 3, we derive the form of the Schrödinger-like
equation. In Section 4, we numerically solve the Schrödinger-like equation, and get the time evolution of the dominant
mode. In Section 5, we present and discuss our conclusions.

2. Θµν- SCHWARZSCHILD BLACK HOLES

In this Section we briefly review the NC black hole solutions following the analysis of Ref. [47]. The NC corrections to
the Schwarzschild black hole geometry, which are a Θ-expansion, are investigated (for other solutions of the deformed
Einstein field equations the reader could see [29, 30, 46, 47, 96, 97] and references therein). The important point is
that the Schwarzschild black hole solution is exact. One starts by writing the deformed metric in terms of the tetrad
fields, namely

ĝµν(x,Θ) =
1

2

(
êaµ ∗ êb †ν + êbµ ∗ êa †ν

)
ηab, (2)

where the “†” denotes the complex conjugation, the Latin indices are used for the tangent space basis a, b = 0, . . . , 3,

and the “∗” stands for the Moyal product which is defined as φ(x) ∗ χ(x) ≡ e
i
2 Θµν∂xµ∂yν φ(x)χ(y)

∣∣∣
y→x

. The tetrads,

as gauge fields, are expanded in terms of the Θνρ-parameter as

êaµ(x,Θ) = eaµ(x)− iΘνρeaµνρ(x) + ΘνρΘασeaνρασ(x) +O(Θ3), (3)

with

eaµνρ(x) =
1

4
[ωacν ∂ρe

d
µ + (∂ρω

ac
µ +Racρµ)edν ]ηcd,
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and similar expressions exist for the other terms of the expansion [47]. In the above equations, Racρµ is the curvature
tensor and ωacµ is the connection.

Following the quantization procedure of Refs. [108–111] for the Schwarzschild black hole metric, one needs to fix
the Moyal algebra. In terms of the spherical coordinates xµ = (t, r, θ, φ), the algebra is deformed as

Θµν = Θ


0 0 1 0

0 0 0 0

−1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

 , (4)

where Θ is the deformation parameter, which as discussed in the Introduction, gives rise to the simplest model of a NC

spacetime. The non-deformed Schwarzschild black hole geometry is described by the line element ds2 = g
(S)
µν dxµdxν ,

with

g(S)
µν = diag(−F(r),F−1(r), r2, r2 sin2 θ) , F(r) ≡ 1− α

r
, α ≡ 2GM, (5)

where M is the mass of the gravitational source. Hence, the corresponding vierbein fields are

e0
µ = (F , 0, 0, 0), e1

µ = (0,F−1, 0, 0) , e2
µ = (0, 0, r, 0) , e3

µ = (0, 0, 0, r sin θ) . (6)

Furthermore, the components of the Θ-Schwarzschild black hole metric, according to (2), are given by

ĝµν = g(S)
µν + h(NC)

µν (7)

with

h
(NC)
00 = −α(8r − 11α)

16r4
Θ2 +O(Θ4) , (8)

h(NC)
rr = − α(4r − 3α)

16r2(r − α)2
Θ2 +O(Θ4) , (9)

h
(NC)
θθ =

2r2 − 17α(r − α)

32r(r − α)
Θ2 +O(Θ4) , (10)

h
(NC)
φφ =

(r2 + αr − α2) cos2 θ − α(2r − α)

16r(r − α)
Θ2 +O(Θ4), (11)

where h
(NC)
µν quantifies the NC corrections to the Schwarzschild black hole metric. The embedding of the 2-dimensional

slides of constant r and t described by this metric is shown in FIG. 1.
At this point, a number of comments are in order. First, the standard Schwarzschild black hole solution is recovered in
the limit Θ→ 0, as anticipated. Second, as mentioned in the Introduction, the corrections enter in the metric as Θ2,
that is they are of second order in the deformation parameter Θ (this is a general aspect of NC gravity [36, 96–104]).
Third, it is worth of note that since we are using spherical coordinates, the dimension of Θ are [Θ]2 = [L]2 = [M ]−2

[47, 109, 111–114], contrary to the standard canonical quantization, which is in Cartesian coordinates, where the NC
parameter Θ2 has dimensions [L]4).

3. QUASINORMAL MODES IN NONCOMMUTATIVE BLACK HOLE SPACETIME

Now we proceed to the investigation of the QNMs in the deformed, due to noncommutativity, Schwarzschild black
holes. We start with the derivation of the effective potential by writing the Klein-Gordon field equation in a
Schrödinger-like form. For this reason, we adopt the analysis of Ref.[115] where a general formalism has been devel-
oped.
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FIG. 1: The left panel shows the embedded shape (ρ(θ), z(θ)) for a constant ϕ and r = 3. The thick curve depicts the case of the
NC metric, while, given for comparison, the dashed curve corresponds to the sphere geometry. The color of the curve indicates
the θ value. The right panel shows the 3-dimensional shape of the constant r slides. The color of the surface indicates the value
of r. The parameter choice is Θ2 = 0.2 for both plots, and we have adopted M = 1.

The deformed Schwarzschild black hole metric is parameterized as

gtt = −
(

1− 2M

r

)(
1 + εAj(r) cosj θ

)
, (12)

grr =

(
1− 2M

r

)−1 (
1 + εBj(r) cosj θ

)
, (13)

gθθ = r2
(
1 + εCj(r) cosj θ

)
, (14)

gϕϕ = r2 sin2 θ
(
1 + εDj(r) cosj θ

)
, (15)

gtr = εaj(r) cosj θ , gtθ = εbj(r) cosj θ , (16)

grθ = εcj(r) cosj θ , grϕ = εdj(r) cosj θ , (17)

gθϕ = εej(r) cosj θ, (18)

where the index j stands for summations running upward from j = 0. By comparing (13)-(18) with (8)-(11), one
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obtains

ε = Θ2 , (19)

A0(r) =
α(8r − 11α)

16r3(r − α)
, (20)

B0(r) = − α(4r − 3α)

16r3(r − α)
, (21)

C0(r) =
2r2 − 17α(r − α)

32r3(r − α)
, (22)

D0(r) =
(r2 + αr − α2) cos2 θ − α(2r − α)

16r3(r − α) sin2 θ
= − α(2r − α)

16r3(r − α)
, (23)

Dj(r) =
1 + (−1)j

32r2
(for j > 0) , (24)

aj(r) = bj(r) = cj(r) = dj(r) = ej(r) = 0 . (25)

Next, we consider massless scalar waves propagating in the deformed Schwarzschild black hole spacetime, with equation
of motion of the form

�ψ = 0 . (26)

Exploiting the fact that there are two Killing vectors, i.e., ∂t and ∂ϕ, this equation can be decomposed through

�ψ =

∫ ∞
−∞

dω

∞∑
m=−∞

ei(mϕ−ωt)D2
m,ωψm,ω(r, θ), (27)

where the Fourier modes of the wave function, i.e., ψm,ω, satisfy the equation

D2
m,ωψm,ω = 0, (28)

with m the azimuthal number and ω the mode frequency. The operator D2
m,ω can be written (up to first order in ε)

as

D2
m,ω = D2

(0)m,ω + εD2
(1)m,ω . (29)

The zeroth order operator, i.e., D2
(0)m,ω, is given by

D2
(0)m,ω = −

[
ω2 − m2F(r)

r2 sin2 θ

]
− F(r)

r2
∂r
[
r2F(r)∂r

]
− F(r)

r2 sin θ
∂θ (sin θ∂θ) , (30)

while the first order operator, i.e., D2
(1)m,ω, is presented in (A1) of Appendix A [115]. In addition, the Fourier modes

of the wavefunction, i.e., ψm,ω, can be expanded as

ψm,ω =

∞∑
l′=|m|

Pml′ (x)Rl′,m(r), (31)

where x = cos θ and the Legendre functions Pml (x) are the angular basis of (30).
Our aim now is to extract the master equation in a Schrödinger-like form, where the latter includes the effective
potential. First, we introduce the tortoise radius r∗ [115]

dr

dr∗
= F(r)

[
1 +

ε

2
bjlm (Aj −Bj)

]
, (32)

and a new radial wave function Ψl,m

Rl,m =
Ψl,m

r

[
1 +

ε

4
bjlm (Aj −Bj)− ε

∫
dr
Zlm(r)

4r2

]
, (33)



6

where

Zlm(r) ≡ bjlmr
2
(
A′j −B′j + C ′j +D′j

)
+ 4igjlmdj +

4iωr2bjlmaj
F

.

By substituting (32) and (33) into (26), we obtain the master equation written in a Schrödinger-like form

∂2
r∗Ψl,m + ω2Ψl,m = Veff(r)Ψl,m (34)

with the effective potential, i.e., Veff(r), to be of the form [115]

Veff(r) = l(l + 1)
F
r2

+
F
r

dF
dr

[
1 + εbjlm (Aj −Bj)

]
+ ε

{
F
r2

[
ajlm (Aj −Dj)− cjlm (Aj − Cj)−

bjlm
4

d2

dr2
∗

(Aj −Bj)

−
djlm
2

(Aj +Bj − Cj +Dj) + ejlm∂r (Fcj)
]

+
1

4r2

d

dr∗

[
bjlmr

2 d

dr∗
(Aj −Bj + Cj +Dj)

]}
, (35)

and with the coefficients ajlm, bjlm, cjlm, djlm, and ejlm to be given in Appendix B. The eikonal QNMs and photon
geodesics, which form the photon sphere around black holes, are related, since in the eikonal limit, i.e., l � 1 the
effective potential exhibits a peak located at the photon sphere. Interestingly enough, the spacetime deformation
induced by the Θ2-terms implies that the effective potential does depend on m (and besides that on l as in absence
of deformations), affecting the behavior of high-frequency modes that could be different for different values of m.

4. QUASINORMAL MODE CALCULATION IN CHARACTERISTIC INTEGRATION METHOD

In this section, we solve the Schrödinger-like equation (34) with the effective potential (35) utilizing the characteristic
integration method. Therefore, we derive the time evolution of dominant QNM. In the following numerical calculation
and plots, we choose G = c = 1 and M = 1.

4.1. Adding up the terms for the effective potential

We can separate the effective potential into three parts: (i) the Schwarzschild effective potential, i.e., Vsch, (ii) the
contribution from the j = 0 part, i.e., V0, and (iii) the contribution from the j > 0 part, i.e., Vj , and thus it reads

Veff(r) = Vsch + V0 + Vj , (36)

where

Vsch =l(l + 1)
F
r2

+
F
r

dF
dr
, (37)

V0 =ε
F
r

dF
dr
b0lm(A0 −B0) + ε

{
F
r2

[
a0
lm (A0 −D0)− c0lm (A0 − C0)− d0

lm

2
(A0 +B0 − C0 +D0)

]
+

1

4r2

d

dr∗

[
b0lmr

2 d

dr∗
(A0 −B0 + C0 +D0)

]
− b0lm

4

d2

dr2
∗

(A0 −B0)

}
, (38)

Vj =− εF
r2

∞∑
j=1

(
ajlm +

1

2
djlm

)
Dj + ε

∞∑
j=1

1

4r2

d

dr∗

(
bjlmr

2 d

dr∗

)
Dj . (39)

The calculation of the Schwarzschild contribution Vsch and the j = 0 contribution V0 is straightforward. Thus,
we need to add up the terms of the j > 0 part. Calculating the coefficients ajlm, bjlm, cjlm, djlm with the help of
MATHEMATICA, we obtain for the case of l = m = 1

ajlm =
3(1 + (−1)j)

4(1 + j)
, bjlm =

3[1 + (−1)j ]

2(1 + j)(3 + j)
, cjlm =

3[1 + (−1)j ](−1 + j)

4(1 + j)(3 + j)
, djlm =

3[1 + (−1)j ]j

2(1 + j)(3 + j)
. (40)

Now, we can add up the terms of the j > 0 part of the effective potential and acquire

∞∑
j=1

(
ajlm +

1

2
djlm

)
Dj =

3

64r2
(41)
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∞∑
j=1

1

4r2

d

dr∗

(
bjlmr

2 d

dr∗

)
Dj

=

∞∑
j=1

0.0234375
(
r4 − 2r3 + 0.075r − 0.175

) (
r5 − 6r4 + 8r3 + 0.3r2 − 1.475r + 1.75

) (
1 + (−1)j

)2
(j + 1)(j + 3)(r − 2)r12

=
0.015625

(
r9 − 8r8 + 20r7 − 14.125r6 − 13.5r5 + 31.75r4 − 23.9375r3 − 4.07812r2 + 9.73437r − 7.65625

)
r12(r − 2)

. (42)

Therefore, we obtain

Vj =
1

(r − 2)3r12
(−0.003125r11 + 0.01875r10 − 0.025r9 − 0.0494141r8 + 0.143438r7 − 0.0708594r6

−0.0641836r5 + 0.069917r4 − 0.0288564r3 − 0.00393164r2 + 0.00434766r − 0.00191406) . (43)

It is evident that now we are able to compute the explicit expression of the effective potential, i.e., (36), and, thus, we
can plot its shape. In order to see how the effective potential of the deformed Schwarzschild black hole deviates from
the effective potential of the standard Schwarzschild black hole solution, we plot both effective potentials in FIG. 2.
It is easily seen that the difference between the two effective potentials is small. This means that the contribution
from the j = 0 part, i.e., V0, and the contribution from the j > 0 part, i.e., Vj , are small compared to the effective
potential of the standard Schwarzschild black hole solution, i.e., Vsch. This is also depicted in FIG. 3 in which we
plot the contribution of the j = 0 part and the contribution of the j > 0 part to the modified effective potential.
These graphs are plotted with parameter Θ2 = 0.5. The left panel is ploted with l = m = 1, while the right panel is
plotted with l = 3, m = 1. As we can see, both j = 0 and j > 0 contributions are quite small, and actually the j > 0
contribution is even smaller than the j = 0 contribution. However, for m = 1, as l gets larger, the contribution from
the j > 0 part also gets larger, and for l = 3 this part is not negligible compared with the contribution of the j = 0
part.

Veff=Vsch+V0+Vj

Vsch

2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 4.5 5.0

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

r

V
ef
f

FIG. 2: The effective potential Veff(r) as a function of r, for l = m = 1, and Θ2 = 0.5 for NC gravity.

At this point it should be pointed out that the calculation of the explicit expression of the effective potential meets
some divergence when m = 0. In particular, for the summation that appears in the contribution of the j > 0 part, we
have an infinite summation up to j = +∞. For the case of m = 0, this summation is divergent, and, thus, we cannot
get the explicit expression of the effective potential. For instance, for the case of l = 1 and m = 0, combining (39)
and (40), we obtain

∞∑
j=0

(
ajlm +

1

2
djlm

)
Dj =

∞∑
j=0

3(1 + (−1)j)2j

64(1 + j)(3 + j)r2
∼ 3

64r2

∞∑
j=1

1

j
. (44)

It is obvious that this infinite summation gives a divergent result. The same result is also obtained for the case of
l = 0 and m = 0 as well as for the case l = 2 and m = 0. The conclusion is that we cannot carry out the computation
for any value of l when m = 0.



8

V0

Vj

2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 4.5 5.0

-0.0015

-0.0010

-0.0005

0.0000

0.0005

0.0010

0.0015

r

V
ef
f

V0

Vj

2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 4.5 5.0

-0.010

-0.005

0.000

0.005

r

V
ef
f

FIG. 3: The contribution of the j = 0 part, i.e. V0, as well as the contribution of the j > 0 part, i.e. Vj, to the effective
potential Veff(r), for Θ2 = 0.5. The left panel is for l = m = 1, while the right panel is for l = 3, m = 1.

At this point, one may think of adopting the analysis of Ref. [115] and, thus, utilize (5.17) in [115] which is an
approximated expression of the effective potential for the case of m = 0. A couple of comments are in order here.
First, this result does not hold in our case since we do not have the eikonal limit, i.e., l� 1. Second, if we substitute
A2k = A and C2k = C in this expression, then we will find that the summation in this case is also divergent.
Finally, in our case here the divergence is generic in the sense that the explicit expression of the effective potential
is divergent due to the specific background geometry, namely the deformed Schwarzschild black hole spacetime. It is
known that the case m = 0 corresponds to the polar orbits which are the orbits of the photons that pass above or
nearly above the poles. However, it is easily seen in FIG. 1, that the spacetime is not smooth at the poles due to the
specific NC corrections. Therefore, polar orbits, and thus the case of m = 0, should be excluded from the calculation
of the explicit expression of the effective potential.

4.2. The numerical function for the tortoise coordinate

The next step is to get the numerical function for the tortoise coordinate. Since we already have the function for dr
dr∗ ,

i.e., (32), we can solve the corresponding differential equation to get r∗(r), and then inverse this function to get r(r∗).
The shape of these two functions with parameter choice l = m = 1 and Θ2 = 0.1 is shown in FIG. 4.

2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 4.5 5.0

-30

-20

-10

0

r

r*

-150 -100 -50 0 50 100 150

0

50

100

150

r*

r

FIG. 4: r∗(r) as a function of r (left panel), and r(r∗) as function of r∗ (right panel), for l = m = 1 and Θ2 = 0.1.

However, we need to mention here that the function r∗(r) works differently from the standard Schwarzschild black
hole case. In the standard Schwarzschild black hole case, this function maps the spatial infinity to r∗ = +∞ and maps
the event horizon r = 2M to r∗ = −∞. Here, r∗ = +∞ still stands for spatial infinity, but the position r∗ = −∞
does not correspond to the root of the metric function (see FIG. 5).
For convenience, we use rr to stand for this asymptotic value, namely, r∗(r = rr) = −∞. It is known that the
position of event horizon is defined through the relationship g00 = grr = 0 and, thus, it is easily seen that rr does not
correspond to the position of an horizon.
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-g00

1/grr

Schwarzschild: 1-2/r

1.95 2.00 2.05 2.10 2.15 2.20

-0.05
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r

FIG. 5: The metric functions form for Θ2 = 0.1. The vertical line stands for the value of r corresponding to r∗ = −∞.

In FIG. 6, it is shown that the effective potential close to the position r = rr for the case of l = m = 1 and Θ2 = 0.1.
From this plot, it is obvious that the effective potential has a divergence at the position r = 2M and it takes negative
values around r = rr.
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FIG. 6: The shape of effective potential Veff (r) in (36), close to the horizon, for l = m = 1 and Θ2 = 0.1. The vertical line
marks the position r = rr.

In FIG. 7, the effective potential Veff is plotted as a function of the tortoise coordinate, namely r∗, for the case of
l = m = 1 and Θ2 = 0.5 for NC gravity. It can be easily seen that the shape of the effective potential of the deformed
Schwarzschild black hole is nearly non-distinguishable from the effective potential of the standard Schwarzschild black
hole solution. However, for the deformed Schwarzschild black hole case, the effective potential gets negative asymptotic
values as r∗ goes to negative infinity. The aforesaid conclusions do not depend on the value of the parameter Θ2 as it
is easily seen in FIG. 8 where we have plotted the effective potential Veff for the case of l = m = 1 and several values
of Θ2.
As we will see later, this difference between the curves of the effective potential of the standard Schwarzschild black
hole and the deformed ones causes the evolution of a massless test scalar field to be unstable.

4.3. The time evolution of the dominant mode

In this section, we numerically solve the Schrödinger-like equation utilizing the discretization method and then extract
the time evolution of the dominant mode. For convenience, first we introduce the light-cone coordinates

u = t− r∗, v = t+ r∗ . (45)
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FIG. 7: The shape of the effective potential in terms of the tortoise coordinate r∗, for l = m = 1, and Θ2 = 0.5.
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FIG. 8: The shape of the effective potential in terms of the tortoise coordinate r∗, for l = m = 1 and various values of Θ2.

Then the Schrödinger-like equation (34) can be written as

− 4
∂2Ψl,m(u, v)

∂u∂v
− Veff(u(r), v(r))Ψl,m(u, v) = 0 . (46)

Discretizing this equation, we obtain

Ψl,m(N) = Ψl,m(W ) + Ψl,m(E)−Ψl,m(S)− h2

8
Veff(S)(Ψl,m(W ) + Ψl,m(E)) +O(h4), (47)

with S = (u, v), W = (u+ h, v), E = (u, v + h), N = (u+ h, v + h). In this discretization method, the step length is
set to h = 0.1 while the initial and boundary condition is set on the null boundary u = u0 and v = v0.
In FIG. 9, we present an example of the evolution of the mode function of the massless test scalar field for the case
of l = m = 1. In the left panel, we show the 3D evolution of the massless test scalar field for the case of Θ2 = 0.1.
In the right panel, we show the time evolution of mode function located at constant r∗. The black line stands for
the deformed Schwarzschild solution with Θ2 = 0.5, the gray line stands for Θ2 = 0.1, and orange line stands for
the standard Schwarzschild black hole solution. From FIG. 9, it is obvious that the QNM ringing of the deformed
Schwarzschild solution is nearly the same as that of the standard Schwarzschild black hole. This means that the
system has nearly the same QNM frequencies as the standard Schwarzschild black hole solution. However, the long
time evolution of this solution is very different from that of the standard Schwarzschild black hole. In addition,
it is evident that for longer time evolution, the massless scalar field in the deformed Schwarzschild black hole gets
constantly amplified, and this means that this scalar perturbation is not stable.
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FIG. 9: The evolution of the mode function of the massless test scalar field for the case l = m = 1. The left panel shows the
3D evolution of the mode function with Θ2 = 0.5. The right panel shows the time evolution of the mode function on constant
radius r∗. The black curve is for Θ2 = 0.5, the gray curve for Θ2 = 0.1, and the orange curve corresponds to the standard
Schwarzschild black hole.

4.4. A toy effective potential

In order to understand the growing behavior of the mode function mentioned in the previous subsection, we constructed
a toy effective potential to grasp some intuitive knowledge. The toy effective potential is constructed as

Vtoy(r∗) =


− 0.00700034 r < −8.6

0.1 + 0.0124419r −8.6 < r < 0

0.1− 0.0106667r 0 < r < 6

1.29599
1

r2
r > 6

. (48)

The toy effective potential is constructed in order to grasp the overall shape and the asymptotic behavior of the
effective potential we have, while the details around the peak are not fully kept. In FIG. 10, the toy effective potential
is plotted and compared with the effective potential of the deformed Schwarzschild black hole for the case of l = m = 1
and Θ2 = 0.5 in NC gravity.
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FIG. 10: A comparison of the shape of the toy effective potential that we have constructed with the exact effective potential for
the case of l = m = 1 and Θ2 = 0.5.

In addition, we solve the Schrödinger-like equation employing the toy effective potential we constructed here, and the
result is shown in FIG. 11. The left panel shows the 3D evolution of the massless scalar field governed by the toy
effective potential. The right panel shows the time evolution of the massless scalar field located at constant radius.
The pink line stands for the case of the toy effective potential, while the gray line stands for the case of the effective
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FIG. 11: The evolution of the massless scalar field with the toy effective potential (48). The left panel shows the 3D evolution
of the massless scalar field with the toy effective potential. The right panel shows the time evolution of the test scalar field
located at constant radius. The pink curve stands for the case of toy effective potential, while the gray curve stands for the exact
effective potential for l = m = 1 and Θ2 = 0.5.

potential of the deformed Schwarzschild black hole for the case of l = m = 1 and Θ2 = 0.5. From FIG. 11, we can
easily see that the toy effective potential imitates quite well the long time behavior of the effective potential of the
deformed Schwarzschild black hole.
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FIG. 12: A comparison of the toy effective potential, which has zero asymptotic value, with the toy effective potential which has
negative asymptotic value. The left panel compares the shapes of these two effective potentials, while the right panel shows the
time evolution of the test scalar field governed by the two effective potentials.

In order to understand how the overall shape and asymptotic value affect the shape of the time evolution behavior
of the massless scalar field, we construct another toy effective potential nearly the same with the previous one, but
with zero asymptotic value on the negative side. In FIG. 12, we compare these two toy effective potentials. In the
left panel, we show the shape of these two toy effective potentials. In the right panel, we show the time evolution
of the massless scalar field governed by these two toy effective potentials, located at constant radius. It is easily
seen that for the QNM ringing period, the two toy effective potentials give nearly the same time evolution behavior.
However, the long time evolution of the two toy effective potentials are quite different. For the toy effective potential
with zero asymptotic value, the scalar perturbation is stable, while for the one with negative asymptotic value, the
scalar perturbation gets continuously amplified and is unstable. This leads us to the conclusion that the unstable
time evolution of the massless scalar field is tightly related to the behavior of effective potential close to the event
horizon.
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5. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have calculated the Quasinormal Modes frequencies of a massless test scalar field around static black
holes solutions in Noncommutative gravity. As a first step we obtained the master equation, which is of a Schrödinger-
like form and, thus, the effective potential was explicitly written. The effective potential is made of three parts: (i) the
Schwarzschild effective potential, i.e. Vsch, (ii) the contribution from the j = 0 part, i.e. V0, and (iii) the contribution
from the j > 0 part, i.e. Vj . In order for these parts to be computed we excluded the polar orbits (m = 0) in order to
avoid a divergence due to the fact that the deformed Schwarzschild black hole is “broken” at the poles. Furthermore,
a tortoise coordinate was employed in order to make the computation of the effective potential easier, and additionally
a discretization method was used.

Using several diagrams and two toy effective potentials, we have shown that Noncommutative gravity does have an
effect on the Quasinormal Modes evolution compared to the one obtained in the framework of General Relativity. In
particular, in the long time evolution of the massless scalar field, due to the Noncommutative corrections the stability
of the scalar pertubations is missed.

Our results are relevant in the perspective of increasing accuracy in observations of gravitational waves from binary
gravitational systems, whose characteristic oscillation modes can provide interesting information. Furthermore, the
analysis performed in this paper could be used as an additional tool to test the General Relativity predictions and
examine whether gravitational modifications of the specific form induced by Noncommutative geometry are possible.
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Appendix A: The first-order operator D2
(1)m,ω

The first order operator D2
(1)m,ω in (29) is given by [115]

D2
(1)m,ω =

m2F
r2 sin2 θ

(Aj −Dj) cosj θ − F
r2

(Ai −Bj) cosj θ
[
∂r
(
r2F∂r

)]
− F

2

2

(
A′j −B′j + C ′j +D′j

)
cosj θ∂r

− F
r2

(Aj − Cj) cosj θ
(
cot θ∂θ + ∂2

θ

)
− F

2r2

[
(Aj +Bj − Cj +Dj) ∂θ cosj θ

]
∂θ −

2iωF
r

aj cosj θ (r∂r + 1)

− iωF∂raj cosj θ − 2iω

r2
bj cosj θ∂θ −

iω

r2 sin θ
bj∂θ

(
cosj θ sin θ

)
− imF
r2 sin2 θ

[
2dj cosj θF∂r + ∂r (Fdj) cosj θ

]
+

imF
r4 sin3 θ

ej
(
j cosj−1 θ sin2 θ + cosj+1 θ

)
− 2imF
r4 sin2 θ

ej cosj θ∂θ

+
F
r2

[
∂r (Fcj) cosj θ∂θ + 2Fcj cosj θ∂2

rθ

]
+
F2

r2 sin θ
cj∂θ

(
cosj θ sin θ

)
∂r . (A1)

The summations over j are implicitly assumed in each term.
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Appendix B: The coefficients of the effective potential (35)

The coefficients ajlm, ...., h
j
lm of the effective potential (35) are given as [115]

ajlm =
m2

Nlm

∫ 1

−1

xj (Pml )
2

1− x2
dx , (B1)

bjlm =
1

Nlm

∫ 1

−1

xj (Pml )
2
dx , (B2)

cjlm =
1

Nlm

∫ 1

−1

xjPml
[(

1− x2
)
∂2
x − 2x∂x

]
Pml dx , (B3)

djlm =
1

Nlm

∫ 1

−1

Pml
(
1− x2

) (
∂xx

j
)

(∂xP
m
l ) dx , (B4)

ejlm =
−1

Nlm

∫ 1

−1

dxxjPml
√

1− x2∂xP
m
l , (B5)

f jlm =
1

Nlm

∫ 1

−1

dx (Pml )
2

[
xj+1

√
1− x2

−
√

1− x2∂xx
j

]
, (B6)

gjlm =
m

Nlm

∫ 1

−1

xj (Pml )
2
dx

1− x2
, (B7)

hjlm =
m

Nlm

∫ 1

−1

(Pml )
2
dx

(1− x2)
3/2

[
jxj−1

(
1− x2

)
+ xj+1

]
+

2m

Nlm

∫ 1

−1

xjPml (∂xP
m
l ) dx√

1− x2
(B8)

with ∫ 1

−1

dxPml (x)Pmk (x) =
2(l +m)!

(2l + 1)(l −m)!
δlk , (B9)

and

Nlm ≡
2(l +m)!

(2l + 1)(l −m)!
. (B10)
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